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APPENDIX 1: Survey Question Wording

Prospective Stories (figures 1A, 1B, and 3)
• Given the facts described in the article, if the United States decided to conduct a nuclear strike to destroy the Al Qaeda base, how much would you approve or disapprove of the U.S. military action? (6 point scale from strongly disapprove to strongly approve)

• Given the facts described in this article, if the United States decided to conduct a conventional strike to destroy the Al Qaeda base, how much would you approve or disapprove of the U.S. military action? (6 point scale from strongly disapprove to strongly approve)

• If you had to choose between one of the two U.S. military options described in the article, would you prefer the nuclear strike or the conventional strike? (1. strongly prefer the conventional strike; 2. somewhat prefer the conventional strike; 3. somewhat prefer the nuclear strike; 4. strongly prefer the nuclear strike)

• For those preferring nuclear: You said you preferred a nuclear strike by the United States.  Which of the following is the most important reason why you preferred the nuclear strike? Please select one (1. Using nuclear weapons increased the chances of successfully destroying an important threat to our national security; 2. Using nuclear weapons reduced the expected number of U.S. military fatalities in the operation; 3. Using nuclear weapons sends a strong message to Al Qaeda and other potential enemies of the United States that we will not permit them to build weapons of mass destruction; 4. The United States cannot hold back when fighting enemies who seek to destroy us.)

• For those preferring conventional: You said you preferred a conventional strike by the United States.  Which of the following is the most important reason why you did not prefer the nuclear strike? Please select one. (1. Using nuclear weapons increased the expected number of Syrian civilian fatalities in the operation; 2. Using nuclear weapons is morally wrong; 3. Using nuclear weapons in this situation might encourage other states or terrorist groups to use nuclear weapons against the U.S. or our allies in the future; 4. Using nuclear weapons in this situation would damage America’s reputation with other countries; 5. Using nuclear weapons did not provide a significant advantage over conventional weapons in destroying the target; 6. Civilized countries don’t use nuclear weapons.)

Retrospective Stories (figure 2)
• How much do you approve or disapprove of the U.S. military operation described in this article? (6 point scale from strongly disapprove to strongly approve)

• How ethical or unethical was the U.S. military operation described in this article? (6 point scale from highly ethical to highly unethical)
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FIGURE A1
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Options for Destroying Al Qaeda Nuke Lab Equally Effective
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The Associated Press

A report from Admiral Mike
Mullen, Chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff, to the President
concludes that military strikes us-
ingnuclear or conventional weap-
ons would be “equally effective”
indestroyingan AlQaedanuclear
weapons facility in Syria.

The report compares two
American militaryoptions, acon-
ventional strike using nearly one
hundred conventionally-armed
cruise missiles, and an attack
using two small, nuclear-armed
cruise missiles. The report es-
timates that both options have a
90 percent chance of successfully
destroying the Al Qaeda nuclear
weapons lab.

The Joint Chiefs’ assessment
comes two weeks after Russian
intelligence agents intercepted a
shipment of centrifuges and low-
enricheduranium which could be
used toproduce nuclear weapons.
The bomb-making equipment
was being smuggled out of Rus-
sia to an Al Qaeda facility located

near the remote town of As-Safih
in northern Syria.

The suspects in the smuggling
operationwereemployedataRus-
sian nuclear lab. The smugglers
confirmed under questioning that
other shipments of centrifuges
and low-enriched uranium had
already been delivered to the Al
Qaedabase, where the centrifuges
are being used to make fuel for a
nuclear bomb. The smugglers
stated that there will be enough
bomb grade material produced
foratleastoneweaponwithin two
weeks. Syria has refused to allow
international inspectorsaccess to
the facility.

“Conventional and
nuclear options
would be equally
effective against
the buried Al Qaeda
nuclear weapons
base.”

The Joint Chiefs’ report to the
President does not recommend a
specific course of action. Howev-
er, it concludes that “because the
Al Qaedafacilityis comprised of a
series of deeply buried bunkers, a
strike would require either large
numbers of conventional mis-
siles, or two nuclear weapons, to

destroy the facility.” Either option
would have roughly a ninety per-
cent chance of success, according
to the report.

Thereportwasleaked to the As-
sociated Press by a high-ranking
administration official involved
in planning the strike. According
totheofficial, the centrifuges and
nuclear materials are too large
to be moved without detection.
A US intelligence official stated
that he has high confidence that
al Qaeda is within two weeks of
producing an operational bomb.
After that, the official said, “all
bets are oft.”

Accordingto Dr. David Wright,
a nuclear weapons expert at the
Union of Concerned Scientists, an
independent think-tank based in
Washington, D.C., “If a bomb of

this size exploded in New York
City, it could easily kill 50,000
to 70,000 people.”

The report states that the re-
mote location of the Al Qaeda
facility should limit Syrian civil-
ian fatalities for either option.
Because many conventional
weapons would be required to
destroy the Al Qaeda base, the
report estimates that “the two
options would kill approximately
the same number of Syrian civil-
ians” — about 1,000, including
immediate deaths and long term
consequences of the conventional
or nuclear strike. As both op-
tions will rely on cruise missiles
launched from U.S. naval vessels,
thereport concludes that “no U.S.
military personnel are at risk in
either operation.”

TARGET: AL QAEDA NUCLEAR WEAPONS LAB

U.S. NUCLEAR | U.S. CONVENTIONAL
STRIKE STRIKE
PROBABILITY OF
SUCCESS 90% 90%
ESTIMATED
SYRIAN CIVILIAN 1,000 1,000
DEATHS

IF U.S. STRIKE FAILS: 50.000 - 70,000 U.S. CIVILIAN FATALITIES

Chart from Joint Chiefs’ report describing nuclear and
conventional options for strike on Al Qaeda nuclear lab.





FIGURE A2
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Options Only Provide Small Increase in Chances Of Destroying Nuke Lab

Chiefs Conclude
Nuclear Option Has
90% Chance of Success,

Conventional 70%

The Associated Press

A report from Admiral Mike
Mullen, Chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff, to the President
concludes that nuclear weapons
would be “moderately more effec-
tive” than conventional strikes in
destroying an Al Qaeda nuclear
weapons facility in Syria.

The report compares two
Americanmilitary options,acon-
ventional strike using nearly one
hundred conventionally-armed
cruise missiles, and an attack
using two small nuclear-armed
cruise missiles. The report esti-
matesthatthe conventionalstrike
has a 70 percent chance of suc-
cessfully destroying the atomic
bomb lab while nuclear weapons
increase the chances of success to
approximately 90 percent.

The Joint Chiefs’ assessment
comes two weeks after Russian
intelligence agents intercepted a
shipment of centrifuges and low-
enriched uranium that could be
used to produce nuclear weapons.

The bomb-making equipment
was being smuggled out of Rus-
sia to an Al Qaeda facility located
near the remote town of As-Safih
in northern Syria.

The suspects in the smuggling
operationwereemployedata Rus-
sian nuclear lab. The smugglers
confirmed under questioning that
other shipments of centrifuges
and low-enriched uranium had
already been delivered to the Al
Qaedabase, where the centrifuges
are being used to make fuel for a
nuclear bomb. The smugglers
stated that there will be enough
bomb grade material produced
foratleast one weaponwithintwo
weeks. Syria has refused to allow
international inspectorsaccess to
the facility.

“Nuclear weapons
would be moderately
more effective against
this deeply buried
target.”

The Joint Chiefs’ report to the
President does not recommend
a specific course of action. How-
ever, it concludes that “because
the Al Qaeda facility is comprised
of a series of deeply buried bun-
kers, nuclear weapons would be
more effective for destroying this

target.”

The report was leaked to As-
sociated Press by a high-ranking
administration official involved
inplanning the strike. According
totheofficial, the centrifuges and
nuclear materials are too large
to be moved without detection.
A US Intelligence official stated
that he has high confidence that
Al Qaeda is within two weeks of
producing an operational bomb.
After that, the official said, “all
bets are off.”

According to Dr. David Wright,
a nuclear weapons expert at the
Union of Concerned Scientists,an
independent think-tank based in
Washington, D.C., “If a bomb of
this size exploded in New York
City, it could easily kill 50,000

to 70,000 people.”

The report states that the re-
mote location of the Al Qaeda
facility should limit Syrian ci-
vilian fatalities. Because many
conventional weapons would
be required to destroy the Al
Qaeda base, the Joint Chiefs
estimate that “the nuclear and
conventional options would kill
approximately the same number
of Syrian civilians” — about 1,000,
including immediate deaths and
long term consequences of the
conventional or nuclear strike.
Asbothoptionswill rely on cruise
missileslaunched from U.S. naval
vessels, thereport concludes that
“no U.S. military personnel are at
risk in either operation.”

TARGET: AL QAEDA NUCLEAR WEAPONS LAB

U.S. NUCLEAR | U.S. CONVENTIONAL

STRIKE STRIKE
PROBABILITY OF

o 0

SUCCESS 90% 70%
ESTIMATED
SYRIAN CIVILIAN 1,000 1,000
DEATHS

Ir U.S. STRIKE FAILS: 50.000 - 70,000 U.S.
CIVILIAN FATALITIES

Chart from Joint Chiefs’ report describing nuclear and
conventional options for strike on Al Qaeda nuclear lab.
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[image: image3.jpg]Al Qaeda Building Atomic Bombs in Syria: Joint Chiefs Say U.S. Nuclear
Option Offers Dramatically Increased Chances of Destroying Nuke Lab

Chiefs Conclude
Nuclear Option Has
90% Chance of Success,

Conventional Only 45%

The Associated Press

A report from Admiral Mike
Mullen, Chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff, to the President
concludes that nuclear weapons
would be “dramatically more ef-
fective” than conventional strikes
indestroyingan Al Qaedanuclear
weapons facility in Syria.

The report compares two
Americanmilitary options,acon-
ventional strike using nearly one
hundred conventionally-armed
cruise missiles, and an attack
using two small nuclear-armed
cruise missiles. The report esti-
matesthat the conventional strike
has a 45 percent chance of suc-
cessfully destroying the atomic
bomb lab while nuclear weapons
increase the chances of success to
approximately 90 percent.

The Joint Chiefs’” assessment
comes two weeks after Russian
intelligence agents intercepted a
shipment of centrifuges and low-
enriched uranium that could be
used toproduce nuclear weapons.

The bomb-making equipment
was being smuggled out of Rus-
sia toan Al Qaeda facility located
near the remote town of As-Safih
in northern Syria.

The suspects in the smuggling
operationwereemployedata Rus-
sian nuclear lab. The smugglers
confirmed under questioning that
other shipments of centrifuges
and low-enriched uranium had
already been delivered to the Al
Qaedabase, where thecentrifuges
are being used to make fuel for a
nuclear bomb. The smugglers
stated that there will be enough
bomb grade material produced
foratleast one weaponwithin two
weeks. Syria has refused to allow
international inspectorsaccessto
the facility.

“Nuclear weapons
would be far more
effective against this
deeply buried target.”

The Joint Chiefs’ report to the
President does not recommend
aspecific course of action. How-
ever, it concludes that “because
the Al Qaeda facility is comprised
of a series of deeply buried bun-
kers, nuclear weapons would be
far more effective for destroying

this target.”

Thereportwasleaked to the As-
sociated Press by a high-ranking
administration official involved
inplanning the strike. According
totheofficial, the centrifuges and
nuclear materials are too large
to be moved without detection.
A US Intelligence official stated
that he has high confidence that
Al Qaeda is within two weeks of
producing an operational bomb.
After that, the official said, “all
bets are off.”

Accordingto Dr. David Wright,
a nuclear weapons expert at the
Union of Concerned Scientists, an
independent think-tank based in
Washington, D.C., “If a bomb of
this size exploded in New York
City, it could easily kill 50,000

to 70,000 people.”

The report states that the re-
mote location of the Al Qaeda
facility should limit Syrian ci-
vilian fatalities. Because many
conventional weapons would
be required to destroy the Al
Qaeda base, the Joint Chiefs
estimate that “the nuclear and
conventional options would kill
approximately the same number
of Syrian civilians” — about 1,000,
including immediate deaths and
long term consequences of the
conventional or nuclear strike.
Asbothoptionswillrely on cruise
missileslaunched from U.S. naval
vessels, thereport concludes that
“no U.S. military personnel are at
risk in either operation.”

TARGET: AL QAEDA NUCLEAR WEAPONS LAB

U.S. NUCLEAR | U.S. CONVENTIONAL
STRIKE STRIKE

PROBABILITY OF

SUCCESS 90% 45%

ESTIMATED

SYRIAN CIVILIAN 1,000 1,000

DEATHS

Ir U.S. STrIKE FaiLs: 50.000 - 70,000 U.S.
CIVILIAN FATALITIES

Chart from Joint Chiefs’ report describing nuclear and
conventional options for strike on Al Qaeda nuclear lab.





FIGURE A4

[image: image4.jpg]Red Cross Estimates 1,000 Dead in U.S. Nuclear
Strike against Al Qaeda Atomic Bomb Lab in Syria

United States used
nuclear weapons to
ensure destruction of
deeply buried facility

The Associated Press

A new International Red Cross
report estimates that the total
death toll from the U.S. nuclear
strike against an Al Qaeda atomic
bomb lab in Syria will eventually
reach 1,000 civilians, including
long term deaths due to the strike.
Anadditional 1,200 people are still
being treated in local hospitals
for non-life threatening injuries,
primarily burns suffered during
the attack.

Two American nuclear-tipped
cruise missiles struck targets near
the town of As-Safih in northern
Syria yesterday in what the U.S.
officials have called an act of
self-defense against an imminent
terrorist nuclear attack.

Since the strike, high ranking
government sources from the
United States and Russia have
confirmed that the U.S. military

operation destroyed an under-
ground Al Qaeda weapons facility
in which the components for at
leasttwonuclearweapons were be-
ingassembled. Last week, Russian
intelligence agents intercepted
a shipment of approximately 70
pounds of nuclear weapons-grade
uranium being smuggled from
Russia to the Al Qaeda camp. The
seized uranium would have been
sufficient to fuel a crude nuclear
bomb.

“We decided to use
nuclear weapons to
destroy Al Qaeda’s
nuclear weapons before
Bin Laden could use
them against us.”

Russian officials determined
that the suspects in the smug-
gling operation were employed
at a Russian nuclear facility, and
that an additional 150 pounds
of weapons-grade uranium were
missing fromthesite. Thesuspects
confirmed under questioning that
an earlier shipment of uranium
was successfully delivered to the

Al Qaeda weapons lab, where
two nuclear weapons were being
assembled.

The Al Qaeda facility was com-
prised of a series of deeply buried
caves and tunnels, which made
destruction of the facility difficult.
Speaking to reporters, Pentagon
Spokesman John Harkins said,
“We did everything possible to
minimize the loss of life in Syria,
but we decided to use nuclear
weapons to destroy Al Qaeda’s
nuclearweapons before Bin Laden
could use them against us.”

According to Dr. David Wright,
an expert on military operations
and weapons at the Union of Con-
cerned Scientists, anindependent
think-tank based in Washington,
D.C., the U.S. had few other op-
tions. “It would have been very
difficult to destroy the deeply bur-
ied bunkers without using nuclear
weapons,” he said. Wright also
warned that the Al Qaeda bombs,
while crude, would have caused
catastrophic damage if used in a
crowed urban area. “If a bomb
of this size exploded in New York
City, it could easily kill 50,000 —
70,000 people,” he said.




FIGURE A5

[image: image5.jpg]Red Cross Estimates 1,000 Dead in U.S. Air Strike
against Al Qaeda Atomic Bomb Lab in Syria

United States launched
a massive air strike to
ensure destruction of
deeply buried facility

The Associated Press

A new International Red Cross
report estimates that the total
death toll from the U.S. air strike
against an Al Qaeda atomic bomb
lab in Syria will eventually reach
1,000 civilians, including long
term deaths due to the strike. An
additional 1,200 people are still
being treated in local hospitals
for non-life threatening injuries,
primarily burns suffered during
the attack.

Nearly 100 American conven-
tionally-armed cruise missiles
struck targets near the town of As-
Safihinnorthern Syriayesterdayin
what the U.S. officials have called
anactofself-defenseagainstanim-
minent terrorist nuclear attack.

Since the strike, high ranking
government sources from the
United States and Russia have
confirmed that the U.S. military

operation destroyed an under-
ground Al Qaeda weapons facility
in which the components for at
least two nuclear weapons were
being assembled. Last week, Rus-
sianintelligence agentsintercepted
a shipment of approximately 70
pounds of nuclear weapons-grade
uranium being smuggled from
Russia to the Al Qaeda camp. The
seized uranium would have been
sufficient to fuel a crude nuclear
bomb.

“Our primary objective
was to destroy Al
Qaeda’s nuclear
weapons before Bin
Laden could use them
against us.”

Russian officials determined
that the suspects in the smug-
gling operation were employed
at a Russian nuclear facility, and
that an additional 150 pounds
of weapons-grade uranium were
missing from thesite. The suspects
confirmed under questioning that
an earlier shipment of uranium
was successfully delivered to the

Al Qaeda weapons lab, where two
nuclear weapons were being as-
sembled.

The Al Qaeda facility was com-
prised of a series of deeply buried
caves and tunnels, which made
destruction of the facility difficult.
Speaking to reporters, Pentagon
Spokesman John Harkins said,
“We did everything possible to
minimize the loss of life in Syria,
but our primary objective was to
destroy Al Qaeda’s nuclear weap-
ons before Bin Laden could use
them against us.”

According to Dr. David Wright,
an expert on military operations
and weapons at the Union of Con-
cerned Scientists, an independent
think-tank based in Washington,
D.C., the U.S. had few other op-
tions. “It would have been very dif-
ficult to destroy the deeply buried
bunkers with fewer weapons,” he
said. Wrightalsowarned thatthe Al
Qaeda bombs, while crude, would
have caused catastrophicdamageif
used in a crowed urban area. “Ifa
bomb of this size exploded in New
York City, it could easilykill 50,000
— 70,000 people,” he said.



 

FIGURE A6

[image: image6.jpg]U.S. Nuclear Missiles Strike Al Qaeda Base in Syria

Retaliation for Sinking of
American Cruise Ship
The Associated Press

Two American nuclear-tipped
cruise missiles struck targets
near the remote northern Syr-
ian village of As-Safih today,
completely destroying an un-
derground Al Qaeda bunker and
killing at least 50 suspected Al
Qaeda members. Initial reports
suggest that approximately 500
civilians in the surrounding area
were also killed in the strike.

American officials say the U.S.
nuclear strikes were launched
in retaliation for last week’s at-
tack by Al Qaeda on the Carnival
Cruise Lines ship, the Carnival
Magic. The Magic was destroyed
when 8 civilian speedboats each
carrying thousands of pounds

of military-style, conventional
high explosives rammed the
vessel while it was cruising in
the Mediterranean, completely
destroying the ship and killing
all 4,200 people on board. Most
of the passengers were American
tourists. Osama Bin Laden im-
mediately claimed credit for the
attack in a prerecorded video
tape delivered to the Arab televi-
sion network, Aljazeera.

The U.S. nuclear strike
aimed to “eliminate
the threat posed by the
terrorists responsible
for this heinous attack.”

High ranking U.S. military
sources confirmed that today’s
nuclear strikes destroyed alarge,
underground facility where Al-

Qaeda leaders involved in plan-
ning the attack on the Carnival
Magic were based. The Russian
government acknowledged that
the explosives used by Al Qaeda
in the attack on the cruise ship
had been stolen from a Russian
weapons storage facility two
months ago.

The Al Qaeda facility was
comprised of a series of deeply
buried caves and tunnels, which
made destruction of the facility
difficult. Speaking to report-
ers, Pentagon Spokesman John
Harkins said, “We did everything
possible to minimize the loss of
life in the operation, but our pri-
mary objective was to ensure the
destruction of this Al Qaeda base
andtoeliminate the threat posed
by the terrorists responsible for
this heinous attack.”
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[image: image7.jpg]Al Qaeda Building Atomic Bombs in Syria: Joint Chiefs Say
U.S. Nuclear Options Double Chances of Destroying Nuke Lab

Chiefs Caution Syrian
Civilian Casualties
Would Be “Dramatically
Higher” if U.S. Uses
Nukes to Destroy
Al Qaeda Lab

The Associated Press

A report from Admiral Mike
Mullen, Chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff, to the President
concludes that nuclear weapons
would be “significantly more ef-
fective” than conventional strikes
indestroyingan Al Qaedanuclear
weapons facility in Syria.

The report compares two
American military options, a
strike using nearly one hundred
conventionally-armed cruise
missiles, and an attack using
two small, nuclear-armed cruise
missiles. The report estimates
that the conventional strike
has a 45 percent chance of suc-
cessfully destroying the atomic
bomb lab while nuclear weapons
dramaticallyincrease the chances
of success to approximately 9o
percent.

However, because the Al Qaeda
bunker is near a Syrian town,
civilian casualties could be “dra-

matically higher” if nuclear
weapons are used. The Joint
Chiefs estimate that “the nuclear
strike would kill approximately
25,000 Syrian civilians, including
immediate deaths and long term
consequences of the strike.” The
conventional optionwould killno
more than 100 Syrian civilians.

The Joint Chiefs’ assessment
comes two weeks after Russian
intelligence agents intercepted a
shipment of centrifuges and low-
enricheduranium which could be
used to produce nuclear weapons.
The bomb-making equipment
was being smuggled out of Rus-
sia to an Al Qaeda facility located
near the remote town of As-Safih
in northern Syria.

A conventional strike
would avoid killing
many thousands of
Syrian civilians but

could fail, leaving Al
Qaeda with nuclear

weapons.

The suspects in the smuggling
operationwereemployedata Rus-
sian nuclear lab. The smugglers
confirmed under questioning that
other shipments of centrifuges
and low-enriched uranium had
already been delivered to the Al
Qaedabase, where thecentrifuges

are being used to make fuel for a
nuclear bomb. The smugglers
stated that there will be enough
bomb grade material produced
foratleastoneweaponwithintwo
weeks. Syria has refused to allow
international inspectorsaccessto
the facility.

The Joint Chiefs’ report to the
President does not recommend
a specific course of action. How-
ever, it concludes that “because
the Al Qaeda facility is comprised
of a series of deeply buried bun-
kers, nuclear weapons are far
more effective for destroying
this target.”

Thereportwasleaked to the As-
sociated Press by a high-ranking
administration official involved
inplanning the strike. According
totheofficial, the centrifuges and

nuclear materials are too large
to be moved without detection.
A U.S. intelligence official stated
that he has high confidence that
Al Qaeda is within two weeks of
producing an operational bomb.
After that, the official said, “all
bets are oft.”

According to Dr. David Wright,
a nuclear weapons expert at the
Union of Concerned Scientists, an
independent think-tank based in
Washington, D.C., “If a bomb of
this size exploded in New York
City, it could easily kill 50,000
to 70,000 people.”

As both options will rely on
cruise missiles launched from
U.S. naval vessels, the report
concludes that “no U.S. military
personnel are at risk in either
operation.”

TARGET: AL QAEDA NUCLEAR WEAPONS LAB

U.S. NUCLEAR [ U.S. CONVENTIONAL

STRIKE STRIKE

PROBABILITY OF
0 0

SUCCESS 90% 45%
ESTIMATED
SYRIAN CIVILIAN 25,000 100
DEATHS

Ir U.S. StrIKE FaILs: 50.000 - 70,000 U.S.
CIVILIAN FATALITIES

Chart from Joint Chiefs’ report describing nuclear and
conventional options for strike on Al Qaeda nuclear lab.
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