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But in the next sentence Prof, Oliphant states that if there is fraud, perhaps only in
the total production rate, Ipbther words they may produce less than the British,

Professor Oliphant says that the Russians did not display a model at Geneva.
Then the reports and pictures of their model must be sheer fake, Measurements of
absorption of neutrones may be correet, but this has nothing to do with the
atomic bomb, He says that facilities " must be greater in the U.S.8%,R. than in the
Wests" But he could not and did not see alle As to the details of British tests in
Australia, I did not say that Penny kept everything to himsclf. But if he faked the
explosion, surely he would fake also the reports, As to solarization, all the pictures
which I have seen in papers and and books did not show any solarization, And the most
important thing in Prof, Oliphants letter is that ke doss what I warned him to do; not
to mix up atomic research with the stomic bomb., Even if the Russians have larger re-
actors, and make more and elaborate tests with neutrons, etc,, etc,, it doss not mean
that they have larger and more atomic bombs, I agree that all the reports about isotype
‘ research and neutrons and all that are true, But I say:all that is said &but atomic’

bombs are not true, This is a deeisive difference,

I closed the correspondence with the following letter,

Dear Professor Oliphant, 20th April, 1956,

Please accept my sincere thanks for your kind and detailed answer of April 19th,
which I have read with the greatestinterest, Meanwhile world fears have been again
increased by Mr, Krusches's boasting of Russian nucleaf weapons, It is now even more
necessary to examine what is fact and what is fiction in nuclear weapons in general,

At a Jater date, when you are back from your voyage, I shall teke the liberty to inform
you about the relevent facts,

Meanwhile I ramain with my renewed thanks and best wishes for a fruitful Jjourney,
Yours sincerley,
CuKe Bliss,

What happened? Prof, Oliphant came back with glowing accounts - of what? Of
life in Russia for the Atomic Scientists, They can get everything they want, he saild
on the radio, (I have the temerity to eay that they can not even get toilet paper,
After all, the commissioner might say, is the paper off Pravda and Iswestiéﬁﬁbod enough?)
They earn about £6000 a month, he said,(using the crooked Russian exchange rate).

That means that they can buy a good brick home every month, an average Australian may
think, z Their synchotron is far larger than Oliphant's sychontron in
Canberra, And he lashed out in condemning the miserliness of the Canberran beauroants,
In short, the red carpet and V,I,P, treatment for Prof, Oliphent have done the same
thing as they do to labour bosses of Australia and other countiries who are invited to
a gratis trip to the Soviet Despoty. They are not shown the slave labour camps, they
are fed and feted and made drunk with vodke and figures of the wonderful paradise of
the U,S,S5.R.

It is my intention to collect all the evidence on this atomic bomb business and
present it to the world in a special publication.
The End,

PSe A few months ago (1960) I read an article in TIME of American scientists
having visited the atomic establishments in Soviet Russia, Their overall impres-
sion was; all copled from Western establiments, but on a much inferior scale,




