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Ihe Spoils of War

Dr. Samuel Goudsmit
and U.S. Army soldiers
find a stash o
communications in the
apartment of Nazi
chemist Dr. Eugen
Haagen, the first
evidence of Nazi medical

experiments.

SOURCE: Annie Jacobsen, Operation Paperclip: The
Secret Intelligence Program That Brought Nazi Scientists to
America, (New York: Back Bay Books: 2014)



1e Spoils of War

Late March, 1945
Nordhausen, Germa

eapons
n at the Mittelwerk

' facility, orders his
o hide two crates

Americans.

SOURCE: Annie Jacobsen , Operation Paperclip: The Secret
Intelligence Program That Brought Nazi Scientists to America, (New
York: Back Bay Books: 2014)




Spoils of War

ol Dr. Leopold Alexander,
"y Boston psychiatrist,

3 uncovers records Nazi Dr.
ascher’s experimental
records in captured
documents. Alexander
characterizes them as a
record of “medical
murder.” R.A.F. and
U.S.A F. investigators do
not view the records.

SOURCE: Annie Jacobsen , Operation Paperclip: The Secret
Intelligence Program That Brought Nazi Scientists to America, (New
York: Back Bay Books: 2014)




'Turning Point

1e, 1945, the hunt for Nazi scientists
oads. In the civilian U.S.
rnment, the S Department and Labor
rtment were resisting pressure from the

erce Department to open the doors to bring
ientists to America. Different investigative
 from the U.S. Army, U.S. Army Air Force, U.S.
Ne nd Chemical Weapons Divisions, each had
their own agendas. Meanwhile, teams searching for
evidence of war crimes would find themselves at

~ odds with these competing interests.

SOURCE: Annie Jacobsen , Operation Paperclip: The Secret Intelligence Program That Brought Nazi Scientists to America, (New York: Back Bay
Books: 2014)




i d Paperclip to it All

946, under pressure from the
erce Department, President
ive officially transforming

us scattered efforts ir
PAPERCLIP. On the surface, this directive was
d on advancing the nation’s scientific and
r potential. Truman explicitly forbade the
1 into PAPERCLIP of influential Nazi Party
members and other Reich supporters, a policy that
~was soon circumvented by the War Department and
the Joint Intelligence Objectives Agency (JIOA).

SOURCE: Cold War: A Student Encyclopedia, Ed. Spencer C. Tucker. Vol. 3. Santa Barbara, CA: ABC-CLIO, 2008, Inc. Thomas D. Veve
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When the State Department
rejected desired scientists
because of war crimes
investigations, the JIOA
began to purge dossiers of
Nazi Party connections and
connections to war crimes.
Thus OPERATION
PAPERCLIP grew to involve
over 1,600 former Nazis
with desired skills.

SOURCE: Cold War: A Student Encyclopedia, Ed. Spencer C.
Tucker. Vol. 3. Santa Barbara, CA: ABC-CLIO, 2008, Inc.
Thomas D. Veve



M iidy OPERATION PAPERCLIP?

o the weapons of WWII, 97% of

od at SICP have studied, and 52% have
ng of the atomic bomb on Japan

or to reaching high school.

10se same freshmen, ~ 0.5% recognize the name of
er von Braun; ~ 0.2% accurately describe

ation Paperclip; ~ 20% have an ability to

rately describe the Nuremburg Trials.

cing Operation Paperclip into the classroom
provides new opportunities for learning, and shifts
debate and discussion from a single historical event
over 70 years old into a debate about how national
policy is formed - a debate highly relevant today.




S¥P0ting OPERATION PAPERCLIP

ary sources is readily available.

ATION PAPERCLIP can be tied into research
d on a number of GVRL History in Dispute

er moral and ethical questions can be
debated in the classroom.

@ The issues involved in Operation Paperclip can be
extended into several other topics.



dents are divided into categories based on
tory: War Department, Labor Department, State
- Department, War Crimes Investigators, etc.

\ = Students are given cards of Nazi scientists and a
deck of “options” cards. Considering their role,
students formulate a policy using the cards and
compare with the other groups.



Lf,l)mgu Drfm\r ;

Batlgmmml "

FIVE CENTS

Deep Analysis

m Connecting events and
issues of OPERATION

PAPERCLIP to GVRL
History in Dispute topics:

“Victors” Justice: Were Nazis Tried for
War Crimes Subjected to Victors’
Justice?”

“Medical Experiments: Should
Data Derived from Nazi
Medical Experiments be Used
by Contemporary Scientsts?

“The Allies: Was the Postwar Collapse
of the Allies” Coalition Inevitable?’



d States really need the Nazi scientists to
var Soviet threat?

. ublic have been given more information
ut OPERATION PAPERCLIP?

yuld NASA correct the official biographies of
nher von Braun, Kurt Debus, and Arthur Rudolph
clude their controversial wartime activities?

= How should the nation’s policies involving weapons,
science, and technology, be determined? In secret
committees or through public debate in Congress or by
the Executive Branch?

SOURCE: Annie Jacobsen , Operation Paperclip: The Secret Intelligence Program That Brought Nazi Scientists to America, (New York: Back Bay Books: 2014)
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NG earProliferation

There are 16,400 nucl

s nuclear weapon zones under the Non-
K, France, Russia and China. These countries
under international law. It is illegal for any

hat h PT to develop these weapons.

Other countries ar weapa
and North

© 1 240 warheads
France warheads
Russia; 00-12,600 warheads
United Kingdom 210 2idqi=iel
Loeeisie o 9613 warheads

- India lear warheads

- 75-200 nuclear warheads

o 8 : 70-90 nuclear warheads

ol D : Unknown

m  Source: Arms Control Association




2015 ESTIMATED GLOBAL NUCLEAR WARHEAD INVENTORIES

The world’s nuclear-armed states possess a combined total of roughly 16,000 nuclear
warheads; more than 90 percent belong to Russia and the United States. Approximately
10,000 warheads are in military service, with the rest awaiting dismantlement.

(300 (120) (@700)+ OL

FRANCE |—‘ ISRAEL PAKISTAN INDIA RUSSIA NORTH KOREA

Pe “@Qé

. .
Sources: Hans M. Kristensen, Robert S. Norris, and U.S. Department of State. Updated: October 13, 2015. ASSO Clat lon




Nuclear Proliferation: Risk vs. Reality
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-+~ Nuclear Weapons States = Nuclear Energy States




Nticlear Non-
Joliferation Treaty
1966

to stop the spread or proliferation of nuclear
ountries that had te wuclear weapons at the time had to
lear Weapon State (NWS) and agree not to pass nuclear
nology on to Non-Nuclear Weapon States (NNWS), and to
NWS had to promise not to make any attempt to produce
ons.

hree main pillars: non-proliferation, disarmament and
nuclear energy.

eaceful use
Number of countries signed: 188

Not signed: India, Pakistan, and Israel. North Korea (DPRK) announced
in January 2003 that it was withdrawing from the NPT.



IN Security Council
Resojution 1540

y Council decided t 11 States shall refrain from providing
support to non-State a hat attempt to develop, acquire,
possess, transport, transfer or use nuclear, chemical or
pons and their means of delivery, in particular for

Ses.

y requires all States to adopt and enforce appropriate laws
0 this e well as other effective measures to prevent the
roliferation of these weapons and their means of delivery to non-State
ors, in particular for terrorist purposes.

See Video Clip of UN Secretary general Ban Ki Moon



curity Council
Resolution 1887

ly adopting resolution 1887 (2009) in its first

sive action on nuclear issues since the mid-1990s,
\bers emphasized that the body had a primary

’ to address nuclear threats, and that all situations
ance with nuclear treaties should be brought to its

e griderlined the right to pursue peaceful nuclear

ergy under TAEA supervision, but also urged States to curb
the export of nuclear-related material to countries that had
terminated their compliance with Agency safeguards
agreements.




ational Atomic Energy Agency

toms for Peace Speech by President Eisenhower
1956

ttps:/ /www.iaea.org/newscenter/ multimedia/videos/
atoms-peace-speech




nternational Relations
sertered on Nuclear [ssues

WInNg m Reasons Against

RS

train

s through
utual

n and certain

http:/ /debatewise.org/debates/3382-abolish-nuclear-weapons/



Sides to the Debate

= There already have been
great strides made in
reducing and
dismantling nuclear
arsenals and in
preventing other states
from adopting nuclear
weapons

clear

E programs




r weapons have
cognized for
>straining effect

oulc ult in more
warfare and more

- deaths

= Nuclear deterrence
encourages proliferation

@ The use and/or threat
of nuclear weapons is
illegal (IC] ruling 1996)
= Risk of weapons falling
into the wrong hands



Why Countries Build Nuclear Weapons in the 21st Century
. By
July 03, 2013
From The Diplomat
Wlomacat.com/2013/07/why-countries-build-nuclear-
ipons-in-the-21st-century/

. | era, the conventional wisdom has
n that one state’s ear acquisition has driven its
ersaries to follow s s former Secretary of State

e Shultz so eloquently put it, “proliferation begets
eration.”

ugh some of the earliest nuclear proliferation cases

- fo ed this pattern, it has been increasingly rare as the
taboo against the first use of nuclear weapons has become
more entrenched. Instead, the primary security factor
driving nuclear weapons proliferation today is the disparity
in conventional military power. This is likely to continue in
the future, with profoung consequences for which states do
and don’t seek nuclear weapons.
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-part f the WMD - We Must Disarm campaign, a reason to disarm has been
out on Twitter for each of the 100 days leading up to the International Day of
2. The first 10 of these 'tweets' were put out in the name of Secretary-General

retary-General Ban Ki-moon

se as UN Secretary-General, I believe we now have a real opportunity to
make a change - we should seize it

3. because as UN Secretary-General, I believe there would be no winners in a
nuclear war

4. because as UN Secretary-General, I know a nuclear war would be the ultimate
catastrophe

5. because nuclear weapons do not discriminate - UN Secretary-General Ban Ki-
moon

6. because we have to prevent terrorists getting nuclear weapons - UN Secretary-
General Ban Ki-moon



V_.TURNING POINT?
an Nuclear Deal

‘Germany and Iran

|



viain ? ints of the Iranian
Nuclear Deal 2015

elief upon implementation
5100 billion in overseas
en

ium enrichr owered to 3.67%

0% to produce atomic weapon)
tifuges reduced to 5,060 from 20,000
d€avy water reactor at Arak reconfigured to
' rodu only small amounts. No new
reactors for 15 years

@ 5. Inspections and verifications by IAEA









IDEAS

erials for specific lesson guidelines)

ts regarding the topic of nuclear proliferation
today by role-playing different people from various
positions such as government officials, advisors, activists,
nuclear industry leaders, and heads of state of various
countries.



More Lesson Ideas...

» The United States has threatened to cut off economic relations and
introduce sanctions against India and Pakistan if they refuse to dismantle



son ldeas...

0-Con Nuclear Weapons




