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When did the RAF start thinking in terms of a nuclear deterrent force?
It is quite difficult to answer. The RAF started thinking about
nuclear weapons as soon as the first bomb was dropped on Japan, Here
was a new weapon that had to be taken account of., At the time, of
course, there hadn't evolved any such thing as the deterrent theory.
The first really official explanation of the deterrent theory ceanme

in the White Paper of 1955, It put it clearly at the central /

strategy of the country.

When did the RAF start applying pressure for the development and
production of nuclear weapons?

I don't think that it ever did apply anything in the sense of public
pressure, The whole thing was handled at the highest Cabinet level
and was, of course, highly classified, Talking about the early
years, the RAF attitude was really what can we get in the way of
weapons, what is available? How far the studies that were made were
actually translated into numbers of weapons, I don't know.

Vhat were the first aircraft designed with nuclear weapons in mind?
Not long after the war the Air Ministry stated requirements for
V-bombers. The requirement was implemented by four different
designs, There were two intermediste ones -- the Short and the
Valiant first, These planes were designed to carry the itype of

bomb we expected to get., There was no provision for the Canberrs
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to carry atomic weapons. Later on, it was modified to be able to
carry nuclear weapons.,

Did the Army and Navy seek to find a nuclear role for themselves
in the years 1945-52?

I think not in the deterrent sense, They were both looking around
for guided weapons and antisircraft weapons. For example the Army
wanted ground to ground weapons that could take a nuclear warhead,
The Army and Nevy were not pushing into the deterrent field; they
were drafting requirements for tactical nuclear weapons. The Army
went for the Blue Water missile which was later cancelled by the
Government,

Did the other services balk at the size and cost of the V-bomber
force?

I think that there was the usual kind of competition for defence
money. I don't think that the other services opposed the V-bomber
force. They simply said that too much money was going into it and
that we needed other things too. By thet time the country was
pretty firm on making the deterrent forces the pillar of our
strategy. I think that the other services argued their own cases
for the resources they wanted. The duty of the Defence Committee,
of course, was to arrive at the best allocation of resources among
the services.

Was there a large gap between the development of the first atomic
device and its testing at Monte Bello?

No, I don't think so., The first Monte Bello test was made as soon

as the first device was ready. There was no gap.
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What role did the RAF have in the decision to develop the bomb?
The Chiefs of Staff must have been consulted on the decision, and
this would have included the Chief of the Air Staff, I don't know
what role he played, but I can't conceive that the Chiefs of Staff
were not consulted by the Cabinet., They were invited to attend
many of the Defence Committee meetings. I suppose that the RAF
influenced the design in the sense that the bomb was a weapon

that had to be carried by aircraft and they wanted it to meet
practical operational requirements.

Did the explosion of an atomic device by the Russians in 1949
affect RAF strategic and technical thinking?

I suppose it had an effect in the sense that it made the whole
business & good deal more urgent than it was before. I think that
it brought undoubtedly a greater sense of urgency to anybody who
had anything to do with the thing., The Cabinet must have taken

a sharper look at the situation,

Were major decisions on bemb-carrying vehicles --aircraft, rocketis,
etc.,—— delayed pending the development of the bomb?

I don't think that any major decisions were delayed. Quite a few
modifications were introduced into aircraft and that caused delay,
Major decisions were not delayed. It was basically a matter of
catching up with the various design changes that caused delay,

Was there any assistance from the United States in the development
of the bomb?

No, I den't think so,.
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Did the American offer of test facilities in 1952 contain security
restrictions that were unacceptable to the British Government?

I really don't know what happened at the time., I would guess it
was probably because of restrictions of some kind or other.

Was there any opposition within the RAF to the proportion of
resources allocated to Bomber C oramand?

Not in the direct sense. The other commands were pushing their
own cases pretty hard. Coastal Cormand was in bad shape —- the
Cinderella of the commands. Fighter wanted its needs met and the
oversea commands came in with their requirements. I don't think
that within the RAF anyone was saying thal Bomber Command had too
big a share of the resources. The others just didn't use the

argument that Bomber Command had too much.

S————— S ——

SU——





