
• \ , 

EX ~UTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRE lENT 
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

WASHINGTON 

December 18, 1950 

r1EI~BAlID~..l FOR THE PRESIDE1~: 
. 

UJHfC1(fr 

As directed in l~ation.e.l Security Council memorandum dated 
November 14, 1950, the Atomic Energy Commission has made a review of 
possible locations for the required additions.l atomic weapons test 
site. The Department of Defense has assisted the Atomic Energy Com
mission in this review. 

At the beginning, it may of course be said that there would 
be outstanding advantages in having e. continental site for all atomic 
weapons tests, involving a wide range of energy release of from, say,-
1000 to 500,000 tons Tl~ equivalent, or more, and for tests of special 
nature. However, there are problems of site acquisition and logistics 
which preclude consideration for early and efficient use of very re
mote sites, as in Northern Canc.da or Alaska, and less remote continen
tal sites present questions of radiological safety for tests of very 
high energy release and other tests which might involve a high order 
of radiological contaminstion. These latter questions may be answered 
satisfactorily as test l~owledge increases through exp€riments, and as 
the world situation may develop, but they are not satisfactorily an
swered at present. 

The Commission has therefore, after stuey, limited itself 
at this stage in its serious examination of possible sites to those 
'\"lhich might meet the urgent requirements of the immediate weapons de
velopment proeram. The essential need now is for a site at which a 
few relatively low order detonations may be done safely ant with min
imum non-productive cost in time, effort and money at the earliest 
possible dates, prefera.bly within the next two to three months. The 
Commission budget now before Congress contains $1,000,000 for the 
initiation of development of a continental test site. 

The criteria for such a site include primarily: ready ac
cessibility to the los .Alamos laboratory by land end air, good corn
DnL~cations, adequate radiological safety, reasonably regular topog
raphy and prospects of economy of preparation ~~d operation. There 
are two general areas witlln the continental U. S. where it is be
lieved a considerable portion of the expected AEC testing ~ogram 
could be conducted without undue public radiological hazard. These 
are the South Central Atlantic Coastal area and the arid Southwest. 
There are four locations within these two areas whe=e some of the 
facilities needed for operations are already in existence, so that a 
site could be developed for atomic tests at reasons.ble cost. These 
locations are: 
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~. The!e.s Vegas, Nevada, Bombing and Gunnery Range. 

12. The Dlle,oway, Utah, Proving Ground. 

s. The White Sands, N. M., Proving Grotmd (contains the 
Trinity site used in 1945). 

~. The Camp lejeune, l~. C., area, 1~orth Carolina. 

The las Vegas site (see map attached) has been selected as the most 
desirable. It hs.s the following advantages: 

!:. The site is within easy reach of the los Alamos Scien
tific Laboratory. 

:e. The weather and terrain conditions are such ·that it will 
be possible to use the site at any time during the twelve 
months of the year • 

.g. An atomic weapons test site is immediately available 
V!ithin the approximately 5400 square miles of Government
owned land currently in use by the U. S. Air Force. It 
is possible to establish test points which will not unduly 
restrict continued practice bombing and gunnery operations 
except d~ing actual test periods. 

£. r~teorological conCitions ana population density are such 
ths.t some of the most urgent ato~c weapons tests can cer
tainly be conducted well within acceptable limits of pUb
lic radiological safety. Each specific test operation 
\lould of CO'll:"se be subject to exaI:!ination elld approval 
by recognized eA~rts. 

~. l.b.ny of the buildings, power suP?ly require::nents t:-ans
port and comm1.mications lines, etc., required fo:- o}::er
c.tions alreaa:~ e:d::t at the las Vegas ranee. 

In comparison r.ith the Las Vegas Site, the Cerolina Coast 
site, in addition to the cisacvantage of its re1stively great distance 
from Los Alamos, does not have the necessarr Government-controlled lend 
area, while Du.o..Cfi7B.~~ end 1Thi te Se.nc1~ co not pro'vide quite so hiGh a de
gree of r~ciological safety. 

It should be no"'-ec:. that development cf the las Vege.s range as 
an aton:ic Vlea:cons test site would not eliminate the current requiren~ent 
for use of' Eniwetok, Ernchitlte or some other similarly very remote site 
for tests where the raciological haza:-ds invclved may be beyonc the lim
its acceptable in the Ur.iteo Ste:tes. Thus, there remains e requirement 
of some urgency to find a secure site alternate to Eniwetok and AmcCitke. 
for use in an emoerEency which may deny the use of Eniwetok or .Amchi tl:z;.. 
This point 1'.'i::'1 continue te receive attention. 
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The Special Committee of the National Secur:..t,y Council on 
Atomic Enert;Y recornt!1end~ s1'PI'ove..l cy the President of the development 
of a portion of the Ie.s Veeas Bombing and Gunnery Range as an atomic 
weapons test site. The pUblicity attendant on the establishment of 
this test site '\7ill, as in the case of the Amchitka site, be coorC!i
natee by the Special Committee of the Natiou.l Security COlmcil on 
.Atomic Energy. 

APPROVED : 

11 ry~N:i S. 

dX:~d. 
JA1ZS S. IJI.Y: JR~ 7p- -
Executive Secret8.-7 
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