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SEC~ETM~Y LAIRO: GOOD MORNttIG, LADIES AND GF.NTL.<:MF:'1o 

1 TYOUGIIT 1" D COM! DOWN THIS MORIHNG ANO A;ISWF.R ANY ~UES110:'!S 

wr.ICH YOU MIGHT HAVE. AS YOU KtJO,"" yOM VAVHIG FOR THE 'ir.n. 
MEETINGS TOMORROW MORNING e THESE MEF.lnaS 10IILL BE CARRIED Ofll 

IN ?RUSSELS THROUGHOUT THE REMAI~ING PO~TI:)N OF' THIS WEHo r>ir: 

CHAI~M~N Of THE JOINT CHIEF'S, ADMIRAL ~lOCRER. HAD TO LEAVE 

24 }lOURS BEFORE MY DEPARTURE .?ECAUSE 1m: ~~ILITAKY COMM!'l'TF"E I;;;S 

A MEHING PRIOR TO THE DEFENSE Nl1C\.EAR ACVlSORY COI'II'lI1P'" 

AND jr~OR! THE DEFENSE PLANNING COMMITTEEcS MEETINGSo 

! Tl-lOUGHT 1°0 TAKE THIS OPPOR!UNIrY TO DISCUSS SOME G' Te" ·c·~r,,'~ 

DEVE!<C,"'i'1E~'TS THAT DO HAVE AN EFFECT UPON OU, ~JATIO~AL SE(·!.!!n~' 

AND 'iA~ DNAL. SECURITY PLANNING. AS WELL AS DEFUSE ?t.AI/~!."G. 

i HER', ;..~VF. BrFN TWO RECtNT LONGQRANGE MISSILE LAUHCloIES BY 1': 

SOVEl u'nol/ OF THEIR SS; i3 I'HSSILE, ONE OF Tlf£!,! WE ~ELEf\'OE[) 

r ~"OP;-;°7IO'; O~ S.~TfJRDArc WE f{AV! SHiPS IN T HE AREA OF' 1:1PM ~ 

, JOE:. T 'ffi,~T IT WAS WELL TO K£f.P YOU ADVISED CONCERNING On'] ,;~. 

tES:':'o AS you K'iOW. THAT AREA OF THE PACIFIC WAS S!{UT OF'" 

~NNn ; RY 1HE saVIIT UNION =- IT WAS A rEST AREA, A~J 

r-.• ,~ ... - .... 

. ~ 
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! t-LSC THOUGl'T 1 MIGIIT ?RWG YOU UP ON :,~;;!,~ ;j,e .. , .' 

lt~ Ti'E MEDlTERRANEMl AND CARIBBEAN AREAS, ~'E '{.wE ; :~ .• _ :, 

POL ISY HERE OF' MAKING THIS H1FOIHIATION AVAILASi..:: cr',; .!.( " 

RESCUE MISSIONS ARE CARRIED ON_ 

IHERE DOES NOT srEM TO BE ANY MISUNDERSTANDING Ai 'AR AS '~1~ 

BUILDING IS CONCERNED AND THE PRESS "'= NJ::IJSPA?ER, RADIO An;v 

Mr.DIA ~~ THAT COVER THIS BUILDING AS TO ~HIAt A SEARC:H A:m :;E:~Cf 

MISSION IS, BUT THERE DOES SEEM TO 9E SOME l'llSUNDEt!STAI~JPHJ 

ABOUT TilE OPERATION OF A SEARCH AND qrSCUE MISSION AlIO 1';;f 

FACT THAT THESE PEOPLE THAT ARE ON A SEARCH AND RESCUE NISSIC', 

AND THE SUPPORTING FORCES, HAVE THE AUTHORITY TO PROney 'nlF L '\};:S 

OF' THE MEN THAT ARE ENGAGED IN SUCH MlSSIOtlS c 

ON SOME SEARCH AND RE:SCUE MISSIONS 'tIF. 0 VE ALMOST JUST srO?r~D 

THE ,fAR IN O?DER TO PROTECT THE j,1F.N THAT HAVE BEEN ASSIGN"!: TO 

j, ;HE SEARCH AND RESCUE MISSIONS, WE HAVE HAD SEAIlCH AND R~scut 
~ 
.--.-
-'",- MISSIONS WHEN THERE IS OllE MAN DOWN A:m wroVE PUT 2A SUPPORTING 

AIRCRAFT TO PROTECT THE SEARCH AND RESCUE GROUP THAT IS CCNDUCi'l!lG 

THE MISSION TO RURIEVE THE AMERICAN SERVICF.P!AN e THESE APCRAH 

HAVE THE AUTHORITY IN THEIR OPERATING O~D::n.S TO EXPEND THE Ofi:;'l~NC~ 

THAT IS NECESSARY NOT ONLY TO PROTECT THEMSELVES qUT T0 PROTECT 

THE SEARCH AND RESCUE PERSONNEL o 

iKOSE OF YOU THAT HAVE COVERED SEARCH ArID RESCUE OPERATIONS A~F: 

FUlLY rA~ILIAR WITH THIS FACTo I DON°T WANT THERE TO BE ANY 

DOUBT IN ANY AI'lF.RICAN"S MIND THAT 'dE HAVE DONE THIS IN !M£ ppsr 
AND THAT WE WILL CONTINUE TO DO IT AS NECESSARY AND THAT CUR 

SEARCH "rm RESCUE TEAMS WILL BE ADEQUATELY PROTECT£D Arm THE 

, ORDNA~Cr: THAT IS NEEDED AND NECESSARY TO PROTECT THEIR LI~:~S~ 

I, S WELL AS THE AIR COVER THAT IS INVOI..VED p WILL CONT nut 1, E<: ~:;I:'.:',. 

QI SIR~ I THINK THERE IS NO REAL QUESTION ABOUT nl~ "jI"I>l 

"'OU '.I" '''"'''N MAKING ON THE PROTECTION OF THE SEARCH PARTY: I 

ifflW' THE QUrSTION THAT HAS ARISEN CONCERNS YOUR SI:.;;:rjC' ' .. '.' 

:-Xl"'?'" IJNT Ii.. "In OR FOUR DAYS Ai'TER IT OCCIJRRJ:.:uJ 

SECRETARY LAIRD: I WAS NOT S!UNT ON BE MAiER '.>(. 
, . 
-! . 
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TUESDAY MORNING. I EXPLAINED TO THEM W DETAIL THE O?ERATElNS 
OF THE SAR MISSION BECAUSE I THOUGHT SOME OF THEM HAD 1mT EEE11 
FAMILIAR WITH SAR OPERATIONS AND ALTHOUGH THIS WAS A LARGER 
SEARCH AND RESCUE MISSION THAN HAD BEEN CONDUCTED IN THE 
PAST, AS A MATTER OF FACT NOT AS MUCH ORDNANCE HAD BEEN USED 
ON THIS SEARCH AND RESCUE MISSION THAN HAVE BEEN USED ON OTHER 
SEARCH AND RESCUE MISSIONS WHEN ONU A FEW AMERICANS l-:AVE 

BEEN INVOLVED. 

Q: IT WAS A CLOSED HEARING. 

A. I WAS NEVER ASKED THE QUESTION IN THE AFTERNOotl SESSIOiJ. 
IF YOU'LL READ OVER THE HEARING RECORD, YOU'LL FIND THAT THE 
QUESTION WAS NOT ASKED. AS FAR AS THE OPENING STATEMENT WAS 
CONCERNED I WAS GIVEN 10 MINUTES TO GIVE AN OPENING STATEMEtn 
AND BECAUSE PERHAPS MEMBERS OF THE COMMITTEE WERE NOT AS PREPARED 
AS THEY MIGHT BE AND THE QUESTION WAS NOT ASKED, THAT IS NOT MY 
RESPONSIBILITY. I'VE BEEN A QUESTION-ASKER ·FOR 16 YEARS UP 
ON THE HILL. NOW I ANSWER QUESTIONS, BUT I OnlY ANSWER TH£ 
QUESTIONS THAT ARE ASKED. IT'S EASY TO BE A QUESTION-ASKER BUT 
YOU HAVE TO BE PREPARED, AND THAT PRTICULAR QUESTION WAS NOT ASKED. 
IT WAS ASKED IN THE MORNING AND IT WAS ANSWERED IN SOME DETAIL. 
THE ONI. Y OTHER TIME IT HAD BEEN ASKED WAS WHEN IT WAS ASKED 
OF COLONEl SIMONS HERE AT THIS MEETING AND HE SAID AT THAT TIME 
THAT HE WAS NOT AT LIBERTY TO MAKE THE REPORT. OF COURSE, HE 
WAS NOT IN A POSITION TO MAKE THE REPORT AT THAT TIME BECAUSE 
THAT INFORMATION WAS NOT AVAILABLE TO HIM AT THE TIME. AS A MATTER 
OF FACT, THIS INFORMATION CHANGES AS YOUR OPERATION 
COMES IN, 

I DID ANSWER THE QUESTION IN ERROR BEFORE THE SENATE 
COMMITTEE ON TUESDAY MORNING. I SAID FROM 12 TO 14 SHRIKE 
MISSILES WERE FIRED. WHEN WE FINALLY EVALUATED ALL OF THE 
INFORMATION, WE FIND THAT IT WAS II THAT WERE USED AND THESE 
FLYERS HAD THE AUTHORITY TO USE THOSE MISSILES IF THE RADAR IS 
LOCKED IN ON THEM. IF THEY WERE LOCKED IN BY ENEMY RADAR AND 
THEIR EXISTENCE WAS THREATENED, THEY HAD COMPlETE AUTHORITY aD 



JUST LIKE THE 1"0 105 DID YESTERDp,Y WHEN IT 'WAS Loer;;:r:: H; BY Efln:' 

T!\E MISSILEo AS YOU KNOW, THOSE MISSILES HOME P! EV:SY':OcHCALf." 
ON THE RADAR IMPUl..SE, THE RADAR TRACK, THAT IS BEI!<G CAi;iUED 0'1 
AGt,INST THE AIRCRAfT MID WHEN THEY F'IND THAT TJ.1F:Y H~,I!E FSEN 

LOCXED !tl, v!HICH THEY CMI JUDGE ELECTROflICAl.1. Y '>lliE" ']hZ" \.lAVE 
TH!~T INF'ORI1ATION, AND WHEN THE LOCK IS ON THEY CAN Jl'H~ i~!R 
MI SSILES. 

SOME PEOPLE COULD SAY THAT I'D MADE AN ERROR BY USING 12 TO __ 
14 BEFORE THE SENATE AMRED SERVICES COMMITTEE TUESDAY MORNING, 
BUT THAT WAS BASED ON THE BEST INFORMATION I HAD AT THAT TIME. 
WE'VE EVALUATED THE OPERATION AND 11 SHRIKE MISSILES WERE USED. 

Ql DO YOU HAVE ANY COMMENTS ON SENATOR FULBRIGHT'S •• 
ON THE SON TAY MISSION? 

AI I REREAD THE HEARING RECORD AFTER HE MADE THE COMMENTS 
ON THE TELEVISION PROGRAM WHICH HE APPEARED AND THE INNUENDO 
AND THE CHARGE, WHICH HE MAKES BY INNUENDO, IS INDEED MOST 
INTERESTING, PARTICULARLY AFTER READING OVER THE HEARINGS. 
I'M NOT SURE WHAT QUESTION HE'S REFERRING TO, BUT I WOULD DIRECT 
YOU TO THE TESTIMONY AND I THINK YOU'LL FIND THAT I'VE BEEN AS 
FORTHRIGHT AS ONE COULD POSSIBLY BE IN ANSWERING ALL QUESTIONS. 

I THINK THE THING THAT CONCERNS THE CHAIRMAN IS THAT HE WANTS 
TO DEBATE THE POST. HE LIKES TO DEBATE THE TONKIN GULF RESOLUTION 
AND I DON'T CARE TO DEBATE THAT RESOLUTION AS TO WHETHER HE WAS 
MISLED BY SPONSORING THE RESOlUTION OR WHETHER HE WAS NOT. 
I DON'T CARE TO GET INTO THAT DEBATE. I DON'T CARE TO DEBATE 
WHETHER THE DECISION THAT WAS MADE IN 1965 AS FAR AS THE USE OF 
AMERICAN GROUND FORCES, I HAVE TRIED TO MOVE FORWARD FROM THE POINT 
WE WERE AT IN VIETNAM WHEN I BECAME SECRETARY OF DEFENSE. 

I'VE AVOIDED MAKING FORECASTS OR PREDICTIONS ABOUT VIETNAM, 
BUT AS FAR AS THE CREDIBILITY OF THIS DEPARTMENT AND MY CREDI­
BILITY AS SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, I WOULD LIKE ANYONE TO POINT 
TO A SINGLE FORECAST OR PROJECTION THAT HAS BEEN THAT WE HAVE 
NOT DELIVERED ON. MY PREDICTIONS AND FORECASTS HAVE BEEN LIMITED 
TO THE TROOP REDUCTION. WE'VE GONE FORWARD WITH A VERY C,.;;:D ISLE 



RECORD IN THAT AREA. WE WILL BE AT THE FIGURE THAT WAS ANNOUNCED 
FOR MAY I, 284,099, WE WILL BE AT THE 344,999 BY CHRISTMAS; 
WE HAVE MET OR BEAT EVERY ANNOUNCEMENT. 

AS FAR AS CASUALTIES ARE CONCERNED, I DID MAKE A PROJECTION 
AND A PREDICTION ON CASUALTIES THAT WE WOULD REDUCE CASUALTIES, 
AS A RESULT OF THE VIETNAMIZATIOH PROGRAM, AS A RESUlT OF OUR 
INCREASED EMPHASIS ON REDUCTION OF CASUALTIES, AND AS A RESULT 
OF THE CAMBODIAN OPERATION. I THINK THAT THAT PARTICULAR FORECAST 
HAS BEEN A CREDIBLE ONE. 

LAST WEEK THE QUESTION WAS UP ON OUR CASUALTIES WHICH WERE 
FOR THE FIRST TIME IN SEVERAL WEEKS ABOVE 60. THERE WERE SOME 
PEOPLE THAT FELT THAT BECAUSE ONE OF OUR HELICOPTERS DID RUN INTO 
A MOUNTAIN, IT WAS NOT ACTUALLY SHOT DOWN, THAT THESE FIGURES 
SHOULD NOT BE INCLUDED IN OUR KILLED IN ACTION. BUT JUST SO 
THERE WOULDN'T BE ANY QUESTION ABOUT IT, THOSE FIGURES WERE 
INCLUDED IN OUR WEEKLY CASUALTY FIGURES. THIS WEEK, ON THE BASIS 
OF THE BATTLEFIELD REPORTS, WE WON'T KNOW FOR SURE UNTIL WEDNESDAY 
THE EXACT FIGURE, BUT OUR CASUALTIES WILL RUN LESS THAN HALF OF 
WHAT THEY WERE LAST WEEK. 

WE HAVE SCALED DOWN THE WAR IN SOUTH VIETNAM AS FAR AS 
AMERICAN INVOLVEMENT IS CONCERNED. WHEN I CAME IN HERE AS 
SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, THEY WERE FLYING 35,099 SORTIES IN 1968. 

,Q SORTIES FOR WHAT PERIOD --A YEAR? 
A THAT WAS THE AVERAGE SORTIE RATE PER MONTH. THAT'S 

A MONTHLY RATE. I HAVE THE FIGURES HERE FOR EVERY MONTH, BUT 
IF YOU TAKE THE SORTIE RATE FOR SEPTEMBER AND OCTOBER, WE'RE 

DOWN TO 12 TO 14,999. ALL YOU NEED TO DO IF LOOK AT THOSE 
CASUALTY FIGURES, LOOK AT THE AMERICAN INVOLVEMENT. 

QI ARE THESE SORTIES TOTAL EVERYWHERE? 
Al THAT'S CORRECT, THEY ARE U.S. ATTACKS SORTIES OVERALL, 

SOUTHEAST ASIA RATE. 

I VAS GOING TO COVER A FEW THINGS ABOUT NATO, BUT IF YOU'D 
RATHER HAVE ••• 

91 DO YOU ••• INNUNENDO, MR. SECRETARY, AND PERHAPS EXPLAIN 
THAT A LITTLE MORE FULLY WHAT YOU'RE REFERRING TO? 

~ 5 -



AI I WAS REFERRING TO THE QUESTION ABOUT THE STATEMENT 

THAT I HUD EVIDENTLY NOT BEEN TRUTHFUL BEFORE HIS COMMITTEE. 

QI THAT IS THE CHAIRMAN·S INNUENDO? 

Al THAT WAS WHAT THE QUESTION RELATED TO. 

QI YOU HAVEN'T FULLY COVERED THE SECOND SS-15 _c THE ONE THAT 

HAPPENED -- DETAILS ON THAT? 

AI IT FOLLOWED THE ONE THAT WE ANNOUNCED ON SATURDAY WHICH 

TOOK PLACE LAST WEEK. WE HAD SHIPS IN THE AREA. 

QI WAS IT A MULTIPLE WARHEAD SHOT? 

AI WE HAVE ANNOUNCED THE MULTIPLE WARHEAD FIRINGS OF THE 

S509S AND THE SS-IIS. THESE ARE THE FIRST FIRINGS OF THE SS-15 

INTO THE PACIFIC TEST AREA. I THINK MR. FRIEDHEIM REPORTED THAT 

THE ONE THAT HE ANNOUNCED ON SATURDAY IN HIS PRESS BRIEFING 

CAME FROM THE SOUTH CENTRAL SOVIET UNION INTO THE MID-PACIFIC. 

THE OTHER LAUNCH THAT WAS CONDUCTED OF THE SS-15 SOLID-FUEL ICBM 

CAME FROM THE NORTH CENTRAL SOVIET UNION AND ITS IMPACT WAS 

OBSERVED BY OUR PERSONNEL THAT ARE IN THE MID-PACIFIC TARGET 

AREA. NEITHER OF THESE SS-15 FIRINGS INVOLVED THE MULTIPLE 

REENTRY VEHICLES. 

QI ANY PARTICULAR SIGNIFICANCE OUT OF TWO DIFFERENT LAUNCH 

SITES FOR THE S5015 TESTS? 

MR. FRIEDHEIM: THERE HAVE BEEN PREVIOUS FIRINGS OF THE ORIGINAL 

SS-13. THESE WERE THE FIRST FIRINGS OF THE MODIFIED OR PROVED 

VERSIONS. 

Q: WERE EITHER OF THESE OPERATIONAL SITES? 

AI THESE COULD BE OPERATIONAL SITES. YES. THEY'RE IN THE 

GENERAL AREA BUT THE INFORMATION WE HAVE ON THESE TWO FIRINGS 

IS PICKED UP -- BY SHIPS IN THE AREA AND WE KNOW THE COURSE THAT 

THE MISSILES WERE FIRED FROM, BUT WHETHER THEY WERE OPERATIONAL 

SILOS I WOULD NOT WANT TO GO OUT AND STATE THAT EMPHATICALLY. 

THERE WOULD BE NO WAY OF OUR PINNING THAT DOWN. 10 M NOT TRYING 

TO HEDGE ON YOUR QUESTION, BUT THEY'RE FROM AREAS WHERE THERE 

ARE OPERATIONAL MISSILES, BUT IT COULD BE ASSUMED IF YOU WANTED 

TO, BUT I CANNOT STATE THAT DEFINITELY THAT IT WAS AN OPERATIONAL 

MISSILE SILO. - 6 e 



IEMS PAT y:),_ vt'fJ;ED TO DISCUSSo 

~l TI-iE seVIEr NAVAL ACTIVITY CO"lTPi'JES TO I'JCi":""r~ ", ,~, 

TilE WORLD, nIS IS CNE OF THE ITEMS WHICH r !"!ILL 

>.:Ii}! ',ATO DHENSE ~ilNISTEl'lS IN BRUSSLS T;{IS !,.lEEK. <\5 ci -,I,," ;"P ')-

FACT. I WILL BE GiVING A PAPF.R O~ THE SOVIET NAV~,- F"lFC',:::1 

BEl? INCREASED p.CTIVITY AS rAP AS NAVAL WARFA~EI THE I'ACT j\.'AT 

THEY fiAVE ACQUIRED DEEP WATER OCEAN NAVY. AND wHAT THEY'RE DOrNG 

WiTk THIS PARTICULAR NAVY. 

SACK SEVERAL MONTHS AGO I DISCUSSED WITH YOU THAT IN 19&5 

;'\{E T.}TAL STEAMING DAYS WERE APPROXIMATELY 700 IN tHE M£Dl~ 

TERRANEAN AREA. iHAt 7e0 HAS GONE TO 

A80'.!T \6 OR ! 7 ,"'PI'" PER YEAR IN THE MEDITERRANEAN. THE FIGtJ"RES 

AS \tIE CLOSE THIS YEAR WILL BE OVER 19,000 STEAMING DAYS IN tl1E 

~~DliERRANEAN AREA. AS FAR AS NU~BERS OP SHIPS, THE SOVIET 

~AS IN THE MEDITERRANEAN AT THE PRESENT TIME A LARGER NUMBER 

IrK .. OF COURSE THE U.S. SIXTH FLEET. THIS IS A CHANGE. OP 

COURSE~ WHE~ ONE LOOKS AT THE SITUATION JUST A FEW YEARS AG0 AND 

IT CLEARLY INDICATES THE IMPORTANCE THAT THE SOVIET UNION IS 

rc ACING IN ITS MODERNIZED NAVAL FORCE MID THE FACT THAT Tl1EY 

~RE ~ESS!NG FORWARD WITH A WORLDWIDE NAVAL CA?ABILliY. 

AS FAR AS THE CARIBBEA~ IS CONCERNED, WE HAVE KEPT YOU ADVISED 

GU In: REGULARL Y ON THE fACT THAT THE SOV lET NAVY IS CONT I '1Ul'IG 

~J OPERATE IN OR NEAR THE CARIBBEAN. 1 THINK tHAT THIS IS rURTHER 

l',,'lDENCF OF THE SOVIET·S DETERMINATION 10 EXPAND THEIR NAVAL 

l'ITE:RESTS INTO THE WESTERN HEMISPHERE, JUST AS THEY HAVE IN 

T4F OT~FR PARTS OF iKE WORLD, THAT I'VE DIRECTED MY COMMEN!3 TO 

I~ THE POStURE STATEMENT AS WELL AS IN OTHER TESTIMONY BEFORE 

TilE C(1NGRESS. 

I PlINK IT'S ONE OF THE REASONS WHY WE MUST PROCEED "Iih A 

P~C'"?T MODERNIZATION PROGRM'1 F'OR THE UNITED STAT~S NAVY. !If 

.. '{l' PRESENT TIME THE SOVIET UNION HAS A GUIDED MISSILE mlGAF 

A 1,,; t,N OILER THAT I~RE JUST EAST OF' THE VIRGIN ISLANDS. A sovrn 

S_,,,MM'l'IE TE~JOER IS IN THE CARIB8EAt-l AND MOVING AROUND Pi HAT 



LOCATION IS SOMEWHERE SOUTH OF' HAITI, IN THAT GENERAL AREA. 

A SOVIET HYDROGRAPHIC SHIP -- SURVEY SHIP -- IS OPERATING OF'F' 

THE SOUTH COAST Or CUBA, AND Or COURSE THE RESCUE TUG WHICH WE 

REPORTED LAST WEEK IS STILL IN CIENrUEGOS. 

FROM TIME TO TIME WE'VE REPORTED ON THESE SHIPS. AND THE rACT 

THAT THERE IS THIS PRESENCE IN THE CARIBBEAN AREA. 1 THINK THE 

ONLY OTHER SOVIET SHIP THAT IS OPERATING IN THE GENERAL AREA 

AT THE PRESENT TIME OF' ANY SIGNIF'ICANCE IS THE OCEAN-GOING TUG WHICH 

HAS A DIVING OPERATION CAPABILITY ON IT THAT'S EITHER IN THE HAVANA 

PORT OR IN OR OUT Or THERE, IT'S IN THAT GENERAL AREA. THE rACTS 

ARE THAT THE SOVIET UNION IS OPERATING WITH ITS NAVY WORLDWIDE. 

Qt MR. SECRETARY, COULD YOU CHARACTERIZE F'OR US WITHOUT 

SEMANTICS OF' THE BASE ••• WHETHER THE SOVIETS DO HAVE SOME KIND 

OF' FACILITY AT CIENFUEGOS, WHETHER CONSTRUCTION THERE HAS STOPPED 

OR ••• COULD YOU GIVE US SOME IDEA OF WHAT THE SITUATION IS THERE 

IN TERMS OF FACILITIES? 

At AS FAR AS THE SUBMARINE BASE IS CONCERNED, AS I'VE SAID 

RIGHT ALONG AND AS I SAID EARLIER, THE SUBMARINE BASE REQUIRES, 

OF COURSE, THE PRESENCE OF A TENDER. AS FAR AS RECREATIONAL 

FACILITIES AND LOGISTICS FACILITIES -- HAVE ANY OF YOU VISITED 

OUR BASE IN GREAT BRITAIN? YOU SEE, THE LAND FACILITIES ARE 

REALLY IN CONNECTION WITH RECREATION AND THE STORAGE OF LOGISTIC 

SUPPLIES. BUT AS FAR AS THE MAJOR ACTIVITIES THAT ARE RELATED 

TO TAKING CARE OF' OUR SUBMARINE, IT'S THE TENDER THAT'S THE 

IMPORTANT THING, AND WE HAVE NO INDICATION THAT A SOVIET SUBMARINE 

HAS BEEN SERVICED FROM THIS TENDER. NUCLEAR SUBMARINES HAVE 

MADE CALLS IN THE PAST TO CUBAN WATERS, BUT THERE IS NO EVIDENCE 

THAT THIS TENDER WHEN IT HAS BEEN IN PORT HAS SERVICED A NUCLEAR­

POWERED SUBMARINE. THAT CAPABILITY, OF COURSE, IS THERE BUT 

IT IS TIED DIRECTLY TO THE TENDER. DOES THAT ANSWER YOUR QUESTION? 

I DON'T KNOW HOW YOU CAN BE ANY MORE SPECIFIC THAN THAT. 

Q: THERE WAS SOME CONrUSION AS TO WHETHER CONSTRUCTION IS 

OR ISN'T STILL GOING ON THERE SOMEWAY 

RELATED TO A SUBMARINE FACILITY. 

At YOU MEAN THE F'ACILITIES TO SERVE THE CREW? 



Q: RIGHT. 

AI THERE'S NO QUESTION THAT THERE WERE rACIlITIES CONSTRUCTED 

THERE, BUT THAT DOES NOT NECESSARILY RELATE ITSElr TO THEM. IT 

COULD OR COULD NOT RElATE ITSElr TO THE PRESENCE or THE TENDER, 

Q~ IS THERE CONSTRUCTION GOING ON, SIR? HAVE ANY or THOSE 

rACIlITIES BEEN TORN DOWN? 

At AS FAR AS THE GROUND FACILITIES, THEY WERE STILL PRESENT. 

QI (INAUDIBLE.) 

AI THERE HAS BEEN SOME USE OF THE GROUND FACILITIES. 

I DON'T WANT TO GIVE THE IMPRESSION THEY HAVE NOr'BEEN USED, 

BUll.CANNOT SAY WITH CERTAINTY WHETHER IT WAS SC;VIET -- I WOULD 

ASSUME THAT, BUT I WOULD NOT WANT TO SAY WITH CERTAINTY. 

QI HAS THAT COMMUNICATIONS STATION BEEN COMfLETED? THERE 

WAS A REPORT THAT A COMMUNICATIONS CENTER OR STATION WAS BEING 

BUILT IN CONNECTION WITH THIS CIENFUEGOS FACILITY, AND THAT SEEMS 

TO BE MORE SIGNIrICANT THAN THE SOCCER FIElD THAT WAS REPORTED 

OR OTHER RELATED RECREATIONAL FACIL~TIES. DO YOU KNOW IF THIS IS 

OPERATIONAL? 

At AS rAR AS THAT IS CONCERNED, I HAVE NO INFORMATION THAT 

IT IS OPERATIONAL AND I WOULD ALSO CAUTION YOU TO OVER-EMPHASIZING 

THE COMMUNICATIONS FACILITY BECAUSE IT IS NOT ABSOLUTElY NECESSARY 

TO HAVE A SEPARATE COMMUNICATIONS FACILITY -- I'VE NOTICED THERE 

HAVE BEEN STORIES THAT THAT'S THE HEART OF MAKING A DETERMINATION. 

THE IMPORTANT THING, OF COURSE, IS THE PRESENCE OF THE SUBMARINE 

TENDER. 

I'~ REALLY BEEN KIND OF MOVING AROUND. AS A MATTER OF rACT, 

I HAD TOLD DAN HENKIN AND JERRY FRIEDHEIM DOWN HERE THAT I BELIEVE 

THAT IT·S PROBABLY A GOOD IDEA TO GIVE A WEEKLY OR A REPORT 

EVERY 10 DAYS OR SO, BUT I'M NOT FOR GIVING A REPORT DOWN HERE 

EACH TIME THE SOVIET NAVY BLOWS ITS NOSE, SO I THINK YOU CAN 

OVERDO THIS BUSINESS TO. I'D RATHER GIVE AN OVERALL REPORT ON THE 

PRESENCE or SOVIET SHIPS IN THE MEDITERRANEAN, THE CARIBBEAN, 

AND OTHER AREAS RATHER THAN GETTING TO THE POSITION HERE WHERE 

WE'RE USING THOSE MORNING MEETINGS, WHICH WERE ESTABLISHED SINCE 

I BECAME SECRETARY or DEFENSE FOR ANY OTHER PURPOSE. 

Qt YOU SAID THERE IS NO EVIDENCE THAT THE SUB TENDER HAS 

- 9 ~ 



SERVICED A SOVIET NUCLEAR MISSILE SUBMARINE IN PORT. IS THERE 

ANY EVIDENCE THE SUB TENDER HAS SERVICED A SOVIET MISSILE SUBMARINE 

OUT OF PORT, BUT IN CARIBBEAN WATERS? 

AI I HAVE NO INFORMATION ALONG THAT LINE, AND I WOULDN'T 

WANT TO SAY THAT TENDER HAS NEVER SERVICED A SUBMARINE, BUT I HAVE 

NO INFORMATION THAT IT'S SERVICED A SUBMARINE IN THE CUBAN AREA. 

Qt HOW MUCH MORE TIME ON StAtION WOULD THE TENDER ALLOW THE 

SOVIEt SUBMARINES TO HAVE? 

AI YOU MEAN IF IT WERE ESTABLISHED? 

Qt YES, 

AI IT WOULD INCREASE THE TIfiEAT BY ABOUT APPROXIMATELY 

33 TO 4fIJ PERCENT. 

Q. HOW DO YOU FIGURE THAT? 

A. BECAUSE OF tHE TRANSIT tIME THAT'S INVOLVED IN GOING ON 

arrATION, BUT IT DOES NOT ELIMINAtE THE THREAT. THE Y-CLASS 

SUBMARINES ARE STILL ON STAtION. SOME PEOPlE THINK tHAt YOU 

CAN ELIMINATE THAT TIfiEAT, THE Y-CLASS SUBMARINES ARE CAPABLE 

OF BEING ON STATION. IT JUST REDUCES THE TRANSIT TIME AND GIVES 

THEM A GREATER CAPABILITY. IT COULD GIVE THEM A GREATER 

CAPABILITY IN THAT WAY. IT DOES NOT DO AWAY WITH THE THREAT AND 

THAT SHOULD BE UNDERSTOOD. 

AS FAR AS THE Y-CLASS SUBMARINES ARE CONCERNED, THE SOVIET 

UNION, AS I HAVE REPEATED MANY TIMES, WILL NOT HAVE A FORCE 

EQUAL TO OUR FORCE UNTIL EARLY 1974. WHEN I TALKED ABOUT THAT 

A YEAR AGO, SOME OF MY CRITICS INDICATED THAT I DIDN'T KNOW 

WHAT I WAS tALKING ABOUT. NOW IT SEEMS THAT THOSE SAME CRITICS 

JUST ACCEPT THAT FACT, AND I AM SURE THAT'S BEEN ACCEPTED NOW 

AND I'M NOT BEING ACCUSED AS OVER-ESTIMATING THE THREAT SIMPLY 

TO GEt lilY ROCK-BOTTOM, BARE-BONES DEFENSE BUDGET THROUGH THE 

CONGRESS, 

WE'VE MADE CONSIDERABLE PROGRESS IN REDUCING DEFENSE EXPENDITURES. 

I'VE TALKED ABOUT IT A LOT, BUT THERE ARE MANY PEOPLE I THINK 

tHAT DON'T UNDERSTAND THAT WE'VE ALREADY PASSED ON TO OTHER 

SECTIONS OF OUR BUDGEt, OUR PEACE DIVIDEND, AND WE'RE 

EXPENDING AT THE RATE OF ABOUT 17 BILLION DOLLARS IN TERMS OF 

- H' G 



CONSTANT 1971 DOLLARS BELOW THE RATE OF EXPENDITURE OF 1968. 

THAT'S WHY I'VE MADE AN ALL-OUT EFFORT ON THE 

RECLAMA WHICH IS BEING CONSIDERED BY THE FULL COMMITTEE OF THE 

SENATE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE AT THIS VERY MOMENT. WE'RE 

HOPEFUL THAT WE'LL BE SUCCESSFUL WITH THAT RECLAMA -- A MAJOR 

PORTION OF IT -- BECAUSE WE ARE AT A BUDGET LEVEL THAT IS AN 

EXTREMELY LOW BUDGETED LEVEL, PARTICULARLY IN VIEW OF WHAT THE 

SOVIET UNION IS DOING AT THIS TIME. 

I DID~ T GET A CHANCE TO TALK ABOUT NATO, GENTLEMEN. 

Q. PLEASE DO BEFORE YOU LEAVE. 

A. I'M GOING TO cur THIS OFF. I'VE BEEN GOING FOR 41 

MINUTES NOW. 

Q. IS IT A VIOLATION OF UNDERSTANDINGS WITH THE SOVIET UNION 

I' THE BASE AT CIENFUEGOS WERE USED FOR A TENDER TO SERVICE 

SUBMARINES AT SEA RATHER THAN IN PORT? 

A. I DON'T CARE TO SPECULATE ON THAT. 

Q. DO YOU FIND WHAT IS NOW GOING ON AT CIENFUEGOS PARTICULARLY 

OMINOUS OR THREATENING TO THE UNITED STATES? 

A. I HAVE TO ACCEPT THE STATEMENT THAT HAS BEEN MADE BY THE 

SOVIET UNION THAT THEY'RE GOING TO ABIDE BY THE UNDERSTANDING • 

INCLUDES SERVICING SUBMARINES. I DON'T SEE WHAT CAN BE 

ADDED TO THAT BY ANSWERING YOUR QUESTION. THEY HAVE COME our 

AND SAID THAT THEY WILL ABIDE BY THIS AND THEY WILL NOT BE 

SERVICING SUBMARINES, AND SO I ACCEPT THEIR STATEMENT. 

Q. IN LIGHT OF THE CONVERSATIONS AND DISCUSSIONS WITH THE 

RUSSIANS, BOTH PUBLIC AND OTHERWISE OVER THE LAST SEVERAL WEEKS 

ON THIS SUBJECT, ARE YOU SURPRISED THE SUBMARINE TENDER IS STILL 

IN CARIBBEAN WATERS? 

A. NO, I'M NOT. YOU WANT TO KNOW IF I'M SURPRISED OR NOT, 

IS THAT THE QUESTION? 

Q. THE EXPECTATION WAS THAT THE TENDER WOULD GO BACK HOME. 

IF THEY'RE NOT GOING TO SERVICE SUBMARINES, WHAT'S THE POINT 

OF HAVING THEM THERE? 

A. THAT'S A QUESTION THAT SHOULD BE DIRECTED TO THE SOVIET 

-1/-
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0" I 'liAS ASKlloJG YOUP REACTION TO n. PATliE:;' TIlAi r:!t':Q c: 

Aqr YOU ~URPRrSED •• eTHAT THE SUBMARINE TE'lDEFI HAS RE~AINESo 

Ac I WOUlD BE SURPRISED IF THEY SERVICED A SOVr<:T S'\!"''''A''i'~F. 

I" VIEW OF THE STATEMENTS WHICH HAVE BEEN MADE. 

Q. ! 'l PORT OR OTHERIrII S£7 

A. I wOULD SE SURPRISED II' IT WOULD BE A NUCLEAR SUBMAI<INE, 

YES, I WOULD BE SURPRISED IF THEY DID THAT IN VIEW OF wHAT l~yvIIF 

SAID. IN IIIEW OF THE F1EPORT WHICH WAS MADE BY TASS WHICH:AME ~';r 

VERY STRONG AND CLEAR THAT THEY DID NOT I!ojTEND TO. 

~. DO YOU HAVE ANY INDICATION THAT THIS TENDER IS O~ liS 

WilY HOME? 

A. I REALLY DON°T CARE TO COMMENT ON THAT. IN CON'lECTIGN 

.:14 THE SOVIET ACTIVITIES IN THE MEDITERRANEAN AND THE 

CAR iBflEA!I, 1° VE RELATED TO YOU SOME OF THE SHIP MOVEMENTS 

THAT ARE INVOLVED AND I DO Nor CARE TO STATE WHAT THE ORDERS 

ARE OF ANY OF THE SOVIET SHIPS AS TO THEIR MOVEMENTS IN THE ~EXT 

~EEK OR TWO WEEKS. I THINK THAT"S A MATT~R THAT 1'~ 

Nor COMPETENT TO STATE WHAT THE ORDERS ARE OF ANY OF THE SHIPS 

THAT I I{AVE DISCUSSED WITH YOU. 

Q. HAilE YOU TAKEN OVER THE MAKING OF FOREIGN POLICY 'RO~ 

T;{'E SEC1'!ET ARY OF ST ATE ROGERS? 

A. NO, I THINK QUITE THE OPPOSITE. WE'VE NEVER HAD aETTER 

COOPERATiON BETWEEN THE SECRETARY OF STATE AND TIfE SECPETAR'Y OF' 

DEFENSF SINCE I'VE BEEN HERE IN WASHINGTON. lOVE WATCHED 

TH~r FOR A LONG PERIOD OF TIME AND I THINK 11(£ COOPERATIO!l AND 

UNDERS'!ANDING WHICH EXIST BETWEEN THE SECRETARY Of' STATE AND THE 

SECRETARY OF DEFENSE HAS NEVER BEEN BETTER. fToS NOT MY , 

INTENTION OR THE INTENTION OF THIS DEPARTMENT Te DEAL IN TIlf: 

FOREIGN POLICY AREA. WE HAVE CERTAIN RESPONSIBILI!~~S AS FA~ 

AS DEFENSE PLANNING IS CONCERNED, THE AREA OF NATIONAL SS:CURl!!'. 

A~ OUR INPUT IS MADE AND THE FACT OF THE ~ATTER IS WE CAN, 

BuT WE HAVE NOT MOVED IN THAT DIF1ECTION AT All. 

I CAN ASSURE YOU OF THAT. 

Q. AS A MATTER OF CREDIBll ITV, BECAUSE THE SECRET ARY 5A 1: 

I{F THOUGHT Tf<E SOVIETS WOUlDN" T SERVICE THEIR NUCl.Ef.R SU?M~C; ~2 C 



w~s THAT THEY DIC ~OT HAVE ns SUBMARINF ~ASF: fN CI!:"f')~GO<; 

AND LEAVING SOME DOUBT AS TO WHETHER THEY WOULD USE SOM~eODY 5 

if. NDER O~ SUB HERE. THEY MERELY SAID THEY wOULD REPORT 

UNDERSTANDING THEY HAD IN 1962 WHICH WE ASSUMED OF' NOT 

BASING OfFENSIVE WEAPONS IN CUBA. THAT DOES NOT MEAN THEY WOULD 

NOT SERVICE A NUCLEAR SUBMARINE. LEToS SAY. OUTSIDE THE WATERS 

OF THE CARIBBEAN? 

A. I KNOW WHEN THAT QUESTION CAME UP, I DID NOT RESPOND 

TO THAT, BUT I THINK THAT THE SITUATION WAS SUCH THAT SERVICING 

WITHIN THE CUBAN HARBOR WAS INVOLVED IN THEIR STATEI'IENi. 

! T~INK YOU'RF: RIGHT IN YOUR INTERPRETATION OF THE RUSSIAN 

TASS REPORT AND I HAVE NOTHING TO QUARREL WITH YOUR 

!NTF~PRETATION, BUT WHEN I WAS ASKED THE QUESTIO~ OF 

WHETHER I WOULD CONSIDER THAT, I DIDN'T COMMENT ON THAT 

PARTICULAR QUESTION. I THINK THAT YOUR INTERPRETATION, AS 

FAR AS READING THEIR STATEMENT, IS UNDOUBTEDLY CORRECT AND 

THEY DID NOT COVER IN THAT STATEMENT SERVICING OF' SUBMARINES 

AT SEA IN INTERNATIONAL WATERS AND THAT I THINK WOUlD BE AN 

ENTIRELY DIFFERENT QUESTION, AND ONE WHICH I DID NOT 

vIRECT MY ATTENTION TO, AND I TRIED TO DIVERT AWAY FROM T~AT 

PARTICULAR QUESTION WHEN IT WAS ASKED o 

Qe WHEN YOU SAID YOU WOULD BE SURPRISED IF THEY SERVICED 

~~Y NUCLEAR SUBMARINES, YOU MEANT IN THE PORT O~ CIENFUEGOS? 

A, YESe THAT IS WHAT I WAS REFERRING TO. 

Q. SORRY FOR THE INTERRUPTION. 

A. 1 THINK THERE IS A DIFFERENCE, AND THE DIFFERENCE THAT 

LLOYD MAKES, AND IF I GAVE THE IMPRESSION THAT I WAS APPLYING 

Ir TO a~ IF THAT TENDER WAS USED AT ANY TIME IN THE FUTURF Af SEA. 

1 DON°r MEAN TO OIVE YOU THAT IMPRESSION BECAUSE 1 ASSUME THAT 

T~AT TENDER WILL BE USED TO SERVICE SUBMARINES IN THE FUTUqr A~o 

I DON"T KNOW WHAT REASON THEY"D HANG ON TO IT IF THEY DIDN'T 

Sf.RVICr SUBMARINES. BUT MY REMARKS WERE BASED ON MY 

! rlTERPRETATICN A'lD TH! INT!Rl"RETATION WHICH YOU SHARE ABouT 

THE TASS REPORT. 

Q. CA~ yev TELL us A~OUT NATO? 



A. IOLL JUST BRltFLY COVER IT. AS FAR AS NAiO IS CONCER~Er,; 

lit WILL at DISCUSSING AT THE DEFENSE PLANNING COMMITTEE"S 

MEETING, THE AD-70 STUDY, WHICH DEALS WITH THE ALLIANCE 

DEFENSE PLANS FOR THE DECADE OF THE 1970·5. THIS IS A VERY 

IMPORTANT STUDY WHICH WAS INITIATED AFTER PRESIDENT NIXON·S 

FOREIGN POLICY STATEMENT TO THE CONGRESS EARLIER THIS YEAR. 

IToS A COMPREHENSIVE REVIEW OF THE STRATEGY OF NATO, THE 

STRATEGY THAT WAS USED FOR THE PERIOD OF THE 50·S • 60°S, AND 

WHAT CHANGES NEED TO BE MADE AND SHOULD BE ADDRESSED TO MEET 

THE THREAT OF THE WARSAW PACT COUNTRIES DURING THE DECADt OF 

THE 1970°S. I THINK THAT THIS WILL BE ONE OF THE I'IOST IMPORTANT 

OF THE NATO MEETINGS THAT I HAVE ATTENDED SINCE lOVE BEEN 

SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, PARTICULARLY THE DEFENSE PLANNING 

COMMITTEEoS MEETINGS WHICH WILL ADDRESS THIS VERY IMPORTANT PAPER. 

I WON°T GET INTO THE NATO THING. lOLL REPORT TO YOU ON THAi 

WHEN I GET BACK9 IF YOU HAVE ANY OTHER QUESTIONS = $ 

Q. WHAT WILL YOU T£tL THEM ABOUT OUR FORCES IN EUROPE? 

A. OUR INTENTION IS TO MAINTAIN OUR FORCE CAPABILITIES 

THROUGHOUT THIS F"ISCAL YEAR. OF COURSE, WE HAVEN"T GOT OUR 

BUDGET APPROVED FOR THIS FISCAl. YEAR BUT WE INTEND TO HAVE IT 

APPROVED, AND THUS FAR WE'VE HAD NO REDUCTIONS WHICH HAVE BEE~ 

ASSIGNED TO OUR NATO FORCESs WE INTEND TO MAINTAIN THOSE SAME 

FORCE CAPABILITIES IN THE BUDGET WHICH WE SUBMIT TO THE CONGRESS 

IN FISCAL YEAR 1972. I"LL GIVE YOU A DETAILED REPORT ON THE 

NATO SITUATION WHEN I ARRIVE BACK AFTER THE MEETING. 

WE WILL CONTINUE TO PUT OUT INFORMATION ON A REGULAR BASIS 

EVEN THOUGH WE MAY BE ACCUSED OF TRYING TO STIMUlATE SOME 

INTEREST IN DEFENSE PLANNING AND IN NATIONAL SECURITY 

PROBLEMS WHICH fACE THIS COUNTRYo 1 FEEt THE AMERICAN PEOPLE 

HAVE A RIGHT TO THIS INFORMATION AND WE WILL CONTINUE TO PUT our 
THE IN~ORMATION IN THIS DEPARTMENT. WE MAY BE CONDEMNED BY 

OUR CRITICS FOR PUTTING OUT INFORMATION AS TO THE THREATS 

FACING THE FREE WORLD, BUT AS LONG AS I"M SECRETARY Of DEfENSE 

WE'RE GOING TO CONTINUE PUTTING OUT THIS INFORMATION. 

Q. (INAUDIBLE.) 



A. I'LL Blvr YOU A COMPLETE BRIEFING ON THF N.IC ~[ET:n1. 

I WAS GOING TO GET INTO THAT TODAY AND DISCUSS IT ~IrH YOU, 

BUT ON MY RETURN I"LL GET INTO A COMPLETE REPORT AS FAR AS T'>1-

NATO MEETING IS CONCERNED. IO M SORRY THAT WE DID NOT HAVE THE 

OPPORTUNITY TODAY. 

Q. • •• I"1.l BE WILLING TO SIT HERE ALL DAY AND LISTEN. 

A. I HAVE THE ARMY COMMANDERS IN AND THEy'RE WAITING TO 

HEAR rROM ME. I SPEAK BEFORE THEM AT 12.00 THIS NOON, AND AS 

MUCH AS 1 WOULD lIKE TO SPEND MORE TIME WITH YOU, I'VE BEEN HERE 

NOW ALMOST AN HOUR. IT'S BEEN DELIGHTFUL. lOVE ENJOYED IT, 

BUT I DO rEEL THAT I SHOULD MAKE MY APPEARANCE AS CLOSE TO 

SCHEDULE AS I POSSIBLY CAN. 

Q. HAVE YOU HAD AN INDICATION THERE HAVE BEEN ANY REPRISALS 

ON THE PRISONERS OF WAR SINCE THE RAID LAST WEEK? 

A. NO. THIS IS A MATTER THAT WE CONSIDERED VERY CAREFULLY 

AND THERE IS NO SUCH INDICATION. I BELIEVE THAT DISCUSSING THIS 

POW QUESTION SINCE WE HAVE OPENLY FOR THE LAST 15 MONTHS OR SO 

AND THE ACTIONS THAT WE HAVE TAKEN INDICATE QUITE CLEARLY THAT 

JUST THE OPPOSITE IS TRUE. I BELIEVE THAT PEOPLE THROUGHOUT 

THE WORLD UNDERSTAND FULLY OUR CONCERN FOR THE WEll BEING OF THESE 

MEN AND THAT WE"RE SERIOUS ABOUT INSISTING THAT THEIR CONDITIONS 

IE IMPROVED. 

PRESSs THANK YOU VERY MUCH. 

(AS SECRETARY OF DEFENSE EXITED, ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS WERE 

POSED BY NEWSMEN. FOLLOWING IS A PARTIAL TRANSCRIPT OF THAi 

UCHANGE I) 

Q. I BELIEVE SOME OF THE CONFUSION THAT AROSE FROM YOUR 

STATEMENT OF MONDAY, WHEN YOU SAID THERE WAS NO EXPENDITURE 

Of ORDNANCE, WAS THAT ONLY IN RELATION TO NAVY DECOY MISSION OfF 

THE COAST? 

A. THE SITUATION AS FAR AS THIS DIVERSIONARY FORCE WAS 

CONCERNED, I WAS ASKED ABOUT THE DIVERSIONARY FORCE ¢~ THE 

ORDNANCE THAT IT USED AS FAR AS HAIPHONG AND HANOI, THEY WERE GIVE'! 

THE MISSION OF PUTTING OUT FLARES. AS FAR AS THEIR ORD£RS ARE 

CONCERNED THEY WERE NOT ON ANY BOMBING MISSION AT ALlo THEY 

DROPPED fLARES DOWN THERE AS A DIVERSIONARY TACTIC. TlfElR 



.. 

INSTRUCTIONS WERE THAT THEY COUlD USE THEIR ELECTRON!C MISS;~f~ 

IF' THE ANTIAIRCRAFT WEAPONS =- SAM == LOCKED' INTO THEM. 

IN THAT PARTICULAR CASE, THERE WERE ONLY THREE LOCKED IN AND THE 

ONL Y EQUIPMENT THAT THEY EXPENDED WERE WHEN THEY WERE 

LOCKED ON. AND THIS IS AUTOMATIC; THE PILOT AUTOMATICALLY CAN USE 

THEIR SHRIKE WHEN THEY"RE LOCKED IN. THAT DIVERSIONARY TACTIC, 

THERE WAS NO ORDNANCE OTHER THAN THE ELECTRONIC FIRING OF 

THREE • • • THAT I TAL KED ABOUT. THERE WAS NO BOMBLOAD OR 

ANYTHING LIKE THAT. WHEN THEY WERE LOCKED IN AND FIRING AT TIlAT 

PARTICUlAR AIRCRAF'T, THAT PILOT HAS THE RIGHT, AND AS LONG AS 

I'M SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 1°M NOT GOING TO SEND PILOTS UP THERE, 

THAT WHEN THEYoRE LOCKED IN ON RADAR LIKE THAT, DO NOT HAVE 

THE AUTHORITY TO USE THIS ELECTRONIC MISSILE TO GO IN ON THE SITE 

THAT HAS THEM LOCKED IN. 

BUT AS FAR AS BOMBING ORDNANCE, AS FAR AS BOMBING RAID 

AGAINST HAIPHONG AND HANOI, ABSOLUTELY NONE. IF YOU HAVE ANY 

QUESTIONS, lOLL ANSWER THE QUESTIONS ON THIS. THE THING ABOUT 

IT WAS WHEN YOU ASKED THE QUESTION OF COLONEL SIMONS, I THINK 

THAT· S THE QUESTION YOU'RE REFERRING TO, AND WHEN HE WAS ASKED, 

HE WAS NOT FAMILIAR WITH THE 0 ••• 

Q. MY RECOLLECTION WAS YOUR ANSWER TO ANOTHER QUESTION. 

A. YOU FIND THE ANSWER, AND lOLL BE GLAD TO eQ I DON·T 

THINK I MISLED YOU AT ANY TIME ON THAT ISSUE. THE ONLY PEOPlE 

I MISLED WAS TUESDAY MORNING WHEN I OVERSTATED THE NUMBER OF 

MISSILES ACTUALLY FIRED. (END TEXT> 
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