Preface

This study examines the debate over the pursuit of a nuclear test-han
agreement during the Fisenhower presidency. It connects the disagree-
ments amongst the scientific community to the policy deliberations
within the administration, focusing on the influence of Eisenhower’s
scientific counsel on his decisions. The complex interaction of public
and private debates among governmental officials and scientists required
me to make some difficult choices on the organization and the scope of
this work. Developments within the administration and the scientific
community often occurred in parallel, at times converging at critical
junctures. My analysis within each chapter thus weaves back and forth
hetween the public and the private debates and developments within
the scientific community. The chapters appear chronologically and are
organized thematically within. The only exceptions are Chapters Three
and Four, which assess developments from 1954 through 1955 within
the administration and the scientific community separately.

Since it was necessary to limit the scope of my research, I chose which
scientists to examine in greater detail based upon their influence on the
internal debate within the administration, as well as the availahility of
primary sources that illuminated their roles. A full-length examination of
the role of all scientists on the public test-han debate warrants a separate
study. I focused my analysis on the consideration of the test ban from
within the Eisenhower administration and the community of atomic sci-
entists within the United States. Since previous studies emphasized the
public debate within the United States and the international pressures on
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the administration to ban testing, | limit my discussion of those factors
to provide the context that, at times, influenced the internal debate. 1
examined British archival sources to investigate the discussions between
Great Britain and the United States on the test-ban issue. [ only briefly
speculate on Soviet motives and objectives in the test-ban discussions.

There are many people I would like to acknowledge for their as-
sistance in the completion of this work. My doctoral advisor, Barton
J. Bernstein of Stanford University, introduced me to this subject and
guided me throughout the course of this study. He has been the perfect
teacher and mentor, providing a constant source of encouragement. |
would not have completed this study without his wisdom, guidance,
and support. Gordon H. Chang has been a steady source of generous
and practical counsel. A paper written for his graduate research seminar
served as the basis for a chapter in this book. I am also thankful for
David Holloway’s assistance and advice in the completion of my disser-
tation. Several staff members and fellow graduate students at Stanford
provided me with a great deal of encouragement and support: Matthew
Booker, David Holland, Lynn Kaiser, Andy Koloski, Hyung-Suk Lee,
Sean Malloy, Gertrud Pacheco, Margo Richardson, Cecilia Tsu, and
Monica Wheeler.

I am also grateful for the assistance of several individuals from the
Department of History at the United States Military Academy (USMA),
where I taught for three years while preparing this manuscript. Lt. Col.
Gian P. Gentile reviewed early drafts of my work and sagely guided me
away from several potential pitfalls and missteps along the way. I am al-
so deeply indebted to Col. Gary ]. Tocchet for our numerous discussions
about the challenges of interpreting Eisenhower’s leadership and his ap-
proach to arms control. Brig. Gen. (ret.) Robert A. Doughty, Col. Lance
A. Betros, and Lt. Col. Dana M. Mangham each provided useful advice
and constant encouragement. Several junior faculty members at USMA
were helpful in both large and small ways. My thanks go especially to
Jim Isenhower, Matt Morton, George Sarabia, and Glenn Voelz.

The Journal of Strategic Studies (http//www.tandf.co.uk.) published
an early version of my research in an essay that incorporated some
themes and events that I analyze in greater detail in Chapters Two, Four,
and Five. An anonymous reviewer from the Journal of Strategic Studies
offered helpful comments on Eisenhower’s efforts toward arms control.

Grants from the USMA Dean’s Faculty Development and Research
Fund paid for a number of research trips. I received invaluable assistance
at several archival collections across the country. Heather Bischof at the
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USMA library efficiently processed my constant stream of inter-library
loan requests. Tom Branigar and the entire staff at the Eisenhower Li-
brary made my several weeks in Abilene fruitful and enjoyable. Elaine
Kistiakowsky provided a great deal of encouragement and granted me
access to her husband’s papers at the Harvard University Archives. Dusty
Sue Hellmann at Cornell University assisted me with Hans Bethe’s pa-
pers. Nora Murphy at the MIT Archives and Matthew Schaefer at the
Herbert Hoover Presidential Library were particularly helpful in search-
ing for specific documents. Jim and Robin Lloyd provided me a home
away from home during my research visit to West Branch, Iowa. Muriel
Bell and Kirsten Oster of Stanford University Press provided wise and
diligent counsel throughout the preparation of the manuscript.

My family supplied me with unending support during my completion
of this study. I owe a lot to my mother, Marynelle, and to Ned Sharp for
their constant encouragement and for the memorable weekends that I
was able to spend at home one summer in between weekly research trips
to Abilene. I am grateful for my wife, Marion, for her loving companion-
ship and her patience and understanding throughout the preparation of
this manuscript. I owe the most to my father, a teacher who instilled in
me a passion for history at a very early age. IHe was the greatest influence
on my life and continues to be the inspiration for everything that I do.



