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To The Secretary 
Through: s/s 
From INR - Thomas L. Hughes~ 

Subject: Israeli and UAR Missile Revelations 

Finney Springs Skeleton from Franco-Israeli Closet. John Finney's 

article in the January 6 New York Times on a French agreement to supply 

medium-range surface-to-surface missiles to Israel revives a subject 

broached by the Beirut press last May at the time of Franco-Lebanese arms 

negotiations. It was denied by the French at the time and it soon faded 

out in the general atmosphere of Franco-Arab rapprochement. The French 

government has again denied that it has agreed to supply such missiles or 

nuclear warheads to Israel, but says that French firms are cooperating 

with Israel in research and development on missiles. Israel has labelled 

the Finney article as "without foundation." 

French Press Comes Closer to Mark. The French government denial is 

technically correct in that it is not the Diamant, as stated by Finney, 

that is being developed in France for Israel. Also, it is true that the 

missile is being developed by private French concerns, though with French­

government knowledge a.nd approval. Well-informed Le Monde on January 8 

correctly identified the (MD-620) missile being developed for Israel as 

an 11extrapolation 11 of the Topaze, which is the propulsion section of 

France's Diamant satellite-launching vehicle. There is no concrete evidence, 

however, to corroborate Le Monde's belief that there is Franco-Israeli 

collaboration on a nuclear warhead. The range of the MD-620 missile is 
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500 Kilometers, not mHes, as stated by Finney. 

Times Reports US ''Rocket Experts II Helping UAR. Hedrick Smith on January 

lOpublished an article in the New York Times describing the UARrocket program 

and stating that two US "experts" were secretly working on it. The article 

is essentially correct as far as the US angle is concerned, although Schmidt 

(better known as Hoeppner) and Hicks are believed to be technicians rather 

than• "experts 11 and the article does not make it clear that they have no 

official US status. However, we have no evidence that the UARis getting 

instruments from East Germany, as the article claims. The UARmissile program 

has indeed been plagued by trouble and it is believed to be far behind that 

of Israel. 

Private Enterprise Provides Buffer for French, but Israel Still Embarrassed. 

In stressing the private aspect of French missile collaboration with Israel, 

France probably hopes to minimize the effect of this publicity on its relations 

with the eastern Arabs in particular. Nevertheless, these stories can be 

expected to rub some of the newly-acquired bloom off of Franco-Arab, 

especially Franco-UAR, relations., although no Arab reaction has yet been 

received. Israel may cQ~e off worse than France, since the publicity will 

cut much ground out from under the propaganda ca.'11paign that Israel has been 

waging against the UAR's missile program and Arab arming in general. The 

UARprobably will be less affected, since it has been much less secretive 

about its missile program. Franco-Israeli collaborati.on probably is no 

news to Nasser, but he can be expected to use these new press reports as 

further justification for conttnu:lne; to devote part of his already-strained 

economic resources -to his own missile program. 
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To The Secretary 
Through: S/S 
From INR- George C. Denney, Jr. A.c.~.t 
Subject: Probable Arab Reaction to French Supply of Missiles to Israel 

In view of the possibility· that Israel might acquire MD-620 surface-to-
surface missile. from France in 1967 or 1968 we have attempted 
probable Arab reaction and to assess the related question of 

A:aSTRACT 

The UA1"1,which is well aware of French collaboration with Israel on missile 

development, would attempt to lead the Arab reaction to French delivery of missiles 

to Israel. Depending on circumstances, the UAR might try to pressure France into 

supplying it with similar missiles or technical help or alternatively to lead an' , 
Arab campaign of reprisal against France. France probably would be most reluctant 

to accede to the UAR' s demands, and on balance we believe that it is questionable 

whether the UAR could muster enough Arab support either to induce France to comply 

or to retaliate effectively against it. The UAR might also approach the USSR or 

Communist China for missile help, but token assistance probably is the most that it 

would receive from these sources. 

The Syrians might provide the most violent reaction against the West and it is 

likely that they might approach the USSR for sintllar missiles; the Iraqis' reaction 

probably would be much less strong, though they too might seek missiles from the 

USSR. We do not believe that the Soviets would accede to such a request in either 
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In Jordan, Saudi ArJbia, and Lebanon there would be an- outcry against Francecase. 

,::md in some cases against the West in general, but the regimes of these states would 

not seek to take the lead in the Arab reaction. The North African reaction generally 

' ( 

would be less vigorous than that of any of the eastern Arab states. 
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I. MISSILES 

A. The UAR 
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1. ~asser's Reaction and Available Alternatives. Nasser no doubt would 
view with grave concern the prospect of Israel's acquisition of missiles from 
France and would feel it necessary for the UAR to have a like capability in order 
to prevent Israel from acquiring a decisive military advantage over the UAR. His 
course of action would be conditioned by the stage of development of the UAR missile 
program at that time. The UAR displayed in 1962 two surface-to-surface missiles 
(the Conqueror and the Victor) which, it claimed, could hit targets 11south of 
Lebanon.•· 'fois claim supplied Israel with the impetus to acquire missiles. A 
third, untested UAR missile (the Pioneer) was displayed in 1963. Available inror­
mation indicates that UAR missiles are not likely to be deployed before 1967 at the 
earliest. ;:foreover, the recent departure of West German scientists from Egypt could 
adversely affect the missile program and push the deployment date well beyond 1967. 

If, upon Israeli receipt of the missiles, the UAR missile program still was 
not operational or was not likely to become operational very soon, the UAR might 
approach the French government for similar missiles or, at least, technical help as 
the price for not pressuring the Arab League to take sanctions against France. The 
UAR might be inclined to take this course if the French had informed it privately 
beforehand and if the delivery to Israel were not publicized. Alternatively, Nasser 
might appeal to the Soviet Union or Communist China to supply missiles or technicians 

.,11,, •• to help him complete his missile program. On the other hand, if the UAR missile 
.✓, .\.,' ' ' ' program were progressing satisfactorily or if Nasser had assurances from the USSR 

or China on missile deliveries, he might decide to denounce the French action and 
att.empt to bring the other Arab states into line with the UAR's anti-French moves. 
1~asser 1 s inclination to take this course would be increased if the missile delivery 
to the Israelis presented him with a public challenge. 

A UAR appeal to any outside power for missiles or extensive technical aid to 
counter an Israeli acquisition of French missiles would amount to an admission that 
~~asser' s 1962 claim to have an operational missile had little basis in fact. 
Nasser might, however, regard the needs of UAR security as outweighing this prestige 
factor. 

2. .Possible UAR Request for French Assistance. The reception which the 
French would be likely to accord a UAR request for missiles or technical help would 
depend largely on the state of relations between France and the UAR on the one hand 
and on the state of inter-Arab relations on the other. The latter would have an 
important and perhaps decisive influence on Nasser's ability to bargain successfully 
with the French. It is difficult to foresee what the state of inter-Arab relations 
will be in 1967-68. However, as long as Boumedienne and Bourguiba remain in 
power in Algeria and Tunisia, the UAR is not likely to have much influence in the 
Maghreb. An attempt by Nasser to force these states into an anti-French stance probabl) 
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1,.rnulcl serve only to exacerbate the s.plit i.n Arab solidarity already made evident 
lJ y th c \✓ e s t Ce r man i s s ue <111d by Bourg u i. b a ' s ch a 11 en g e to Na s s e r ' s 1 e ad e rs hip on 
Lhe Jl;..dl~stiiw controversy. Even ar:iong the C.'.lstern Arab states the rcsronsc to 
;1 U:\l{ dem,'.HHl for anti-French moves is uncertain. Particularly if a lasting Yemen 
settlement is not reacli12d by that time, Saudi Arabia probably would not follow 
the CMZ lead. Jordan a1\d Lebanon for various reasons of their own are likely to 
be reluctant to contemplate radical anti-French measures. Iraq might well be less 
susceptible to UAR influence and Syria~ if the present leadership continues, may 
be very vocal in its condemnation of France but may not wish to accept the UAR's 
leadership because of its general hostility toward Nasser. However, unless Nasser 
i.s able to mobilize the other Arab states, particularly the North African ones, 
which appears unlikely, any attempt to exert pressures upon France on the missile 
issue would probably have little effect. 

:, ·:': : :i 

has been very careful not to fan the fires of the Palestine dispute, since this 
\,JOuld distract the UAR from its anti-Western campaign, which is of more direct 
in t ere s t to the USSR . For this reason , and po s s i b 1y be cause of con ce rn about 
e::;czilation, the USSR would be cautious about giving Nasser such missiles to useii~~2gainst Israel. ~lorcover, tl1e USSR is reluctant to provide the Arabs with types 

.. j,'.,· 
.,:,,'. of we.:.irons it \.as not supplied to its East European clients, unless there are 

overriding considerations in terms of Soviet interests. Much would depend on 
:,.;asser's position in Africa at tha.t time, on the relative Soviet an<l Chinese 
positions in Africa, and on Nasser's attitude toward Communists in the UAR and 
in the area as a whole. One of the VSSR's major interests in the UAR is the 
relative ease of access it affords to Africa. If Nasser's influence with the 
African states were growing, and especially if it looked as though the Chinese 
Cor:u,11.mists were effectively challenging the USSR in the UAR or in the -:rest of 
Africa, Soviet l2aders might feel that they had a very high stake in preserving 
their inf lucnce in the UAR. .But even if the USSR felt constrained to respond 
sympathetically to a UAR request, it would be unlikely to extend more than 
token assistance in a missile program. 

4. .~ossible Anproas:,h to__C_omrnunist China. Communist China migr1t be 
capable of providing the UAR with 3 very few_ simple surface-to-surface missiles by 
1967 or 1968, but could only' do so at some expense to its own missile program. 
China probably will not be in a position to provide missiles in any numbers to the 
UAR or any other countries until well after 1970. The Cl1inese would be unwilling 
to divert scarce technical manpower resources, and would be reluctant on security 
grounds to r.:ake sensitive information available to a foreign power. On the other 
han<l, they would not want to close the door summarily on such a request. Any support 
that actually 1;iaterializeu would probably be minimal. It might involve the export 
of such hardware and technicians as Peking could spare without revealing critical 
technology or jeopardizing the development of its own missile program, or allowing 
UAR technicians access to non-sensitive parts of the Chinese missile programs. 
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Chinese. Communist reaction to a request for assistance would de,end in large 
part on the status of the Soviet-Cliinese competition for influence in Africa. 
Ti1e Chinese Communists have shown a readiness to support the Arab position on the 
Palestine issue in an effort to gain Arab friendship; moreover, they have 
attempted to undercut Soviet influence in the area by going further in their 
support of the Arabs than the Soviets are willing to do. For this reason, the 
Chinese Communists might decide to assist the UARto the extent they could, but 
such assistance would be unlikely to be more than minimal at best. 

Iraq's reaction would be conditioned by its existing relationship to the 
UAR, a relationship that fluctuates almost from week to week. Moreover, the present 
weak and unpopular government may well have disappeared by then and its successor 
is not now predictable. Even if the 'Arif regime holds on, however, it would 
have achieved somewhat greater independence of the UAR, so that Iraq's reaction 
need not be merely a reflex of Nasser's. Iraqi officers, through the UAC, woul<l 
be likely to know of the Israeli acquisition well in advance, and Iraq's willingness 
to be guided by the UAR in these circumstances would depend on its army's assess­
ment of whether Nasser were in a position to provide a realistic defense for the 
Arab world -- in other words, on the current status of Egyptian missile development 
and/or plans for acquisition of a comparable weapon. Iraq divested itself of 
Soviet-manufactured SAM's in 1963, both because of the expense and because of un­
willingness to a<loit the continuing Soviet presence necessary to operate them in 
the present stage of Iraqi e;..,,_--pertise. The populated areas of Iraq would be outside 
the range of the Israeli MD-620 missile (i.e. ap.proximately 310 miles) and the 
Iraqis probably would feel under less pressure than Syria~ for example, to acquire 
count~rvailing missiles. Even if they did approach .the USSR, however, we do not 
believe it likely that the Soviets would supply missiles. 

C. Jordan 

'foe intensity of reaction in Jordan to news that Israel had taken delivery 
of the i"ID-620 missile would be governed by factors such as the situation along the 
borders witn Israel and the status of Jordanian relations with the other Arab 
states. In any event, there would be considerable stir. The government would 
probably voice concern for Jordanian security and would appeal to the US for counter­
vailing arias, even though it probably would not expect to receive them. If the news 
becar:1e public, the government would probably issue statements attacking the ~.Jest 
generally and France in particular for arming Israel. The Palestinian-dominated 
press in Jordan would bitterly criticize the West, with the Jordanian government 
coming in for a share of the blame. In areas where Palestinians are concentrated, 
street demonstrations 
larsely influenced 
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.~asser' s attitude, by the existing climate of relations between Saudi Arabia and 
the UAR, and by reactions of sucl1 independent Arab leaders as Bourguiba. 

The Saudis would follow Nasser's lead to the extent that this was necessary 
to maintain Arab solidarity, but any conformity beyond this point would depend on 
the over-all cordiality of their current relations with the UAR and on other Arab 
reactions. In general, the Saudis would probably be reluctant to follow Nasser 
completely because of their long-standing hostility to his claim for Arab leader­
ship. Some degree ~of independence in their attitude can therefore be expected. 
They would almost certainly be less anti-Western and 1 anti-imperialist 1 in theiri • 

reaction. 

Tne Saudi reaction to the news of the missiles would, nevertheless, be adverse 
because the Saudis support the standard Arab policy of hostility to Israel. The 
Saudis might break relations with the French, although this would depend on where 
French-Saudi relations stood at the moment. The Saudis might even decide to con­
tribute money to a common Arab fund, if one were set up or re-activated in response 
to the news of the missiles. They probably would not be overly generous in contri­
buting, however. Being less directly involved in Arab-Israeli tensions, and having 
their main population centers well beyond the range of the MD-6L0, the Saudis 
probably would try to maintain the necessary appearance of Arab solidarity while 
keeping concrete action to a minimum. 

The Saudi government would not support a Nasser attempt to turn to the USSR 
or Communist China for missiles to counter the Israeli acquisition. King Faysal 
feels that Nasser already leans too heavily on the Communist powers. Actually, 
such a move by Nasser would place Faysal in something of a dilemma, since the 
anti-Cormnunist and anti-Israeli lines are both strong elements of r1is policy, with 
the former possibly being stronger than the latter. Faysal would probably react 
by trying to lead other Arab states in a counter-move that could be pictured as 
both anti-Israeli and anti-Communist. He might, for example, charge that Nasser 
was using the Israel issue to drag the Arabs into the Soviet carrip in the Cold War, 
anci this charge might well find support among other Arab states. 

E. Svria 
--'--·--

Syrian reaction to the acquisition of French-made missiles by Israel 
would probably be the strongest in the Arab world, especially if the current 
Damascus regime were still in power. Syria's reaction would be heightened by the 
fact that Damascus would be well within the range of the Israeli missiles. Syria 
would mount an intense propaganda campaign against the West in general, but might 
center its most virulent attacks on the United States, .for Syria has tended to 
view all developments in the area that are not to its liking as US-instigated. If 
Syria continues to remain isolated from the other Arab countries, it would at the 
same time berate their leaJers, and especially Nasser, for not having been suffi­
ciently militant in dealing with the Israeli threat to the Arabs. Furthermore, 
it is entirely likely t~at Syria, either in a coordinated Arab action or alone, would 
seek to acquire a missile capability of its own, probably from the USSR. However, 
it is unlikely that the USSR would accede. to a Syrian request for missiles. 
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F. Lebanon -----·--·-· ...-· 

1...(~hanon woull; greatly fe.1r tltc~ introcluctl.on of an offensive missile ',.
sy~tcm in lsrdcl. Not only is Lebanon militarily weak, but it would feel that 
its efforts at keeping its border with Israel free from serious incidents over 
:uany years had gone unrecognized and unrewarded. More basic would be the in­

"Ir Ievitable dichotomy in Lebanon's area policies -- the need to give solid support 
on such an important Arab question while at the same time avoiding deep in­
volvement because of domestic political considerations. This duality would 
be reflected by the Beirut press: the Muslim-owned, pro-UAR papers would join 
an Arab chorus of loud criticism of the West, and the Christian-owned press, 
although not in favor of a missile-equipped Israel, WOl!,ld implore the Lebanese 
government not to be led down the path of ruin by the irresponsible actions of 
other Arab leaders. The government itself would dutifully voice concern and 
protest to the US and France; meanwhile it would probably privately seek reassurances 
from France and a security guarantee from the United States. 
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WhU~ firm date for loading Hawk missiles for shipment to Israel 

n@t yet availablelt pr@spects are missiles will almost certainly be in. 

Israe 1 by May 7 ~nl®ss ~nf@rfJseen de lay occurs. Department requests 

Embas.sy raise with F@reign Ministry at earliest opportunity and appro-

priately high level rel)®rts in referenced documents that Bawks will be 

featured in this y®ars Independence Day parade. Embassy should state 

we d<si)n@t wish have Hawks- included in parade and would regard their 

inclllllsi@n as gravt1 disregard @l!lr expressed wish. IIDXIKJlntlltlJIXICD.Dld 

lmbassy should 

take oppts>rtunity reit~rate our continued opposition to an Independence 

Day parad~ in J~r\llsalem, with or without Hawks. 
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s. PLA'CE ANO DATE oF ACQ: Tel .Aviv, Israel & Paris 

France. Nov· -, Dec 64 . ~' ..•• • ,.:·." 
I. EVALUATIOH1 SOURCE B INFORMATION __ 3_.. 

1°•1iOUACE1. 
. ....,·X llnd 'French Sourc 

' 

... '. ! 1:· •• 

'16. SUMMARYl · . , .. .J •·._,.,.• ._.'~•_:s· (l,• 

(S) This report furnishes latest information ~li.ich provides. clu~sthat·;Isr,:i°el :i~d:~· :· 
France have carried out. joint experiments ori • surface-to-s_urface missiles·;.: and:• ~-j:J. 

. ·. . . . ·. . .: . .., •.•- - .... ------ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- -·- ..... - - ------·- - .... - ._..--- - -.... ~ - ---·- - - ...--·--
L (S) According to a F~~nch .source •·s·c~~~-~-rs:ati~~ .wfth~: ~ ;~liabfe Am;rican ,·;; ,:;(_: 

source, Israel wi 11 besE,in r ~c ~..tiJl...a.-2.'m.~~t;.rf ~c en m!_§i£.~~o/.11J:;.,aQ.,~~,ir...iJ.:· ·~' 
in 1966. Additional evidence reported by a French newspaper and other sources _; -~ 
indicates that joint French/Israeli experiments on.surface-to-sur"tace missiles may 
have taken place sometime in November, probab~y 'in France. ·-\• • . .-.,. -

;, 3~ PREPA.R!:D' ~!': 
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PROVING AUTHORITYJ 

.... •. 

' ·.,-.i 

:, .··•.-! 

chat Israel will begin acquiririg such missiles from France early iri 1966 •. :~( • 
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CONTINUATIO~ SHEET ORIGINATOR• i • ••. -SEGR£'f H6F8Rli 
USAIRA, Tel Aviv,. Isra'el 

J~IHelllcaUon and Control Ma,klff'1•) • 

¥ .., ' \ l • ~ ' • , ~ ~ a,..-.. 
' . .. . 

' '. 

. . .. . •. • . •• . . • . . • ·' •• • • •. . .·. • . 

I~- 3 ~ 

. 

_(S) Source's 

' 

Report. 

' 

Relayed to 
' • ·:· 

AIRA yia USAF,.ch::mnals. 'Ls the f~ilo~in·g· i~t-ei-
11 ligencc. information. 

''• ••• •r, 

.. . i. •···\~ ..... ; t. ~· 

• ' 
· ·c-. The missiles will have c·onventional warheads in.terchangeaole with nuc'iear:,,.

Iw~rh:~ds ~he type of g_u_id~_!;I ?2'..~d :w~~•thei. ~h~ missiles tobe'~~ii~~r~d i~ 
~ 1.966 curr.ently .. tyDes V',:,;s ·")_•:~~~ d:1,uul~. . : •. • .. ,,, .... ·aJ:-L=: .. m,:iem::i.cm:a . .. ,. 

, - ... • .!,,. -1-- .....-.'"."'!'"""·"'~'""-l>'-.v'I~~ . ;:.. • 

. ~ . - .. '. , • -~ •" . . ,... I,.,. .· . .. , . . .. . .. ·, • 

• e. Some missile hard stands will be on the. back side oLa bill located ..5 miles • 
· from Tel Aviv near an airport. • ";. -~ 

Comments: •· ;-J."?>liJt1)·:-:.,,.l ; 

a. Source of information. consider~d c'6mpl~tely ·reiiable 
rates this information as accurate. AIRA considers this information as· probably:·· 
true since it fits in with previous clues ori this subject. .~- •• • 

• ' 

b. Information. That the French will begin supplying s·urface-to-surface mis­
siles to Israel in 1966 is compatible with the,best,estimat~s~-- AIRA ~stirnates; ., 
however, that the numbers <2-_E<;dr}:l'.-E.~S~t o;,1.1L_m; .. ::fi:!~.s~~~rael' s -pro-·. 
curement progrc1m, with follow-on slices dependent upon success or .the missi1e and 
£iii.al decision on whether or not to pursue the nuclear_ road.· A9.9:~-~~9.-q._~JJ~,~.tbe• •

7 11 
Is l;a\llls. ... ..Re..,.,.tb.j.p.l<~ng,,,..!=ha~ ... s.J1~t9,;.s~- .. E.~-cJ.~.f-~];-)~fill.t;...~PQ.lJ.&_ij.Q..__.migh t .. c!._1;9..K~~ l!.le~.~ ~!1t .. .. 
pres}~~~-Iit?i;e~an us':, ___of ~~~~les., • ·' _;.. •• 

_·.f\~~ • r ~~---~ 

5. (S) Possible Location of Israeli hard stands·.•' ,The._above: source' als6 reports 
that, according to the information divulged, some of the hard stands will be on the 
back sides of a hill located five miles from Tel.Aviv near an airport.· Source·rate 
this information as less reliable than the preceding information. 

6. ·(s) Comments: Tha ciosest hills nnsweririg to ··the ·above .description· arc.. t:wo 
sand-dune hills> one. of which is off-limits to· other than Israeli military personne 
loc~ted approximately 1.8 miles north of Sde Dov Airport (Coard: 320631N-344642E) 
and approximately 5 miles north of the center of Tel Aviv ... The "off-limits" hill 
is the site of what appears to be a Communications Center, 

~(See IR1849014964). See sketch below.~-~ 
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•7 >(U) Fronc\\ No.ws RolAnse on SSM Test.·· ,The following news .re lea~(;\ £tom the·· -::.,.,':. /., 
:Frehch. pubUcation, COMBAT, <lntod 8 pee 64a 1s·of'interco.t~ ... \ :·~' 

1 ,. 

i j' 

.'.'No._},SX'S.Gli.hos partic.ipnted ,in' tea ting; of ground ... l~ren~h rock,!tfJ J., -t:o-ground ·;,:,._,>-:,,·:. 
de~l~~_es· .: ~.he ,~a7.•,M+.~i~try ,, w~thout. '.:howe'!ei·.den:,.~~~'.the. ;ecent atom~c '. tast~ 1~~~ •·~~e .;i'.'; . • "~t ;'. 

• -~~--~l,t
. ,'.{: . ; . 41~ ....._;;:~•"":.1~,:l.'i:7':;·:•\:~·r:::Hr· .• ~· i~"' " .... , ':' , __,, '\'',, ·~~ .\ ''B ''l~ '\ ''Y/f.l"~".'fii.l', ~,ti~< , . ! ,, '°'.\!:~.. .~ '~ri, 't-t~," '· i· .,t.;1:0 1 • . •• • •• ,, Ji:l :•.':r , .. .,,,,...,.,_,. 

·.",~>,'.·:~'/,ci:;;~ •• • • • • • .. h~~a •., Af.:.a· ballis t14;, ~rou;~d-to~s,ro:u~d 1 missll!~'..; _:~_J ... 
n~l.thl,,.. :..,,Jl!.. .:,~,~ ;;':,i;;tiJ, ,i{~~· ;, tlt1•r~"'. • .. ~~ 

;.:,;s•,,.,--u-it"··· ,11:~,•1, ~. ,t11~, 1••,:t1,J'Ji.i.: ,"1?,t~ 7111 ~- ...., ,· 
• • ; , .; l;l:t .. ,. ,l\lll<, • •~ , I . ~,,. . ,•·•,: I i~I • ' , .~, . f"~~,, ·•• t·\ 

'''.1 ·::/. ::·.'~,~~<JW~r 
1mriistry does ~~~· deny that,,such'·a ..test has in effect: taken place, ~bu/ , ••• ~· _,•• 

•does:: deny·· that Istaelis have taken part. in it."::. • I; •• / ~:, :., f .{; ' ,· 
-~:. :_.\I. ·,, .h ' , " ( 

•, '•i : : ,• ,; ·~ , • ' .! ~• • I • • . I ' • ,; ' , • ·, / ' • ' ~: t • :; , ,' , -• •• 

8·~ '(C),. 
0 

Comment:·! It is ·possible that·· the reporter took_. for granted that· the recent 
tes·t, of ·a French atomic. device in t:he Sahara ·and the supposed test, of the ballistic 
missile.took place in the same location ... It is•rrtore probable .that a ballistic mis­
sile ,•·test. did take· place in November, and that, the· locati.on was France. Previous • 
estimates:· within t~e US intelligence comm~.mity:·was that ·.such a test might take plac 

i•in the>Isle de Levant in November 1964. ' .• An -Israeli Air Force team>. headed by IDF/ 
_Air_':Force. De~ut1_,comrnr.lnc1er Aluf Mishne Mordechai Hod/. spent the whole month :~:f.> 
. :.·:.-/, ~·" •.. :,It.· .. ,. 

. ·:,',• i • .. ~ 

~<·'. '/\.,q.. -..H, .·: r.1::'t L0HUJ~ !~~ 

·~PFU:JiERV/friON COP' 
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USAI:RA, ''Tel- Aviv;~ Isra, 
_f_Cl•Hlllcatlon •nd Conuol Mark.lnJZ•) 

J=· 

J 
November 1964 in Europe, first to France, then to·• E'ngland and returnfog:'/to France,~. {w.1 
again.. This team was "billed" as an evaluation teamt which .accor·ding' to::·Hod, eva• ·;_;.~: 

.luated the British Buccaneer aircraft for possible pu:r.chase.· , This same 'team c.o~ld .,-.1 

. have observed and "evaluated" the missile test. if it di~ .take place. _,i;,'}'~... , . 

-

_,-.:fr}.z2:.:,:.:. 
. - • • • . • . .. •.. • • • ;. • ~ ·- ··;,,~- . "., . / ·-- :-;. .,-) ::',_ .~,V.: ~.:. ·: - •• ·.·~>t - 'i-\-::· 

9 .. (C) • Additional. Report from ~erican Embassy Pa~is provides ~dditlonal info:rma " 
~ tion.on this subject. (See Paris EMBTEL 3523, ·1s·D~c 64) •. ''.,According to ·this ..• :::·· ~-
a message:_ Sanguinetti (Vice Pres Nat' l Assembly Defense -Commission)' told' :anEmbas.~y 

1

0fficE:r, on Dec 15, ifm 1964, that there have been joint experiments on ground-to-·~ 
ground ball is tic missiles carried out by France and· Isr·~ei, but th~ loc~tion~, pf ..~ 
such experiments is unknown. · Saguinetti also pointed ,out· that: France .hac:f no inten 
tion of making available nuclear warheads~ to Israel.,_,··,;;.>:~:_..:~< : ··::·";;<·•, .. / -f_''l .. • 

•• - . ; • . . 1:. : • - . : :_: . -- -: ._ -.~! ;:-:~>-. --;,r""--~ --._\ ".::<~.-J. 

i I 10. (d) Comments: Sanguinetti, according to the EMBOFF~--is_ ari influent.fal member 
I 

I
. of the Defense Commission and is. in a posi:tion to have .. the. above :information .. -····.•~\· 

~ . 
i1 : • ( C) After writing '. above , AIRA dis cUss ;d conten;:\t~~ ~Ar~'Paris·. :':fatt~i , 
was 0£ opinion that the ballistic missile_ test·:was delayed. and may have: heen ·te·st~ 

.• in early December. Colonel Hod scheduled to return from his·· trip to Euro1ie -at ·end . .
1a of November, delayed his return, remaining in p·aris ·an extra:week (into.early':.~---· ..~" 

·necember). This may have a connect:i.on with. the miss.iie· test.·--::).::_.--~~ : : • •• • <".!-:'-.·•• 
. .. • 4:.·~/--~• • • 
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. -1~-\ • Mr. 'talbot 
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•.. , By_ lettes: from !:!la !'oraip M1uiater • to the Secreta-r, • Isr:=1 
has· ~harecd th:!t over the pasc frmr ,:ears th~ c~.1~ Corr~.::!c:i 
l\ae r.ovided th~ um vit?l teleet:-ic and gr:,mir!•tr~c!:i!:J 
equi~t aud teclmici&ts to.mainta1D·imd ~1, cper~to. !t. • 
Cc=pt'!ny e.'"!'pe~ts r~tedly <cmsul~ puiodiolly .vi~· ~ffilt~, 
0!~icial~ 011 t??~-~, aia:Jile pr03:ra. · . • • 

. ·.1 ' --... ' • 

%) Iff~l also charged that the t1U ~a. ·r~ited 30-50. c-m:i 
~~ ~leyed by firms Sl!Cb as D'rlt:s lielllge of r~ei!:~~~ 

......., I c:!b~id:!.u? .'()f t?:2 ·u.s. CODCff!l IJ.ttQD u:d~tr!c,?. to 1:c=!:. 
cm.~ 41:ld t=:tial gul.da:ics ey:,tem:s. , . • •• ~ . .. . . . ... 

• • ■ • •• .. 

3) ~r~el has~~-~ tha U.S. to takw ~!ate stcr,,3' to--ste,-: •. 
thi:1 indirect flo, of herican oiosi~ l~~ t, t."lo ~~~- -· 

4) Em?:~sa7l!cmi report3 that a Lit4:on Iudustrie3 aau.::~- co~!n:ed • • 
t!:.~ depa~tt!re =~ths UARof a grot!1 cf tec!lnic~.~~ f::c. -::::a 
fir::3· of E::ll~g'(! at:i ~th. lie did net. believ3 t'..:3'~el!i~~ 
pcopl~ c~ld L"t!ild a c~l3to ir.n-tbl s1:~, -b-:1tcculd ~:, a 
cCQd jc!J cu sr.cs arA =cel.-.:'lZ2te:~. • 

.... 
5) !he Litten 8C'm"C9 al!o reported ~:n:l~e~icn ·eyFe~..c?l-!:r::~H. 

inte1l~e:1ca oi! cha bir~ of l!elliss ~.. .._,.1 Plet.'l ~lo- fc: ,;,c:!:. • 
in r::~7t. .. , • • ~· • • 

.. 

6) • An Isr~911 ~ffic!al told Litton tbt 12• 14 aen ·f:-C!ll llellir,e h~'1 
left for J:a./!-t since th9 bezimli~ of· oetob<e.· A e,:~~ ol! . 
33-·;0 :::~3 TI3lli~~ r~cruits were ~ctcd b7 Jt:..-r.!~J. I!~ :.-::~, 
~M "g of :-_oer-ii~t at Plath. , ,. · • 

~ ..."' 

•... 
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CGafidenblal { / 

1. The Israel Air Force is seeking tactical training in methodr ~ 

such as Quarter Attack, Head on Attack, High Altitude Attack, Dead !line 

Astern Attacko 

2. It is true that the Israel Air Force has no F-102's but its 

need for the course is explained in point l above. The lack of U.S. 

equipment in the Israeli Defense Force has not, in the past, disqualified 

Israeli participation in U.S. Army courses as i~ instanced by the presence 

of Israeli personnel in Armored Courses in Fort Knox and Artillery Courses 

in Fort Sill. 

Jo As to the aspect of secrecy, the same system of clearance as 

applied in the case of the Israeli personnel prior to participation the 

USAF Hawk training could be used in the present case. 



comp1i.m.entf t·o 
• 

•'Qie •Ex~ctll~ncy, •the ~~saador ·:~f • ·t·srae l . artd. ha$. : the b~nor 
~"""'i~~ i •'· ' 

•...>,·;'· , . 

.•· ~o· :ac~wle'd~· ...t.be ·.reeei;~.:-.~t-h1s· Jiote ~o. · BG/1650··of.· 
. i ••;i, •.: , • • •.,:··~· :.: : ;. • • ·.:,1 ·., ,,_: , • • 

,:t;jWi~pt~~r f•24~i 1~64. ;equesd;~: ne spac11 for lln Officer 

~ .};?:,M~ ,h~el ll.lfense lore!~ ;~_:~Ollrsa m~.lU5001) -

.·.:·.:.:}>:.;,,, : ' . 
1·\inte.rce.ptor.- Pil~:t · Trainlng :: cr-1oij .. 

.' '' :• ": ', , ', ••; :'., . . • ·, •:' , I .'' .' ' , ' ' <\ ' '• , \. ,· ' ' , } 

,':, 
I'; 

, tb .• :'nee·cl:,. fo,r,t:he instncti~~: i~,.ri9t .apparent., aud. tbetef.or~. 

of' State•··. 
" '. .' .• , ' ' 

October 26,.1964 
, ,' 1 •, , , I1 
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ADOi.ns Ofl'FICIAL COMMUNICATIONS TO 

nfE SECRETARY OF STATI: 
WASHINGTON ts, D. C, 

-68HPiD:SNTIAI..
s/s 8235 

MEMORANDUM BUNDYFOR MR. McGEORGE 
THE WHITE HOUSE 

Subject: Suggested Reply to Raytheo 
Company Regarding Sale of 
Missile Equipment to Israel 

Enclosed is a suggested reply to a letter of 

May 7, 1964, from the Raytheon Company to Mr. Myer 

Feldman concerning Israeli interest in procuring 

a surface-to-surface missile guidance system. 

WASHINGTON 

June 4, 1964 

enjamin H. 
Executive Secretary 

Enclosures: 

1 .. Suggested Letter to 
Raytheon Company. 

2. Letter from Raytheon 
Company. 

eoHFlDENTJAI,_
DECLASSIFIED GROUP3E o.13292, Sec. 3.4 Downgraded at 12 year intervals;• NAM oatei'"i:3"',a

8YJt'siftLt not automatically declassified. 

JUN 5 1964-



SUGGESTEDDRAFT LETTER TO RAYTHEON COMPANY 

Dear Mr. Levy: 

Thank you for your letter of May 7, 1964, concerning 

Israeli interest in a guidance system for short-range missiles 

under development by Raytheon. It is most unlikely that we could 

respond affirmatively to a request for a license to export equip­

ment of the type described.· It has been the firm policy of the 

United States Government to avoid contributing to the missile 

development capability of any foreign nation. Except for ground­

to-air missiles, we have applied our policy without differentiation 

as to what constitutes offensive and defensive missiles. Likewise, 

we have made no differentiation between short-range and long-range 

ground-to-ground missiles. I do not believe that any arrangement 

with Raytheon's affiliate in Rome would make it possible for us 

to alter our basic position in this matter. 

Sincer~ly yours, 

JUN 5 1964 
., ..... .,., lofr. .... 
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