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¥R. NITZE:

MR. HARRIVAN:

in the view
You raised earlier the difference/bwtween the British and ourselves 3 I think

you could define it in this way basically: that it-is obvious that the
course of action wﬁich the British decided to pursue in Iran of letting the

situation deteriorate until the Iranians were willing to yell ?

and ask Anglo-Iranian to come back. That created certain risks; the British
were aware of this, as we were. The British had so much at stake here,
both in terms of prestige and balance of payments, sarnings in the oil
company, that they were willing to take greater risks than we. And of course
ve, having spent billions of dollars through the Marshall Plan and Greek-
Turkish aid progrw, in order to proiect orurselves against similar risks,
having the rich man's psychology of really being much more cautious and aware
of danger and wanting to guard ourselves against it than the British, who
hsvo Iess to protect, were not willing to take that risk. It has turned out
that Iran did not fall, but hqv/:ﬁdwe, iho were responsible, have failed
to taka some action in light of‘the risks that we ran? If Iran had fallen,
we would have spent the rest of our lives explaining why we hadn 't done
anything, and the Russians would have been at the north end of the Persian
the Gulf at

Gulf looking aorosg/n the oil fields of Saudi Arabia at Kuwait., We weren't
willing to risk as much as the British were.
They had pride to protect, which/ they thouégl;ﬁ would affect them in other
areas and in the 'iddle Hast generally. There is one thing f iﬁterest,
though, when you talk about comparing tﬁe Turks. The ‘I‘urks take great pride
in the fact that they have always fought and kept the invader outj the

~=gnd this to some extent explains lMossadegh--the Iranians
Iraniansftake pride in the fact that they have always survived--tljey have

always lost but they have always survived every invasion. And they don't .

- gkkk fight; they just let people came into the country and take them over.

And that attitude is one which partially explains Mossadeghj it's an Iranian

trait. They don't get up and fight. It was perfectly"extraordinaw'—-tha

incidemts in history in which we would have said they were yeliqw dogs they
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- with each passing month.

Fhether they realize it or notj; they must realize...

took great pride in. A congueror came in and slaughtered thousands of their

pesople and they wersess

' They were there... (confused)

I think that must be in largs part the answer t that first question I asked=-

what Mossadegh thougzht about the Kussians. As for the oil si‘hzation..; )

es»thay got down on their lmees before the invader; they took great pride—
thyy weren't ashamed ik at all that they hadn't fought with them; they

Just came to terms with them and killed everybody eff but still they were

: s8till theree..

There's only one thing--every month they pestpone the oil settlement as far
as pur§ oil, ths? industrial oil thing, goes--and I l_md a lock at that not
long ago—-the situation gets more &me:;se for Iran every passing month. The
existing fields in the Middle East grow in wholly available, low course
capacity, and the range of exploration is extending every month. Within the
laste-Ueorge probably knows more about this than I do--but within the past

year, serious exploration and drilling has/been extended to Israel a.nd

Bgypt and Turtfecn-'furkey has just reviscd its lawe=in ‘l‘rans-Jordan, all’
through=ein Ethiopia=you're going to get new fieldas in there as well as the

standard old; sc the position of Iran will be comparatively less aatisfaotory

I should tlhink that must be true.

I think they realize it in part today..

. esseB80 elementary...

And T think this in part explains why they ave perhaps more disposed to do

a degl than theay ever were before. They've seen this thing nowj they now '
know=-every men, woman and child in Iran knows something s;bmzt‘ the oil busi-
ness. I think they now, all of them to some extent see that they lost gro'und
during this period; oil was flowinge...
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ot figures that they lost about half a billion dollars as against

making the deal in '51.
People always said.(eonfused)...this was going to bc...(cqm‘used)

»+ s8N ENOTMOUS SUM, as I remmber it, their total gross na'biénal product
figure was around a little over a billion (million?) dollars... (confused)
This'll be an expmple to other countries to nationalisze your oilj I've always

felt quite the reverse-~that this was an object lessonj this was the bad boy,

«esAs far as Iran géas, this may make the situation more dangerous, because
if the Soviet Union comes alon: with a big purchase offer of reconstruction
oil, it begins to look more attractive to them; of course, the alternatives
to this... .

The Soviets, of course, have a ‘surplus of o0il and couldn't .handlé it from
Iran anyway, .

No, but unless they did it, you know, no way of doing it...

‘There's no way the Soviets could handle any Iranian oil.

Well, that I didn't know. Not even with their powers of ’ g?) ?
Do what? '

George said the Soviets can't handle any Iranian oil.

They don't need it, because they have a surplus of their OWN. o sl

<

They would need it far fuel in time of war, wouldn't they? Novpsd”

Even less in time of war,..

They 'd have to move it around by tanker; they haven't got the tankers to

move it. It's utterly imposaible to get it over the mountains...

You can build A pipeline over the mountains...

You can. I don't want to say it's utterly impossible, but to require a modest
investment... |

It would be a matter of ten years and a Mmdws investment...

And it isn't like going there and taking some oil; they've got to build

tankers; make an enormous investment in a pipeline, and then they would have
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to make an enormous investment in tanlers to take it across ihe‘caspian...-
Well, this has & bad effect on the Iranian position; what effect does this
have on the British position? They're the onss who won't get paid; in some

of course the payment itself is unimportant but with respect to
cases maybe/titks jowourkmmmeardndats the principle maybe it 's worthvfhile

from their peoint of view having held the line; even though they don‘t get ;
nickel out of it, but what is the effect of it on them--I mean in terms of
the possible settlememt? This property itself is going downhill,

I should think that the British would not lose. If you can imagine the
earth opening up and swallowing all the oil in Iran, I think the British
vmuld be just as well off. ‘

I think Anglo-Iranian are making as much money today as they ever have-
Their markets (confused) : - :

“eenedn Kuﬂait, from the Smomt Of crnde.-.

I think the British hwe lost, bacause the racketeers(?) are taking part of

it in Kuwait bub still others have; they've lost a good deal by it.

I think their stated profits now are the highest in history.

The world as a whole hésxi"t suffered from it; it did for a short period..
'I'hey suffered acutely dnring the period they were buying dollar oil and

immmmt:m expenswe pipes...
For a short period.

But they've replaced most of the refinigg capacity in crude now, I believe,
quite satisfactorily. They would like to recoup samsthing from this investe
ment they have, of course, and under this new arrangement the companies

would acquire what virtuslly is in Iran the poéi_t ion of a concessionnaire

to other countries, although under the name of hatd.onaiizat&.on, will give
Anglo-Tranian swome comspnsation—~the amount, I don't know. I think it's

worth pointing out here the position of the An@l.o-Iranian (il Co. in this
thing; I homestly think that one of the principal redons for this whole
difficulty was the anachronism in the British government which g,ivas the
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but not under ‘the Conservativee..

‘Govermment was losing power, they were Labour men and were stﬂ);}eot to great

when I came to London after the whole thing was over, at a time when there

and I and Makins w_en{ to lunch. And so Frazier--I had »_nev'er. met, Fraziar

‘with the Foreign 0ffice=-the Directors of the Anglc-Iran:Lan were appointed

Anglo—Iranié.n 011 Co. the power that it has, because Fragier is much more
powerful than any cabinet officer. And this derives from the fact that

the Britiéh Government owns, but ‘doss not 'axdorcias control of, the companyj
it is sovereign and under no govérimaxt. Bﬁt iq our country ,the goverrment
doesn't ovn the companies; the companies, although they, run their own affairs
know that thgro'é a government above somewhere. But Sir Willia is stronger
than the government. »

You mean the British government controls it on a '52 (indistimt)...

That's right; but sime t-hay control it and don't exarcise oontrol, that

in a sense makes it (confused)... '

Paradoxically, George, I thought that was true under the Labour Government

(confused)

....&nd the reason I thought I was talking to Averell is that iRk Labour

criticism :l.f, as Labour mén, thay barged in and manhandled this company
; British :
being run by very campetent people, presumably, in the Government .
ch had hurt thes ;,re&t
They lost several hundred million dollars of axchang_e_‘_/hmﬁxﬁi; s0 thw
were afraid to move into the aituation, even more afraid than a Gonservat.ive

might be wnder the same circamstances. I'1l tell you an interesting insights

wasn*t much to be done, a few weeks after Ragmara was shot, and noone knew

what. to do. Strang arranged tat I meet Sir Willlam at his office, and he

before--'razier opened up with some statement that he understood that we'd
; somewhat

beeg/critical of him and his concept of tiis whole affair; I tried to brush
it of f and said, "iell, there were a few things in the past that we thought

should have been done 3" and he turned to Strmg—--—btrang being his contact
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by the Admiralty and the Treasury, not by the Foreign 0ffice. The Foreign
0Office had no direct representation on his bea;'d; Strang was his contact at
the Forelgn Office. Ax_ld he turned to Sir William axﬂ he said, "Sir William,
you've never told me anything I've done wrong, have you?" And S:l:r William
gsald, "Of céursq not, Sir Willism." This was actually after they'd lost the |

concassions

8ir, I wonder whether you felt the impact the anti-trust, criminal investiga=-

tion was on making it easier or harder for the U, 8. oil companies-emaking it
more or less likely that they would do their share in the arrangement we
were working out in the fall of '52. ‘

myself, because
. thought it worked both waypj insofar as they were concernsd about that
ixﬁniry after the clection, an arrangement under which they got a release °

gseemed to me to guarantee cne thing--that nething'would come of the grand

 jury procesding, and I was never clear that there wa:n't a certain element

of carrot in there that made the fact timt that proceeding had been insti-
tuted perhaps helpful, insofar as it could be called off, because Lhere were
lobs of reasons that they did not want to participate in this. They didn't
part.ieularly want to cut back on their own production, where théy had con=
cassionaa‘ They didn't. particularly want to make it easier for Iran to escape
& bad.apanld.ng;,aﬁd one of the fmm things I seemed to sense in the few

tines AI tal ked with@thm,_ why tha& ware interested in talking was that a

govermuen t-sponsored arrangement with one of those War Powers Act releases

would have certeinly cut any--cut Mr, imerglink's (spi?) down to the

MR. NITZE (7):
MR. ACHESOHNS

HRe PeBHES NITZE:

ankless 7
This is right; this is probably the carrot...baif fv e A CO“W@?»;.
I think that's right. ‘

I think it's warthwhile to point out that in a sense owr difficulties were
from the unlimited applicetion of three primeiples : on the part of the |

British, the rule of law, with no exception; you just carried this out
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fairly and without exception, covering the whole field. This was part of
ow trouble with the British. With the Irsnians, it was the rule of sove~
reignty; there were no limits to what a soversign nationf could do. And to

¥r. Bnerglick (sp?) in the Anti-Trust Division, it was the infinite applica-

bility of the anti-trust laws. People Who got themselves just married to

these concepts and couldn't see that there were any other conceptss this
really = ‘ _
was/the essence of our problem.

Well, of course, Paul, theis are a couple things in that. I was never eclear

that the British weren't somswhat overstating the rule of law, particularly

 ¥m with reference to the suits they threatened to bring against the private

purchasers. The only two adjudicated cases were settled on thate—one of
‘them from the court at Aden, which held in fgvof of the Anglo-Iras ian 0il
Co., which is not particularly surprising in a colonial court, and the
other in an Italian eourt, which went the other way.
"The one in Japan went the other way. ;
Yes, that quéstionn-tm Hlague wouldn't recognize the case and the Security
Countil wouldrn’t- %eeagniza the case, so this original lofty British legal
law position was found possible onl_y in the coﬁrt at Aden. I t-‘h_ink Phil
will agree when you get that case that we had involved in the hides requi-
sitioned in Nr. Via, Edge (?) and several other companies' business, pretty

well establishes that insofar as the mﬁts to reestablish title to the oil

(were concerned), certainly in an American court wouldn't have much chance.

I mean the Supreme Court... ‘

I think Paul was not saying whebher their view was right. or not or sound or
unsound, but the whole attitude of the British Treasury was a legalistic .
attitude on this, because they thought it was esSgntial to take that atti-

tude to protect their foreign investment.

Well, the other thing, back to the third point-ifr. Hmerglick's intransigence.

: : ( fenrihl :
While agreed that he was not m%elpful, and while agreed he didn't

a
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the Seoretary of War, Chairmen of the Joint Skmffwm Chiefs of Staff, all

this and said, "General Bradley, I don't agree with you." And to my great

such motive in mind when he i.nsi.tuted that procwding—-quita different ones—
I think that the faet that the thing had been started might well have been
helpful 1n the event that having been started, it could have been called off
an proper grounds, and it made these fellows interested in ;loing/:lozutlggy :
might otherwise not have done. ‘
Well, I think that as long as there was a chance that this was going to be
done, they wanted in on it; they probably wouldn't have liked to have the
thing happen at all, But if it was geing to happen, I think they all wanted 7
in on i‘b.

discussion
We h&d a very amusing-not amusing, it was pretty painfu_ym one

afternoon when we got the Attorney Ceneral, the Secretary of the Treasury,

into the-wand talked about getting these companies into this thing, and they

would have to have some kind of dispensation. And merglick was fighting

very strongly against any kind of a dispensation at all with the anti-

trust laws. And we pointed out that if we émim 't solve this thing and

it sémid the only way you could solva it was to get the American éompanios
in a way which

to come in/ kel mist viclate the anti—trust law, unless they had some smyk

labor on this, It was just insoluble; you couldn't possibly dsal with it.

And the country might go to hell; the Russians would take it over, and

Emerglick said that he didn't think that that had any bearing on the national

interest of the United States, which was to enforce the anti-trust laws.

And Brad said, "Well, it'll have a good deal of effect on the national

interest of the United States, because if you move the Soviet power from

wﬁarg it is all the way d:wnkthrmygh Iran to the Persian Gulf, the whole

burden of defense and the whole rearrvangement of the strategic p].axia of

the United States are going to be pretiy fast." And merglickrliatmed to

surprise, Brad just said, "Oh, don't you?" 7 .
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Oh, he was so madd that he was speechless. Of course, that opinion really

made f.hat. performance so0 oulragecuS...

....kmm&ﬁm 80 extraordinary how a fedlow like that can get
that kind of

int _/a position Ykerxkioak in the American government. e discussed that

up and dom. ’

Wlell, the thing that made the psrformﬁmoe so0 bad was this: that akX this was
all dealt with on the basis of the Sherman Act and with no reference to the
fact that there was on the books at that moment authority for a Presidenti‘al
exemption when required for purchase under the Wational Production Act. HNow
it is true that authority giving exemption expired on June 30, 1953, but
there was no serious quéstion but\ what if an arrangement was entered into
and workable there would be no problem in getting that extended. And yet
this whole matter was discussed by a representative of the Attorney General
in the Attorney General's presence without any reference at a.li to a statua-

tory prévision which made it entirely discretionary with the President
to do exactly what the mational security required. About as shocking a
performance, I think, as you'll see in a good country mile.

What was that business about getting somebody who wasn't mixed up in the
thing to sign samething or 6ﬂler ~--gome stafje in there where you had to get

somebody who had clean hands?

Viell, this was probably ‘the Securlty Council...
No, it wasn't the Security Council... _ e
Yes, this \fas...

Dean couldn't go to the meeting; I couldn't go to the meetirg, Butch couldn'y
go to the meeting '

Oh, yes, that was it... .

Bruce couldn't go to the meeting; Chip finally went...(confused)

Chipps, oh yes...
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(I wonder if any of you recollect?) various
(confused), ..the fact that in 1943, Dean, myself and/others considered an

Anglo-American oll treaty? It might have helped.. .forastalled various
s’ituations_.‘. » 4
It might very well 'have...

eesbut it did not gel...

I vorked on that for the X FiA.

Vany"pm;obablj... :
No, T guess it wasn'ty I guess it was...it's basically.ss
I must say, George, leoking baeck, I can recognige certain defects in‘ tbo o i
proposal; we heve lost S some thing—-very much in the dark on matters which
have become very much clearer since...
If you ask me, I don't Ymow what economy blocked ity I don't think there waa
any real opposit&on in Texas to it.
There was; the independents were very strong..

I have a strong suspicion t&mt...(conﬁned)...ﬁouavel‘b'e...
sessthat one company had caused the trouble? I hadn't realized it was the
independents.ee A
Yes.

\

Paul, n January 20, 1953, were the British prepared to buy the package? I'v

got the impression—I was sti1l around until the 26th, because of the anti-

trust case and subpoenas in it-—-md leeker came back from London about tho

25th with the im:ression that he wasn't entirely clear that this arrangement

determined
wherekxv the campensation was going to be/gmwmement by the International Court

of Justice, not acting as an International Court, but as private arbitrators.
That was not enti;'ely acceptable to the Br'itish;'is my impression wrong on
that?

W're@ollectim was the other way; that they did agree to--we worked out a
lnnguage with/ trmbwhich covered the point you're talking about, which was

acceptabl& to them and which wasn't really the basis for the disagreement
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with Mossadegh. The disagrecment--when lossie decided that this thing
was just politically infeasible from his standpoint in Iran, and when

he hoped to get a better deal with Eisenhower, the points ,fhat he raiaed\
were di fferent points. One of them ﬁas this language, or the quesiion of
the basis on which the Coupt--the g\;\idelinaa that the Court would accept
in determining the compensation, whether it was the compensation for the_
ﬁermipation of the enterprise or whether it was some other hnguagé which
the British wanted. ’

At some stage thsy'had it arfanged on a sanewhat=-an almost whimsical basis—=

* gort of pick a law, any 1&?, in which the Iranians had the right to pick

any British nationalization law and then designate...
This was still after (7) ... :

df course, our position at ‘the beginning was very weak for two reasonss
one, of course the fact that the British had nationalized industxy; but
also the Mexican olil settlement, where our government viewed the oil
companies as very weak and settled for fifteen million dollars when th'ayk

wanted ten times that amount émd did not recognize any...

We worked all this out with the companies; this is one of the things we

went to Mossadegh withe-and that was, if you used the Mexican settlement
as-a basis and took--I forget how many tons a year were involved in Mexico=-
but if you took the percentage, the right .p"&,gportion for;Iz;an, you came out
to a figure of eight hundred million dollars for Iran. We actually got
paid-—the amount the }eiexicans actually settled, if ‘transla‘bed to the Iranian
scene without adjustment for the inmcrease in prices in the interval, would
work out to eight hundred million dollars for Iran. ‘ _

Wlell, you see it\was ccmplicéted by the faci that production in Mexico
dropped off because the companies who participated\ in nationalization hadn't

kept up the 0il property, but also...

Well, no. It was on the basis of the Duteh oil, meaning ,th/e Royal Dutch,
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 The mrinciple of the settlmncit, as I recall, was no compensation for oil

. that in Iran, you wouldn't get much out of it. There's quite a lot of

.e.and ten billion barrels of oil in the ground, which would be worth ten billiof

raised? On the liiddle Past?

- extremsely interesting points and I'd hoped there'd be an 0pp'ortun:!.ty to dis-

One thing that I think we should keep in mind is why we are interested in

' of weakness to us which could be exploited by the Russians--that in a more

of these issues which we now do. And even our traditional attitude toward

it was on the basis of the Dutch as they existed when the nationalization
took place. ‘
But production had dropped in Vexico by the time that nationalization did

take place, because the eompa’nieva had let it drop in anticipation of it.
in the groﬁnd,' only compensation for surface facilities. 'And if you applied

difference between the value of the wells, all the Iranian.,.quite a differﬂ

Boccarini? worked it all outj we were working with him...

dollrs in America. _
& 3

Yes, but it's in Iran.
Dean, will we have a chance %o td k about some of the general points you

Yes, right ndw.

I don't want to~-you of course in your general presentation raised some

cuss some of those..e.

Let us take them up right this minute.

I don't want to terminate the Iranian thing unless...

Oh no, I think we're pretty well through with it.

these Colonial problems. There's no question that we are basically intereste

because of the cold war and the faet of political instability creates areas
normal world we would not necessarily concern ourselves with a great many

colonialism I don't believe would lead us into taking national positions

ST o R SRR
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about a great many of these guestiens, apart, maybe, from our position in
the UJs Ai@ I think that's one thing we should keep in mind. Now, in
takigng the position that we do, which is basically to maintain the mkamrkx
status quo in the wu::lg/b:::ﬁsm:gh a change might be desirable, the process
of ch&xga leads to instabllities; we get ourselves in very dangerous posi-
tions, If, say, the world had besn frozen at any given period in the past,
a great deal ‘of the progress which has been made in the world would not be |
possible, If, for example, we had never been able to revoél.t against 1?1'19

British, or various other wars had never been fought to a conclusion, a

great deal of progress would have been denied the world., And in a sense
- XMI¥XIE one of tha great problems of the UN--I don't know whether it's

generally recognized--is to prevent wars from being fought out. It's very

‘dangerous to stop a war from being fought out, because no one is willing to

act like a loser. And there's no proff yet that wars which are not fought
out can ever really be resolved by peaceful methods--the existing examples,

 the Arab-Israeli is one, Kashmir is another, are not very good of wars

baving beds stepped RARSIALLY wive' rainhing séy aspessent By Yk T
think it would be a dangerous form of thinking that this present attitude
of ours, which is dictated‘art.draly by the cold war, could lead us into
general recognition--approval of all the status quoi in the world. Now,

the Middle Fast I'd always analyzed 1s a great problem, mainly because it's
the tag end of policiaa made elsewhere. No one reall& cares very much, |
basically, about the ifiddle Bast; you care a.boﬁt other things more; Whan

v in terms
you talk about the Middle East, the average person thinks/of Israel and the

states adjacent to Israel. Turkey isn't really the Middle Eastj she dis-

claims it. Iran is quite a separate thing--you talk to the average psrson k
a,bou‘s. the Middle Last, they're thinking of the countries involved in the

Arab-Israelil dispute. Now if you take ‘the countries most closely involved,

they aggregate very few people-—empty pecple. And it is true that they live
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:{n a strategic part of the world, but wé gre mmch more concerned about
controlling the important strategic factors then we are about them. We

want to hold the Suezj and there's no question of the basic reason the
British want to keep a base in the Suez—I'm convinced it's against the
Egyptians, not against the Russians., That's never stated, but it's always
been fairly obvious to me. &g;nreocmxpation is to keep the oil flowing;
and as long as we can do that we really don't care much about it. ’me- Arab-
Israeli thing i,s much more sn internal politicsl problem here than is--
the political problem created here in this country is more important than
our desire to get a settlement, and no one will bueck that problem to a degree.
sufficient to get a settlement. We may not like, for example, the éspecta |
of colanialis§g the Middle Hast, and then we wRKEXENREIINKERE may conclude,
for emple, that Mtish colonialism left in the Middle Hast is indicated
by her--~say, what you might characterized thsir t-reaty pos:itions in Iraq,Eyp
and Jcrdan-—'»‘bhat we are more interested in keeping friandly with Britain
than we are in rectifying some position out there. When you get down to

it, nobody really wants to get down and face these basic issuesj you run

into more difficult problems elsewhere in the world that are more important

to you; and as long as the Middle Hast is the tag end of the policy--no one
will ever really care whether Jorden is 5/831'!1!8 country and Syria is net a
resl country~-they're just little fragments which the British--which the
Eumpeéns created for their own convenience. And those problems are just
going to go unresolved forever; and that's very nice, because it means that
pecple can have collequia about them and meetings and aMrs and discuss
them. But ycm never solve them that waj because nobody ever really wants

to solve them. (cont‘used)

«espurely circular argument that George has advanced?

It's the initial presumption that his pesition is correct. (la\igliter)

(confused)...fixed upon the status quo, is that correct?
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That's about right, CGeorge.
Well, ﬁhsre have we taken a position against the status quo?
Ve took & position against the status quo in indomsia; we certainly did at
congiderable immediate cost to ocurselves, because.iv_ojgzigzed in it. Ve
tried to take a ﬁosition against the status 'quol in Indo—China s we finally
got foulsd up on this because it began © __/:2:: such great difficulties in
Murcope that we had to reverse owr field scmewhat. But that we have taken
posiitions against the status quo seems to me to be absolutely true of our-
selves and also of the British. The British did, after all, give India its
a question of
fresdoms this wasn't/mmkk maintaining the status quo. We did, after all,
give the Philippines their freedom; this wasn't a question of maintaining
the status quo. The problem is to move in a direction which is a forward
direction without creating greater difficuliies for yourself and the people
that you're liberating witeswiomrssking in the process of so doing. Sure,

you'lve alwvs got problems. The fact that you've alv;a.ys got dilemnas in-
in these situations /

- volved/is a fact; and the faet that you put greater weight on the more

important end of the dilemma than you do on the lesser one is certainly

also a fact, You wouldn't advocate the rmrég would you?

Well, in the case of India, of course, I think everyone would agree that

the British could not hava» reasserted controls..

Oh no, this pelicy has been——~I don't agree with anything you've said, I've g

Roosevelt started the policy during the war, with the idea only to break down
which was in force?

colonialism, which he used (%) at that time, and it had tremendous reper-

cnss;.om everywlere.

But we do‘n't» do it now

Now whether the right way or Wronge..s ,

Sure we do 1t now--Indonesia is the last case that I know where we took..
Where would you want us to do...

How far is this.... (Very confused)
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MR. ACHESONs ees0ne at a time, Go ahead, Herbert. :
‘ : assertion
MR. FEIS: George, how far is this counter-axsesinkion wrong? That we kasd have stood

for a change in every situation except those where we anticipated that

th@. "o;o Y ‘
(END OF REEL)
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