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ous news conference that he got
his first hint of the new Soviet
policy. of “economic penetration
of the mideast” at the Geneva
conference ‘last July of the
heads of government of the
United States, Britain, France
and the Soviet Union. On check-
ing his correspondence, he dis-
covered it was in an exchange
of letters with Premiér Nikolai

/|'A. Bulganin of the Soviet Union

before thé Big Four Foreign
Ministérs’ Conference in Geneva
late in October,

The«President wrote to Pre-

and in friendly terms, he ex-

pressed concern over the agree-
ment hetween Communist Czech-
oslovakia and Egypt to ex-

change arms for cottan.

Secreta,y of State Dulles told
Soviet Foreign Minister Vyache-
slav. M. Molotov at meetings in
New York on Sept. 20 and 27
that the shipment of Soviet bloc
arms to the Middle East was not
in the interests of the preserva-
tion of peace. He again raised
the

"

‘matter with the Soviet

Foreign'~ Minister during the

Geneva corference. e

Aufhoritative sources said
that United States plans to ask
the “Security Council to form a

new Middle Eastern commission

were mnearly complete, but that
final 'decisions had ‘ot ' ‘been|

-|taken. The sources expected the
United States to make the pro-
posal jointly with Britain and
France soon, possibly as early
as next week.. .

Some Doubts About Move

An enthusiastic reception from
Israel and the Arab states was

not expected, since the functions
of such a commission necessarily
require the privilege of free
movement for its members in
the countries concerned., Israel
in particular has shown herself
sensitive on this question and
hag insisted that the members of

-|United Nations observer teams
be accompanied by Israeli of-
ficers.

It was presumed that the So-
83 (viet Union would want to *take||.

part in any mnew cominission.

mier Bulganin only about three|g
weeks after his Sept. 24 heart
attack, it was'‘learned. Briefly|§

This prospect raised hope of So-
,{viet cooperation in the Security

Council and also' posed a prob-
lem for the Western powers,
which would like to avoid bring-
ing Soviet 'officials ' into the
Middle East.

A problem was seen in the
danger that a new commission
would diminish the authority of
Maj. Gen. E. L. M. Burns of
Canada, Chief of Staff of the
United Nations Truce Supervi-
sion Organization. He is gener-
ally judged to have been highly
succegsful in maintaining the
confidence of both Arabs and
Israelis.
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to' elevate General Burns’ func-
tions and make him part of the

new body.
| Some exper

skjold, United Nations Secretary
General, do not believe that

‘
Imuch can be gained by a Secu-

.|rity Council initiative at this
time. But the prevailing United
States view is that the problem
is so urgent that a new depar-
ture must be attempted.

Although Israeli circles com-

mented tonight that they did not
believe the United Nations could
cope with the situation, some

United States officials believe
“|that the presence of the pro-

posed commission on the spot
could meet the Israeli objection
that United Nations action
would be too slow to save a vic-
tim of aggression.

Moral Sanction of Majority
Upon observing a threat to the

peace or overt aggression, the
United Nations commission
would make its recommendations
directly to the Security Council,
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plan. The Council could call for

steps provided by the United Na-
tions Charter, including a breach

yyn diplomatic relations, economic

é nctions or armed intervention.

0 é\If the Soviet T/nion used its|{®

A possible way out would bej

ts on the Middle |@!

East, including Dag Hammar-|fe

| |according to the United States|,

|

f
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on Human | may be made oy it

veto to prevent action, the other
members. of the Council would

?:;e Ethe rrtloral sanction of a

Jority vote and might
that basis to halt aggr%ssi:nc.t 3

At the same time, or as an
alternative, the General Assem-
bly could be ‘called into emer-
gency session within twerty-four
hours. Under a resolution of
NQV. 3, 1950, the Assembly can
be called together by any seven

members if they find that there
is a threat to the peace, a breach
qf. the peace or an et of aggres-
sion. .

While the United States is not
likely to go beyond Secretary of
State Dulles’ proposals, made in
a Speech Aug. 26, ‘it is thought
that the United States would fa-

mutual ' border
and an opportunity fer some
Arab refugees to return to Is-
rael and for the rest to receive
compensation and help in reset-
tling.

T_he United States voted
against territorial internationali-
zation of Jerusalem in 1949; but

;3&,_.} N
X

i
|

vor recognition of the need for|i
readjustments

eyi thought to favor a system|;under which the holy places|i}
there would be placed under in-|

=

ternational jurisdiction.
In his Aug. 26 speech Mr.

Dulles proposed an international
jguarantee of the borders be-
tween Israel and the Arab states
once agreement had been
reached on ‘them. He ' offered
United States help in this and
other problems and said the
United States would share in
financial measures to compen-
sate and resettle the refugees.
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Eisenhow

! On Trou
Mideast Bid? Pai

By Neal Stanford
Stafl Correspondent of St

The Christian Science Monitor

Washington
The Mideast crisis (or better, Presid

crises) is getting the most seri- fo the n

ous attention in Washington. “intelligg
President Eisenhower, by his _ 1he P

own admission, is burning the g;isrlgen
midnight oil trying to devise

w

: : g
an all-ot

ways of easing the tension on At his
Cyprus and reversing.the trend on the o
to war between Israel and its The
Arab neighbors. against |

War in that area, the Presi- use of |
dent told his weekly news con- gquestion|
ference March 14, would “grave~ arise. ‘

ly jeopardize Allied interests”— I

;vhich is di}l)clomatic language Some H
or saying it would be dis- :

astrous. ‘The1e,1‘
While foreclosing nothing in Progress

a search for solutions, it is ap- Supreme|
parent the United States is using 1954 sch
different approaches in these 000 publ
two critical areas. It is offering .. P
its good offices to both sides in District
the Cyprus affair to try and get 2nd sout

its  two friends—Britain and ‘Btegrate
Greece—to resolve the crisis PFO8Tess
amicably. It is drafting ways of qme atg
having the United Nations take 3¢ 8reéa;

responsibility for preserving 3 pralond

peace in the Arab-Israeli crisis. K

1i ,ac
The Cyprus issue is the most Compt“‘l.]‘immediately critical, for the

QUL

old inter;
take some

ened the crisis. The British Gov-
asy i

ernment, harassed at home by Nixon D
opposition charges of bungling
negotiations, was further exas-

_

1ne Pre

perated by what it construed as tiative for
too sympathetic American con- to come fr¢

¢lcern for Greek interests in pim (as ux
Cyprus as expressed by the venson), &

e h -

U.S. Views Sought b?rwe;utgfx?;
Both the British Ambassador ‘‘subpoena|

here, Sir Roger Makins, and the ¢oramission

2 congression
o 40 +} LUnited States Ambassador to the whije a pre

Court of St. James’s, Winthrop would not.|
Aldrich, have been under urgent 0’{‘he im}t’*
Whme.hall pressure 1o’ explain go}cgfén?l(j
American views. sion, has

Those views, as the President much part j

made clear at his press confer- POssible
: whose pur§ e 1

ence, are neither pro-Greek nor would be o
pro-British—but pro-peace and tion, coopeif
pro-West. He made it clear that discussion.
the United States was ready to  Mr. - Eisej
do anything honorable and use- the subject§
ful, regsonable and practical, to show of ¢

get a sblution to the Cyprus dis- Mr. Nixong

Britain and Greece were mem- Of his previ§
bers of the North Atlantic felt it shoy

Treaty Organization, Western gre?ed, or §

Europe’s prime security shield, dmve_ a W
he spotlighted free world inter- and his Vig
est in a London-Athens recon- Mr. Eise

ciliation over Cyprus. about Mr.
|

Cyprus now is the West’s as final as|
principal military base in the Said on the
explosive Near East area—so being. The

that Allied interests, to put it considered

modestly, would be “gravely ;}e announ

jeopardized” by any worsening NEVEr ans

in the Cyprus crisis. Under cur- ©on this sul

rent conditions it is apparently 8ust.” The
absolutely vital in Western de- came afte
fense plans for the area. large wrif

As for the Arab-Israeli con- Nixon for

flict which is threatening Mid- New Hamg
east peace, the President inti- In brief|
mated the United Stat%;Nwas

€r's commeg

preparing a program of ac- .

tion there designed to stifle the Fraternal

(‘i}‘z;llnger of war in that area. His regd
hat it is, of course, is not yet J

fully determined, but it does in- ;u
- l;h?.tvolve a variety of approaches ‘1€ Telatl

to the dispute depending on the brother an

reactions or assistance of the he would
parties involved. who tried

UN Moves Weighed and me.”

One would be support of any tpoz Zegd:
new proposals the UN ftruce wwhich I ¥

administrator on the spot, Maj. him.”

his statem
want to make—request for

.o0 give
larger patrols, better marked ence with
boundaries, a no man’s land. of the

Another way to get UN to Whom he
take responsibility for the Ing Marchy
mounting crisis would be to ask __“Now {
for General Assembly support Dlain,” ad

of measures freezing arms con- with a nof

tributions, restricting trade in o = |
strategic items.

A third approach would be to Rdump the issue into the lap of
the Security Council and make ‘|
the Soviet Union either co-oper-
ate or veto measures designed

?to settle the dispute peacefully. A Det
Or a fourth way could be to when he

call on the Secretary-General of
the UN, who has just returned
from the area, to make recom-

mendations for easing the ten-
sions in the area.

Under the Anglo-French-
American declaration of 1950
the three powers agreed to take
action either within or without
the UN to keep or restore peace
to the Mideast. That declara-
tion was strengthened, following plant he
the Eden-Eisenhower talks here policy.
earlier this year, when the

Mr. D
owers agreed to spell out the

gctions they were prepared to YOUr log

take, Since then efforts along  Intern
this line have bogged down in “pulling
the larger threat of explosions James
from Algeria to Cyprus to Jeru- side” in
salem, which has caused the and ap
President to burn the midnight “The|
oil and study the mounting com- gacide Y
plications of British and French gy un
troubles in the Mediterranean, «WhelIt now appears that the Presi-

h
€|

dent did not query the Soviets at of the §
the summit meeting at Geneva Governi
last July about their intentions Detroit.|
in the Mideast but only became Mr. M
concerned later and in a private contriby
letter to Premier Nikolai A. Bul- Colored
ganin in October 'asked for an chief.

explanation. -SR
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paring the proposals for the

. tion because Britain refused to

U. 5. PUSHES WORK|
ON MIDBAST PLAN

Final Form of Proposal for
New U, N. Peace Bid Said
to Await Dulles’ Return

By DANA ADAMS SCHMIDT
'

Special to The New York Times,
‘WASHINGTON, March 15—

Work on a United States pro-
posal for a new United Nations
effort to bring peace to the Mid-

‘dle East continued in the State|
Department, the Defense Depart-
ment and other agencies today.

Officials said the final form of
the proposal would be made pub-
lic soon after Secretary of State
Dulles returned to Washington
Wednesday. :

They added that President
Eisenhower, who said at his news|

|

conference yesterday that he was|
|

putting in “long hours” on the
Middle East problem, again kept||
in touch with key officials pre-

United Nations. :

Lincoln White, the State De-
partment’s Press Officer, said he
was unable to find anyone in the

. State Department who had “ever
heard” of the plan, reported in
THe New York Times of today,
for the creation of a Security
Council commission to operate
in Israel and the Arab States.

;

Others Heard of Plan

Other officials of the State
Department and of other agen-
cies had, however, heard of this

plan. They said an issue still to 1)

G

be resolved was whether the

Security Council’s new approach
to the Middle East should' be
carried out by a new commission
or through the machinery of one

of the existing bodies created by
the United Nations to deal with
Israeli-Arab issues,

Mr, White said today that the|Ji§
United States policy was to

give ‘“utmost support” to Maj.
Gen, E. I. M. Burns of ('hnan‘mf
who ig Chief of Staff of the|
United Nations Truce Super-|
vision Organization.. -

Other officials echoed this

view, adding, however, that the

difficulty with the truce super-|m
vision organization was that its|c]
functions were limited to imple- gq

3menting  the armistice agree-
ments. A broader approach with

greater authority will be re-

-

quired, these officialg held, if mf
the present drift toward war is saf
to be reversed.

; ad
Past attempts by the United oy

Nations to deal with the Israeli-
‘Arab problem have included thelt
creation of a United Nations|Hj
Palestine Commission to imple-| -

ment the partition resolution of|:
1947, This never got into opera-

give it support.
Mediator Role Lapsed

The office of mediator, held pei.
by the late Count Folke Berna-

dotte, to which the United Na-
tions delegated special powers,|nel
lapsed when the armistice agree-|a K
ments were signed in 1949. wal

The Palestine Conciliation|anty
Commission of the United Na-|thel
tions is still in existence, but in-|j
active. : 3

In addition, committees have
been set up by the United Na-|gyit
tions from time to time to dealiplain
with various aspects of Israeli-|tpyof
Arab problems, Tam]

Whether a proposal is made|on 4
for a new commission or for re-| Kast
activation of old machinery with|many
expanded functions, the officials| Bechd
said, the object will remain two-|nomic)
fold:/ Nazi |

First, to create machinery di-|Byday
rectly responsible to the Security|{hat ¥
Counci] that could alert .it con|ipat 1

cerning a threat to the peace|;.sse§
or open aggression,

Second, to offer assistance to est p|TIsrael and the Arab states in
settling the issues between them|yjoq !
on the basis of existing or fu-|5 .
ture United Nations resolutions. Green[

Meanwhile Reuven Shiloah,|p,
Minister of the Israeli Embassy,|mant|renewed Israeli pressure for arms|geche
from the United States in a call|y ..
on William Rowntree, acting|:
chief of the Middle East Division |ty |

of the State Department. Mr.|¢o. o
Shiloah said he had discussed
Israel’'s request for permissiok
to buy arms and “minor ques:
tions” during his call.

——
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ams budget night lead 1loyd by arthur gavshon vf,w

London, Feb, 22 (AP)- Britain today dlsclosed plans for separatlng 'f.@:v
' the quick-shooting armies of lsrael and her Arab neighbors at the startlng'
point of a possible Palestine peace.

Foreign Secretary Selwyh Lloyd told parliament about the plan-—-a-

withdrawal of one kilometer by the rival Israel and Arab armies along
he l9h9 armistice lines with an 1nternational patrol mov1ng 1nto the

no—man s land. :

TN -

i i

. an

nglilgéld he made the proposals secretly a month 280 toUnitedNatlons
Secretary GenérEI‘DegammarSkjo1d. g A8

S
|
I

ihrcin poe

The British statesman announced he WLll visit Israel in mld-march
after a round of face-to-face meetings with leaders of middle eastern :

countries. His aim clearly is to urge up n the rival nations the need o
to begin negotlatlng a final peace settlement. i)

- No British forelgn secretary has v1s1ted learfiI since the state was
) founded in l9h8

Lloyd s visit was announced as signs of fresh tension appeared. King
Hussein of Jordan was quoted in a dispatch today as saying intelligence

- reports indicated Israel was preparing to attack Jordan in the near

future. The king spoke at a camp of his crack army, the Arab legion.
ngh ranking officers and officials were present.

? airo the Egyptian interior minister announced a ecivil defense 2

drill would be held next Wednesday. he said 15,000 civil defense voluntecrs

have beenenrolled in Cairo.
i

\ :

Fh IsnaellmnremlgrkDanldnladdpnssl_yadretseycnolruflpneB 1for,;JNlMOQQ,Qfil
.~

volunteers to give six days work in building air raid shelters and
'

fortlflcatlons. .

Lloyd lea ves London Feb.29 prlmarlly to attend the minlqterlal council
meeting of the Southeast Asian Treaty Organization (SEETO) in Karachi,
Pakistan, beginning March 6. He told Parliament: »

- "I hope to visit Cairo, Bahrein and New Delhi on my way to Karachi,
and Baghdad, Ankara and Tel Aviv on my way back." :

That schhdule will enable him to canvass the ideas of the two leading
Arab governmentsof tBe middle east--- Egypt and Iraq~- before meeting
with Israeli Premier Yavid Ben-Gurion. In Karachi, Lloyd will have the

chance to consult with U.S. Secretary of State John Foster Dulles and
French Foreign M*nlster Christian Pineau on the mlddle east situation.

:

Lloyd told questioners in the House of Commons that he stlll awaits
Hammarskjold's "considered views" on the proposal for a one kilometer

-w1thdrawal and an 1nternational natrol along Israell S frontiers.-

The U.N. secretary general is consultlng with Canadian Gen. Edson-
L.M.Burns whose job is to supervise the Palestine armistice.

The British proposal was submitted after Eg ptian ‘remier Uamal Abdel
Nasser had passed word to the west that he would be ready to pull back-
his forces one kilometer if Israel does the same.

British diplomats privately calculated that 1f an 1nternational patrol
by nett tral nationals could be set up in a no-man's land it would give
the western povers more time and scope to promote peace talks between

the Isrzelis and the Arabs. These might be conducted secretarly through
third and even fourth prties ---the way the Italian-Yugoslav settlement
of the Trieste dispute was achleved—- rather than at a formal peagce
conference. .

359pes
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“SAKS-34th Open Thursciaysz,Until 9
\ f

Special to The New York Times.
WASHINGTON, Feb. T—Fol-

lowing is @ . State Department
tramscript of the record of the

ne: conference held today by
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in Lovejoy’s demure &
:

~

29.98ballerina for the bridesmaid
i!

Charming in attendance for spring and summer weddings,
a bouffant skirted dress with slim long torso and grace-
fully draped fichu effect at shoulders and comglete with
matching gauntlets. Pale blue, pink, maize, nile green,
orchid and other springtime shades. Misses’ sizes 8 to 20.

‘Whether you are planning a church or home
wedding, Miss Ellen Williams, Saks’ Bridal
Consultant, will help you select your trousseau,
your gown and those‘ofiyour attendants.

- SAKS-34th—Bridal Salon—Fifth Floor

;
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< S5AKS-34*
!

O ITH.
% ‘ 8”& o &y S“espppunen®
i

METICULOUSLY MANNERED
Tailorbrooke’s softened suit of

imported Scottish wool tweed 5995

Imported tweed, soft and zephyr light, impeccably detailed
with the collar of single thickness (a sign of/costly crafts-
manship and triple stitched for smoothness. Jacket is
gently molded, skirt is smoothly slim. Soft gray or brown
in misses’ sizes 10 to 20. \

Come in . .. write, pbone‘. Sorry no C.0.D’s.
You can charge at Saks-34th.
SAKS-34th—Fourth Floor

SAKS-34TH . THE SPECIALTY SHOP AT HERALD SQUARE
34TH AT BROADWAY (52 LACKAWANNA 4-7000
Phone FREE—in N. J. (in 20c calling area) ask operator for WX 6767, and in

! Nassau, Westchester (in 25¢ calling area) ask operator for ENTERPRISE 6767

tary of State Dulles:

ecretary Dulles—I will be
lad to answer any questions.
Q.—Mr. Secretary, there was

a second letter received by the
Government from Mr, [Nikolai
A.] Bulganin [Soviet Premier]
Jlast week on the question of a

friendship treaty. Are you
working with the President
now on a reply? A

A.—Well, we haven’t really
gotten around to working -on
that. The urgency, I think, is
not very great. The pesition of
the United States was pretty
fully set out in the letter which
President Eisenhower wrote to
Chairman Bulganin in answer

to the first letter. I think if
you recall the history of what

Jhappened it would be illuminat-
ing. You see, the Soviet Gov-
ernment did not feel, apparent-
ly, that they could let their
people hear of President Eisen-
hower’s letter until they had
some further information to
cover it up with. So they held
their own people in ignorance
—I think for six days, it may
have been seven days—in com-

plete ignorance of the fact that
there had been any letter from
President Eisenhower. All the
rest of the world knew it; in-
deed, in the satellites they
knew it. But in the Soviet
Union nobody was allowed to
know that there was such a
reply, or that the reply had
taken a negative view toward
the Bulganin proposal. During
that period they wrote another
letter, which they published at
the same time that they pub-
lished the letter from President
Eisenhower. So I think the
second letter can be interpreted
as being designed very largely
for domestic consumption. The
essence of it is already covered,
I think, and dealt with by
President HEisenhower’s letter.
Nevertheless, we are giving it
careful study to see if we can

find in it anything which might
possibly be wuseful, But we

haven’t dealt with it on an

urgent basis.

Reply by U. S. Planned
Q.—Mr. Secretary, you do not

preclude the possibility of an

answer to this letter?
A.—Oh, no. There will, un-

doubtedly, be an answer. /

Q.—Are you saying, sir, that
you feel the point of diminish-
ing returns has been reached

' in a public exchange of this
kind; that there is no fruitful
possibility in their going for-
ward with this kind of an ex-

change?
A.—Well, that 1isn’t quite

what I said. But I think it is
a fact that this hag .gotten
pretty much into a propaganda
channel. The handling of the
President’s letter to Premier
Bulganin and his reply, that is,
the second Iletter, indicates
that it is largely treated as a

propaganda matter by the So-
viet rulers. When these mat-
ters get essentially into the
propaganda field, it is not as

easy to make any progress as

though there was a sincere de-
sire to arrive at a result, which
generally implies confidential
exploratory contacts.

Q.—Mr. Secretary, when we

were talking about the release
by the Chinese of their version
of the Geneva talks, you said
that there had been no breach
of faith on their part for they
had told you in advance that
they were going to make this
release. Now when it comes to
this latest exchange of mnotes
was something said at the time
that the note was submitted to
‘make it clear that they intend-
ed publication,that is, were we

taking the initiative in making
public what might otherwise
have been a confidential ex-

change, or did we make public
what they would make public
if we didn’t, and how do you
know those things?

A.—Well, we hada discussion
about this whole subject with
the Soviet Ambassador here,
Mr. [Georgi N.] Zaroudin, and
we also drew certain inferences’
from the fatt the Soviet had
chosen the most spectacular
possible way to make the first
communication to the United
States—namely,” an unprece-
dented demand that the Soviet
Ambassador should personally
see the President, and that
was publicized. That very ini-
tial act threw around the whole
operation a glamour of public~
ity, which, obviously, must,
have been intended. :

Q.—Mr. Secretary,
ported from Bosz
that the German
would refuse con

financial contribuil,pns. Now,
“according to thej reports, a

‘spokesman for the Finance
Ministry said that{the request
was unfounded, ahd 'a threat
against Bonn’s balahced budget.
I was wondering Wwhether you
could give us yoyr views on
this?

A.—There are
that took place.
place, as I recall,
was in Paris at
meeting last De
reference to the
by the Federal
Germany to the
within Germany bf certain of
the NATO forcesfithat are.pro-
vided by the

Uni%id
States, the

it was re-

yesterday
Government
inuation of

onversations
In the first
was when I
the NATO

ember, with
contribution
Republic of
maintenance

United Kingdoth, and by
France. The talk§ at that time
did not come tof any positive
conclusion. They were held
rather hurriedly,fand they are

being continued At the present
time. There is a problem which
is due to the fact that the
maintenance of} the forces I
mentioned in Gérmany entails
certain costs, particularly in
terms of local jcurrency, and
that is a, considerable burden,
of course, on {the countries
who  maintain * their troops
there; particularly those who
are getting short of external
currency, notably the United
Kingdom. The question has
been raised whether—in view of
the fact that the defense costs
of the Germans themselves has
not gone up as rapidly as was

expected because of the lag,,
slippage, in the timetable of
their forces—it would be within
the spirit. of the North At-
lantic Treaty that considera-
tion should be given to a fur-
ther contributionby the Ger-
mans .to the foreign exchange
costs of those who are main-«
taining troops within
That matter is being

ink’

has been
reached.
are you

saying that there }is nothing
new in this second Bulganin

Transcript of the Recordof News Conferenc

letter2
A.—No, I said that in the

main it would seem that its
points were covered already by
the President’s reply to the
first letter. But I said we were

examining it carefully to see

whether there were any nug-
gets hidden there out of which

something constructive coul/q

ifigton, was not delivered but
was returned to the depart-
ment, Have you received the
note? Was it returned to you,
and, if so, what would be the
next step?

A.—Well, it hasn!t been re-

turned physically to me because
I am a little removed from the

spot. I believe that it was

physically returned to our Min-
ister there on the ground that
they regard it as offensive.

Q.—Was it returned to our
Minister in Budapest?

A.—Yes, that is my under-
standing.

Q.—The report was that it
was not delivered by the Hun-
garian Minister here—he did
not transmit it to his Govern-
ment; they brought it back to
the department.

A.—Well, I have not been in-
formed of that.

Q.—Mr. Secretary, could you
tell us what the position is un-
der international law of bal-
loons—meteorological balloons;
and, also, other experiments,
such as the circling satellites?

A.—I wish I could tell you,
but that whole subject, as I
think somebody once said
about  Russia, “is a mystery
wrapped in an enigma’” or

something to that effect. The
question of the ownership of
the upper air is a disputable
question, and also of the ether
above the air. In the main,
it is a recognized practice to
avoid putting up into the air
anything which could interfere
with any normal use of the air
by anybody else. I understand
that these meteorological bal-
loons that have been sent up
all around the world, I believe
several thousands of them, as

a matter of fact have  been
~

drifting over the United States,
and they have been launched
in California, Alaska, Hawaii,
Okinawa and various places.’
As I understand it, they have
arranged that unless they go

u&) to a heightin excess of
30,000 feet they 'are at once

destroyed, and they are sup-
posed to be up at a height of
around 50,000 feet, which is
way above any normal use of

. the air, far above any commer-

cial flights. And, as I say, I
think several thousands of
these have been launched and
have been carried by the winds
to various places, and there is
no known record of their hayv-
ing caused any interference in
any .commercial flights, or any
other flights for that matter.

The legal positionis quite
obscure. And, for one thing,
it is not very easy, when you
put up a palloon, to tell with
any confidence where it is go-
ing to go. It is true that in the
main the winds flow from the
West to the East, |

There was one that was put
up in California, and which
practically went all way round
the world. It transited the
United States, tha Atlantic,
Europe, somewhere through
the ;Asian area, and was last
heard of, I understand, in the
Western Pagific. I am told that
they are “gathering an ex-

traordinary amount of useful
and new information about
these jet stream air currents, |

and, in doing so, at a height
which does not practicably in-
volve any risk to anyone. What
the legal position is, Iwouldn’t
feel in a Dposition to answer,
because I do not believe that
the legal position has even been
codified, you might say.
Launchings by Others H!nted

Q.—Mr, Secretary, are any
other/ countries similarly
launching balloons of this kind;for instance, the Soviet Union,
or England, or France? .-

A.—No, they are not, as far
as'I know, although several of
them are cooperating with us
in this particular project,
Q.—There is a balloon that

was found two or three days
ago in Japan which came from
the Soviet Union. There we

reports today from Tokyo.
A.—Well,

that they are doing thaf.
don’t know anything Jabout
that.

Q.—Mr.. Secretary,
Middle East question,been any word fro
Burns in responsetg the state-.
ment in the commyniqué after
the Eden visit lasf week?’

A.—Could ' I postpone that
. question a minuteJ T would just’
like to make cledr, in connec-
tion with this talk about bal-
loons, that the {United States
Government hag not directly,
or indirectly, senf up any propa-
ganda balloons |whatever de-
signed to transit into the.So-
viet Union. Thel notesreceived
from the Sovief Union:appar-
ently, perhaps Heliberately or

perhaps not, sdemed to con-
fuse these metgorological bal-
loons with certdin propaganda
balloons which Bave been sent
up by some orgahizations, I be-
lieve, primarily §in relation to
some of the satellite countries.
But I want to

i

ernment has
‘not directly or jndirectly at-
tempted to sen any propa-
ganda material whatever by air
into the Soviet i

Q.—Mr. Secretary, on that
same question, wou you care
to clear up the othdp implica-
tion: that these ballobns carry
photographic equipment which
are photographing grdund in-
stallations?

A.—Well, I do beljevey that
they do carry some photo-
graphic equipment as parth\of
the devices which, on the o

hand, keep track of the speed
at which the balloong travel,
and, on the other hand, repro-
duce ‘cloud formations which
are usually under the palloons.
When you fly at 50,000 feet or

thereabouts you generally find
cloud: conditiods wungerneath,
and there is some recording,
I believe, photographically of
certain cloud conditions.
would be quite accidental, I be-
lieve, if the photograph hap-
pened to pick up anything Sig-
nificant on the ground. Of
course, they fly by gay and
by night. During daytime there
are’'apt to be cloud conditions,
so that that aspect of the mat-

it is quite 1 el‘}I'_

| drawal by the Arabs, Egyptians

Associated Press Wirephoto
NO CEILING ON SOVEREIGNTY: Secretary of State
dohn Foster Dulles at his news conference yesterday. Dis-
cussing Soviet complaint about United States balloons, he
said any strong protest would be considered carefully,
though law has not set height of a nation’s sovereignty.

Soviet Weather Balloén
Lands on Japanese Isle

Special to The New York Times,

.
TOKYO, Feb. 7—The police

in Hokkaido, Japan’s northern-
most island, revealed today
that a'balloon bearing Soviet
markings landed in eastern
Hokkaido last Saturday.

The balloon was about four
feet long and three and a half
feet wide and bore the inscrip-
tion in Russian ‘For atmos-
pheric . observtaion.” A small
aluminum box was attached
to its shrouds. \

The balloon was the second
to have landed in Hokkaido
within a year. One was found
there last March. It also hore
Soviet markings.

ter I think could only be quite
accidental.

Q.—On that same question,
sir, you received the note from
the Soviet Union covering this
matter? :

;

A. Yes, we did. And I hope
we will get a reply out today
or tomorrow.

Q.—Mr. Secretary, is this ma-

terial made available to scien-
tific organizations of other
countries?

A.—Yes, after it is collated,
it will, if it is of value—and, in
fact, I think they already are

satisfied that it will be of value.
‘We hope to make it available,
probably on a broad basis, in
connection with this forthcom-
ing geophysical year.

. Q.—Mr, Secretary, what are

we doing, if anything, to codify
the international law on the
question of the balloons? |

A.—I don’t know whether it
is being considered by the in-
ternational law group of the
United Nations or not, I just
don’t know.

Q.—Would we favor such a

consideration, sir?
A.—TI would think so, yes.
Q.—Does the American Air

Force, for instance, start these
balloons from fields in Ger-

'

many, or other parts of the
NATO countries?

A.—I don’t know. An an-

nouncement was made on this
subject—I was looking at it
yesterday. A full press release
on this was given out, I think,
on the 8th of January, and it
spoke about various places in
Europe, as well as, I think, it
mentioned Okinawa, Alaska,
Hawaii and the like. I don’t
know just )

e com-

ing frpm"fn western Europe.

%L‘“Mr. Secretary, on anot!

V;u ject, Russia seems to“. be
“making a certain— N

A.—If you are going on t
another subject, I have got to
give some gentleman here that
I cut off first place.  Was it
you? :

Q.—To go back to the Mi\ddleEast, Mr, Secretary—
A.—Yes.

.

Middle East Question Posed

/| Q.—Have you had any word
[from General Burns in re-

sponse to the part of the Eden-
Eisenhower communiqué say-
ing that you would look with
favor on the request for addi-
tional observers?

- A.—No, we have not had a

reply, but we would hardly ex-

pect one. We sent a copy of
our communiqué in that re-

spect to: the Acting Secretary
General of the United Nations,
and he in turn, I understand,
forwarded it to General Burns,
who is now in the Near East,
But we have had no reply yet.

Q.—A second point on the
Middle East. Is it correct, as
it has been widely rreported,
that the United States would
favor a, one kilometer with-

and Israeli forces, to make a
two-kilometer wide zone along
the border in which these un-
armed United Nations observ-
ers could more carefully moni-
tor the frontier?

;

A.—That was not discussed at
all during the Eden visit here,
and I suppose it would be a

suggestion which, if it had
+merit, would be made by Gen-
eral Burns. If he thought it had
merit, we would certainly care-

fully consider it, but we have
not, as far as I am aware, put
it forward. 5

Q.—Mr. Secretary, to go b;
the other subject,

seeny maki
drive in the last week or two
along with Red China to create
a new feeling of friendship with
Pakistan, as though to break
down the Baghdad Pact and in-
terfere with SEATO (The
Southeast Asian Defense
Treaty). I wonder if you would
give us your evaluation of Pak-
istan as a member both of the
Baghdad Pact and of the
SEATO organization.

A.—We believe that Pakistan
is a member of SEATO and

the inherently predatory nature
of Soviet foreign policy and
also because their people, being
deeply religious people, find re-

pugnant the attitude which the
Soviet rulers take toward re-

ligion. I believe that those two
elements are dominant in
making the foreign policy of
Pakistan. They are fudamental,
and I do not think it likely that
anything that is now being said |
by the Soviet rulers would
change  the feeling of the
Pakistani toward Soviet com-

m{nism.
:

‘

etter ¥From Gronchi Cited

Q.—Mr. Secretary, there has
been published an interview
with President [Giovanni] Gron-
chi of Italy which has circu-
lated fairly widely. = In it he
made certain suggestions he
said he would bring to your at-
tention when he comes later
this month. I wonder if you
have seen this and if you have
any comment about it?

z

A.—Well, I observed that
there seemed to be some dif-
ference of opinion between
President Gronchi and the writ-
er of the article, and I think
I had better leave that dispute
to be settled as between them.

Q.—Mr, Secretary, you met
Mr. [René] Mayer [chairman
of the High Authority of the
European Coal and Steel Com-
munity] yesterday. Could you
tell us the general line of the
talk and especially what are

the views of his Government
about EURATOM [European
Atomic Energy Commission].
Are you planning to do some-

thing to help achieve this
project?

A.—Well, our talks with Pres-
ident Mayer were designed pri-
marilyto express the deep in-
terest which the Government of
the United States has in the
project  reflected by the coal
and steel community. That con-

cept of integration, of which
this is the first expression, is.
a matter of deep concern to us,
and we made clear our desire
to' be helpful and constructive
in any way we can. We al-
ready have been quite helpful
in the granting of a loan of
$100,000,000 by the Export-Im-
port Bank' and by the estab-

lishment of an ambassadorial
diplomatic mission to the coal
and steel community and by the
official status accorded to the
president of the High Author-
ity on his visit here. :

Now, you refer to the ques-
tion, I think, of Euratom, and
I think you referred to and
asked whether President Mayer
dealt with ‘the views of his
Government. Now, at the mo-

ment his Government is not the
rench Government but is the

h Authority and the High
Authority is not itself officially
involved in this matter. We did

ave some casual conversation
last night at dinner about the

ole matter, but President
er did not purport in any
to speak for the French

Mayer in, his
s president talked

expect that he will
find some Q@pportunity to ex-

press while lie is here his own |

views on that subject. All I
think that I dan properly say
is that President Mayer believes
very strongly the concept
which is now embodied in the
coal and steel community, and
I think he would be sym-
pathetic. to an| extension of
that concept linto broader

fields. |
3

Q.—Mr. Secretiry, to go back
|

to balloons, my, impression of
what' you said @arlier is ins ef-
fect you deny/ that any bal-
loons have' be
viet territory for military pur-
Poses, and say that if any have

ay, and would probably
coyér many, many countries.
I/8uppose in this whole project

o far that weather balloons
put up in' the air probably
covered twenty to thirty dif-
ferent countries. The meteor-
ological information sought can

only be obtained by having
these balloons travel greater
distahces than just the terri-
tory of a single state. So the
concept of their\‘high flying and
.wide flying is inherent in the
project, as I think was made
clear in the. announcement.
But the information that is be-
ing sought is not essentially or

even at  all military informa-
tion. There is information
about the movement of these
jet streams which has a bear-

also a member of the Baghdad
Pact because they are aware of

»

ing upon a great many things.
Some people think that the

L)

sent over So--

climatic changes which have
occurred recently in various

parts of the world 'are due to
the shifting of these great jet
streams of air at high altitudes.
So, to locate those streams and
measure their velocity and from
time to time, to measure their
shifts, is a part of a project
which has world-wide sig-
nificance.

Q.—Mr. Secretary, in antici-
pating that these balloons
would go over the territory of
other countries, did the Gov-
ernment take any action or
consider the question of notify-
ing other countries that’they
might?

A.—There was a public notice
which was given to all the
world at the time when this
project was conceived and
about to be launched. I am
told that the gondolas that
these balloons carry have in
in them requests in various
languages, including the Rus-
sian language, that if the gon-
dola is found that a reward
will be paid for its return, so
that the information that is
available in the apparatus can
be obtained and collated with

~that from other sources.

Q.—Mr. Secretary, does that
mean that provided that there
is no determination to the con-
trary, the United States feels
that they have the right to
send these balloons at a cer-
tain height anywhere around
the globe? :

A.—Yes, I think that we feel
that way, although, as I say,
there is no clear international
law on the subject. We would
be disposed to be respectful
of the strong views of any
country which was opposed to
it.” While one can never be
sure of where a balloon is go-
ing to go when you put it up
50,000 feet into the air, we
would be disposed to try to
avoid the territory of any
country which felt violent ob-
jection to it.  We would do
this, not as a matter of their
right, but as a matter of de-
cent, friendly relations.

Israeli-Arab Issue Raised

Q.—Mr. Secretary, in your let-
ter to the forty Congressmen

released yesterday, you spoke
} of the necessity of establish-
ment of friendly relations be-
tween Israel and her neigh-
bors and you said we are ac-

tively working toward the
establishment of such relations.
Would you in some way elabo-
rate .for us as to the nature
of these efforts? 3

3

A.—The efforts are those
which were, I think, most of-
ficially expressed in my speech
of Aug. 26, which I have often
referred to. The principles of
that seem to be sound. We con-

stantly are keeping those pro-
posals before the governments
of the countries concerned, the
Government of Israel and the
governments of the Arab coun-
tries concerned, and emphasiz-
ing the great gains which
would be achieved if the eco-
nomic benefits that are por-
trayed in that program could
be realized and the resources
of the area devoted to the well-
being of the people rather than
to the barren effort to build up
armament.

Q.—Mr. Secretary, as I under-
stand it, this geophysical year
is being taken part in by all
countries, including Russia.
Can you tell us whether the
projects which each country is
engaged in were divided up or
whether each country decided
on its own what projects it
would undertake?

A.—Np, I don’t know the an-

swer to that question. But I do®
want to make clear I do not
mean to suggest that this par-
ticular project is part of the

that it will probably garner in-

would be interesting to those
scientists ‘who get together for
the celebration of the geophysi-
cal year. :

Q.—Mr. Secretary, you said
that the United States would be:
respectful of any strong opposi-
tion of any country which had
strong opposition. to having
balloons over its territory. The
Russians obviously feel strong-
ly about having balloons over
their territory., Will we do
somethjng to prevent their
drifting over the U. S. S. R.?

A.—Well, I would prefer not

geophysical year. I do suggest |

formation of a kind which:

to answer that question until
the note which we are prepare
ing on that subject is released,
which I hope will be by tomo
row or the day after. %

Q.—Mr. Secretary, could X’
ask one more technical ques-
tion on this? At what point
does—at what height, I mean,
approximate height “does the
balloon leave the:area of sove
ereignty? : ;

A.—I just can’t answer that
question. I am ‘very sorry.
But it is the same problem that
we get on a minor scale when
you deal with a question as to
whether a man who has a house
near an airfield has a right to
prevent planes flying' over his
piece of land and his. home.
There have been lawsuits, as
you know, brought by the own-
ers of homes near airfields, to

that if you own a piece of land
you own the air up a certain
distance in the air. . Well, in
the main those lawsuits- have
been rejected, although cer-
tainly everybody admits that
if you own a piece of land, you

. do control the air to a certain
distance up. But precisely what
the distance is has never been -

decided, even in domestic law.
“When you get into international
law, the problem is also ob-
scure.. I don’t know how high
a halloon has to go before you
get out of the bounds of sove
ereignty, so to speak. o

Data to Be Made Available

Q.—Mr. Secretary, are you
prepared to make the informa-
tion obtained by these balloons
available to those countries
who do not object to having
them fly over their territory?

A.—Yes, I expect we will
make it available to all coun-
tries. [

Q.—Mr. Secretary, is it pretty
well established that these bal-
loons ‘are what people used to
see as flying saucers?

A.—I wouldn’t be surprised if
some of the so-called flying
saucers were these balloons,

Q.—Do you know other things
that were flying saucers that
weren’t these things? 4

A.—No, I don’t.
Q.—Mr. Secretary, what is

the United States Government’s
attitude toward these privately
launched propaganda balloons?

A.—Well, these ane efforts in
the main by private citizens,
some of them refugees of some

‘of the satellite countries, to
communicate with their fellow
countrymen back home. They
operate outside of the United
States, Since these are private
activities; it is not a situation
which we feel disposed to try
to control.

Q.—What is the position, sir,
on radio broadcasts into the

undefined as to airspace? That
is done both by official United
States Government and non-
Government sources, |

A.—You know, I used to be
an international lawyer, or

thought I was, But I haven’t
practiced for so long that T am

getting a bit rusty. I should
have brought along, I think,
Mr:. Phleger, who is my legal
adviser, to this particular con=

ference. ;

That is another question, I
think, where international law
is. quite obscure: whether you
have a. right to send ether

another country or whether
you have the right to try to
jam those waves. We have
tried, as you know, at the last
Geneva conference to. get an

agreement that what you might
call straight news broadcasts
would be recognized and not
sought to be jammed, but we
could not get very far with the
Soviets on that score. What the
law is, I don’t know, but it isa
case where I would suppose it
would be extremely difficult to
make any rule that you could
not send radio messages into
another country because they

ways sometimes like these bal-
loons. You send them up and
you can’t tell where they are
going to go. In the case of the

radio, of course, some of it is
directly openly beamed to an-

other country for deliberate
purposes. I don’t think it has
ever been suggested that that
was illegal.

Q.—Thank you, Mr, Secre-
|, tary.

]
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5 Special to The New York Times,
- WASHINGTON, Feb. 25—Fol-
lowing are excerpts from @ the

transcript of the hearing at
which Secretary of State Dulles
and Under-Secretary of State
Herbert Hoover Jr. testified Fri-

day before the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee:

[Mr. Dulles began his testi-

mony by reading a prepared
statement. This was published
in Saturday’s editions of The

New York Times. The remarks

that follow preceded questioning
by the Senators.]
.

SECRETARY DULLES —

Before questions are asked,
I would like to add one or two

words, words, indeed, that are

suggested by your own opening
statement, with regard to im-

partiality.  [He referred to

remarks by the committee chair-
man, Senator Walter F. George,

. Democrat of Georgia.]

- the last analysis dominated by

’

_sir, I did not hear it. 5

We are dealing here in this
area with problems of tremen-
dous delicacy and complexity.
So long as thers is not a real

peace between Israel and the
Arab States, there are dangers
which may be very far-flung,
burning throughout the Moslem
world and throughout all of

Africa.
Our difficulty in dealing with

this problem, dealing successfully
with this problem, derives very
largely from the fact that the

Arabs believe that the United
States, which confronts a prob-
lem which relates to Israel, is in

domestic considerations—domes-
tic political considerations.

Notes Political Campaign
I can see that it is the deter-

mination of this Administration
to deal with the problem purely
from the standpoint of the best
interests of the United States,
and to deal on a basis which you
described, Mr. Chairman, a basis

of friendly impartiality toward
both the Israelis and the Arabs,
and I feel confident that that is

a point of view which will also

be shared by the Congress, and
I hope very much that in the

pending political campaign the

discussion will be on such a level
as to dissipate the idea that
United States policy in relation
to the Near East is dominated

by local domestic considerations.
"

"If that is not the case, we

would greatly endanger the ma-

jor interests of the United States
and its Allies and, indeed, in my
opinion, equally endanger the

State of Israel itself.
Thank you, Mr. Chairman,

 [At this point Senator The-
odore Francis Green, Demo-
crat of Rhode Island, and
Senator Alexander Wiley, Re-

publican of Wisconsin raised
some questions that had pre-
viously been pursued, and

| Under Secretary Hoover read
a summary of a State Depart-
ment release  explaining the
Saudi Arabian shipment. The
release was published in The
New York Times last Sun-

day.] $

FA

THE CHAIRMAN—Senator
[J. W.] Fulbright [Democrat of
Arkansas]. .

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—I
wonder, Mr. Hoover, just who
did make the decision to cancel
or to suspend the export licenses.

MR. HOOVER—I am sorry,

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—
Who made the decision to sus-

pend the export licenses?
MR. HOOVER—I made the

decision, sir.
SENATOR FULBRIGHT—Did

you do it'after consultation with
the President or with Mr.

Hagerty?
MR. HOOVER—The decision

was fully concurred in by the

President, and I do not believe
that I should discuss my rela-
tions with the Executive, sir.

Responsibility Cited \

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—
Mr. Hoover, who is responsible
to see that' shipments of such
materials conform to the inter-
ests of the Government at the
moment of shipment? Is that

your responsibility? ;

MR. HOOVER—That would be
a responsibility, in so far as the

compliance with the licenses,
terms of licenses, and enforce-
ment of provisions of shipment,
would ‘be under the jurisdiction,
as I understand it, of the United
States Customs Service.

As to the policy aspects, that
would be under the Department
of State.

b

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—I
wonder- if we could review' for

was issued last September, was

it not? 3

MR HOOVER—I believe that
is the date on the license, yes,
sir,

SENATOR  FULBRIGHT—
Why did you appear to be sur-

prised, then when they were be-

- |rather

Excerpts From Dulles Testi
something is very loosely admin-
istered in the Government, that
someone did not know what was

going on, and the real impres-
sion is left, is it not?

MR HOOVER—I am of the
personal opinion now, sir, as I
was then, it was a reassurance

be thoroughly investigated, and
we would continue as we did, in
a deliberate manner.

SENATOR FULBRIGHT —

You made reference to the press.
Are you familiar with an article
by Mr. Chalmers Roberts [of
The Washington Post and Times
Herald] in the paper a few days
ago which is entitled, “Brief Ban
on Tank Shipment Is Laid to

Hagerty and Hoover”? Did you
read that article? ’ ;

MR. HOOVER—I think I.saw
it briefly, sir. -

|

Article Is Mentioned

SENATOR FULBRIGHT —
You know Mr. Chalmers Roberts
is a very reputable reporter, and
his accounts of what went on
with regard to our decisionsin
Indochina and in Korea were

later proved to be quite accurate.
He says in this article, in ef-

fect, that this decision came

from Mr. Hagerty [James C.
Hagerty, White House Press
Secretary]. He attributes it

largely to you and Mr. Hagerty.
And that, coupled with state-
ments of other responsible news-

paper men, such as the follow-

ing, and I quote from an article
by Mr. Walter Lippman [a news-

paper columnist], whom we all
know and who I think generally
is considered an extremely able
man. He says in one of his re-

cent articles: “With nobody at
the top in Washington who can

or will take new decisions, our

diplomacy is almost everywhere
fighting unattractive rear-guard
action.” :

That is what really disturbs,
I think, the public as well as

members of this corx}mittee.
I think it would be very en-

lightening if you would tell us

recidely exactly how this par-
ticular affair developed, and why
a suspension order was called for.

MR, HOOVER—After an as-

sessment of the entire press at
that time, the immediate press
and other statements, some of
which I believe had occurred in
the Congress, and after consul-
tation with my associates, I made
the decision to suspend the ship-
ment, and it was fully concurred
in by tite President.

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—By
the press or President? I could
not hear you.

MR. HOOVER—Fully con-
~|curredin by the President.

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—By
the President. Mr, Roberts says:
“State officials say Hagerty
played an influential part in the
décision to slap an embargo and
that Hoover gave in. As one of

them put it, the Administration
panicked because of domestic
political problems involved in the
Israeli request for arms.” °

Is that an accurate description
of how this decision developed?

MR, HOOVER—No sir, it is
not.

Takes Full Responsibility
SENATOR  FULBRIGHT—

Then you took the initial res-

sponsibility and suggested the

suspension order?
MR. HOOVER—THe suspen-

sion was entirely my decision.
SENATOR FULBRIGHT—

Why did you not explain to the

press why this had to be done,
than suspending the

order?
MR. HOOVER—I am sorry, I

don’t quite understand the ques-
tion.

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—
You knew there was a license
which was fully in order and
had been agreed to, and you
knew the shipment had to go
on. Why did you suspend it?

Why did you not make an an-

nouncement this had been in ac-

cord with our policy and had
been in existence as long ago as

September. .

MR. HOOVER—We consid-
ered that, among' others, and we

thought the best thing to do
was to suspend all the licenses
for the moment.

;

. SENATOR FULBRIGHT—
What purpose did that serve?

MR. HOOVER—I think it had
the effect of allowing us to be
certain, beyond any measure of
doubt, that all laws and regu-
lations were being complied
with.

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—Did

you have any doubt about it
when you ordered the suspen-
sion?

MR. HOOVER— There had
been serious charges that ap-
peared in the press, and else-
where, that such was not the|
case, and we felt under those
circumstances that we were jus-
tified in making certain and re-

assuring ourselves of that fact.

ing put on the boat? Was it—
if it is your responsibility to
follow through on that—did this
take you by surprise when you
read in the press they were

being put on the boat?
MR. HOOVER—No, it did not.
SENATOR FULBRIGHT—I

do not understand why a sus-

pension order at that late date
was necessary.

. MR. HOOVER—The suspen-
sion was made primarily because

of charges, as I understand it,
that this was not in compliance
with the laws and export regu-
lations of the United States. Un-
der those circumstances—— -

Charge Made in Press

. SENATOR ° FULBRIGHT —

"

Who made the charge?
MR. HOOVER—The charges

were in the press at that time,
and on the radio.

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—But
you knew about this export li-
cense, did you not? :

"MR. HOOVER—Yes, sir.
'SENATOR FULBRIGHT—You

knew it was in conformity with
the license, did you not?

.
MR, HOOVER—We did not

know—we thought that it was

highly desirable, under those cir-
cumstances, as an assurance to
the public, that we would make

. a complete investigation as to
the proper enforcement of the
law and the carrying out of
these orders.

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—Do
~

you not think it is evident that
instead of reassuring the public,
it has disturbed everybody that

f

;
|

/

Imminent Sailing Cited

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—Did
you have any doubt in your own

mind that there was? - Did you
have any doubt about that being
in order?

MR. HOOVER—We had no

opportunity, at the late hour,
prior to the shipment, which
was late in the evening of Sept.
16, before the boat was sched-
uled to sail early the next morn-

ing, as to what these procedures
were. :

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—The
what ?

;

MR. HOOVER—We had no

way of being able to find out,
late on the night of Feb. 16, and
'the shipment was to take place
early the next morning, very
early the next morning—I think
it was scheduled for 6 or 7
o’clock—that all of the laws and
regulations had been complied
with in regard to that shipment.
For that reason, we suspended
all permits temporarily.

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—
How long did the susepnsion
order last?

MR. HOOVER—I believe the
suspension order was removed at
about 7 o'clock on the evening
of Feb, 18, after a full investiga-
tion had been made.

SENATOR  FULBRIGHT—
Who investigated it?

MR. HOOVER—The Depart-
ment of State, and the United
States Customs.

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—Did

that all of these matters would|
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MR. HOOVER—I ordered the

investigation to be made. The

facts were broughtto me, and I

made the decision to reinstate

all shipments,
SENATOR FULBRIGHT—

Was the fact that there was a

license in being well known in

the department?
MR. HOOVER—What, sir?

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—
Wag the fact that a license

for the export of these eighteen
tanks was in being, well known
in the department, or were you
the only one who knew about it ?

MR. HOOVER—I think it was

well known by all the people
who were directly ' concerned
with that branch of the depart-
ment’s activities.

SENATOR  FULBRIGHT—
Who in the department has the
responsibility of checking on

such matters to .see that the
actual shipment is in conformity
with the license? What particu-
lar official has such responsi-
bility?

MR. HOOVER—That would
come. under the Deputy Under
Secretary for Administration.

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—
Who is that?

¢

MR. HOOVER—Loy Hendec-
son.

Pressed on Responsibility
SENATOR FULBRIGHT—It

It was his responsibility to be
sure that those tanks were in
conformity with the license?

MR. HOOVER—In so far as

the licenses thems:lves go. So
- |far as the actual enforcement of

the orders themselves at the
dock, that is a function of the
United States Cucstoms Service.

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—Did
Mr. Henderson have any part in
this suspension order?

llM.R. HOOVER—No, none at
all. ¥

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—He
was not advised ‘of it? He did
not advise you to do it?

MR. HOOVER—I advised his
office at the time that the deci-
sion was made to temporarily
suspend.

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—
Then, if I understand it, you
were not advised to issue the
suspension by anyone other than
the press, charges in the press;
that is the only ——

MR. HOOVER—No.
SENATOR . FULBRIGHT—

That is the origin of it.
MR. HOOVER—No. After

looking at all sides of the ques-
tion at that time, I made the de-
cision myself to do that.

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—
Well, Mr. Chairman, I do not
know that I can pursue this, but
I have other questions which do
not relate to this particular mat-
ter which I would like 'to ask,
but they would be for the Secre-
tary, I presume,

I want to ask about Mr. Nas-
ser [Gamel Abdel Nasser, Egyp-
tian\ Premier] and his planes
from Czechoslovakia. That would
not be your particular problem.

MR. HOOVER—I believe that
should properly be part of the
Secretary’s testimony, Senator.

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—I
would like to ask the Secretary
some questions, Mr. Chairman.

THE CHAIRMAN-—The Sec-
retary will return .o the stand.

Mr. Dulles returned.
SENATOR FULBRIGHT—MTr.

Secretary, I wondered if you
could tell us when you and the
President first heard of the ne-

gotiations between Mr. ‘Nasser
and the Czechs, involving and
concerning the acquisition of
planes and other armaments
from Czechoslovakia. :

SECRETARY DULLES — We
first heard, or I first heard it
during the month of June, that
Colonel Nasser might be think-
ing of trying to get some arms
from Czechoslovakia or from the
Soviet Union.

Then in the early part of July,
I was advised that that effort
was being discontinued, and that
the decision had been to at least
suspend at that time any efforts
to get arms from the Soviet bloc,
and to try to get arms from the
United States.

Then in about the middle of
August, I was informed that the
Czech arms deal was probably
on, or being negotiated, about
the middle of August. Our in-
formation at that point was not
firm, It was not until September
that we had what we regarded

'flts really firm information about
i

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—Did
you or did President Eisenhower
raise this matter with the Rus-
sians at Geneva?

you have any part in the in-
vestigation ?

o

\ ’
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SECRETARY DULLES—I did

not, and to the best of my

knowledge, the President did
not. As I pointed out, at that
time our information was that
the Egyptians had dropped the
thought of getting arms from
the Soviet bloc. ¢

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—Do
you not consider this as a very
dangerous nlove on the part of
the Russians to supply arms to
Egypt? ,

SECRETARY DULLES—Well,
I think it has developed into a

dangerous move, yet. 3

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—Do
you not think it would have been
wise to raise the point, perhaps,
to try to dissuade the Russians
from doing this while they were

in a good humor at Geneva?
(Laughter.)
SECRETARY DULLES—There

was no information at all at that
time to indicate that the move-

ment of arms was in prospect.
SENATOR FULBRIGHT—You

knew they had started the nego-
tiations, you said, in the preced-
ing month, in June.

SECRETARY DULLES—No, I
don’t think I said that. If I said
that,.I did not mean to say it.
What I said was that we were

informed that the Government
of Bgypt mightt try to get arms
from the Soviet bloc. -

i

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—|

take cotton? Do you think that
was the principal reason?

SECRETARY DULLES—They
did not ask us to take cotton,
because we did not offer to take

cotton. We quoted-them a cash
price.

Views on Security Asked
in leading us to turn down their
request that they asked us to

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—A
cash price. ,

Mr. Secretary, in your state-
ment, particularly on Page 3, at
the bottom of the page, I have
the feeling that you do not feel
we have a primary interest in
this area; that we just share an

interest along with a lot of other
people.
.I would like to know your

views as to whether or not you
think the Middle East is of pri-
mary interest to the security of
this country.

SECRETARY DULLES—I
think it is. I thought I made that
clear in the first paragraph of
my statement.

SENATOR FULBRIGHT —

What I have reference to is, you
mention the words that we

would contribute in one sen-

tence, and in another it is will-

ingness to assist, which leads me

to feel that perhaps you feel we

do not have a primary interest,
Well, I meant it was a dangGn other words, that this is' a

signal. Had the Egyptians eyer
‘ |asked to get arms from us prior

tor that ZdssN e i

SECRETARY DULLES—Not
in any substantial quantities.

SENATOR  FULBRIGHT—
Well, in any quantity? }

SECRETARY DULLES — 1
think there were ‘'some Very
small shipments, whether civilian
aircraft or parts of civilian air-

craft, or something of that sort.
It was very insignificant. Arms
were gotten on a much cheaper
basis in various parts of Europe.

Our prices were too high, We
were priced out of the market.
So that, except for certain ship-
ments to Saudi Arabia, which
took place perhaps for special
reasons, the TUnited States,
broadly speaking, has not been
in the business of selling arms to
the area.

SENATOR FULBRIGHT —

You do not think sales of arms
like this, the decision to do it or

not to do it, is purely on a com-

mercial basis, do you?
:

SECRETARY DULLES — No,
but the buyers put it on a com-

mercial basis. They buy where
they can get it the cheapest.

SENATOR FULBRIGHT-Do
we have a policy which is not to
sell arms to the Middle East, re-

gardless of the price; or do we

have a policy that we will sell it
if we can make a profit on it?

SECRETARY DULLES —We
are not in the business of selling
it for profit, but we do have the|
prices which the Defense Depart-
ment puts on these items; and,
broadly speaking, those prices
are higher than the prices which
are put on comparable items by
various countries of Europe
which are also selling arms.

SENATOR FULBRIGHT —

Then do I understand our policy
is we will sell them if they will
give us our price; is thatit?

SECRETARY DULLES—That
depends upon the political fac-
tors, also. But broadly speaking,
I imagine that if we had had a

request for arms and the par-
ties had been willing to pay the
price, we would probably have
done it, subject, of course, to the
conditions that were specified in
the 1950 Declaration, namely, we
wanted to maintain a certain
balance there, and we also did
not want to start an arms race.

B_’ut subject to’those qualifica-
tions, we were willing to sell
surplus arms.

Pressed on Egyptians
SENATOR* FULBRIGHT—I

do not believe I quite got it
clear. Have they, the Egyptians,
ever requested us to sell them
arms? First, have they re-

quested it? : s

- SECRETARY DULLES-—They
requested. in July of 1955, yes.

SENATOR  FULBRIGHT—
1955. But we would not give
them good prices; is that the
reason they turned to the Rus-
sians or the Czechs?

_
SECRETARY DULLESI bé?|

lieve so, yes. We gave them
prices, and they found that they
could get arms from the Soviet
bloc more cheaply, and on the
basis of a barter of cotton, which
is tpelr principal export com-
modity, and where they feel that
because of our big cotton ex-

ports and the likelihoog of our
selling competitively, they preferto use their cotton, if they can,

;: t]i'isl.)art?r arrangement such

SENATOR FULBRIGHT —

Was it a 'material consideration

very, very. important interest to
us what happened. And if it is,
we must assume the leadership
in trying to develop:thé coun-

tries these various countries, eco-

nomically and to assist in their
stability. .
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I wonder if you would clarify
your views about how important
and why you think this area is

important.
SECRETARY. DULLES—The

area is important for the rea-

sons, which I thought I sug-
gested, from the standpoint . of
communications, at that cross-

roads between Europe, Asia and

Africa, :
:

It contains natural resources

which are of tremendous im-

portance, It is'a seat of culture
and religion, which attracts the
devotion and interests of reli-

gious peoples throughout all the
world.

Area Held Important
So that from every standpoint,

religion, culture, geography, and

economics, it is an area of tre-
mendous importance.

You asked why I said here

that we would contribute. Well
the reason is that the area is

important to other countries, too,
and I do not see any reason why
the United States should pay the
entire bill in these matters when

ou can get other people to con-

tribute and go along with us.

in 'this contribution, I do not
think we should reject that. -

Therefore, I think if we can

get others to contribute finan-
we ought to do it and not try to
bear all the burdens ourselves.

SENATOR FULBRIGHT —|

The Russians are quite ‘willing
to contribute, are they not?

SECRETARY DULLES—TI beg
your pardon?

SENATOR FULBRIGHT —

The Russians are quite willing
to contribute.

SECRETARY DULLES—Not
to contribute to what our pro-
gram is.

SENATOR  FULBRIGHT—
What I really mean is, they are
quite willing to go further than
to contribute. They seem to have

adopted a pre-emptive policy
there, to be willing at least to

pre-empt there at any cost.

SECRETARY DULLES—TMtey
are willing to pre-empt the whole
world, Senator. They are not
unique in relation to this area.

They would take over the United
States if given a chance.

Soviet Changes Cited

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—Un-
fortunately, they seem to be

making progress, and especially
in the Middle East, do they not?

SECRETARY DULLES—I do
not think so. I think they made

very little progress in the last
few years, and the proof of it is
that at this very moment, in
Moscow, they are having to re-

vise their whole program, If we

had to go through such a revi-
sion and change of our whole
program as they are undergoing,
it would be advertised all over

the world that we had failed.
The fact, is, they have failed,

and they have got to devise new

policies. (Applause) e

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—
That is a very interesting dem-
onstration. (Laughter)

You /consider that an ap-

proval, -of course, of the accu-

racy of your statements,
Do you think this last meet-

ing which just ended, I believe,
would “indicate, or that the

speeches of Khrushchev [Nikita
S. Khrushchey, Soviet Commu-
nist party leader] and the other
leaders in the Russian Govern-
ment would indicate, a failure
in their foreign ‘policy?

SECRETARY DULLES—AD-
solutely, ;sir.

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—
I would be most interested to
hear why you think they indi-
cate that. ;

Shift in Tactics Listed

SECRETARY  DULLES—AIl
right, I will be glad to tell you.

For thirty years, Soviet for-

eign policy and Soviet policy
generally has been based upon
two principles; namely, intoler-
system—or not even non-Com-

munist system; any system
which did not conform to Soviet
communism, because there are
other brands—and also upon the

policy of using violence as a

means of getting their results.
There has been’ talk, time

after time, that only by violence
can Soviet communism succeed.
Stalin said that if anybody did
not believe in the policy of vio-
lence, he either did not under-
stand Soviet communism or else
had gone out of his mind.

They also taught that if any-
body did not conform to. their
particular standard, that he
must be fought; he was an en-

emy.
Those two policies, of intoler-

ance and the use of violence,
had been basic in Soviet policy
for the "last thirty years.

Those = policies have gradu-
ally ceased to produce any re-

sults from them. The free na-

tions have banded together,
shown their strength, shown
their unity to an increasing de-
gree, so that that policy was
not producing any positive re-

sults. 2

The result is, they have got
to revamp their whole creed,
from A to Z. It is a tremendous
process for them, because they
have got to undo the teaching
of many years and get onto a
new basis.

What that new basis is going
to be, I do not know, because|
their Congress is still sitting,
as we are sitting here today.
But one thing that is absolutely
certain is, the unity and firm-
ness and resolution of the free
nations during the past few
years have caused the Soviet
policy to fail, and today they
are trying to figure out how
they are going to get a better
one. (Applause)

THE CHAIRMAN —Let '

us
have order in the room, please.

Visit to Tito Mentioned
SENATOR FULBRIGHT—1I

recall that we were told the
Russians went to Tito because
of .a great crisis in their agri-
cultural, policy and internal
weakness.

Do you think the facts have
borne that out? Is that why
they went to court Tito? %

SECRETARY DULLES— No.
They went to court Tito as part
of & program which they started
to adopt last May, to indicate a

shift away from the doctrine of
intolerance to a doctrine of tol-
erance, and they felt that would
be a good exhibit of it. That
was the beginning of their search
for a new program. .

Their visit to/Tito had noth-
ing toldo, whatever, with their
agricultural crisis.

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—Was
the news or the statements that
they were weak internally—has
it been borne out by the facts,
do you think?

SECRETARY DULLES—They
are weak internally in certain
vital respects, Senator. They
have put all their emphasis upon
heavy industry, and they have
pushed their heavy industry
quite effectively, I would, say.

'

In, the process, they have
neglected their other forms, their
consumer goods and their agri-
cultural situation, which is quite
critical. -

They engaged in a program a

year ago to try to plant corn

through a vast new belt. They
planted the corn, but the corn
never grew, /

They are in a very bad way.
If you will read some of the
speeches = which  Khrushchev
made this week you will see he
comes out openly and says. ‘“We

The British are willing to join|are gravely lacking in many|last question, which has bothered,
essential food products, milk,
butter.” They don’t even try to
use butter except on the rarest
occasions, margarine, food prod-

cially, and with guarantees, that|ucts of various kinds, and the|which took place there.
failure in that respect is not
hidden at all. They talk about it.

I do not have it with me, but
I could quote you—as a matter
of fact, I expect to quote it in a

speech I am making on Sunday
—some of the portions of Khrush-
chev’s speech in which he admits
the grave misfakes which they
have made in many branches of
their economy, which is creating
a very serious problem for them.

That does not apply to the

emphasis on heavy industry.
Contradiction Mentioned

SENATOR = FULBRIGHT—I
confess it startles me a little.
We have been reading from

many sources that they are very

strong and have made greater
progress in armaments than we

have, and we are in a very dan-

gerous position. 3

:

Your testimony is in direct
contradiction to many observers.
I noticed the other day Mr. Lipp-
mann, to whom I have referred,
said he had read the Khrushchev

speech, and he interpreted it as

a sign of great confidence rath-
er than a sign of difficulties. He
had directly the opposite view
of it, and other commentators
have, too. So I am sure we will
all look forward to your speech
with much interest— .

y

SECRETARY 'DULLES — I
hope so, myself.

SENATOR FULBRIGHT — to

clarify what Mr. Khrushchev
said, because there is some con-

cern in this country that they
are not growing weaker, but

they are making very rapid
progress in the economic field.

There are one or two other

‘things— -

SECRETARY DULLES—Sen-
ator, I think perhaps you were

misinterpreting my statement. I

said they are making rapid prog-

ress in heavy industry and in the
“|war industries. There they are

putting all their emphasis, and
they are very successful in that
respect.

I said, taking their industry as

a whole, there are glaring weak-

nesses, particularly in the field
of agriculture.

SENATOR FULBRIGHT —

They offered to build the Aswan

Dam. They have offered a hun-
dred million dollars to Afghani-
stan, which has accepted, appar-
ently. They are making offers
of - Point Four around various
areas which—hew do you inter-
pret those offers?

‘Training Methods Cited

SECRETARY DULLES—T in-

terpret them in this way, Sena-
tor:

Figst, their offers are in
terms of the particular things
where they do have surpluses.
They do have surpluses, particu-
larly in the form of technicians.
They have trained hundreds of
thousands of people. They do
not let a boy decide whether he
wants to be a minister or a pro-
fessor or an artist, and so forth.
They decide how many people
do they want who are to be
trained in science, engineering,
and the like, and they put them
through the process.

So, because they have got a

vast amount of manpower, and
because they can compel their
boys to do anything they tell
them to, they come out with a

lot of technicians, they are pre-
pared to say, “We will send you
technicians to do anything that
you want to build.” There they
have got a real surplus.

When it comes to going be-
hind that, they do have a sur-

plus which they can squeeze out
because of the fact that they
compel their own people to live
on the most meager rations.

The whole theory of the So-
viet state is that the state does
not exist; government does not
exist for the people, but the
people exist to serve the state.
And if they feel that”they can

accomplish the objective of dom-
inating some other country,
they are perfectly willing to
put the screws on their own
people and deprive them of even

what. we would regard as the
barest necessities of life, in or-|
der that' the state may gain
something.

But that does not prove that
they have got a flourishing
economy in every respect.

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—1I
do not say anybody has said a

flourishing economy in every
respect, but’ a dangerous one.

SECRETARY DULLES—As I
said, it is developing in the field
of heavy industry.

Exaggeration Denied

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—I
certainly hope the reports have
been exaggerated as to their
progress in production of steel
and of oil, and all the other
things.
‘SECRETARY DULLES—NOo,

I do not think they have been
exaggerated. - I have. said it, I
think; “fouvir or five times now,
by concentrating upon the field
of heavy industry, they are

making considerable progress in
that particular field.

©

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—Do
you think we have tended in

the past to minimize, from time
to time, the strength of the Rus-
sian economy?

SECRETARY DULLES—I
think that in the field of heavy
industry, ' and related -areas,

they have somewhat surpassed
the statements which have been
made.

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—
With regard fo our own
strength, are you at all dis-
turbed by the recent ‘develop-
ments in Germany where, I be-
lieve in Westphalia, Chancellor
Adenauer lost a ratther impor-
tant control, his party did, in

the German state last week—
does that disturb you at all?

SECRETARY DULLES—No.
I have complete confidence that
the policies generally espoused
by Chancellor Adenauer will con-

tinue to prevail in Germany.
SENATOR FULBRIGHT—Is

the situation in the French Gov-
ernment reassuring to you?

SECRETARY DULLES—
Well, the French Government is
an  interesting  phenomenon.
(Laughter.) 5

Baghdad Pact Brought Up
SENATOR FULBRIGHT—One

I think, a number of people, is

developments in Jordan and in

the Middle East with regard to
the Baghdad Pact and the riots

Is that disturbing, or is that
a reason for us to be concerned
about that part of the world?

SECRETARY DULLES—Well,
we surely are concerned about
that part of the world. I think I
made that clear, that it is a very
important part of the world, and
it is beset by very grave prob-
lems, and that it requires the
best attention tha we and other

the Baghdad Pact because geo=«
graphically it is part of the
northern tier area which you can.
see on the map which is behind
you.

Turkey, Iraq, Iran and Pakie
stan form part of that north-
ern tier, the concept of which I
developed when I was out in the
Near East and Middle East three
years ago.

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—
‘You, think military danger is the
greater danger from Russia, or

is it competitive co-existence?
SECRETARY DULLES — I

think that the lesser danger,
certainly at the moment, is the

|military danger, assuming that
we maintain a capacity on our

part to be strong and to make
aggression a nonpaying proposi-

sition.
/

SENATOR ALEXANDER
SMITH (Republican of New Jer=

sey)—If that is true, I am some-~

what puzzled to understand why
we drifted along since 1951 until
1955 to go ahead with those
shipments of arms; and, unfor-
tunately the shipment comes

just at a moment when we have
developed or there has developed
this tenseness in the Middle East.

Why was that material not
sent long ago?

SECRETARY DULLES — Be~
cause it was not ordered, Sen-
ator, until quite recently. There
have been some fairly substan-
tial orders from Saudi Arabia
over the past four or five years:
that is, as I mentioned before,
Saudi Arabiais the only coun=

try in the area which bought any
substantial amount of arms from
the United States. ;

But this particular order for

shortly before the licenses were

granted, last September.
I would like, Senator, if I

might, just to point out the fact
that tanks which go to the port
of Thahran, where these tanks
are going, which is on the east
coast of Saudi Arabia, cannot
get physically to Israel. There is
no problem here about those
tanks ever being used against
Israel, because the desert makes
them impassable for those tanks,

Declaration Policy Cited
SENATOR SMITH—I think

that is a very important point,
because, of course, the question
has been raised, if we send tanks
to Saudi Arabia, why should we.
not send corresponding equip=
ment to Israel.
SECRETARY DULLES— We.

have made it our policy, as an-

application of the 1950 Declara-
tion, to avoid sending arms in
general to those countries, either
Israel or any  neighbors of Is-
rael, That policy we were pre-
pared to modify in the case of
Egypt under very special cirq
cumstances where we felt other-
‘wise they would get the arms
from the Soviet Union, where in
fact our proposal fell through.

But in general we have felt

Arab neighbors was not in any.

of arms to Saudi Arabia, because
things like tanks cannot- get
across the desert. 7

3

:

SENATOR. SMITH
ask 'you this further question::
Have the actual shipments of
Czech arms to Egypt been of a
magnitude sufficient to overturn
the military position which Is<
rael has heretofore had over the
Arab states? : 3

SECRETARY DULLES—Cer«
tainly it will alter the relation-
ship materially to the disad-
vantage of israel. We do not
know precisely what the make-up
of this arms deal is, which has
tried to be kept very secret and
has been kept very secret, so

we’' do not know the details
about what the arms shipment

enough to feel that it will add
very materially to the strength
of Egypt after a period of time.

It will take time for the Egyp-
tians to assimilate and learn to
use these new weapons which
they are getting. So that there

in the military balance up to the
present time, but that could
come about within a matter of
some months.

SENATOR SMITH — Well,
then, may I ask you this ques-
tion: What is.our present think-
ing in the State Department
with regard to the Israel appli=
cation to buy $50,000,000 worth

see what the strengthof this

Qzech shipment to Egypt is?
SECRETARY DULLES—We

are not holding it up primarily
on that account, although that
is, of course, a factor in the
matter. We are holding it up
because we do not believe that,
taking all the factors into ac-

count, the shipment would be

of the only solution which is
worth while—that is, a perma-
nnt peace between Israel and
the Arab states. That is the
thing we are working on very
actively.

That was the subject of a

very carefully thought-out ad-

interesed counries can give it.

And I think it is getting it.
The riots in Jordan were an

unfortunate development. Those

things have not been without
precedent in the past. I forget—
did your question ask something
about the Iraq Pact?

SENATOR FULBRIGHT—The
Baghdad Pact.

course, Iraq is a member of the

pact. ;

SENATOR FULBRIGHT —

Jordan = was objecting, and

Egypt and Saudi Arabia, and

the rest of them.
SECRETARY DULLES—Well,

the question of the Baghdad
Pact involves two issues, really,
which are .sometimes confused.

The basic purpose, as I under-
stand it, of the Baghdad Pact—
I say “as,I understand it,”  be-

cause the United States is not

a2 member of that pact; how-

ever, we cooperate with it—but

the basic purpose is to create
a solid band of resistance as

against the Soviet Union to the

north,
Now, the purpose of the pact

is not in any way to ci}srupt
the Arab world, and it is en-
tirely consistent, as I see it, with

the Baghdad Pact, that Iraq,
which is an independent state,
should have its own independent
relations with the Arab world.

It is primarily a member of

SECRETARY DULLES — Of|

dress which I made on the 26th
of August, and we believe that
the future of Israel, in the long
run, must depend upon the de-

velopment of a peaceful, agreed
relationship with its Arab neigh-
bors.

If that cannot be achieved,
then Israel has only a very diffi-
cult existence ahead of it.

Therefore, we try to measure

what we do in terms of whether

the problem; and as long as we
think there is a hope of getting
a permanent solution of the
problem, we do not want to de-
stroy that hope by doing some-

thing which could only be, at

best, of ephemeral value.

Possibility of Attack Raised

SENATOR SMITH—What is
our responsibility to prevent an

attack, either by Israel on Egypt
or Egypt on Israel, or Israel on
Syria ? :

_SECRETARY DULLES—The
preservation of the State of Is-

rael, as I said before, is what I

regard as one of the essential
goals of United. States foreigm
policy. It is not, of course, our

only goal, and we have to com-

bine the search for that result
with the achievement of other

from the standpoint of the for-

eign policy of the United States.
Continued on Following Page

tion. I believe we are in that po~ |

the tanks did not come in until

the problem of Israel and its -

way involved with the shipment
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has been. But we do know

has not, I think, been any shift-

of arms? Are we holding up to-
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T do not thmk we have to as-
sume that no nation can exist

except as it has within its own

boundaries the weapons needed
for its own defense. If that were

the case; the world would be in
a quite 1mp0551ble situation, be-
cause outside of the Soviet Un-
ion and the United States, there
are no countries which can have
enough military power to make
themselves safe against an at-
tack byone or the other.

We are not going to attack
The Soviet Union _might:

‘Where do you find security to-
day?" Primarily in mutual secu-
rity arrangements and,above all,
we hope, in ‘the Umted Natlons

The United Nations
Charter was created. for that

very purpose, and we are work-
ing. very closely with the United

Charter.

Nationson this matter.
. They have their General Burns
[Brig. Gen. F. L.. M. Burns of
Canada] out there watching the
armistice lines; Mr. [Dag]Ham-
marskjold, the Secreta1y-Gener-
al, just got back from a trip out
there. -I‘just.talked to him on
long distance telephone: and he

in to''see me onis coming
Wednesday to go over the situa-
tion with him,

- By our pledges, of the United
Kingdom, France and the Unit-
ed States, we have undertaken
to stand ready to put our power
behind a-United Nations action
to save Israel. After all, Israel
is ‘@ creature of the United Na-
tions. ‘The armistices were ne-

gotiated by the United Nations.
_There is mo country in the

~

world which has-as strong a call

=g 1s ot a country which has®

- Mmean to
i

upon the United Nations as the
State of Israel has, and we be-
ljeve that if the members of the
United Nations will put their

strength behind the United Na-
“tions’ action fo save Israel, that|
is a far better assurance: for

Isragl ‘than if we get into an

arms race,~because any amount
of  arms which: Israel can:buy
from the United States'canibe
topped, like that, by more arms

which the Soviet Umonwill plow
into the-situation, and you get
into an arms race Wthh Israel
cannot -possibly- win, because
Israel, with a opulatlon of| £
about 1,700,000 ans a verysmall
area, cannot absorb arms com-

parable to what can be absorbed
by the surrounding Arabs, with
their capacity to absorb arms,
now that they have access to
the arsenals of the Soviet Union.

*

Therefore, I believe, Senator,
the s1tuat10nis" one Whlch calls
for our concentrating upon other
means than the question of giv-
ing Israel the arms which will
alone enable it to save itself. I
think that may prove to be a

greater danger to stael than a

» help.
Iraql Tles Discuissed

- SENATOR: SMITH-I assume
We would give some ‘aid, pos-
sibly, to:Iraq in the event that
Iraq is tied up with this mutual
security treaty. '

. SECRETARY' DULLES—Iraq
O~

monborderswith‘Israel. T do not
ply by that that Iraq

is in any’sénse friendly toIsrael,
because T imagine the people’ of
Traq feel” as’ strongly against
JIsrael as'any other Arab peoples
do, But'the facts of’‘geography
are that Iraq does not have com-

*

mon boundaries with.Isragl, and
is the triangular: wedge which
fits in between Turkey and Iran;
So that it has'a: great concern,
which the more southern Arab
countries do not -have,with the
Ppossibility of an attack mofi the
Soviet Union, : ; -

. For- those reasons,- we have
given a small amount of military
aid to Iraq, although Iraq gets
most of its military supplies
from the United Kingdom.

SENATOR JOHN J. SPARK-
MAN (Democrat of Alabama)—
Mr. Secretary, I shall be verybrxef in my questions.

A couple :of days ago, there
appeared: an article in The New
York Times under the: heading
“Pact:for Red Arms to Syna
Reported,” under ‘a Tyrol date-

lcllnetDid you by any chance see!
at?

SECRETARY DULLES—Pact
xior what?  What was the head-
line?

SENATOR = SPARKMAN—=
Pact for Red Arms to:Syria. In
other words, the story was that
Red arms were likewise to be
furnished to Syria. Are you fa-
miliar with that report?

:

- SECRETARY DULLES—Yes.
I -am  not familiar with: The|
Times article, but I am farmhar
with the. fact

SENATOR 'SPARKMAN —

Well, is it based: on fact? -

“SECRETARY DULLES—Ibe-
lieve thereis a relatively small

_shipment of arms going to Syria
from the Sovietbloc. !

- SENATOR SPARKMAN —

Under very much the same ar-

rangement as the shipment to

Egypt?
Payment Made Known

SECRETARY DULLES—I am

not sure about that, because, of
course, the other was on a cotton
barter arrangement,and I do not

know how Syria will pay for
RIS s

Syria had pendmg an app11ca~
tion with us for a certain amount
of equipment, which we did not

grant, and it is not unnatural
that they should have turned to
the Soviet bloc. . .

1 8rnxght say, Senator, that the
g_etting of arms from the Soviet
bloc is not entirely a new devel-
opment. Israel itself has in the
past gotten substantial amounts
of arms from the Soviet bloc.

SENATOR SPARKMAN—Mr, |-

Secretary, are we to understand
from your ‘answer to -Senator
Smith that these reports we read
from time to time, that:Israel
fears extermination may be un-

founded?-
SECRETARY DULLES—Well

certainly they may be unfound-
ed, yes, and I believe——

SENATOR SPARKMAN—I do
not mean the reports" I mean

the fears.
|

'SECRETARY DULLES—Yes
I think that the fears are un-

founded, although I admit that if
I were in their position, witting
where they are, T would probably

_|this. Mr.. Hoover testified a mo-

ment ago to the effect that
entertain much the same fears,

SENATOR SPARKMAN—But
I did understand you to give a

,rather strong statement as to

SecretaryDescribes the Tensions inU. S. Struggleto Maintain Peace in Region
dependent country.
do have that interest;

foreign policy.
- You: see, Senator, a nation,

preservation against any contin-
gency, That is.a very matural
desire, But it is mnot -a desire
which today many nations can

sat1sfy, because of the disparity
in arms which exists between

big countries and little ceuntries,
between industrialized countries
and non-industrialized countries,
and the like, They feel, and I

believe that, in fact, their danger

werée to .put> primary reliance
upon: their own arms.

SENATOR SPARKMAN—You
bring out the point that perhaps
peace can be brought to that
area /through other :methods,

through any arms race; that is,
through negotiations.

Are we doing anythmg in that
regard?

SECRETARY DULLES—AS I
pointed out, we are, through dip-
lomatic channels constantly
probing the sxtuatmn, in touch
Wwith it. I have met, myself, a

good many times with Foreign
M*nlster [Moshe] Sharett, of Is-
rael. I have met frequently with
the Israeli Ambassador here in

Washlngton to discuss these
matters. Our Ambassadors 'in
Cairo and in Tel Aviv are in con-

stant ‘touch with the situation,
and ‘we' are trying to move it

Aug 26 address.
‘One of the troubles we have

encountered” in ‘this ‘project ‘of
ours is‘that several times, as the
situation looked brlghter, it has
been clouded again by instances
such as the Gaza raid, and the
Tiberius raid.

:

I do not want to suggest that

those raids are entirely unpro-
voked, but I do feel that they
were qurte out’of relation to the

orovocatlon, and have led, cer-

tainly in fact, to a consniera.ble
deterioration of the situation.

So, just as we get up to where
it looks like we are going to get

down, several times. But I am by
no means hopeless as to the pos-
sibility of working: out a per-
manent solution there.

[Senator: William F. Know-
land of California, Senate Re-

publican leader, asked Secre-

tary’ Dulles a number of gen-
eral questions about the ob-

jectives of American foreign
'

policy, to' all of which the

Secretary’ ‘agreed. . Senator
Knowland then completed his

questioning. with the follow=
ing observation.]:
SENATOR KNOWLAND—1I

might just make this comment—
and then I will eonclude, to give

the mterest of the Umted States
|in seeing that Israel—and of the
United Nations—in seeing that
Israel continues a free and in-

SECRETARY DULLES — We

and, as I

said, that is a basic part of our

naturally, likes to feel that it

has’ within its own borders, un-

der its own command, all the
medns necessary :to -assure its

would not be d1m1n1shed if they

much more surely than it canf

forward ‘along the lines of my

somewhere, we have been put

imagine, these agreements,

MR. HOOVER—They:

late in the ‘evening of Feb. 16,

AW T

SENATOR
Who made them, Mr. Secretary?

very. widely at that time, the
late afternoon and early evening
of Feb. 16.

SENATOR' HUMPHREY—
Who was selling these tanks,
Mr. Hoover?

Arabid; ;

Broker Sold Tanks

the. United States Government,
not by an independent merchant
or broker?

-

MR, HOOVER—No not by a

broker. .

SENATOR HUMPHREY —

Then it is fair to assume that

license?
MR. HOOVER—Certamly.
SENATOR HUMPHREY — It

be used; is that correct? i

MR. HOOVER—Certamly, yes
sir,

lagreements? Why,Mr. Hoover?

radio late in the evening before
the shipment, I felt that'it was
the proper thing, and made the
decision, 'that ‘the shipments
should be temporarily suspended
until a full investigation and full
examination could be made that
they were actually and, in fact,
in conformance with all of the

with our own policies, which I
felt was also desirable.

SENATOR HUMPHREY
We are not to interpret, are we,
that there had been no such in-

vestigation made prior to’ the
release of the tanks, the initial
release?

‘MR. HOOVER—We kéep con-

tinuous and running ‘check on
these things all the time. There
was little opportunity, however,
at that late date, that late time,
late in the evening, in order to

get the full facts out and before
the public.

SHNATOR HUMPHREY—
Well, now, Mr. Hoover, the ten-
sion in the Middle East has
mounted month by month. Our

not _be in conformlty with, I
.| There have been large-scale riots

at various
points in that area, and there
are also. some 6,000 Americans
living in that area, and we ‘want
to see protection- given to our

I would like to ask Mr. Hoo-
ver who made. those charges.

ap-
peared over the radio programs

that this was a shipments that
was notin conformance with the
)

:

* HUMPHREY—

MR. HOOVER—I would have|.
to look them up. Offhand I do
not know, but I think those kind
of charges were flying around

MR. HOOVER— These tanks
were being sold by the United
States Government to - Saudi

SENATOR HUMPHREY—By

the United States Government
knew what was in the export

is fair to assume a responsible
government would know exactly
the terms for which these.tanks
—under which these tanks would

SENATOR HUMPHREY -

Then, may I ask why was the
suspension—again I must press
this question—why the . suspen-
sion since you were positively
sure that you were in conform-
ity with ‘'the law and with the
terms of the mutual assistance

MR. HOOVER—A very large
amount of speculation was being
made in the press and on the

terms and also in' conformance

tial danger from that source.

and - disturbances

own citizens.

our oil leases:?

of them are there, yes,

in Saudi Arabia, is it true what

which I spoke about in the Sen-

is true, but I want to get all

departments in on it,to the ef-
fect that arrangements have been
arrived at between our Govern-
ment and Saudi Arabia under

Agreement and our air base at
Dhahran, that certain American

pexsonnel are not permitted’ to|;
be' 'stationed in Saudi Arabia,
American ‘personnel of the Jew-
ish faith? 4

SECRETARY ‘DULLES — It

may be. I think that for many
years, not just in recent years,|;
but that running over a long
period of years, there bag been|”
a prohibition on Jews \n Saudx
Arabia,

Status of Americans Asked

about, ‘citizens  of -the United
States’of America.

Jewish faith.
SENATOR HUMPHREY —

Yes, but Americans.
SECRETARY DULLES—Yes,

of any nationality.

it true that American business-

faith are notpermitted to en-

Saudi Arabia with our agree-
ment and our recognition of that|*
discrimination ?

SECRETARY DULLES—No,
not with our agreement or

recognition of it. The King of
Saudi Arabia regards himself as

the  primary custodian of the
sacred places of the Moslem

faith, and they have a long time
been’ extremely rigorous in the

practice of the Moslem law.
I was there—when I was there

visiting King Ibn Saud, it was

during the period of the Rama-

dan, where from the very time|.
the sun rises in the morning—
and at that time of the year it
rises very early—until it sets at

night, no one can take a drop of

liquid or a bite of food, and the
former King Ibn Saud was an

aging feeble man, but he never-

\theless stuck rigorously to that,
and there is another prohlbxtmn
that applies there also. There is
not a  drop of liquor that is
allowed to be sold or used in the
whole *area.

Now, they have got some

practices whlch we may think
the other members of the com- Govérnment  has expressed’ its|curious.
mittee ample opportunity, and I
will. have other questions in
executive session—I, would ex-

ress the hope that, at an early
date there might be a full dis-
cussion with -the Foreign Re-|
lations Committee, and the com-

parable committee in the House
of .Representatives, ' relative to
discouraging' the sale of arms in
this area of tension, by not only
ourselves, but by our associates
in “the Western world, and by
the Soviet world, %

Banen Shipments Suggested
I assume that the Depart-

ment has explored and will con-

tinue to explore those: possibili-
ties, realizing - the difficulties
lwe ‘have in dealing with  the
Soviet world. But it seems to

< Ime’ that here’is a case where
the moral conscience  of the|
world, ‘at “least, might be di-
rected 'to a banning of all ship-
ments ' from both
world ‘and -the free. world,
the hope that then, by peace-
ful means, we .could work out

political. problems
about an area of agreement be-
tween Asia. and. Israel.

have the-assurance of the De-

- |partment that will be fully ex-
- {plored.

a one-shot operation,
Whether 'we will succeed or

not, I don’t- know. When I say
“succeed,” I .mean succeed by

4

“If it looks as though that
would ‘not succeed, perhaps in

any event consideration might
be given to United Nations ac-
tion. of the kmd to which you
refer

[Senator Hubert H. Hum-

phrey, Democrat of Minnesota,
after some preliminary  discus-
sion .questionedMr. Dulles as

follows]
SENATOR HUMPHREY—Am

I to understand there is a mu-

tual defense agreement with
Egypt?

SECRETARY DULLES—Yes
SENATOR

Well, then, why have I been in-

record?
SECRETARY' DULLES—I do

not know

‘Humphrey Is Dlsturbed
SENATOR HUMPHREY — I

had- that information, Mr. Sec-
retary, it has kind of dlsturbed
me;

over-all agreements,under which
arms can be bought;, and have

|made them, I think, with Israel,
Egypt and Saudi Arabla, and
perhaps, with Iraq and,perhaps,
other countries.

Well, I am very pleased to hear,

therewere charges made in the

press that export 11censes mlght

'the Soviet
in

some 'of these. economic, and
and bring

And I would at least like ‘to

SECRETARY DULLES—We
are senator, exploring that very
fully, We are doing' everything
we can to ‘try to ‘limit this
particular Egypt-Czech deal to

Jjour own efforts and those of
{friendly countries.

HUMPHREY—

formed within the last half hour
that the very existence of this
agreement is secret, and that is

why the Treaty Division of the
Department of State has no

SECRETARY DULLES — I
think there must be some mis-

understanding, perhaps, to what
you were referrmg to. I do not
think there is any secret to the
fact that we have made these

SENATOR HUMPHREY —

concern.
The Prime Minister of Great

Britain and the Presideht of the

United States apparently spent
a great deal of 'time in the dis-
cussion of: this critical area. Is
it not true that Saudi Arabia 1s

an ally to Egypt? ~#

MR. HOOVER—I believe they
have some form of agreement.
What it is I do not know Sen-
ator.

SENATOR HUMPHREY —TIs| .

Saudi Arabia still in a state of
—technically in a state of war

with Israel?
MR: HOOVER—I believe that

it technically is. ¢

SENATOR HUMPHREY-—1Is
war with Israel?

MR. HOOVER—I believe so.

understood the Secretary to say

tanks were so far removed that

from Israel, that they really

that, Mr. Secretary?
SECRETARY DULLES—Yes.

from Dhahran to Israel.

Road Is Mentioned

the neighboring state of Jordan,

state of war with Israel
correct?

SECRETARY DULLES—Well

show it or is there such a road?

there such a road?

is passable for this type of tank.

and operate these tanks.
tanks are designed in amy event,

poses.
for training purposes,

Ilot(?), Britain's Buraimi Qasis,

in that area; isn’t that correct?

correct there have been  some
minor hostilities in that area, yes.

| Arabia to engage our ally Great
Britain, are we?

‘Buraimi area,

Purpose of Tanks Asked

need tanks to feel good? I mean,

tanks? .

is to maintain internal security.

Egypt technically in ‘a state of

SENATOR HUMPHREY—1I
a few moments ago that these

they could not—in Saudi Arabia

could not—be: used- for aggres-
sive purposes; am I correct in

I have been advised by the mili-

tary people, who know. about|y
these thingss, that they could not
be- gotten -across the deserts

SENATOR HUMPHREY—Am
I:correctly informed * * * that
thére is'a road which connects
the Port of Dhahran up to the

very frontier of Israel through

which ‘likewise is in a technical
is that

is your questmn does the map|¢

SENATOR HUMPHREY—Is
SECRETARY DULLES—T un-

derstand there is no road which|®

Iget my authority on that from
the military people who make

These

if I understand, they are: the
kind of tanks which are usable
practically only for training pur-

They are designed only

SENATOR
=

HUMPHREY —

Now, the only possible enemy
that Saudi Arabia could have in
that area would be the area
known-—it is on the Gulf of]|

they have had some hostilities
SECRETARY DULLES—Tt is

SENATOR HUMPHREY—We
are not providing tanks for Saudi

SECRETARY DULLES—T un-
derstand the tanks are equally
‘unavailable to:‘move down to the

SENATOR HUMPHREY —

Then, what purpose are the tanks
for, Mr. Secretary? Do they just

if .there is no possible enemy
and you cannot .move the tanks
against any particular  foreign
enemy, what purpose are the

SECRETARY DULLES—The
purpose, Senator, of the tanks

There has been a very substan-

SENATOR HUMPHREY —_

That is apractlce ‘Mr. Secretary,
which is had in'here, too, many
places in the Umted states

i

SECRETARY DULLES—Ad4-
hered to, did you say" (Laugh-
ter).

SENATOR HUMPHREY—GO
ahead, Mr. Secretary.

Calls  Saudi Arabia Ally

SECRETARY DULLES—Now
we do not' like or approve of
or acquiesce, except perforce
in any such practices, such as

that, but we do have to recog-
nize the.fact that Saudi Arabia
is ‘an ally, became an ally in
the first instance, through the
conversations and subsequent
communications with President
Roosevelt, and then it was' con-
firmed by President Truman,
and we have a very special re-|

ernment.
That does not ‘mean we ap-

prove of all its practices at all.
It does mean we get alongto-
gether in'a way which is of mu-

tual advantage.
We, perforce, accommodate

ourselves - to certain - practices
they have which we do not like;
they, .. perhaps, . accommodate

like, but on the whole, they have

the Moslem faith.
SENATOR HUMPHREY

Mr. Secretary, some time ago in
this testimony there was some

tanks to Saudi Arabia was re-

States.

of tanks related to the agree-
base?

to give the Saudi Arabian Gov-
ernment its reasonable require-
ment in this area it is probable,

not be renewed.

1951 for a five-year duration,

five years.It is coming up for renewal,

doubtless that we will assist the
Saudi Arabian Government to
have a certain amount of equip-

about that It is human nature;

I can.

Implicit Agreement Seen 508

SENATOR HUMPHREY-—Mr.

correct?

ship  arms,
that was implicit.

SENATOR'HUMPHREY —

Are those the Americans there
who are there on the basis of

SECRETARY DULLES—Some|.

SENATOR .HUMPHREY —

Speaking of Americans who are

I read in the paper here, and

ate, and which today the Pen-
tagon apparentlyseems to feel

the terms of the Mutual Security} .

SE‘NATOR HUMPHREYo |
means Americans; Tiam: talking

SHCRETARY DULLES— T
|am talking-about persons of

SENATOR HUMPHREY —Is

men who may be of the Jewish

gage in commercial enterprise in

lationship there with that Gov-

themselves to certain of .our

idiosyncrasies which they do not

a pretty arbitrary rule, largely
dictated by the strict tenets of

indication that the sale of the|

lated to the agreement for the
use of the facilities and services
at Dhahran airfield by transit-|L
ing and supporting aircraft of
the Government of the United

Is that the fact? Is this sale

ment on the use of the air

SECRETARY DULLES—Only
in this sense, that if we refused

at least possible, probable, that|2
our air base agreement would

The agreement was made in

subject to renewal for another

and one of the considerations
which underlies that air base is

ment, which it feels it needs for
internal security purposes, and
I do not know what the reac-
tion would be if we refused to
do' that, but you can speculate

you can speculate as well as

Secretary, it is fair to say, how-

ever, that the agreement on the
air base was not predicated upon
the shipment of arms; is that

SECRETARY DULLES-—There
was no explicit agreement to

although probably

SENATOR HUMPHREY — If
that was the case, why was there,
a four-year lag on the shipment
of arms? Was there no civil dis-

this year?

five-year period,

request is granted?

unless| Israel gets ymore arms,

arms from’the Soviet Union and,
of thn'ty-odd~million. Arabs /in
the states neighhoring Israel is

capaclty of the 1,700,000 people
in Israel,

Asserts Need for Rest
SENATOR HUMPHREY —

Now, Mr. Secretary, if this area
is as critical as youhave led us

to heheve and as we'have every
1ght to beheve how was it that

nly heard about it when
youhad an ‘opportunity to read
the papers when iyou ‘returned
to the mainland, of the United

')Stati2%RETARY DULLES—Well
Semator, I would not get muc

{of a rest. I do not get much any-
way, but I'wouldnot get much
at all if every time ‘I  went off
for a ‘Wweek’s vacation the people
in the State Department kept|.
calling me up, about matters.

: SENATORHUMPHREY— Iftheflow of arms from the Soviet
world continues into the ‘Middle
East, what will be our intentions
in terms of arms shipments to
the State of Israel or other
friendly powers?

would not care to answer that
question here, Senator.

SENATOR HUMPHREY—Are
you very optimistic that there
will be political settlement be-
tween Israel and the Arab
states, Mr. Secretary?

SECRETARY DULLES—Well
I am not optimistic as to a poht-
ical settlement of this particu-
lar Johnston plan within the
next few days.

We had hoped. that progress
could be made so it could be set-
tled before the first of March.
However, those hopes were set
back very substantially by the
Tiberius affair, and I would now
have to put my sights a bit fur-
then forward, but I do believe
that that plan will be. accepted
in the immeasurably near future,
assummg of course, the whole
area does not blow up, which I|
do not think will happen, but it
may, :

SENATOR HUMPHREY— In
case there should be a blow-up,
Mr. Secretary, has this country,in concert with other countries,
made any preparations for im-
mediate action, action that would
be corrective, or:at least would
hold' the situation from getting
out of hand?

in detaxl but, in general the
answer. is, yes.

and time not to permit the ‘de-
struction of the states?

SECRETARY DULLES — 1
would not be prepared to under-
write it to that extent, because
that probably primarily is a

military question. But, as I

pointed ‘out, that is the type of
question which is being studied.
It isa question which has been
observed in the press  recently,
that some United States destroy-
ers are in that vicinity.

-

[Senator Bourke B. Hicken-
looper, Republican of Iowa,
asked a series of questions on

subjects previously covered.]
Mansfield Questions Dulles

SENATOR MANSFIELD

Montana]—Mr Chalrman,
comments will be brief and my
questiong few,

I believe that Secretary Dulles,|1like his bredecessor,” Secretary
Acheson, has one of the most
difficult, delicate and at times
impossible jobs in the worid, I
can well understand some. of the
positions hehas had to face and
some of the answers he has had
to come up with, because it
seems to me that in many in-
stances we are in the middle,
and it is not possible to please
both sides on any question,

-

However, the Secretary of
State is not supposed - to' win
popularity contests. He.is sup-
posed to do the best he can, and
I think all our Secretaries have|s
done the best they could for our

country as a whole.
T am; however, disturbed over

the fact that it was not until

you reached Miami last Wednes-
day and picked up a newspaper
there that you knew about the
Saudi Arabia tank deal. I under-
stand, of course, that Mr. Hoover
was the Becretary while you
‘were away but, as I recall, this
incident broke out last weekend
and you arrived back in the

United States on Wednesday
Liaison Discussed

Lord knows, as Senator Hum-
phrey

ou on this particular subject,

received over the past week-end.
Now,

policies,  and I assume that

the present Congress,
members of the Union,

‘Soviet Changes Cited

of the

leading us. by the nose.

HEurope,

another matter,

turbance in Saudi Arabia before

SECRETARY DULLES-—I
thinkI said, Senator, there had
been  substantial shlpment of
armsto Saudi Arabia.durmg this

SENATOR HUMPHREY—If
that is so, what happens to. the
objective of maintaining an arms
balance unless the Israeli arms

SECRETARY DULLES—Therewould not be .an arims balance

and there would not be an arms
balance, in my oplmon /if Israel
got more arms, 'because that
would only lead to gettmg more

as Isaid, the absorptive capacity
far greater than the absorbtive

ea
SECRETARY DULLES — I

2

S_ECRETARY DULLES — I

would not want to answer.that

SENATOR: HUMPHREY-
‘|Sufficiently, with sufficient spéed

[Mike Mansfield, Democrat of

my

said, you needed a rest
and vacatlon but it does seem
to me surpnsmg that close liai-
son was not maintained with

due to the wide publicity that it

Mr. Secretary, you made
the statement that' you think
the Soviet Union is revising its

statement is made on the basis
of the conversations going on in

It appears to me that the So-
viet Union has changed its poli-
cieg since just before the sum-|
mit meeting of last July, that
they have been on a/' diplomatie
and economic offensive  since
that time,‘and that they are

They
are making great progress in

they are sending their
top - leadershlp down to South
(Central Asia, making all kinds
of promises, and whether or not
they canllfiluf them is, of course,

to change some of its policies,

that some of the old Democratic

policies have outlived their. use-

fulness and should be substituted
for.

Malss

I would also like to see, if I may
respectfully = suggest if, closer
contact between the State De-

the Foreign Relations Committee
and the senior Repubhcan mem-

ber, and I would hke to see that
same sort of conatct, 1f I may‘be
so hbold as to say S0, extended
tothe House of Representatwes
as well, because they»play a Very
important  part in the field of
foreign, relatlons

i

. Now, I was going toask some
questlons but’ I don’t think T

| will, M ‘Chairman, T haye just
gotten3, few thingsoff my chest
‘that Iwanted to say, and “will
yield: the floot,

Aijken Ts Questmned,»‘
!

THE CHAIRMAN*—Senator
Ajken [George D. Aiken,‘Repub-
lican- of Vermont].

SENATOR ATKEN—TI havent
much in the way of questioning,
Mr. Chairman. I would .like to
ask the Secretary, do-you icon=

a weaker position than it was a

year ago2%

Calls Posgtmn Stronger
‘

SECRETARY DULLES — I
consuier that,we are m a strong-
er position.

SENATOR. AIKEN——-DO ‘youfeel that' we have been ‘losing
ground economically, militarily,
morally and socrally to the
Commumst world 1n the last

SECRETARY DULLES—No
I think, on the contrary, that
the result of the post-war idecade
has brought the'Soviet Commu-
nists’ to a realization that ‘they
must bring their system closer
to ours rather than the other
way .around, and that that proc-
ess is going on at the present
time.

Now, we are" engagmg in,
when I touch on: that point, we

are engaging in a very big prob-
lem, and a bigger one than per-
haps ‘we' can exhaust just here

today. )

You have got two facts that
are interdependent. One is that
the Soviet is bringing its system
and its habits closerto ours;

-

.The other is that in the proc-
ess .of ‘doing so, it maks itself
more acceptable in certain areas

of the world, so you have  a

double process that is going on

at the present time, and an ex-

tremely interesting process.
I do not suppose it will be be-

fore another decade that we are

able fully to appraise the pres-
lent developments. I like to check
back occasionlly, and I recall
some writings of mine ten years
ago and a little bit more, where
I'said that, really, the most ‘sig-

think I wrote this in my boo

Stalinist ~doctrine; as* exempli-|
fied, for example, in his book.

As long as that is  being
taught, I said there was no hope
for decent relations between the

Soviet Union and the rest of the

[lworld. It looks as: though for
the first time. they are going to

throw out .of .the Soviet Union
what has been their bible for the
last twenty-five or thirty years.

Now,. in the process, as I say,

of, conformmg their.system more

closely to ours, they make them-

selves somewhat more accept-
able in certain parts of -the

world. I think the result is that

on net balance we are going to

-1gain, particularly because  the

area in which they are now ex-

erting themselves to the great-
est .extent is an area which is

congenial to. us and where our

nation has been. acting in this
for a long time. Imitation

‘ie most sincere. flattery, they
say.

What are they working on?

They are trying to devise a mu-

tual security program. We have
had one for a ‘great many years.

Theyhave come to the conclu-
sion that our method of doing
things is better than theirs,

Now, I am sure that we can

beat them at thisgame. They
are playing. our .game now.

When you are talking about
violence,  subversion, = and  so

forth, that was the area where
'they were past. masters. They
have been trained in that doc-
trine and practice for years. We
did not have people that were

good on violent subversion, and
so forth.

Now they say that is over.

“We are. going to go in for mu-

tual security aid, economic as-

sistance, and the like. That is
what we have been .doing for
ten years, and if we can’t beat
'them at that game, then we

ought to be.ashamed of our-
ourselves. I think we can.”

Military Posture Held Vltal

SENATORALBEN W. BARK-

some justificationfor the appre-

hension?

rmhtary position is concerned,

pt to say this:

d}rectlon. ‘

time.

ous Senators have pointed out,

Kast and theyare in Africa, and

_|it appears to me that it might
be a good idea for this country

because I, as one Democrat, feel

partment and ,the chairman of

‘|that might be availedof if there

|sider that the free world is in a

‘. |ment, Mr. Secretary?

-|is an absolute monarchy.

| Mr.

nificant thlng would happen—I

of six years ago—the mostsig-
nificant thing that would hap-
pen would be if they would be-|

gin to teach in the Soviet Union

something * different from the

LEY (Democrat of Kentucky)—
Don’t9you think that all those

. |things added up together give|,

hension that manypeople in this

country feel, that on the whole|:
Russia has been gaining upon us

and upon the free world, and if
she continue to do so, that we

will be justified in our appre-

SECRETARY DULLES — I

think, Senator, that as far as the

I would not want to answer that

x‘l‘hat L consider that it is of
the utmost importance that we

should maintain a, strong mili-
taryposture because just as the
Soviet leadership can move in

one direction, so it can presum-
ablyhere, and move in another

Iwould not be at all happy if
I thought that the Soviet Union
had a military-supenonty -over

the United States. It is not myf

opinion “that they have or that|
that is in prospect, but certainly
that is one ofthe things which
we need to keep watching all the

As T pointed out, and as vari-

-|the State of Israel is a creation
NOW: they are in the Middle of the United Nations: The armi-

stice ag_reements were negotlat-
ed under the auspices of the
United Nations, and the United
Nations is evidencing today a

very lively interest in the situa-
tion, and. we would anticipate
that: the lead would be given by
the United Nations,

Now, if that lead were balked
by Soviet veto, then we would
face another problem, either of
going to the General Assembly
and seeking action there, because
you may recall, Senator, that in
1950 there was adopted a so-

called Uniting for Peace Resolu-
tion, which provided that if there
was a veto in the Securlty Coun-
cil which prevented giving aid
and assistance in the event of
aggression, that then a special
meeting of the General Assem-
bly could’ be called on twenty-
four hours” notice to cleal with

the problem,.. .

So that there are vanous al-
ternatives that we have in mind

were aggressmn, and ‘if' there
was a veto in the Security Cotin-
cil so it could not invoke assist-
ance' to the victim of aggression,

Questions by Morse

Wayne Morse, Democrat of
i O Oregon

SENATOR MORSE—Is’ Saudl'
Arabia’ a totalitarian govern-

SECRETARY DULLES — It
SENATOR MORSE—And - is

it a government in which the
individual ‘citizens are without
democratic rights, as we know
them in the United States? .

SECRETARY DULLES — I
would say no.

SENATOR' MORSE— You
would say no?

SECRETARY DULLES — i
would say they do not have the
type of democratic rights which
we have here in the United
States..

SENATOR ‘MORSE—Is TIs-
rael, in contrast, a demaocraticcountry?

SECRETARY DULLES —+1I
believe that it has a parllamen-
tary form of government.' It
does mnot have our type of rep-
resentative ‘government, but it
has more the British type of a

parhamentary government.
free elections?

SECRE’I‘ARY DULLES—Yes

SENATOR MORSE—Its peo-
ple have civil rights, as we
know them?

SECRETARY DULLES—I be-
lieve so, yes.

Aim of Arming stcussed‘
SENATOR MORSE — Now,

Secretary, when we ship
arms to a monarchy, such as
Saudi Arabia where the indi-|

they were attacked for any rea<

son, they would increase theu!'
capacity of defense. ..

.

-SENATOR, MORSE—They a.rd
'shooting tanks, are they not?

SECRETARY DULLES—-Yesa
'SENATOR MORSE — Now,

looking at the map, if you had
a combination of alhances among
the Arab states for an attack on

Israel, couldn’t they get those
tanks by water to a spot ‘wheréd
they could be yflsaetransferred ;

through Egypt into Israel"
4

*

SECRETARY DULLES—Th:
could be done. As I pointed out;
the agreement of 51 prov1des
that they shall not be transfert
red to any other country. 2

I realize agreements ‘havebeert’
violated, but you cannot dobusi+
ness Wwith countries that have
demonstrated their friendliness
and loyalty to the United States
on the assumptlon that they rez

going to vwlate thelrag /
e-

ments.

Arab Statements Clted S

SENATOR MORSE--That is
my next point, however, ‘Asyou
ship these arms into Saudi Ara<
bia, andin view of at least whaty
the press reported, the King of
Saudi Arabia said not too long’
ago, along the lines of what the
Senator from Minnesota pointed
out, that he was not: talking'
about = sacrificing ten- million-
Arabs in Saudi Arabia, but as I
recall the account, he was talk=
ing about hig feehng that: the,
Arabian states ought to bewill<
ing if necessary: to sacrifice teni
million Arabs -toput down: Is+
rael; when you have such indica<
tions of an unfriendly attitude, °

why should we assume that this
agreement is going' to mean very
much, particularly if some tin<
derbox ignites over  there, and
these Arab states start on the
move? What are we gomg‘ to da:
then?

SECRETARY DULLES—OH
the basis ‘of our -experiences
which' goes back quite a little
time,I think we have every rea«
son: to believe that the Saudi
Government will live up to its
obligations to us.

, SENATOR MORSE——Do you
think that there is a. danger of,
our approaching a brink of war.
in this area of the country, with:
all the threats -and. counter—
threats that are being uttered2

SECRETARY DULLES—Well,
we have been brought elose ta,
the edge of war before and we:
may again. That depends. upon

‘|other people..
SENATOR MORSE—Wouldit’

be fair. to say that American
fore1gn policyin the MiddleBast
today. is another example of our
art of coming close to the brink
of war but still ayoiding it?;.

J

vidual citizen does not possess
democratic ‘rights as we know
them, and we justify the ship-
ment-of the arms in part on the
ground that it is necessary to
keep' down internal
might they not very well be used
to keep down' uprising on the

part - of the “dissident groups
within the country that seek to
establish liberty for the individ-
ual and somedemocratic.proc-

SSE;
SECRETARY‘ DULLESA

could ‘be so used, senator, ‘al-

tions which have in the past
oceurred there are believed to be
of alien “inspiration ‘and- not to
be-the:natural revolt:
~SENATOR MORSE—That is

one of the dastardly character-
istics of the Communist subvers-
ive tactics, that they take ad-|
vantage of the denial of-human

rights in_a totalitarian govern-
ment, and the ‘people that rise up
against that totalitarianism fre-

quently will find themselves in

the-control of Commumst sub-
versive groups. -

SECRETARY DULLES,—
That’s correct.

SENATOR MORSE—I recog-
nize that, but when we ship arms

under -the Saudi Arabia. agree-
ment of 1951 to this totalitarian
government, to keep down, .in|
part, internal uprisings, do. we

not play into. the hands of Rus-
sian propaganda, in the frae na-

tions of the world, still’ free
nations of the world in South-
east Asia and elsewhere, where
we are trying to win. this fight
for freedom? That what weare

doing is using.‘the military sup-
port of theUnited States to keep|
down human rights and free-
dom?

Franceand Italy Clted
SECRETARY DULLES——I do

not think that that is the case,

Senator, certainly in the case of

Soviet Communists are

cerned themiselves with dem-
ocratic rights.

They are trying to break down
democratic processes in countries
like France and Italy, and to
substitute’ totalitarianism in its|

place. So I do not think that
in any way the hand of the
Soviets is possibly strengthened
by what we are dolng in Saudi
Arabia.

SENATOR MORSE — Of
course, I'like to think that there
are groups in totalitarian coun-
tries who are not controlled by
Communists, but who are seek-
ing to better the lot and dignity
of the individual person. I just
have a sneaking suspicion that
if I was a resident of such a

country and if I werea member
of such a dissident group, I
would look with disfavor upon
anybody sending in arms to a|

country to prevent my securing
liberty. I think notice is taken
of that in parts of the world
where we are trying. to wm

fights for freedom.

Use in Aggression Denied
Now, in regard to this sale of

tanks, do you think these eigh-
teen tanks have increased the
war-making -potential of Saudi
Arabia?

SECRETARY DULLES—Have
increased: what? -

SENATOR MORSE—Have in-
creased the war-making poten-
tial of Saudi Arabia.

SECRETARY DULLES—No,
not in any appreciable degreey
baceuase as I pointed out, these
tanks, as far as I am mformed
could not in fact be gotten tof
where they could attack any for-

eign country.
SENATOR MORSE——They are

disorder,|’

though actually the ‘demonstra-|.

Saudi Arabia. And as far as the[
con-

|

“|propeller type been of both the;

SECRETARY DULLESkwe
are brought close to war, Ihope
we will have the arf to avaid it,

<" Peril of War Asked. :*

SENATOR MORSE—Do you
think that: there is a° danger,
that there is a potential danger,
of‘'war in theMiddle East row?

SECRETARY DULLES — I
would think that there was some
danger ‘of war in the Middle
East now; yes, and if so, I hope
we will avoid going into‘it, "but-
we have -duties and obhga.tmns,

SENATOR -MORSE—TI::cer+:
tainly hope there is a chance of:
avoiding' a' war, but logking at>
Israel- for: the moment, if’ we

take the p051tion that we ‘arez

ing to Saudi Arabia which: hav
maneuvered into a -position- so

they can cross her border by any.,
understanding- with other Arab
states, and. ifwe can get them
the thousands of miles over was;
ter to Saudi Arabia, Ithink wer
can assume that-‘the Arab states
can get thema relatively small
distance over water to Egyptv
where they. can get mto Israel,,
if Israel is confronted with the,
fact that she sees those tanks in
and her: Ambassader:reads to=-

day thatat least there is being
considerred  the  possibility= of.
elghteen more, tanks and- reads’,
also that these are not the“only”
armaments\we have shipped )
Saudi Arabia since 1951, and we~
have agreed that what we have

shippedwill be supplied in exect
utive session, what makes ‘any=
one think that there is not ‘the®
serioys danger that some hot<"
heads ‘in Israel, or the sxtuatlon
in Israel, may get out of hand
and they may, take the position,”

|“If we are going to win we have
got to win now,” and throw u

into war?
Will that not lead to a thlrd

world war.?.

War Called Possible

SECRETARY DULLES — I,
don’t think so, but I would have"
to admit that there is some dan<
ger that the Israelis might pre
cipitate what is called a prevens=
tive . war. - I .never .understood,
why it .was. called a preventwe
war because it is. a war. But;
there is a risk there.

;

But if that were to happen
think that it would not mvolv
the United States on the side|
Israel. In accordance with.our:
1950 declaration, we have agreed
that we will oppose.any. nation
which starts aggresswn 1n the
area.

SENATOR MORSE——If it
not proper for you to ‘mention.
it in open session, I will withs:
draw the questxon but it has«
been represented in some of the:
press that we have shippedmili-:
tary aireraft since 1951 to Saudi:
Arabia, and thateven:some jets
planes. ‘have gone OVer.. ....-

Has the striking power of the
Arab states been increased by
the shipment of American: mlll !

tary aircraftsince 19517
SECRETARY _ DULLES

There have been, Ibelieve,.some
shipments of- a.u'craft ut no

jets.
3

, SENATOR MORSE— Have
someof these aircraft of the old

fighter and bomber type” ;

SECRETARY DULLES—I
told—I will want to confirm this:
and correct the record if neces<:
saryt—hat the only planes. we.

have sent havef been (if 3 cargo:

carr, type for civil purposessfitaf‘é‘é’[ Morse-ended-his
questxomng of Secretary;Dulles
with‘a plea that full recourse:
‘be made to the United Nations

shooting tanks; are they not?:
SECRETARY - DULLES —If

in setthng the Middle East
problem.]


