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April U. 1966 

MEMORANDUM FOR 

1. Mr. Francia Bator 

2. Mr. W. W. Ro•tow 

Here b a file of document• to bring you up to 
date on the French nuclear aubmarine prototype 
fuel. 

AJJ of today Secretaries McNamara and Ru•k •till 
hold to the agreement they reached lut June that 
the action on the French requeat ■hould be 
indefinitely poatponed. 

Charle ■ E. Johnson 

11 755 £212 

OECLASS\FIED 
. E.9. 13292, sec. 3.4 . "'i 
~NAM,oate. • ,.,, 
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Following publication of the John Finney article in the Paris 

edition of the New York Time·s on April 18, British press coverage of the 
subject was very light. Attached are articles appearing April 19 in the 
Daily Telegraph and The Guardian, and also the Paris edition of the 
Herald Tribune. 

The Telegraph, in a dispatch tram its Washington correspondent, 
merely stated that the US acknowledged holding up action on a French 
request for 'llr8J1ium tor its submarine development program, and attributed 
the hold-up to US "reluctance to assist France develop her own nuclear 
deterrent force". 

The Guardian carried a press wire service dispatch :f'rom Paris 
stating that the French confirmed that the·US bad stopped enriched 
uranium shipments to France but that Pierrelatte production is 
sufficient to &void affecting the French submarine progrem. It also 
stated that "there is some resentment at the US action which, according 
to sane French otf'icials, is a breach of contract". 

The light UK cOTero.ge contrasted with a long article on the front 
page of the Herald Tribune Paris edition, ·which stated that the US 
feels that it was 11mieled 11 by France. 

F~rJl>:1bassador 

/.1?,,,,_.Lt.• 
s. G. Norillin3er-­

Attache (Atomic Energy) 

https://1?,,,,_.Lt
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~,,.=1:r. ' 
IFRENCH URAM~ 

PLEA HELD UP 
I . 

Dall:, Trlqraph St;af( Corrr"pnaclent 
WASHINGTON, Monday. 

The United States acknow­
led1ed todav that it is holdin& 
up action ·on a French requc,t • 

. for enriched uranium. The 
French who would like the ura­
nium !~r use in their nuclear sub­
marine development proaramme,
m;ade the request over a year ago. 

A St;1te Department spokc,man I 
said toclay that the matter was 
still "under consideration.'' There l 
is no doubt that the hold-up is : 
due to America's reluctance to ' 
ai.sist France develop her own • 

nuclear deterrent force. ,1 

TBI GUABDIAN 4/19/66 

Delivery of U~ ~ 
uranium to ~~f 
France halted I>, 

Paris, April 18 
111e French Atomic Enel"ff' 

Commistion contlrmed today that 
the United St11tes had stopped
f!nriched uranium sh-ipments to 
France. It wu pointed out, how· 

·ever, that French nuclear reac­
! tors at Pierrelatte were produc-
1 inR enou~h uranium and the 
1 F'rench atomic-powered sub­
' marine programme would not be 
, affected.
I There is. some ?'elieotment at 
1 the US action which, according 

to some French offlC'itlls, Is a 
brP.ach of contract. Under an 
1111reement concluded In 1915P the 
us contr11cted to supply France 
with enrichod uranium for uee in 
:1n P.xperimcntal rmbmarinn 
nuclear englnc.-Britlsh United 
Press. 

HERALD 'l'RIBUNI (Paris Edition) 4/19/66 

U.S. Misled_ 
On.Fre,ich 
A--'-'uh? 

~~o"~)~t? 
Model Alt.ered 
To Offense 'fype 

By Ronald Koven 
PARIS, April 18.-Tha Un.lted 

Stalt·~ feels th11t France mlslod lt. 
nrtc1· acttlng a pledae or .American 
help !or the French nuclear aub­
marine Pl'Oiram. 

U.S. help, pledged In a 19511 
qreement.. wu flven on the under­
t1tandin1 I.hat the French were 
l)ulldlnl a df'.fenstve submarine-a 
huntt'r•klller for use arainlt Soviet 
attack subl. 

But aeveral year, after the prc.­
,rani ,;t.,.rted. the French tumed 
,.,round and de1l1nect an olfenalve 
vessel. the Polarla-type aubmarlne 
tt la now worklnl an for dellYlrJ 
by 1970. , 

There la no difference between 
the nuclear enalne for the two 
types of submarine. 

'Ibe chan1c in plana la eonalder­
ed one of the main reuona the 
United States 11 refwslns to aell 
France an,11\oreenriched uranium 
for the land-bOUnd prototype of 
tta nuclar aubmarlne qtna now 
belrur teated at Cadarache, In 

France· Got 411 Lk 
The Americana have already 10ld 

Prance 418 P<>Unda of 90 percent 
enriched uranium, over half the 
'128 pounds .f'r11nc" w11a . to have 
bought under the ten-year arree 
ment. 

In 19&9 WRShlncton had no firm 
policy on nuclear proliferation. By 
the time of the latest French pur­
chase request in late 1964, the U.S. 
had come out agalMt proliferation 
rnd decided a,alnst aiding France 
further In atomic delivery systems. 

The French are thqht to be· 
producing enoueh enriched ur•-,· 
nlum of their own to complete the 
Cadarache pr01ram, but at a 80111e­
what slower rate. They had ori­
ginally planned to have a Polaris 
submarine In service by 111'10and I 
two more In the next five :,ears: 

U.S. Law 
American sources Nld U.S. law 

requlrea that f'&Ch sale of enriched 
uranium be lndlvldia.lly approvr.d
bJ the president. '1118 rule requires 
tbat that the Americana make a 
Judlrment each time on whether I 
the French actually need the , 
uranium for their prosram. The 
Americana do not therefore feel 
their arreement blnda them to tUl 
each French order. . 

The uranium was atrlctly
limited to uae 1n the Cadarache • 
prototype. Repreaentatlvea ot the j 
U.S. Atomic Energy Comn1taa1on, 
i>erlodlcally inapectecl lt to make , 
sure no uranium wu beq divert-' 
eel for other PUl'pONL 'lbe ; 
Preach have been compla1Dfn1 for • 
aome time that IUch dlatrult WU....,,.__,,,.,.., 



France See~ 
.,'I 

V.S~ lf?elay 
No 'jR:cpr,.tial 

,:J. ' 

l3y Waverley Root 
Wublns&on ;poa~ For•lcn ae"lce 

PARIS; April ,19 - French 
official s o.u~c·e s professedj 
today to see nQ connection be•I 

·j ·¢ween the NATO crisis and
I 

. I . American failure to respond I 
to a French request for en•' 

' , riched uranium for- a nuclear 
submarine , prototype, prom• 
ised under: a 1959 agr~ement.

But t.here seemed to be an 
undercurrent .of feeling that 
the current raising of the 
question js not entirely for• 
eign to U.S. displeasure with 
President de Gaulle'·s disen• 
gagement from NATO. . 

The French disavowal is 
based on the timetable of the 
affair. The request for 20 -per 
cent-enriCihed uranium was 

•made in . 1964, for on-shore 
,. tests • of the atomic. power 
,, . plant to be placed eventually 

in French submarines. 
The French lhad already ·ob­

tained 171 kilograms of 90 per
-cent-enriched uranium'•for ex­
·periments · that had. :·started 
years before. .. 

Presumably the 1964 ·re• 
quest was for the balance of 

,· the 440 kilograms covered by 
. the 1959 a g r e e m e n t. The 
agreement· does not obligate 
the Un•ited States if it prefers 
not to provide the uranium. 

·: ','·,, (Enriched uranium re£ers to 
a stock of the mineral in which 
the natural U-238 is . mixed 
with a proportion of the U-235 
isotope, which is more efficient 
in producing nuclear reactions 
and makes the stock more 
suitable for nuclear weapons.) 

. ' If the NATO crisis was notl the original reason for hold• 
Ing up the requested uranium, 
some officials seem to feel 
that the publicity given the 
matter now may be a result 
of the NATO disagreement -

•to remind France ·that failure 
·to cooperate on NATO can be 
• balanced l>YAmerican "fail• 
ures" in other fields. 

There have been reports 
that the American failure to 

/ supply the requested enriched 
. uranium was motivated by a 
change in French plans from 
the construction of def'ensive 
nuclear submarines to off'en­
sive er~ with • PolarLwype 
missiles. 

A French spokesman did not 
• explicitly admit that such 

changes had, been made, :but 
I 
1' said the power plant for which 
' the uranium waa needed "is , · , , the same no matter what kind 

n.f_Allhm.AJ!ln.• .VIOJLftnt..J.t. t .. " •• 



NEW YORK, SUNDAY, APRIL 17, 1966. 

ATOR1DENIEDFUEL 
TOPARIS· '64SINCE 
DESPITEPACT:U.S.- A Blo,v to Paris • 

French inability to obtain 
additional enriched uranium 
fuel could represent a serious 
blow to the de Gaulle Govern•

Action Apparently intended 
to Penalizethe French. inent's plans for a fleet of atom­

ic-powered submarines equlpped ·, for Stand on NATO 
with intennediate-range mls-
:.iles. , 

At this point, France dtpends •By JOHN W. Ji'INNEY 
Spccl&l lo Tbt New Yorll_ Tlmel on the United States for fuel 

WASHINGTON, April 16 - for t11e submarine reactor,- be­
For more than a_ year the ing developed at Cada.rra.che. 1 
United States has refused to· 

i 
For Genera.I de Gaulle per-(

comply with a 1959 'agreement sonally, U1e American action 
to provide France with enriched touched on a. sore point; pa:;t
uranium fuel for· the develop­ , American • refu~ to help 
ment of an .atomic submarine. , France develop atomic weapons 

French diplomatic aources t and submarines have b~ a 
disclosed the refusal toda.y. , principal divisive issue between 
American officiala confirmed Washington and Paris, and a 
that ainco late in 1964 the major underlying reason for the 
United States had • ignored • French campal,:n to . end )'.llil• 

French requests for additional ita.ry "subordination" to NATO 
uranium f1'el-under the agree­ and the United States. •. • 
ment, but they declin8d to ·dia· The differences go back to 
cuss the reasons. 1957', whell the Eisenhower Ad­

The French disclosure lheda a nunistratlon decided to _help 
new light on the American role Britain-but 11ot France·· and 
in the cu,rrent crisis' of the th~ other AUantlc allies _.to 
North Atlantic Treaty _"Organ!-• manufacture atomic weapons;
za.tion.. • .• To molli!y the allies, \he Urii~ 

Washington baa depicted it­ States offered. · to help . them 
self in a passive role, waiting develop atomic_·· ,submarines 
for specific propoaala from muc~ as It had, agreed to help 
President de Gaulle. But it ap­ Brita.in devel9p submarine . re• 
pears that in at least this in• ~tqrs; . . . _ •• : • 
stance, the United States has • This .proposal drew·& favor-

, ---- '•been taking punitive measures 
a;amat· Pi·esidel;lt de Gaulle for­
seekin:- French ''independence" 
from the military alliance. 

able response from France and•, 
some other allies, such as Italy 
and the Netherlands. But tt ran 

. Into objections from the Jo1ntl 
Congressional Committee on 
Atomic Energy, which was con-. 
cerned about protecUni: .subma.­
rine secrets. 

As a result, the Administra­
tion was forced In effect to 
withdraw the offer. It entered 
Into a limited compromise 
agreement with France under 
which the United States would 
provide enriched uranium tuel 
for a.·land-ba.sed reactor proto­
type but no Worma.tion-unlike 
the case of Brita.in-on how to 
build the re3..Ct!:>r. . 

Under the 1959 agreement,
the United States agreed to sell 
France up to 968 pounds of en­
riched uranium, essential as a 
fuel in a compact reactor such 
as the one used In a .submarine. 
At the time of the agreement,
Fi-a.nee wa.,; •beginning the con­
struction of a separation plant 
a.t Pierrt-latte to ,produce en­
riched uranium. ~• plant is 
still not completed. 

Cooperation under the 1959 
agreement proceeded .sa.t1sfa.c. 
torily unw 1964, with· the 
United States delivering • 374, 
pounds of enrlched uranium-:. 

•II.bout enough for three fuel 
loadings. But, la.te in 1964, dif. 

• !lcultie11 began developing. They 
ha.ve i1till not been explained to 
the French Government. 

New Request ln '64. 
In November, 1964, tlte 

French Government requc1;ted 
1iddltlr,n11-lur;mlum. 'fhc rc:rpi'!st 
w:i.:: w~v•·r :,r1:;wr.r1:1l, accx,rdln;; 
I.I>J,'rr·n.ch diplc,m:i.L'l. 

When pressed for an explana­
tion of their m.aotion, American 

• officials were repol'U!d to have 
alluded vaguely and unof!ic.ia.lly 
to "over-all devclopments" with­
in the AUantic Allla.nce. in the 
precedh).g months, President de 
Gaulle had withdrawn French 
naval units from allied forces 
In the Atlantic and the English
Channel and had recalled 
French naval officers from the 
alliance's i-ntegra:ted commands. 

These French actions were 
llpparently interpreted as viola­
tions of a ·basic provision of the 
agreement and of the Atomic 
Energy Law, -specifying that 
mWta.ry atomic assistance may 
go only to a nation that is 
making "substantial and ma­
terial contributions" to an in• 
terna.tlonal arrangement for 
mutual defense and 11CCurity. 

https://J,'rr�n.ch
https://Brita.in
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FOR THE };CON BRI-:FINO 

April: 16 • 19.66 

Subject: U-235 

QUF.STIO?I: What about the story that we have broken an 
agreement to 5upply France with U-2)5 tor their 
submarine project? 

ANSWERi We concluded an agreement with France on this 
subject in 1959. Under the a~oement the French 
IDaY request tho sale and delivery of U-235 from. 
time to time. Pursuant n to tho agreement, it­
self, the U.S. has authority to determine whether 
the request will be met. iJIUtIIOne such request
is pending and is atill under consideration within• 
the U.S. Government. There has been no violation 
ot th• agreement. 

Clearances: 

EUR- Vu-. Schaetsel 
EUR/PiAOleen:pt L - Mr. :Meeker 

• J 
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p Following is from Dept. spokesman's press briefing of April 
USIA 

18: 

QUOTE••• Q. It concerns the report x about the U.S. re­

fusal to supply France with enriched uranium, and there have been 

stories back and forth on both sides of the Atlantic. Do you 

have anything on that"t 

A. Yes. We concluded an agreement with France on this sub­

ject in 1959. Under the agreement, the French may request the 

sale and delivery of U-235 from time to time. Pursuant to the 

. agreement itself, the Unite~ States has authority to determine 

whether the request will'be met. One such request is pending, and 

is still under consideration within the United States Governmento 

There has been no xi:i:a:x violation of the agreement. 

Q. Pending since when? 

Q. No violation because the agreement left you the option of 

deciding whether to fulfill it? Is that correct"t 

A. Well £or--

Q. When was that request made'? 

IToleg-hlc ~ w( 
d..lllcatlOII __, by, 

f EUR w~/P.AOisen.pt 4 '18 '66 J MI. Olsen 

P - Mr. McCloskey (in substance) 
REPRODUCTIONFROM THIS COPY IS 
PROHIBITEDUNLESS "UNCLASSIFIED" 

UNCLASSIFIED 
=MDs-322 

https://P.AOisen.pt
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UNCLASSIFIED 

.. 
A. For it is my understanding that, while this setBACKGROUND, 

a possible ceiling, there waa no contractual arrangement for specific 

amounts in fixed times. 

·Q. Sir, what was it set, a possible ceiling on what? 

A. On the amount of enriched uranium. 

Q. You mean the agreement limited the amount? You couldn't be 

above a certain volume? 

A. For BACKGROUND,that is my understanding, yes. 

Q. So what you're saying is that anything negotiable on amount or 

on time or on wh~ther to do it or not is at a level lower than that agree­

ment, than the amount fixed in the agreement? 

A. Well, I think the better answer is that any decision on a 

specific request--on that, the U.S. Government reservee the right, as I 

have said here, pursuant to the agreement, the U.S. has the authority to 

determine ' whether the request will be met. 

Q. Well, now, does this mean that if the United States had decided 

no~ to meet any requests at all, it would still have-it would not have 

violated the agreement? I•m just trying to get how• broad this is. 

A. Well, that is academic,because some amounts have been supplied. 

• Q. When was this request received, this pending request·? 

A. I'd have to check that. I have an idea, but I would want to-\ 

be preciae on it. 

Q. When does the agreement expire? ... 
• I 

A. I -don't know what the terminal date on it is •••• 
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Q. You say that some amounts have been supplied under the 

agreement? 

A. That is my understanding, yes. 

Q. Prior to this request? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Can you tell us how much? 

Q. I don't know. 

Q. Can you cite me the clause in the bilateral agreement on which 

you base your argument that we have the right to determine whether to 

supply the uranium? 

A. I cannot. I have given you what I have been able to, based on 

what I consider to be good guidance. 

Q. Is the agreement public, as mzµm many· of these are? 

Q. Yes"l 

• 

agreement ia a public document) ______________ _/ 

END. 

RUSK 

A. 

later confirmed that 
--.... 

TnT,. T AC.,C., TT."T'C'n 
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J>RAET/CEJ 
1/22/6J 

Dear Mr. Holiflekl: 

TJut Preaident baa aak .. me to thank you for your tb011pt• 

lu1 leUer of lwaary l 1. 196J, and the appended letter dated 

October lt 196J. both of. which pa,e1eD&ecl)'llllr Yiewa an4 ahoM 

of ••wral otber membe•• of the Johat Committee concernma the 

ComtnlU.• wt hWay, at which Ume he unr•• th• Comm1'ta•-

', that if the pwopo•~ took on new We th• White Hou•• wo\lW be in 

touch with ~ .W Commi&tee r» t, to di•cu•• th• m&Uer in the 

Upt of th• cirC\Unetuac•• then aletiaa, 

Yollr YI.ewe are on recol'd _. wW be taken under coaatui-a• 

Sacel'ely youra, 

McCieorg• BIIDly 

Honorable Olet HolWeW 
I,.,_'<:JL_ Chairman 

Jolat Commllte• on .A&omlc J:Derar 
Canan•• of the Ullltecl au.a 
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JOHN T. CONWAY. EXECUTIVE Dl~Olt 

January 11, 1963 
This niatt•1·ial .
nati l•Jr,~c: • · : ,,·

o~al defense :,f , ; .. • .. • !· 11'' .i,,n affect· 
meaning of th .. ,. ,.,,.t ..u '-'·. t . mg th•-

~ ,.·1 • ,,ta es w•th·secs 79, ' ·' , .. ,:, , . .,, i . • in the 
• •> a11d 'if.IJ 1 -.,.. ·• .•.-.;, l":lle 18 

of Which 1·nan • t,1,- tr.i,131,1'-· ,· • U.S.C.,
• Y 01 ... "1 ur JIS Prohibited b an11e1· to a11 u·, .. ,. . r·eve ati(,, 

Y law. ' .. hni·,zcd 1,1erson 

Dear Mr. Preaident: 

My concern over pr••• report• in repr4 to the acflUialtion 
ol a nuclear aubmarin• by the Franch uncler aome type of arran1•­
ment with the United Stat•• cauaecl me to prepare a letter to you 
under date of October 1, 1962. 1 did not deliver thla letter to you 
becauae of a conaultation with leer.tar, Ciilpatric ln which I ahowed 
him the propoaed letter to you and, after readm1 the letter, he 
ur1ed me very atronpy not to •end it. 1 explalnecl to him that I 
wanted you to have my viewpoint• on thi• matter alon1 with auch 
viewpoint• a• mipt be expr••••d by member• of the Defen•• De­
partment. l pointed out to him at that time that I did not want thl• 
matter to be accelerated to th• point where it would become a 
partiaan laaue ln the then penc1tn1 political campaip. He a1reed 
with me that thl• waa unde•irable and atated that 1f I did not aend 
my letter to yo11 at that Um• that no pre•entation would be macle 
Uaroup th• Defenae Depan.mant until after he and the Committee 
could meet in January ancl cllacu•• th• problem and, ln any event, 
no pl'opoaal would be put before you unW l had an opportunity to 
p•e•ent my viaw• to ,ou. 

1 un~atand that under date of December 10, at your requeat, 
Mr. OUpatric dicl forwarcl to you a preaentatlon which save aom• of 
th• arpmant• for and ap.lnat the propoaal. Shortly after that I wa• 
notified by Mr. Oilpatric that he had furmahecl ,ou thi• memoranclwn 
at your requeat and he wa• kind enoup to aencl me a copy of the 
memoranclwn. 1 received thl• notWcation ahortly before the 
Chrlatmaa holiday•. 

The Preaident 

The White Houae When "'~p. ra f.nd fro c 
handll! HtlS d(J ·;,.~.mt a:s---t~,.,~~-"'"--iir:: 

https://HOSME.11


I•••..., retuae• le tile Ca,etel u• ._.,. We .aa, .... 
....._. •r W•• ef cnr .. •••••• • tM• mattett aa• W!eYe Uat 
I •••• ._. ,-. U.. lenu wla!U l wltllllel4l • Oct.Mr 1, 19'1 
at die ., ..... t ef I&. ~. la •r ...... .,It,.. ..... men 
.-.,a.a.i, •r ,.•bl•, aa• l 'llell.ne tu peeltlee al meat el tlae 

• el tu Jetat omziiut1t••• u.a u.. •-----•,. ..... au. 
--•r •• rau.,1,u1.,D wttll Ida aa-.ua ._._. l &Ill '-rw••• 
1111We 1-.., aftn a••- na...,aad• witll Mr. M•O.. .. .... , 
... wWl W• u.-t••c•e•• len• will IN Mn•tlellnl'.. Ill• 
11&111• •• I to ,.._.. att•tlea. 

Mea1 with eta.r • ef die c~-W~ I am lN 1 
,_.,..,. to wltll ,.. tide matt•. l wtah to •••v• ,.. 
ef r c•da• .... ..,. t ceo,••t• wltll ,.. la W• vital matter. 

1 • 
laa1lfl INHI DIii................,.,... 

........ ., ..... Oct. 1. 
1,,1 

n. ........ 

TIMtWldte....._ 
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%>Jr1J11Shi• '11.cuuiana vU,h ~ a.tl.pa\rte, Mr. Mn • •--
~ la.la J"NCtl.ou to t.."- a1.a poill\e p1...at.t la Iha US taJlr1'11 ,-er 
.UU-4 fW tM --u.ac. 

(1) a.eean:.b ~ ~'"'l;Jll.Wlt Comd.twe. ~ MD..a' stat.! 
\Ian t.be rniicli wn ,...Ji to pJ"OCiiei! u ~.W b7 UM QI. !MU 
riii1&1•tnt..,... Yill be l"Nd,t to ...t 1a Pu1.a vl\h ..._., W tm4 
lcl,!ucm ID1 O...n..l O'le.ill, m1 tM)' "111 ND1 tM1I- w:, bMU n­
NUC ~t1YN '° v~ tor t\&nbu' u..n-s.- vt• Dr. 
fe1ai aD4 O\Nrn. !!Ue tol~«--\lp MU.~ 'be la.,,,....,.. wt~ 
U.~\ae... ,. 

(a) ~, a61 ~u.. !be rr, sh ... nawi1 '-' -. 
1"&aeta will miw Gt e,-ei& 'Ir.tot 1'4M pNI 1-1 '7 11 NWIJ 
QU,-u1.e ID4 wit.bill OM aantA'I U.. wul4 1Mf ... IIINe la~----~-

(3) kl.MJ' ~. M1a1na Me1arrr ..U Uaet. sq MeSala 
M to W. pr;;;..i • u;.·pu, ot tM PnDD ww.t ..,_ '°lie ade • 
._ Ck:ow v"-1 lffal. • t:3d.ioaud ~ peu r eU,7 lie w., la tsral 
of Uli• proJNt. fm ~. rint, \Mn la a all.1'-'7 -4 fort.11110 
,.._. MY&l ~re• to ~ • ~lNI' ~ ~~U'1, IID4~ 
NCGn4 wa the .-t~ ... ot it.au-s. • e>bwi+i4 '-' Ill ~ .._ 
...U M afti.lMll.tt ~ bfo.ta. \be t1M that. ~ f'NDcA Yi.11 M ml.a 
lo wil.4 Qain ~l.y. .. flaW tMI \lat ■ tl.M ela H\ 1lad 
... u~ ~Uci,, ald 1t ... ~ ~t. • ,. •>-~ae-4 
.-...rtM ~ 'be co.pl.tad~~ 1969. Ill'. NIii r eem,l•w'ef ~ 

r najlll ltl&t 1f tbe J'rw.ll ~~\tall U fllltOJallU - \Ida 
-~ M 1«N1.cifoll.ow the 08 •'lilPfl1aa of IE"• a ,utaS -1 a4 
---.1 aiNiall t.o iM llB. 

(~) ~t..::rrt· Tbie ,a) NU. ~t 1, wa \NI \Ml Jfte1'111 
la at. .na 1114 Iba~ Ilia P•GIClft411,1~ 1Nk la• 1M -"91' 
aM ... lo lt. U.t. 0..-Mftl.a A1lleftt 1111dOelJ.o\ plll"Wa4 '- •Jen• 
('!bla ~ t.Mt. Uli9 ~ 1.nel OIi-- ,.,._. aU1tu7 V1U .., ._._ 
- ..Uftly iatawW 1a \&1• JNIIW). 
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Ilda Wll14 of .... Hi '1 llnolft ...s,, ■U• - Ula .,... & ■tal 
i...l ND ■SJM of U.. ,oeable plftlaN "7 U. fNusla et I'-- _. 
fMtu.& lab QI. '!bl otbu" W t.o • vitila·-.·ww1ea1 --U 
el IIIIIIC, •~ llbnMI' lt ~ M fwl~ U- al .......S-, 
te a•al ■ "lln pG'U OIIUi4e ~ PiWe • • • 

(6) •=•·Ill ~~Nie••,_ SI VSth Iba --a•­
•• n• \si flie OBta the .,_I.kt•--• h W11 ••sl tllat a al 
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The ule ol a nuclear ,.. ..... nlama.riaa, whicla wouW 
be coutN .... bl a U. a. ablppM IOI"fonlp accoum. woal.4 
I'~ DO -- leaialaaioa. CompllPACtr wUb two ... ciftc 
•tu.ate• ....W • •ceawy••tbe roraip Aaal8'uc• Act 
of lt61, u ur••• ..... •• Atomic Enar1y Act ol 19H. u 
ame_.... Th• pncNUe la .. Hrillell ia Tab B of the .... 
meat ut1cbe4 llenwitll an4 Ht forth a&1MctJabl an appeDM4 
anMx caatatafnc applicable laaielaaift and le1al proc...,. •. 

Na -----. wJdcb haa ~• Aanube4l lay Mr. OAlpetrlc•• 
oMce, pYee a complete Ji.U., oi the da&awWl n.,.ct to tba 
~. ha c~ ale.a• .. factor ■• etc. 

Ata1cbmeats 

Slatemea& re Tl'aaaler ol a Nuclear lllbmarlM (14rJ- · ~ L 
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atreaeed that tenaa ot otter llboul4 makeo~<Prench voul4 ·pot .ac:qulre: 
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- • ..,a,._~ f ,'4_., ~ -f· ~-:~ :J·,-.. _J. ' ••• ••• •• , .. .:, __-;): •• -'\. :_, ... ·, 
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H 36 
Origla ACTION: Amembassy PARIS TOSEX!___ _, PRIORI'l'X' 
ss 

LIMIT DIBTRIBUlION S / S 

J'or your information, President spoke vit.h Senator Anderoon fut wek• 

end regarding nuclear submarine assistance to French. Anderson-is reaction 

was favorable and he undertook to take matter up Vi.th other members o, 

Joint Committee on Atomic Energy to ''bring them around". Anderson 

stressed that tems of' offer should make clear French would not acquire 

basic US propulsion information, including nuclear engi~ring 6 until 

1967 ..,... that ia approXimateJ.¥ one year before delivery of ahip11 under 

tive-year construction schedule. 
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1 Thia ~ a reversal c:/f th e
Congressionii iU!tude. In at 
!east one 1nstance; '•two years U;&TmhPA~ISago, the J olnt Congressional 
Committee on A~ Energy 
called Adminiltratlon offlc:ial6ATOMSUBMAR~lNEto a aecret meeting at the 
Capitol to protest any move to 
supply atomic secrets to France 

The submarine sale wu ar-INSHIFrOFPOLICY 
Accord on Nonrocket Craft 

May Ease Rift on Issue 
of Nuclear Capability 

, By JACK RAYMOND 
IIPeclalto'nle_T_~..

I WASHINGTON, Oct. 16 -
, The Unit~ States la planning
Ito sell 1)-ance anatomie-pow• 
lerect,.;submarine in fulfillment 
of a promise' made four years 
ago. 

The ship is a Njlutilus-type 

ranged last month in Paris dur-

Ing meetings between Deputy 
Defense Secretary Roswell L. 
Gilpatric and the French De-
fense Minister, Pierre J. Mess-
mer. . _ . 

Asked ~ it today, As· 
slstant Secretar.y of Defense 

1Arthur Sylvester said, "No com• 
lment." Mr. Sylvester, who ts 
,Assistant Secretary for Publlc 
Affairs, accompanied Kr. Gil-
patric io the Paris meeting. 

The renewal·.~ the offer of 
an atomic-powered submarine 
appeared to come as a s~ 
'ito IIODle -., a.a French n...._ ~--

attack submarine, not a Pb;- :ttators. 4t cmellta&'eof _the ne-
laris • type ~ed . witll long• 
range balllst'ic missiles.· • 

United States . French rela-
tions have cooled Ip recent 
years, in large measure because 
the United States had not aa,. 

sfsted French nuclear _ambltiops 
The original promise of an 

atomic-powued submarine was 
madit by the ElRDbower Ad 
ministration in 1968 at the time 
of General de Gaulle's ret • 

. 
to power In 'J!l'a.nce. . 

Subsequen~! the plan tan in• 
to oppoeitlon in the Congreu 
and tM state Department. In 
the meantime President de 

' 
Gaulle withdrew !l()me French 
support of North Atlantic Traty 
Organization nuclear forces. 

,oti&J~ etUilll' ...._. Mr.Gs• 'riltt la Pull or im,. 
m atllenra&, President 
de - ...,...._. dlrough his 
own ll'rencb ......,... that, be 
would heartily "'-'com• . thechance to buy the subma~ 

Aa atomic-powered l!_Ub I United ltatlet ~me ot 
rlne ot the Nautilus t~ cost11 ~ 'u.m. ... - d 
about $83,000,000. It la matmeclisu~•~-- _ _ 
b)!..ten officers ancl IIO enllstelt In; tnakµ,,r_ i& ffeo"poaatto 
men. There wu bO indicatian 1 ~ r,ench, the;:A.dmlfilstration 
toda~ whm the submariJN 
woulll ~ delivered. •• • 
•~umably, boWever, J'rench 

of~ and af/&Dlfflwould have 
to cbme to tu UJllted States for 
traininr. They probably wou 
go t~ugh United States con-
trolled training exerclaes at sea 
with the ship. 

France bu been building her 
own nuclear-powdered sub-

Despite a Wilt to· Paris by marine. But It wu designed to 

THE NEW YO ~MESt.?--f 
,,~ Tl 1ij 

Wednesd~ 10/ 17 / 62 V) /. 

~!'P;Ucly Noted "'I 
n At th~ the announ~ 
ment of the tanker sale Deputy 
Secretary Gilpatric sa-id that/1 
the United States wa,.1
still averse to supporting 
France's nuclear-weapons cap-1 
abillty directly. He added, how­

1ever, that • the AdminiatraUoa 
"recognized" that the Paris ~ 

,~;!,arri;ent was· proceeding 
I Under these circumstances 
!Mr. Gilpatric': indicated tru'.
;¼::::::ready towas ass.1st In 
:certain cases of possible 1,10stly 
duplication. . A facotr in tbel 
United States policy, it was 
evident, wa:; the United States 
gold drain in France of about 
$250,000,000 to $270,000.000 a 
year u a resµlt of· militaryspending. . 

Lut year· the French werr 
~ltter, . when, in a proposeC: 
ahoppmg list'' that containec 

nuclear support Items, the Unit, 
ed Stales ejected ~~ of 
~'::. ~~~~ ~= 
tM recent -.g ... -,.._._ . the 

Is un~tod!t ~)iave· taken the 
position that Uleirubm&rtn.e sale 
w.. not n~Iy. a fulfill-, 
1ment of the tour,.year-old prom-.
Iise but a new· intu~ve 1D1der 
chan,ed ctrcumatanoes. - ' 

It was porited o~_ to. the 
l'rench that the Concre.s, 

, In the put, could intertene and 
prevent the sale. But Ui1stime. 
I,&. Gilpatrjc said In Paris, the 
.\dininistntsoaba4 cleared Its 

President Kennedy early in his be powered b'y a reactor tha~ intent.10IWwttb-the appropriate
AdminlatraUon, the ,elations ia considered "old-fashioned." Congremonal CQ91Jnitteee. 
remained stnJnecl because the By obtainlns a United States-

built submarine, thie J'rel)Cb will: 
United Stawe would not assist speed their nuclear fleet capa 
in a French effort to.build• nu- bWt:, by "years," accord1n1 
clear stratestc force. 1 one estimate. 

0ppoett1n ,,_m._ poa1~~~1,= ~ 1:n~ 
1 The newly ~ I.IPOllsub- other Information o~ nuclear 
marine sale will. not: directly power that bu been • denied 
cbanre Wulungton'• policy of them fff many yeara. , source 
opposition te • J'reneh auclear noted. 
strategic force. , , The projected submarine· safe 

. wu part of a broad agN!ement,
I It marks, bowever, an &ban- on • J'rencb-Unlted States mili­
donment of the United Sta~ 
unwUUrtcnesa to pnmde ~ 
with destgpa amtoua.r~ 
Uon related to nuclear powe 
for Jnilitary UN. 

:Moreover, for the- first tlm 
in thAt,an stlt• the nucl 
dlfficuliui. deftJoped 
Paris and Wa.sbingtaa, Congr~ 
sional leadera have indica 

..._, ....m !'M tandth t& ~"'.Jz,PSO - I in the! 
way of an agreement. 

tary cooperation that included' 
anotebr arrangement lnvolvtnc'l 
support for France's nuclear, 

fo~ called for the sale to' 
France of a dozen urtaJ tanker•~, 
of the KC-130 type. The tankeri;: 
would provide air-refueling ca-· 
pablllty fo~' th~Fr h Mirag .. 
f bomber, wbi • e Paris Gov-
ernment plan o arm With nu-. 
clear weapons.

' . VATICN CC~·' 
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WASHINGTON 25, D.C. 

Octolter 11, 1 '6J 

la Yin, of tla• ~ aad at leaat la 
W C&M iaaccuate, new• atoriee np.Nliaa 'M DfM► 
wlear _. nria& ,.. ....... 1 am ..W.1 ,... to •Y 

a a.i lien la &m we an Jne•• fl111 ••- tile Ii.Ilea 
of U.. corn•p•••••c• ••• dlecunea .Wela y- aa• I 
.. belon tu ci. .. of c..p,. ••. 

TM nltject of tu sumariae •• aot come •P 
cbarlac tu Pn•l• t' • talk wttll tu l'Nacll renlp 
Miaiater Ian wee!c, &ad tu PrenMllt l• awaw-e ef yov.r 
.. alre t.o meet wttll labn Nier• ..,. tleclaioa ia nacML 

• are ... l'klaa wltla A4mlral ti~•r aa• 
otiler• t. •T•lop the kiacl of tnlala1 cyc1e wldch woai• 

foll..,.tl •----•~ tM .....-ea1 .atimately rec:elTe a,......i 
"J tlM ft41'1lalte Fm;~atl'" aa4 c..p,.aal 11 eI &ll&MrW••• 

llacei,ely y..ra, 

__..,,,,;,Signed ••" 

ROSWELLL GllPA°"'IC 
f)3jWtySwitary of o.t.... 

llollorable CMt HolUlelcl 
a.tr .... 
Johal C.,,ml ... oa At.el.,. Saerff 
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