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October 18, 1957 

MEMOP.AIIDUol 

SUBJECT: Discussion at the 34oth Meeting 
or the National Security Council, 
Thursday, October 171 1957 

Present at the 34oth Council meeting "'-ere the President or 
the United Stat~s, presiding; the Vice President of the United States; 
the Secretary or Ste.te; the Secretary or Defense; and the Acting Di­
rector, Office of Defense Mobilization. Also present \."are the Secre­
~ry of the Treasury; the Director, Bureau of the Budget; the Specm 
Assistant to the President for Disarmament; the Chainna.n, Atomic En­
era Com::iission; the Director, International Cooperation Administra- _ 
tion; the Director, U. S. Inf'o=tion Agency; the Deputy Secretary of 
Defense; Gerard C. Smith, Assistant Secretary of State; Frank Wisner, 
Central Intelligence Agency; the Chain::an, Joint Chiefs of Staff; the 
Director of Central Intelligence; The Assistant to the President; 
Special Assist~t.s to the President Cutler, P.and!!.ll. and Dearborn; 
the White House Staff Secretary; the Executive Secretary, llSC; and 
the Deputy Executive Secretary, RSC. 

There foll.o·ws a sumn:.~ry of' the discussion at the meeting 
and the lll9.in points ts.ken. 

l. U. S. POLICY ON FRAJ;cE 
(nsc 5614/1; 1;sc 5433/1; NSC 57l9/l; NIE 22-57; NSC 572.l; Me.mo 
for NSC from Executive Secretary, seme subject, dated Octorer 9 1 

1957) 

2. Il!GP.EASED SR.~t\IllG 'WITH SELECTED Jl..LLlES OF SCIEl;TIFIC UIFOR!ll\TION 
~Il~} 'ro !·ITLITARY RESEARCH AlID DEVEIJ.)E·SliT, AlID ITS APPLICATION 

Hr. Cutler briefed the Council in co!lside:rnble detail on 
the contents of' the proposed policy st.."l.te.i:.:ent on F7..nce (RX 5721), 
dealing in particular with :paragraph 41, reading as follows: 

"41. In the light of the aYailability of U. s. re­
sources and over-all. dem:3.nd.s upon them, continue to f'ur­
nish Fre.nce m.11itary e.~sistance for the purpose of assis­
ting France to fulfill the missions of its u. s.-app)'.'Oved. 
military forces for NA'ID, and endeavor to assure that MAP 
cateriel ll'ill. be used only in support of French :crl.l.itary 
operations consonant with U. S. policy. 
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"ffiuch a.id shou1d be provided on the following 
ba.sis_:7* ' 

"§.. Through and after F'i 1958 provide France 
with grant aid, in an amount determined in a.ccc·-dance 
with the criteria establ.ished in paragraph J.7 of nsc 
5707/8, for advanced 'Weapons systems from the NA'I'O 
regional. prograJJl;J* 

"/j_. Through Yi 1958 provide France conventional 
military assistance on a. grant basis.:]* 

"!§.. (l.) Arter Yi 1958 provide France conven­
tional mil.itary assistance on a. reimbursable basis 
(possibly including ~yment in francs) to the ms.x­
imUI:l extent practicable. If such reimbursable as­
sistance will not meet essential French require­
ments, be preP"_red, in the light of the availabil­
ity of U. s. resources e.nd over-all dexnnds upon 
them, to provide France with a limited =unt of 
grant aid for the above purpose;/* 

"[f.2) TJ.iless by the end of FY 1958 Frallce res 
demcmstrated ths.t it will redeploy its liA.'ro-co=it­
ted forces from Algeria to continental Europe and 
will provide substant1.ally for the maintenance and 
modernization of its conven·tiona.l forces, review 
U. S. aid policy toward FraJJ.ce;/*" 

11* S'.'"..ate proposes deletion. 11 

Mr. Cutler pointed out that the Department of State had sug­
gested that the bracketed portions of p:lragraph 4J. be ae1eted, and, 
farther to illustrate the significance of the bracketed sections, re­
ferred to the Fins.ncie..1 Appendix. He s~id th3.t the majority of the 
Planning Board bel.ieved that it -was essential, in order to provide 
appropriate guid.9.nce in fonnnl.s.ting Hilitary Assistance Programs for 
F'! 1959, tha.t the detailed guidance to which the State Dep!'..I'tl:ent ob­
jected should be included in the :raper. He also pointed out that the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff agreed w"i.th the Departm-;nt of S~.s.te in propos­
ing deletion of the bra.cketed sections of pe..rae;raph 41.. He gave the 
reasons set forth by the Joint Chiefs of Staff, but said he felt it 
-was his duty to the 1119.jority of the Pla.nning Board to point out that 
the e.rgument of the Joint Chiefs--that it vould be inadvisable to make 
a precise detennina.tion of aid requireI!l~nts over this extended period 
of tilne--seem=d to overlook the fact that the policy guidance beyond 
FY 1958 ·was valid only in the event that France demonstrated, by the 
end of FY 1958, that it 'Would redeploy ItATO-co=itted divisions from 
Algeria to continental Europe and 'WOUld provide for the maintenance 
of its conventional forces. 
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Mr. Cutler also, on beha.11' of the 1119.jority of the Ple.nning 
Board, emphasized their vie'W' that if the bracketed portions "Were de­
leted there 'llOuld be no policy guidance for the period mentioned. In 
short, the P.l:anning Board, in the bracketed sections, "Was seeking a. 
criterion for the develo:i;ment of a Military Assistance Program for 
France. 

In order to facilitate a decision on these split views, 
Mr. Cutler asked Secretary Dulles to speak. Turning to the President, 
Secretary Dulles stated that the detailed program included in the brack­
eted portions of puagraph 41, 'While admirable enough in the context in 
;;hich it vas approached, vas, in point of fact, too narrow. In the 
light of the over-all viev of the French problem, we cannot deal vi th 
France on so narrov a basis. The French sitw.tion was both very diffi­
cult and very important. : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : :1 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ i j j ~ j j ~ii j j ii j i j ii~ i ! ! ! ! ~ ~ ~ ! ! ! ! ! ! ~ ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ~ ! ! ! ! ~ ! ! ~ ! ! ! ! ~ ! ! ! ~ ! ! i ! !\ 
: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : \. In the Se crete.ry 1 s opinion 
' ............. •.•........................ , 
therefore, ;;e needed great flexibility in dealing ~-1th the French sit-
uation, a.~d Ye could not afford to look at France only from the point 
of view of U. S. fiscal and nilitary requirem~nts. The stakes were 
just too ereat to p~:rrait this. 

On the other be.nd, continued Secretary Dulles, the matters 
dealt with in the bracketed portions of paragraph 41 could all of them 
come up for careful. consideration at the appropri~te t:il:le--for eJCl.l::lple1 
in the course of our noI11!!!.l budgetary process and at the tine of the 
E.l\.TO annual reviev. This reing so, be doubted the vtlne of the rigid 
guidance set forth in the bracketed sections of pa...-agraph 41 • 

• • ; ; ; : ; : : : : : ~ : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : :.: ~ ~ ~I l 
:~ ~ ~~ ~ ~~ ~ ~~~ ~ ~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~ ~ ~~~ ~ ~~ ~~~~~~~ ~~ ~ ~ ~ ~~~::::::: =l: :,: : :: : ::i: ::·:: :: · ......................................... l Tnus b_ >.otua. re-01:1menu, 
along ;.-1th the Jo:!.!lt Chiefs of Sb.ff, tbt the sub:ra:-agraphs of ps.r­
agrapb 41 be o:;iitted. Tne feet that these subper1!sraphs 'here not en­
shrined in an Jl~ policy pa:r.er ·would r;ot mee.n tb:lt they could not be 
cc::isidered in the course of ct:.r annual buif:.;;t1ry revie-,,.., the KATO an­
nual :::-eviev, and smilar st!:'.ted intervals. In ::;bort, para5r1!ph 41 e.s 
a ¥hole 'l<-as too rigid. '· · · · · · · · · · · .-.-, · • · · ; · · · · · • · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 1 

~:::: :::; ::::Hrn m: :: : rni:Il: :: : ::: :i1: :1::: E::::: u:: :: :: u: 
Mr. Cutler then asked General Tliining if he vi.shed to add. __ _ 

e.nything to the -written vievs o~ the Joint Chiefs of Staff. General 
Twining replied that the Joint Chiefs had felt that in a policy :reper 
of this nature there ~-as no need to be so specific as the language or 

r' '' 

- 3 - TOP SECRET 

......... _ ... ., ..................... ,, __ ., ____ ., .. ___ ... ~ .... ·-------.-.-~- .. ~~=.::...:.: .... ..;.~--:-~~·~.-.-·.•·· -··-"'~ 



~i.. c:11hower 1 Fapers, J.'1~J-n.l. 

{.;nn Whit.rr:an file) 

p:.u-a[7Bph 41 proposed to be 1 and it "l<.'aS certainly not desirable to 
prejudge Wa.t Ye might hsve to do in France. The French are very 
likely to be bard pressed to reeet their essential military require­
ments. In short, the Chiefs felt that we should face up to these 
problens llhen the time came. 

In a slightly ironic vein, Mr. Cutler reminded the Council 
.of criticisl:IS of NSC policy :rnpers on the ground that they were so 
general that they failed to provide adequate guidance. He then 
called on Secretary Mt'.Elroy 1 who suggested that Secretary Quarles 
speak for the Departt~nt of Defense. 

Secretary Quarles stated his belief that there was no :l'un­
~nta1 difference of opinion bet-ween State and D:!fense on paragraph 
41, rot rather a difference as to the degree to which our manner of 
assisting France should be pinned down in the bracketed language. 
Toe bracketed language seemed to Secretary Quarles to be only real­
istic; but nevertheless we could follow the course of action proposed 
in the bracketed language without actually putting the words into the 
p:>licy statement. Secretary Dulles interjected thet we might very 
"lo-ell indeed follow this course of action. Secretary Quarles "looent on 
to ss.y th:l.t in any event the Departcent of Defense would not insist 
on the inclusion of the b:::-acketed language in paragraph 41, even 
thoush this l!;nsm'.ge constituted a realistic statement of the resour­
ces l<hich t~e Dcpsrtm~nt of Defense now sees as ~ing avail.able for 
Fra:rice :!.n the !':!riod covered. He therefore did not urge inclusion 
of the bracketed ls.ngi.:e.ge. 

!·a-. Cutler cc.lied ne:i..-t on Secretary Anderson, who se.id he 
bad nothing nuch to e.cld except to point out that if the proposals in 
the bracketed :po:::-tions of p:i.ragra.ph 41 were inaeed realistic in char­
acter, it ,,.as better to b.:.ve the detailed guidance in the paper than 
outside of it, although he too would not insist on.including the , 
brack.:ted ls.ngusge in llSC 5721. 

Hr. Cutler ex:f-ressed the opinion .tb.at with all due defer­
oce to Sec;:-ehry Dulles / the guide.nee set forth in the bracketed 
I ::.rtfons of :parasr~:ph 41 '\-.-es not as rigid as the Secratary seemed 
to ~lieve. Ee cited evidence to support this contention. To this, 
Secretary Dulles rerlied th.s.t if pe.regr:iph 41 '\."!iS really e.s flexible 
e.s Hr. Cutler insisted, be '\."aS rather overproving his point by indi­
cating that the guidance "lo"ll.S too general in character. 

The President intervened i.n language which suggested that 
he ·was sympathetic to the views of the majority of the Pl.anning Board 
as to the need of greater guidance than the State Departr.ent wished 
to insert, particularly in view of our reduced resources for military 
assistance. Secretary Dulles, however, pointed out that we might ac­
tually wish to cut other military assistance programs in order to 
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provide additional help to France, because of the transcendent impor­
tance of that country. 

The President then pointed out that in less than six "Weeks 
the legis's.tive leaders of Congress ;;ould be coming to this very room 
in order to be briefed on whs.t the Adninistration proposes to do in 
the way of military assistance and other nations.1 security programs. 
If at that time ,.e are unable to tell them anything in detail. about 
vhat we are proposing to do for the French, vhat are we then expected 
to say to these leaders? 

Director Brund.3ge stated that the Bud.get Bureau felt the 
same about assistance to FI"'.....nce as it hsd earlier felt about assis­
tance to Tai'l;an--in short, the Budget wished to pin down the ai:sis­
te..nce more closely even if' it proved to be necessary to chs.nge our 
views later on. 

Mr. Cutler suggested that a possible solution vould be to 
omit the bracketed language in paragraph 41, ]:iut state elsewere that 
this languz.ge should be considered as one of the factors in deYelop­
ing our programs for France. 

Ti.le Presic:ent observed that he seemed to bold a position 
so.-:ie;;b.at different f'ro.:i the.t of anyone else. Thus he asreed with the 
vie...,.s of the Flan:iing :Bes.rd =jority on the need for greater detailed 
guidcnce for FY 1959; but he agreed with the Joint Chiefs of Staff on 
the U!ldesirability of too detailed guid.3nce to cover our assistance to 
France in subsequent fisc!!.l years. Thereafter, there ensued a discus­
sion between Secretary Dulles and I·rr. Cutler as to precisely i.'hst, on 
tbe assmnption that the bracketed lani;=ge of paragraph 41 \.-ere in-.. 
eluded, the United States ""2.S p::-ep:.red to do to assist France in FY 
2959, As far es be could see, s:?.id Secretsry Dulles, \."e ·would be do­
ing' nothing "-re. tever for the French. ~rr. Cutler pointed out that ve 
should try to do e.s mu-:.11 as -we could for Fra.::ice vi thout resort to 
s=t e.id, althoush th.st '\.~S not excluded if it proved essential. 
Secretary Dulles then :-e-e!:!p't:e.si:.ed the view that the stakes were so 
~e.at for t~ United States in ?r=c~::;::::::::::::::;:; '.: '. '.:: '.:: '. j 
: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : ; : : : : .............................. . 
•••• •••••••••••• " 1 It vc~d oe·av0ry·gr~Qt"ii:Lst.9.ke"to" pii:.ii0

to
0

uro~de 
"i~·~e· 

0

0~· ~·th
1 

re i:r>h.:rsable aid- in FY-l959· -

Thereu:p:in Hr. Cutler reverted to the sugeestion he had ear­
lier n:a.de, that ve vere going in any ~se to hs.ve to examine our :pol­
icy to·,:ard France in a year 1 s time, and if the bracketed language vere 
deleted, account might be ta.ken else'l."bere of the considerations in it. 
Sec:reta.ry Dulle~ ar;reed \."ith this proposal, and said, for eX!!.I!!ple, that 
the deleted le..ngusse could be placed in an appendix. .He ai:;reed vi th 
the general sta.tecent on this matter made by Secretary Que.rles. 
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Tbe President again expressed anxiety as to hov the case 
could be presented to the Congress. The Consress will not be con­
tent with generalities any more in the field of foreign military 
assists.nee •• We have got to give them some specific ideas about our 
plans. Secretary Dulles commented that the Congress always wanted 
precision in these matters. Congress c..h;ays '1"..nted to pin you do'Wil. 
But you caJl.not run foreign policy on that kind of a be.sis, although 
it ~-as possible to plan on that basis. A situation might even arise 
in which the President would ~-ant to provide France with assistance 
from his emergency funds. 

Reverting once again to the fortb=o:::rl.ng meeting ;."ith the 
legislative leaders in The Hbite House, the President said be was 
perfectly willing to emphasize the importanct! of France and the flu­
idity of the French situstion in order to convince these legislat­
ive leaders that we could not produce fixed conclusions at this time. 
Nevertheless, ;.-e ought to be able to indicate so!!!9 general figure 
representing the costs which were likely to be involved. 

Mr. Cutler said be believed he bad sufficient guidance to 
work out the problem of ~-s.ragraph 41, and asked the Council to di­
rect its attention to p:i.regraph 44, which also contained a signifi­
cant split. He read this pa:::c>.graph, as follo\ls: 

"44. a. Explore Ir.'0£:.!lS 1 vithin the provisions of the Atoo­
ic Enere;y Act of 1954, for the positioning of nuclear ~-ee.p­
ons, Eilld, vben released by Presidential directive, their 
rapid tum-over to Rl\TO forces, including French coc:ponents, 
for use in carrying out the military tasl:.s e.ssigned these 
forces vi thin lJA'ID policy ?J;!CJ. ti~~ .f<?r: A~i'.~~e • .O.f. K\~, .. 
e.reas 1 including F::-s.nce. : : : : : ; : ; : ; : ; ; ; : ; : ; : ; ; ; : : : ; : : : : : ; :/ 

! : : : : : : : :: : : :::.: :.:~:: =~~~~-::::::::: :_::::::::::: :~~:::: ~::::: 
"b. E.'ldeevor to secure atomic storage rights in France 

for the United States as soon e.s possible. 

"!§._. Advise France that E:bould it under...ake indepen­
dent production of nuclear veapons ccntrary to U. s. edYice, 
the United St3.tes ;::iuld. be cc=pelled to ree;:=ine its poli­
cies and p:::-ogrc..ws for :t:!ilitary assisv...nce.:J* 

"* Treasury proposal. 11 

When Mr. Cutler bad concluded, he also read to the Council 
a proposal for a revision of subparagraph 44-c, made by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. He likevise -oointed out that in their vritten views 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff had ;ecom:::iended the deletion of sub~ragraphs 
44-~ and 44-c. Finally 1 be ex-plained the general view of the- Planning 
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Board tbst the course of action in sub:i?aragraph 44-a simply imde ex­
plicit \;bat bsd been implicit in our basic national-security policy 
--paragraph 17 of l~SC 5707/8--wich read as follows: 

" •.••••• the United. St.<>tes should continue to provide to al-
lies cana.ble of using them effectively advanced weapons sys­
teins (~eluding nuclear 'reapons systel!lS less nuclear elem.?nts)." 

Mr. Cutler pointed out that this provision obyiously im!>lied that in 
t:1l!le of 'Wal' the United States would furnish to these capable allies 
the necessary nuclear l.-arher-d.s :for rapid use of the -weapons. (Mr. Cut­
ler l."2.S thus taking issue w1 th the point n.ade by the Joint Chiefs of 
Start, tbs.t subp9.ragraph 44-~ \ra.s not in consonance with :p3ragraph 17 
of our 00.sic national security policy.) 

Stating that be understood that Secretary Quarles had in 
mind a solution to the problem o'J: subpuagraph 44-a, Hr. Cutler 
called on Secretary Quarles to =ke a statement. Secretary Quarles 
replied tbst be had no di:fference of opinion as to the IJl~r~"t:!! .<?~ .~~1?: 
:re.ragraph 44-~ except with r~S?-r9-.t?.'Ml~.~~~.~~~~~~9~t:::::::::::::, 
: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : ·All 
the other differences respecting this pa.ragrapn between the Departments 
of State and Defense had now been reconciled. He \:ould therefore ac­
cept subp9.ragraph 44-a with the recol:l!:lendstion tl:a.t the last sentence 
be deleted, on grounaS tbst it did not co!lstitute e.n impor.ant national 
cbjective and that it ;;as not rertinent to the rest of sub:p?.ragraph 4.4.-a. 
T'nis rec~endation, continued-Secretary Quarles, also :indicated the oP: 
positio~ of the Defense De:p?.rtment to the inclusion of subpg.ragraph 44-E_, 
es proposed by the Treasury Department. 

Mr. Cutler then called on Secretary Anderson to express the 
views of the Treasury Departi:ent as to sub:p:.ragraph 44-c. Secretary 
Jl.nlierson replied that all !he Wished. to say in defense of subparagraph 
44-;: v."3s that the United States had, af'ter all, only so much resources 
to essist its allies all over the world. If the French should nov in­
sist on spending millions of doll.ers on a pro;ra:n to produce nuclear 
...-eap:i:::lB in5.ep~ndently, 'l<e should accordingly re-exc.Dine our policy to­
;.-:J.:-d F'::""....nce. Tne F::-ench r::ake more :c:.oney par capita than aey other Free 
World country except the United S':.etes. There va.s no reason, therefore, 
that we should not bear do·.m on thelll 'W'ith ree;a.rd to this great expendi­
ture for nuclear weapons. 

The President said he Wished to remind the CotIDcil that our 
be.sic constitutional requ.1.rement ~-as to provide for the Dational de­
fense. He said he could. detect an e.nal.ogy w1 th the difficult British 
decision not to provide Spitfires for the French 'When Hitler ;.-as on 
the point of conquering France. This decision •-as msde on the basis 
the.t it ;.-as necessary to retain these aircraft in Britain to save 
Britain itsell from the Nazis, and it •-as the right decision. On 
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the other band, ve are now telling the French in subp:?.ragraph 44-:=, 
in effect, that if they do not do llhat we l."a.Ot theI!l to do in the lilSt­
ter of nuclear vea.pons, we will give them no further help. Such a 
course of action vould constitute a very grave mistake. We should 
certainly try to persuade the French 'lot to e;;xb.-irk on a course of ac­
tion to fabricate nuclear vee.pcns; but \."e should not exert force on 
the French to prevent them from doing this. If >.'C did so we wouJ.d 
sacrifice everything thst we he.d built up in NAro. 

Continuing, the President urged vitb great forcefulness the 
vital n~cessity of a :fuller ex~ge of' scientific ini'o=stion bearing 
on tdlitary :matters between ourselves and our NA'ro allies. This point 
of viev had been strongly pressed With the President just the other 
day at his meeting with the scientists wo compose the Science Advis­
ory Co:mnittee. He agreed with them emphatically, and insisted ths.t we 
must find a vay to get rid of the restrictions which prevent the right 
kind of exchange of scientific ini'o:nr.ation between ourselves end our 
allies. He wis::iea that Adr:d.ral Strauss, together with the Defense 
e.nd State Dep:irtments-; - should prepe.re a complete proposed revision of 
existing statutes governing the exch..:uige of military ini'on:ia.tion of 
the sort be had in mind, so that the reco:i:mendstio:is couJ.d be pre-
sented to the Congress. If -..-e kept on as we ..-~re now doing, we vouJ.d 
end up n"ithout e.ny reliable allies • 

.. . . . ... . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . , ............................................... , I 
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Governor Stassen suggested. the possibility of developing 
an integrated NA'ro force with atomic capabilities as an alternative 
to creating a "Whole series of nations with indep:mdent atomic capa­
bilities. Th!s was something along the lines of the old EDC mili­
tary concept. Mr. Cutler co:mnented that such an idea as this could 
be considered in the context of subpuagraph 44-~ as now written. 

Secretary Dulles said he hoped that the President's idea, 
of having State, Defense and AEC get together on recommending n.eans 
of facilitating an increased exchange of scientific military infor-
11:3.tion with our allies, would not bc- overlooked. Mr. Cutler said 
that the President's suggestion w"Ould go into the Record of Actions 
of the Council meeting. The Vice President also spoke of the tme­
liness of the President's proposal. 

(At this point the Secretary of State left 
the meeting. He -wa.s replaced at the table 
by Assistant Secretary Geranl C. Smith.) 

The President once ag:.in e..~pb.E.sized his very strong belief 
in the desirability of pooling the scientific resources of the United 
States, the NATO po1;ers, end other friendly countries. He likewise 
spoke contemptuously of General Groves' exaggerated regard for secrecy. 

The Vice President pointed out that the President's old 
idea for the creation of an ace.d.ern;y of sciences 1."3.S not only being 
picked up a.gs.in by the press, but 1;as a.piurently being ad.opted by 
the Deoocrats. He thought that the opportunity to create such an 
acadel:Jy w-as better at this rrament than it had ever been before. 

Admiral Strauss pointed out that there l-'a.S currently e;oing 
on a meeting at Princeton of two teSZlS of British and U. S. scientists, 
;;ho bad been working on the problem of controlled thermonuclear reac­
tion. There had been e. scientific break-through on this very signif­
icant problem, end there would presently be a joint announc~ent by 
the U. S. £.Dd 3ritish scientists, both of v.hich groups had been re­
sponsible for the br~e.k-throu£;h. 

Tne r3.tional Security Cour1cil (Action on Item 1): 

a. Discussed the draft statement of policy contained in 
liSC 5721, in the lie!it of the views of the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff transmitted by the reference memorandum of 
October 9, 1957· 

b. Adopted the statement of policy in NOC 5721, subject 
to the following amend.~ents: 

- 9 -
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(1) Pages 23-24, paragraph 41: Delete the bracketed 
subp!!.ragraphs and the footnote thereto, sub­
ject to the understanding indicated in c be­
low. 

(2) Page 24, subpa.rag<~ph 44-a: Delete the last sen­
tence. 

(3) Page 24, subparagraph 4h-c: Delete, and substi­
tute the following: 

"c. On the basis that it is in the best 
interests of all countries concerned to dis­
courage production of nuclear weapons by a 
fourth country, seek to persuade France not 
to undertake independent production of such 
weapons. Assure France that the United States 
will find >:ays to make nuclear '\oles.pons avail­
able to NATO allies in the event of aggression 
against NA'.IO." 

c. Noted that the Dep:irtaent of Defense, in consultation 
with other appropriate ac;encies, would give considera­
tion, in planning the F"f 1959 Military Assistance Pro­
gram. for France, to the following proposal by the :a­
jority of the NSC Planning Board, which 1ras deleted 
from the statement of policy in nsc 5721 by the ac­
tion in ~-(1) above: 

"a. Through and. after FY 1958 provide France 
wi. th 17ant aid, in an anount detennined in accord­
ance ~'i.th the criteria established in ps.ragrs.ph 17 
of NSC 5707/&, for advanced weapons systems from 
the !l:A'ID regions.J. program. 

"b. Tnrough FY 1958 provide F:::ance convention­
al military assists.nee on a grant basis. 

"c. (1) After FY 1958 p:-ovide Frarice conven­
tional milita_-..y assistance on a reimbursable 
hsis (::iossibly including p=.yr::.~nt in francs) 
to th<? m3.Y.imum ext:nt practicable. If such re­
imbursable assistance will not meet essential 
French requirements, be prepared, in the light 
of the availability of U. S. resources and over­
all demsnds upon them, to provide France with a 
limited amount of grant aid for the above pur­
pose. 

"(2) Unless by the end of FY 1958 France 
bas demonstrated that it will redeploy its HATO­
cozni tted forces fron Algeria to continental 
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NOTE: 

Europe and vill provide substantia~ for the 
msintenance and modernization of its conven­
tional forces, review u. S. aid policy to~-ard 
France." 

NSC 5721, as amended and adopted, subsequently ap­
proved by the President and circulated as l'ISC 5721/l 
for iLlplementation by all appropriate Executive de­
partments and agencies of the U. S. Government, and 
referred to the Operations Coordinating Board as the 
coordinating agen~y designated by the President. 

The action in c above, as approved by the President, 
subsequently transmitted to the Secretary of Defense. 

The National Security Council (Action on Item 2): 

Hoted the President's directive to the Secretaries of State 
and Defense and the Cbai=n1 Atomic Energy Commission, to 
review, e.nd 1 in consultation vi.th the Attorney General and 
otbe:tSbaving res~nsibility, to sub::lit rec~ended revisions 
of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 and other relevant statutes, 
and rele7a.nt Executive Orders and security regulations; vith 
a view to facilite.ting increased sharing with selected allies 
of scientific infoI"lJ.9.tion relsting to military research and 
develop.i!ent, and its application. 

NOTE: Tbe above action, as approved by the President, sub­
sequently transmitted to the Secretaries of State e.nd 
D::?fense end the Chairlllan1 AEC, for appropriate imple-. 
ments.tion. 

3. SIGHITIC.6JlT 'WORLD DEVELOH'.E:ITS AFFECTING U. S. SECtBifi 

The Director of C€:ntral Intelligen.ce co=ented briefly on tbe 
French e;overnmental crisis, the strike of yesterday in F~.nce, and the 
Com!!Iunist der.onstra.tions which ..,.ere scheduled to occur today. It ·was 
very he.rd to discern the true :purpos·? of the proposed Co=unist demon­
strations. \.:ere they seeking t.o bring De G:!ulle l:.ack into pover'l 

T'ne President said be sup~sed that the Comraunists' objective 
\;as the creation of a C0t'lmU!list government in France. Mr. Allen Dulles 
said that this of course would be prerr.ature. Governor Stassen sugges­
ted that the French Co!!IClunists were trying to create such chaos in France 
that e:ny fUture French government 'WOuld be obliged to agree to Communist 
participation. 

Rr. Allen Dulles said that the West German reaction to Tito's 
recoe;ni tion of East Ge=ny had been very strong. There \la.S a dilemma 
;involved. T'ne Fed.:ral Republic ·does not ~-ant to break relstions with 
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Yugoslavia., but fears that if it does not do so, additional countries 
wW recognize the Ee.st German regillle. Adenauer is therefore stil.l 
uncertain. Meanwhile, the Centra1 Intelligence Agency is re-examining 
its estimate. of the situation in Yugoslavi!I.. 

Finally, Mr. Dulles coounented briefly on Khrushchev's appeal 
to the Eurouea.n Socialist Parties, e.nd the situation on the Turkish-
('.!.,, • b rde- • • • • • • • · • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • ; : : ; : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : I ~J ru:.n o r. . ....•............•..•...••....•.•.•....••.•.•...•...... j 

~lll~~!llllll!:lillllilllllli~:111!:illl!!lll!:i!!lllli!l!!!!:11i!:l:!!J 
The National Security Council: 

noted and discussed an oral briefing by the Director of Cent­
ral Intelligence on the subject, ~"i.th specific reference to 
the French governmental crisis; West Genian reaction to Yugo­
slav recoe;nition of East Germs.ny; the forthcon:dng intelli­
gence review of the Yugoslav situation; the Khrushchev ap­
peal to the European Socialist Parties; and the Turkish­
Syrie.n situation. 

4. U. S. POLICY 'I'Oi:ARD JAPAN 
(!!SC 5516/l; P1-oc;ress Report, dated September 25, 1957,· by OCB on 
1:ac 5516/1) 

Mr. Dearborn briefed the Council on the contents of the ref­
erence Pro;:;ress Report, end pointed out the difference of viev between 
State end Defense as to the desirability of a separate U. S. policy 
state::ient on the P".JUkyus, "1."hich State advocated and Defense rejected. 
Secretary S:nith commented thst Secretary DL:lles believed that if there 
vere a good "Working relationship betl>een S-t.ste end Defense on proble= 
like this, there might not be &..'T;f real need for a policy ~tate!t':nt on 
the Rym:;rus se~-ate from the existing policy on Je.pa!l. A::::orciingly, 
Secretary Dulles -."ished to reco:::::.-.end thst the ratter of '\;or-king rela­
tio!ls bet·n-een Sts.te end Defense be investi5ated before tbe I:~ acted 
on the split of vievs on this point in the Pro&ress Report. 

T'ne !1etior.a.l Security Cot:.ncil: 

a. Iioted and discussed the reference Progress Report on the 
subject by the Operations Coordinating :Peard. 

b. Concurred in the :proposal by the Dep:ll"tment of State tba.t 
tbe altern2.tive vievs or State and Defense regarding U. S. 
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policy to•-ard the Ryukyus be deleted from the Progrees 
Report; and that the question of a se:pa:rate HS:: paper 
on policy toward the Ryukyus be held in abeyance pend-

A ing f'urther study by the Departments of State and De­
fense. 

UOTE: The action in b above, as approved by the President, 
subsequently transmitted to the Secretaries of State 
and Defense; and appropriate revisions subsequentJ.,y 
circulated to all holders of the reference Progress 
Report. 

S. EVERETT GLE.~SON 
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