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30 Oct 57 

31 Oct 57 

122: SE?Aill' 

In response to a request of 18 October 1957 from the 
Acting Assistant Secretary of Defense (ISA), the JCS 
forwarded to the Defense Department their views on the 
advisability of making US guided missiles available 
to Sweden and of conducting negotiations to this end. 
The JCS stated that it was militarily desirable to 
conduct US-Swedish technical discussions on this matter, 
and that such talks should be restricted to classified 
technical information then being supplied. to NATO. The 
eventual sale to Sweden of operational missiles might 
be in the US national interest, but such missile systems 
should first be offered to this nation's European allies, 
and the Swedish security system should be carefully 
assessed before ma!dng any transfer of these weapons. 
It was not militarily advisable to allow Swedish 
manufacture of US missile systems except under the 
foregoing conditions regarding their sale to Sweden, 
plus agreement by Sweden to obtain US approval prior 
to selling US-designed missiles or missile components 
to a third country. 

(TS) Memo, JCS to SecDef "Availability of U.S. 
Guided Missiles for Sweden (S~," 30 Oct 57, derived 
from (TS) JCS 1620/163, 28 Oct 57. Both in CCS 334 
GMC (1-16-45) sec 21. 

In separate memoranda to the Secretaries of the Army 
and the Air Force, the Secretary of Defense requested 
that the JUPITER and THOR IRBM programs be specifically 
reviewed to ensure that they were aligned to meet the 
obJectives set forth in NSC Action No. 1800, 10 October 
1957. He authorized the JUPITER production rate to 
increase from one missile per month to two, and the 
THOR rate to remain at two missiles per month. Both 
proJects were authorized to develop a complete IRBM 
weapons system capable of being produced an4.deployed, 
but this authorization did not include the procurement 
of the hardware necessary to meet the initial operational 
capability (ICC) requirements. Action on these require­
ments would be taken prior to 1 January 1958, and 
decisions reached in this regard would be the basis 
for any further production-rate increase for either 
program. The restrictions on overtime for the JUPITER 
program set forth in the Secretary's memorandum of 
13 August 1957 to the Secretary of the Array were 
rescinded, but the simi:Lar~.reetpi·ctions on the THOR 
program contained in the ·memorandum of the same date 
to the Secretary of the Air Force remained in effect, 
since :tbese restrictio_ns ;.were satisfactory to the THOR 
contractor. The Jdint'.Chiefs of Staff had been requested 
to review the A1~_Force's deployment plans, and the 
-developed weaporis ·systems were. to be consistent with 
whatever deployment decision the JCS reached in this 
review. The .~ and Air Force were to cooperate in 
a major effort directed toward achieving the greatest 
practicable interchangeability of ground support equip­
ment for the JUPITER and THOR weapons systems. 

(S) Memo SeeDer to SecA, "IRBM Program (U}," 
31 Oct 57, (si Enol A to (S) JCS 1620/164, Note by 
Secys, same subj, 6 Nov 57, CCS 334 GMC (1-16-45) sec 21. 
(S) Memo, SecDef to SecAF, same subj, 6 Nov 57, same 
file. 
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The last of three Service briefings on guided missile 
programs was given to the Director of Guided Missiles, 
OSD, by the Deputy Chief of Staff, USAF, Development, 
nho outlined the Air Force missile program and presented 
Ai1• l"orce views. The .tl..rmy presentation had been given 
on 28 October by the Army's Direc1::or of Guided t·1issiles, 
and the Navy presentation on 25 October by the Deputy 
Chief of Naval Operations for Air. These briefings 
had been requested by the Director of'Guided Missiles, 
OSD, on 6 September, in order to assist him in a review, 
directed by the Secretary of Defense, of the nation's 
guided missile program and ;'overlapping" aircraft 
programs. 

(TS) r1emo, Chairman Is Staff Gp to Twining, 
"Service Presentations on Guided !Vlissile Programs," 
5 Nov 57, CJCS 471.94 (1957), OCJCS files. 

The Soviet Union successfully launched a second earth 
satellite. The second satellite, much larger than 
the first, weighed 1,120 pounds, circled the earth 
at 17,840 miles per hour and at a maximum altitude 
of 1,056 miles, contained measuring instruments and 
two radios, and carried a small dog. 

NYT, 4 Nov 57, 1:8; text of two Soviet announce­
ments-;-8: 1-4. 

In response to a request from the Secretary of Defense, 
the Chairman, JCS, submitted to the Secretary his views 
on the proposed base structure and dispersal aspects 
of the IRBM deployment to the U"'l\. In a memorandum 
discussing the problem, the Chairman concluded that 
the US should deploy either THOR or JUPITER IRBMs to 
the UK at dispersed but unhardened bases as an interim 
measure, accepting the rial<: of these vulnerable sites 
until they could be hardened. These bases should be 
hardened as soon as possible without ~nterfering with 
the program for IRBM deployment to tl1e UK. 

~TS) CM-34·57 to SeeDer, "Deployment of IRBM to 
U.K.,' 4 Nov 57, CJCS 471.94 (1957), OCJCS files. 

Secretary of State Dulles, at a press conference, 
acknowledged that the USSR was ahead of the US in some 
respects in the missile field, but said he felt assured 
that the US could catch up.. He _also indicated that 
the US would seel<: to ·equi--'p' inore' of its allies with 
IRBMs. -

Nl'T, 6 Nov 57, .J-:2; text, 14:1-8. 
' . . '. . -.. "' ~ . 
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President Eisenhower, in a radio-TV address to the 
nation, announced that: 1) he had appointed Dr. James 

- ' ' 

R. Killian, Jr., to the newly created post of Special 
Assistant to the President for Science and Technology; 
2) the Director of Guided Missiles, OSD, would be given 
the full authority of the Secretary of Defense in 
directing the guided missiles program; 3) any new 
missile or related program would, whenever practicable, 
be put under a single manager and administered without 
regard to the separate Services; 4) Congress would be 
asked to remove the legislative barriers ta the exchange 
of appropriate technological information with friendly 
countries; and 5) if the necessary authority \'Tere 
granted him, the President would support the organi­
zation within NATO, and possibly within SEATO, of a 
scientific committee to carry out an 11 enlarged11 effort 
in research. During his speech, the President also 

.exhibited the nose cone of a missile that, he said, 
had been fired into outer ~pace. and had been recovered 
intact. This, the PresiCient stated, was proof that 
the US_.had solved the re-entry problem . 

. NYT, 8 Nov 57,·.1:8; text, 10:1-8. 

Dr< PaUi D. Foote,·),~:~~-stant Secretary of Defense 
.(R~), in tes:timoriy before the House Civil Service 
Subcommittee on Utilization of Manpower in Government, 
conceded that the US had been behind the Soviet Union 
in missile development for years, but declared that 
now 11 we are very close to the position Russia is in. 11 

He stated that interservice rivalries had stimulated, 
rather than hampered, the program. 

NYT, 8 Nov 57, 1:7. 

Secretary of Defense McElroy directed the Army to 
proceed ~dth preparations for launching a scientific 
satellite by use of a modified JUPITER-C test vehicle. 

,., - ":) -
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The directive represented a a~>ri tc.~ in basic policy 
that heretofore had assi[c .. t'led the launching of a satellite 
solely to the Navy. 

i'IYT, 9 Nov 57, 1: 5: text oi' Secretary NcElro;<I' s 
aru1oun~~ent, 2:5-6. · 

Dr. ~·fernher von Braun, Director of the Development 
Operations Division, Redstone Arsenal, said j_n an inter­
vie\'1 oublished on this date that it ·would take the US 
11 wel1- over five years'· to catch up with the Soviet 
Union in missile development. 

NYT, 10 Nov 57, 1:6; text, 36:1-8. 
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The Navy announced the successful testing of a 
REGULUS II guided missile. It called the test a "major 
milestone toward introducing REGULUS II to the fleet." 

-1r~~. 14 Nov 57, 9:3. 

President EisenllO\·ter, .in a spe_ech on future security, 
propoeed adoption of_: a.-formula for decisions on under­
taking space projects, which .,;ould include the following 
criteria: _ · 

: . .:c"If the proj~ct:,-$-s desi$Iled solely for scientific 
purposes, its size'and its cost must be tailored to the 
s_cientific j_ob- :1 t is going to do." 
. nif t.:.1~ project has -some ultimate defense value, ita 
urgency fc~ this purpose is to be judged in comparison 
w1 th the p:..•obable value of competing defense projects." 

NYT, 14 Nov 57, p. ll!, cited in (U) US Cong, HR. 
1;The Na'eional Space Program," Report No. 1758, 85th Cong, 
2d seas ( 1;!aahington, 1958), p. 218. 

The UN General Assembly adopted, by a vote of 56 to 9 
(15 abstentions}, a Hestern disarmament resolution that, 
among other things, called for a disarmament agreement 
that would include a joint study of an inspection system 
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to ensure that the sendir.g oi' objects through outer 
space would be exclusively for peaceful and scientific 
purposes. 

?NT, 15 Nov 57; l: 2. Text; in ( U) President's 
Special Committee on Disarmament: Problems, :·:ote No. 
196, "Draft Resolution on Disal"ma'llent :'.doptad by First 
Committee," 15 Nov 57, ccs 092 (4-14-45) BP p-c 10. 

According to the New York Times. the Budget Bureau 
had released $15 mi~lion for Project ROVER, the 
development of a nucU.ear-powered rocket. This money 
had been appropriated by Congress more than a year 
earlier, but had been withheld from the program until 
the launching of the'Soviet earth satellites. The 
money released by the Budget Bureau was to be used for 
test facilities at the AEC's Las Vegas laboratory and 
at the Nevada Proving Grounds. 

NYT, 15 Nov 57, 1:6-7. 

Replying to a memorandum of 2 October 1957 from the 
Assistant Secretary of Defense {ISA), the JCS stated 
that they considered it to be the over-all US interest 
to agree in principle to furnish the IRBM to France, 
or such other NATO nations as were determined by NATO 
military authorities to be capable of utilizing the 
weapon. Further, they considered it desirable to 
make specific commitments of the IRBM to France, or 
other NATO allies, within the expected availability of 
the IRBM. They deemed it undesirable to provide France 
with the IRBM at the expense of the planned program 
for Britain. 

(TS) Memo, CJCS to SeeDer, "French Request for 
Wea~ons (U)," 14 Nov 57, derived from (TS} Encl to 
(TS} JCS 1620/165, Rpt by JSPC, same sub,t,·8 Nov 57 . 

. Both in CCS 334 GMC (1-16-45) sec 21~ · 

The Secretary of Defense issued a directive establishing 
the office of Director of Guided Missiles, in order to 
"provide for the authoritative direction of all activities 
in the field of guided missiles." Under the Secretary, 
the Director of Guided Missiles was to direct all 
activities in the Department of Defense relating to 
~esearch, development, engineering, production, and 
procurement of guided missiles, and was authorized to 
require such information ~and r·eports from Defense 
Department agencies as might be required for the 
perforniance of his duties. He was to make regular 
reports to the Secr.e:t_cpzy ~ · and prepare such reports 
regardi-ng guided missiles as might be required from 
thEi! Departmentoof Defense by the President.and the 
National Security Council.· The directive of 27 March 
1956 creating the office of Special Assistant to the 
Secretary of Defense for Guided Missiles was superseded. 

(U) DOD Directive 5105.10, "Director of Guided 
Missiles," 15 Nov 57, Encl to JCS 1620/166, Note by 
Secys, same subj, 22 Nov 57, CCS 471.6 (5-13-44) sec 11. 
(U) Department of Defense Directives System Transmittal 
No. 57-36, 21 Nov 57, same file. 
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The JCS recommended that the Secretary of Defense 
tentatively include, in the Department of Defense 
budget request for FY 1959, procurement and cons~ruction 
funds for 14 new NIKE-HERCULES battalions and 10 new 
BOMARC squadrons. The JCS would provide further 
recommendations after completing a review, on which they 
were then engaged on a highest-priority basis, of 
the entire air-defense program, :dth special emphasis 
on the air defense of the North American Continent: 
during the interim neither the Ar.my nor the Air Force 
would commit funds for the above-recommended purposes. 

{TS) Memo, CJCS to SecDef, "N!KE-BOMARCs for 
Continental Air Defen!=le, '' 15 Nov 57, reproduced as App 
to (TS) JCS 1899/365,· Note by Secys, same subj, 19 Nov 
57. Both in CCS 381 VS (5-23-46) sec 89. 

~~shchev, in an int~view with a UP correspondent, 
asserted that the Soviet Union was ahead of the US in 
the field of missiles and challenged the US to a 
rocket "shooting match 11 to prove it. 

NYT, 16 Nov 57, 1:6-7. 

The JCS informed the Secretary of Defense that, after 
reviewing the Service submissions of programs in excess 
of budget ceilings, they were unanimously agreed that 
the following programs lfnter aai~ were of the highest 
priority and should be supporte y a~entation funding 
in FY 1959. For the Navy: POLARIS, $260 million. For 
the Air Force: IRBM, $154 million; ICBM (ATLAS), $159 
million; Ballistic Missile Detection, $100 million. 

(TS) Memo, CJCS to SecDef, "FY 1959 Budget (U)," 
17 Nov 57, derived from (TS) Encl to (TS) JCS 1800/262, 
Note by Secys, same subj, 17 Nov 57. Both in CCS 370 
(8-19-45) sec 61. 

. 
Secretary of State Dulles requested the Department of 
Defense to develop a preliminary statement or principles 
and an outline of an inspection system to ensure that 
the sending of objects through outer space would be 
for exclusively peaceful and scientific purposes. On 
20 November, the Secretary's request was forwarded for 
action to the JCS. (For the views of the JCS, see 
item of 24 January 1958.) 

(c)_ JCS 1731/244, Note by Secys, "Disarmament (U)," 
4 Dec 57, CCS 092 ( 4-1#'...,45/ seer '73. . . . 

Secretary of DefenseMcElroy, after a conference with 
the p:resident, announce4 that the production of IRBMs 
waa·being hastened in-order to begin deploying these 
weapons to the_ ,UK· and other US allies in Europe in 1959. 

· · NYT, ?.0 Nov 57, 1: 5-6.- . 

Accorctl.ng to the New York Times, the Arrt!Y' \'las urging 
an all-out effort~ produce an operational anti-missile 
missile by 1961 at a cost of between $6 billion and 
$7 billion. The ~was convinced, said the Times, 
that an Army missile, the NIKE-ZEUS, could be developed 
with nuclear and thermonuclear warheads so that it 
could track and destroy Soviet ICBMs. To achieve this 
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end, the Arrrry reportedly argu-ed, the project v;ould have 
to be given top priority in the budget then being dis­
cussed by the JCS. 

NYT, 20 Nov 57, 1:8. 

According to the New York Times, the Air Force 
opposed the Army proposal for Army development 
anti-missile missile (see above item). 

NYT, 21 Nov 57, 1:8. 

had 
of an 

The Senate Preparedness Subcommittee opened hearings 
on the US missile program. Dr. Edward H. Teller and 
Dr. Vannevar Bush, in testimony before the-committee, 
urged the dispersal of US bomber bases aa a precaution 
against Soviet missile attack. Dr. Teller called for 
accelerating and expanding the missiles program, and 
Dr. Bush called for an end to inter-Service rivalry. 

~~ 26 Nov 57, 1:8, testimony excerpts, 20:1-8. 

The JCS submitted to the Secretary of Defense their 
proposed revision of a directive to establish a 
Department of Defense Special Projects Agency (sub­
sequently established on 7 February 1958 as the 
Advanced Research Projects Agency). They suggested 
that the new agency be limited specifically to the 
anti-ICBM and satellite programs, and that in those 
fields, instead of actually managing and operating 

"projects itself, the agency should give unified 
direction and coordi!\a"t;.i-<:ln· to'"projects managed and 
operated by the military departments. 

·(t) Memo, CJCs_:to SeeDer, 'Department of Defense 
Spec1.-a1 Projects, Ag~-~.C.Y· (U)," 25 Nov 57, derived from 
(U) .SW-823-57 to.~JCs~· same subj, 22 Nov 57, as amended 

_by.(U) SM-824,.57:. same subj, 23 Nov 57, and (c) JCS 
1520/167, Note by Secys, same subj, 25 Nov 57. All in 
CCS 471.6 (5-31-44) sec 11. 

-

Dr. John Hagen, Director of the Navy's VANGU&qD project, 
stated in testimony before the Senate Preparedness 
Subcommittee that if the decision had been made to 
complete the satellite project "at the earliest possible 
date," there would have been a good chance of putting 
a US satellite into orbit ahead of SPUTNIK I. However, 
higher priority assigned to the development of ballistic­
missile projects, plus a limitation in funds, had 
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prevented acceleration of the prcgra~. 
(U) US Congress, Sen, "Inquiry into Satellite and 

Missiles Programs," :Ieari::1gs before the Preparedness 
Investigating Subcommittee of the Committee on Armed 
Services, 85th Cong, lst and 2d sess (l:Tashington, 1958), 
pt. l, pp. 148, 149. 

In a memorandum to the Secretaries of the Army and the 
Air Force, the Director of Guided Missiles directed 
the Air Force to proceed with the operational deployment 
of both the THOR and the JUPITER missile systems. He 
authorized production of a maximum of six THOR missiles 
and five JUPITER missiles per month, the first units 
to be ready for deployment by December 1958. 

(S) Memo, DGM to SecA and SecAF, 'THOR-JUPITER 
Missile Systems (U)," 27 Nov 57, Encl to (S) JCS 1620/169, 
Note by Secys, same subj, 3 Dec 57, CCS 471.6 (5-31-44) 
sec 12. 

In a prepared statement before the Senate Preparedness 
Investigating Subcommittee, Defense Secretary McElroy 
said that, as the result of an 11 lntensive reassessment" 
of the THOR and JUPITER programs, both missiles had been 
authorized for operational production. Although neither 
of these systems \•ras fully developed, and additional 
funds would probably be reqUired, the decision to place 
these missiles into production would permit operational 
capability in the United Kingdom by the end of 1958, 
and in other locations soon aftert·rard. 

(U) US Congress, Sen, "InqUiry into Satellite and 
Missiles Prograres," Hearings before the Preparedness 
Investigating Subcommittee of the Committee on Armed 
Services, 85th Gong, 1st and 2d seas (Washington, 1958}, 
pt. 1, p. 194. . 

Air Force Chief of Staff Gen Thomas D." White announced 
that the IREU~ and ICBM programs had been shifted to 
SAC fro~ the Air Research and Development Command in 
a move to lessen the time needed to make these missiles 
combat-ready. 

NYT, 30 Nov 57, 1:4. 

Replying to the Secretary of Defense 1 s memorandum of 
16 Octccar 1957 concerning deployment of IRBMs, the 
JCS stated their opini"P _t;hat the( plans for the four 
squadrons programme~ for Britain were still valid and 
should not be changed •. As for additional IRBM deploy­
ment, ::the JCS felt thap:,:.after Britain was supplied, the 
next· .. aiatl.able squad.r·oriif. should be allocated to Turkey, 
Alas!:~, Okina•·r'l,.;and France, in that order of priority. 
After these deployments, the-next most suitable areas, 
without indication of priority, would be Italy, Greece, 
Taiwan, Spain, and \•fest Germany. In addition, Norway, 
Denmark, Pakistan, and Japan would be highly sui table 
if political objections could be overcome. The JCS 
considered that initial manning and control of foreign­
deployed IRBM units by the US \'TOUld be most logical, but 
that host countries should be encouraged to plan to 
assume these responsibilities with indigenous forces for 
11 Certain unitS 11 as rapidly as possible. For the time 
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Dec 57 

2 Dec 57 
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being, the JCS could not determine the ultimate number 
of IRBM units that would be reauired, because of 
variables inherent in the process of developing such 
weapons systems and the need to consider other vreapons 
systems with similar or O':erlapping operational life 
spans. 

(TS) Memo, CJCS to SecDef, "Future Deployments of 
the Intermediate Range Ballistic MissilE?.S (c),· 29 Nov 
57, CCS 471.6 (5-31-44) sec 12, derived from (TS) JCS 
2277/4, 23 Nov 57, same file, sec 11. 

According to the New York Times, Secretary McElroy had 
agreed to reconsider the 200-mile range limitation on 
~rmy missiles. Other missile developments reported 
by the Times were these: 1) The Air Force had been 
authorized to acquire land for the first BO~~tC 
launching site. 2) A Ballistic Missile Force had been 
organized under SAC to centralize control over all long­
range missile developments, including the Army's JUPITER 
and the Air Force's THOR. 3) The Army had been authorized 
to use funds from other projects to continue the develop­
ment of the JUPIT~~ IRBM. 

NYT, 1 Dec 57, 1: L~. 

In a report to the President on US overseas military 
bases, former Assistant Secretary of Defense (ISA) 
Frank C. Nash stated, among other things, that over­
emphasis on the ICBM might give rise to a popular 
clamor for the reduction of these bases. He pointed 
out that overseas bases \'tere necessary for the IRBM, 
that this missile was an additional and necessary 
deterrent force for US defense, and that not only should 
existing bases be preserved as IRBM sites but also 
additional ones should be sought for this purpose. 

(S) Rpt, Frank C. Nash to Pres. ·nonited States 
Overseas Military Bases," Dec 57, encl to (s) JCS 
270,/!!55, Note by Secys, same subj, 15 Jan 58, CCS 360 
(12-9-42) BP pt 13. 

The Chairman of the M111 tary Liaison Committee informed 
the Chairman of the Atomic Energy Commission that, for 
planning purposes, the production for the THOR and 
JUPITER missiles of 30 warheads by 1 November 1958 should 
be scheduled. Firm requi~ements·for after that date 
could not .yet be provided, but the IRBM program could be 
expectedto expand at:an accelerated rate. XW-28Yl war­
heads· .. ~ould be accep-t·a~l,..!'!: initially, with Xlrl-35-Xl war­
heads··to··be phased~-rn:>tis soon as practical . 

. . (S-RD) Mem_p, __ Clun MLC to Chm AEC, 2 Dec 57, App to 
· ('S-RD) N/H of JCS 1823/355 (Revised Concept of ICBM/IRBM 
TtTarhead Program (U), 4 Dec 57,· CCS 471.6 (5-31-44) sec 12. 

President Eisenhov-ter, in a briefing of Congressional 
leaders on the subject of meeting the Soviet scientific 
challenge, informed his listeners that the Administration 
planned a $2 billion increase in annual expenditures 
for modern weapons, including missiles. 

NYT, 4 Dec 57, 1:8. 
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In response to a memorandum by the Secretary of Defense 
of 13 November 57, the Joint Chiefs of Staff forwarded 
to him their comments and recommendations on certain 
i terns ! in the Gaither Report ( NSC 572L~) . ~ Quoted below 
and fS!lowed by a summary of JCS cornmen~s thereon are 
major items in that report concerned directly .. ,.,ri th the 
subject matter of this chronology. 

ITEM III-A-l-e - "Provide an active missile defense 
for SAC bases (NIKE-HERCULES or TALOS). against 
bombers • " · · 

COMENT - The Joint Chiefs of Staff stated they 
had directed "that the protection of SAC bases be 
included in the highest priority continental air defense 
programs. 11 Besides the protection afforded all SAC 
bases by area defense weapons, NIKE units were currently 
deployed on four SAC bases. When these units converted 
to the NIKE-HERCULES weapons system and newly approved 
NIKE-HERCULES units were installed in FY 1959, 
incidental protection would be provided to twelve 
additional SAC bases. The JCS were also considering 
the deployment of similar un1 ts on thirteen other SAC 
bases in FYs 1959 and 1960 and would consider providing 
NIKE-HERCULES or TALOS protection for all other SAC 
bases in North America in their current review of the 
requirements contained in the Continental Air Defense 
Objectives Plan 1956-1966. 

ITEM III-A-2-e: ''Provide SAC bases with an active 
missile defense against ICBMs, using available weapons 
such as NIKE-HERCULES or TALOS and the improved long­
range tracld.ng radars now existing in prototype." 

COMMENT: The Joint Chiefs or Staff stated they 
had agreed "that the development of an anti-ICBM system 
is an urgent requirement, and one which requires greater 
emphasis on some aspects of the problem than now 
accorded the service programs in this field.'' Since 
analysis indicated the limited effectiveness or modified 
NIKE-HERCULES or TALOS weapons in an anti-ICBM role, 
the t~ was planning to continue development of the 
NIKE-ZEUS. The JCS were examining the status of current 
programs with a view to making specific recommendations 
as to how the development of an effective defense system, 
encompassing the necessary growth potential, could best 
be accelerated. 

ITEM III-A-3-d: "Every effort should be made to 
have a Significant nuPib~, of IRBMs operational overseas 
by late -1958, and ·ICBMif.operational in the ZI by late 
1959 .. ;•- . . . 

· ; . ,COMMENTS: .The· Jo;lot ··Chiefs pointed out that they 
had .'Previously r~oOitiiUended acceleration of the IRBM 

.Program, and that,·recent NSC action had given both the· 
IRBM and ICBIYI ·programs the highest priority above all 
others. Four IRBI•l squadrons· were scheduled for deploy­
ment to the UK commencing in April 1959. They con­
sidered that the current ICBM program \'ras compatible 
with the recommendations of the Gaither panel and 
responsive to the priority established by the NSC. 

ITEM III-A-3-e: 11 Hardened bases for the ICBMS 
should be phased in as rapidly as possible. 11 

COMMENT: The Joint Chiefs of Staff concurred in 
this recommendation. They suggested that a policy 
decision be made and that a reasonable level of 
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protection be agreed upon Nithout delay in order that 
the ICBM facilities program could proceed in an orderly 
fashion. 

(TS) Memo, JCS to SeeDer, "Report to the President 
by the Security Resources Panel of the ODM Scienence 
Advisory Committee (U)," 4 Dec 57, CCS 381 US (1-31-50) 
sec 74, derived from (TS) Dec On JCS 2101/284, same 
subj, 3 Dec 57, same file, sec 73. 

5 Dec 57 i [_ 

v 

5 Dec 57 

6 Dec 57 

7 Dec 57 

.J 
The Assistant Secretary of Defense (ISA) reqUested the 
JCS to comment on the advisability of furnishing the 
following recommendations to the Secretary of the Air 
Force as a basis for technical negotiations with the 
UK in the near future: (l) approved the deployment of the 
IRBM to UK dispersed but unhardened bases as an interim 
measure, accepting the vulnerability risk until hardening 
could be effected; (2) initiate site hardening at the 
earliest possible date without interfering with the 
c\Wrent {>rogram f'or the deployment of the IRBM to the UK. 

· (TS) Memo, Asst SeeDer (ISA) to CJCS, "Deployment 
of IRBM to the United Kingdom (U)," 5 Dec 57, Encl 
to (TS) JCS 2277/5, Note by Secys, same subj, 
9 Dec 57, CCS 471.6 (5-31-44) sec 12. 

The first US attempt to launch a satellite was a 
failure, as the VANGUARD rocket bearing the test 
satellite burst into flame two seconds after firing. 
Project VANGUARD director John P. Hagen said that the 
failure of the rocket was due to a malfunctioning part 
rather than to any weakness in ~esign. 

~~ 7 Dec 57, 1:8, 10:6. 

In a memorandum to the Secretaries of the Army and the 
Air Force, the Direc.:tor:·.'or·aUided Missiles stated that, 
for p1a.pniilg purposes, :1 trained military THOR squadron 
and 1 ,trained military JVPITER squadron (group) should 
be r .. eaw:..at each or tpe:,.;t'ollowing times for deployment 
on site: December 1958, and 2d and 4th quarters of CY 
1959; and the J..s't· 'quarter of CY 1960; making a total of 
4 THOR squadrons and 4 JUPITER. squadrons (groups). 

(S) Memo, DGM to SecA and SecAF, "THOR-JUPITER 
Missile Systems." 7 Dec 57, Enc1 B to (TS) JCS 2277/26, 
Memo by DJS, "Future Deployments of the Intermediate 
Range Ballistic Missiles (c)," ccs 471.6 (5-13-44) 
sec 16. 
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8 Dec 57 
/ 

9 Dec 57. 
./ 

9 Dec 57 
v 

10 Dec 57 
v 

10 Dec 57 
(../ 

TOPSE8I&Y: 

.. ·-· .•, -'· 

Defense Secretary McElroy, in testimony before the 
House Subcommittee on Appropriations, stated that the 
F"f 1958 supplemental fund request Hould provide for an 
accelerated research and development program on the 
POLARIS missile system and the prompt production of 
three POLARIS submarines. 

(U} US Cong, HR Supplemental Defense Appropriations 
for 1958, Hearings before the Subcommittee of the 
Committee on Appropriations, 85th Cong, 2d seas 
(Hashington, 1958), p. 12. · · 

The Director of Guided Missiles authorized the Depart­
ment of the Navy to accelerate the POLARIS program to 
(1) provide by October 1960 a POLARIS/submarine weapons 
system that would meet the performance specifications 
previously set for 1963, and (2) complete by June 1961 
three such submarine systems. 

(UNK) Memo, DGM to SecNav, "Acceleration of the 
Fleet Ballistic Missile (POLARIS) Program," 9 Dec 57, 
cited 1n (S) Ltr, SecNav to SecDef, "Augmentation and 
Acceleration of the Fleet Ballistic Missile (POLARIS) 
Program (U), 11 30 Jan 58, App to (S) JCS 1620/'175, 
Note by Secys, same subj, 5 Feb 58, CCS 471.6 (5-31-44) 
sec 14. 

In a letter to President Eisenhower, the Chairman 
and Vice Chairman of the Joint Congressional Committee 
on Atomic Energy urged a speed-up in the US missiles 
and satellite programs. They called for the use of 
funds appropriated for these programs but frozen by 
the Budget Bureau. They also asked for stepped-up 
production of plutonium and urged greater effort~ to 
develop nuclear-propelled rockets, airplanes, and 
submarines. 

r:: 
!C: 

!!!• 10 Dec 57, 1:1. 

I 

! 

I· 
i 

-..; .; 

.J 
US Secretary of Defense Neil McElroy and British 
Defense Minister Duncan Sandys, in London, discussed 
among other things the US IRBM program. Secretary 

- 12 -
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13 Dec 57 

13 Dec 57 

13 Dec 57 

.:fOP SECRET 

HcElroy stated that 'che :r:.1'St I?.BM :oquadron for 
Britain •:rould be in pl3.ce and 2·.:.117 cperatim1al in 
December 1958, and said ne felt s~re that Britsin 
>·rould have T".rlOR deliveries as f2.st 0.3 she cculd accept 
them; however, JUPITER deliveries elseNhere could ::ot 
be held up until Bl'i tain had fo~r THOR squadrons, and 
there could be no mixing of the tc·To types. 1k. Sandys 
expressed concern that Britain not only be first in 
receiving the IRBM, but also receive the better of the 
two missiles. It was agreed that Britain would receive 
the first four squadrons of one or the other of the 
two missiles, and then could decide ~·rhat to do next. 
Mr. McElroy sa'!lr no problems posed by Mr. Sandys 1 request 
that the first IRBM squadron be under British rather 
than US command. He noted r1r. Sandys 1 hope that Britain 
i'IOuld be able to tal<:e the lead in the further development 
of the IRBM, as a British responsibility, and that US 
knowledge gained from the ICBM program would be made 
available to Britain. 

{TS} Mag, London to SecState, 3602, 10 Dec 57, 
CCS 471.6 (5-31-44) sec 12. 

The Air Force announced that it would build a SNARK 
guided-missile base at Presque Isle Air Force Base, 
Maine, at a cost of $12 million. This would be the 
first SNARK base to be constructed. 

!fX!_, 14 Dec 57, 4:7. 

The Director of Guided Missiles, OSD, testified before 
the Senate ~ed Services Committee that, at the 
present time, he believed emphasis in both money and 
effort should be placed on the development of IRBMs 
and ICBMs rather than on a space program. Later, 
discussing the Gaither Report, he endorsed the 
recommendations in the reoort as "so\.llld and good," but 
he was not sure that he could to "as fast as some of 
them recommended we go • . • • " Further, implementation 
of these recommendations would, he felt, involve a 
substantial increase in appropriations. 

{ U) US Cong, Sen, "Inquiry in to Satellite and 
Missile Programs," Hearings before the Preparedness 
Investigating Subcommittee of the Committee on .~ed 
services, 85th Cong, 1st and 2d seas (Washington, 1958), 
pt. 1, pp. 362, 372, 417. . . 

.. _~ ~):·: ~----~ .... '"; ,-..;, ·.}. 

Gen Ma."t'We11 D. Taylor; ·in· testimony before the Senate 
Preparedness Subco~~tee, noted the absence from the 
US IJi:t~~1~e arsenaL 9J~;.~,/lriedium-range (300 to 500 miles) 
weapon· 'that could.counter a similar weapon the Soviets 
had: .paraded in_ .Mosc·ow on 7 November. Gen Taylor said 

· the Army had two plans for ~uch a missile. One, he said, 
"derives from a scientific break-through on the part 
of our people at Redstone who now see the possibility 
of taking the REDSTONE missile itself and giving it 
greater range"; the other, a "longer-range step," would 
be a "solid propellant missile of a very light weight 
which would have great mobility and also have extended 
range." 

- 13 -
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14 Dec 57 

16 Dec 57 
v 

17 Dec 57 

19 Dec 57 
v 

lie£ SECitEi' 

··--·---------

(U) US Congress, Sen, "Inquiry into Satellite 
and f>lissile Programs," Hearing~ before the Preparedness 
Investigating Subcommittee of the Committee on Armed 
Services, 85th Cong, lst and 2d sess (\·lashingtcn, l958), 
pt 1, pp. 477, 481. 

Testifying before the Senate Preparedness Investigating 
Subcommittee regarding the development of greater 
thrust power for a ballistic missile, Major General 
John B. Medaris, Commander of the Army Ballistic 
Missile Agency, said that it >'tas his personal opinion 
that "unless this country can command 1 million_younds 
of thrust by 1961, we will not be in the /Bpacv race." 

(U) US Congress, Sen, "Inquiry into ~atellite and 
Missile Programs," Hearings before the Preparedness 
Investigating Subcommittee of the Committee on Arme~ 
Services, 85th Cong, 1st and 2d seas (l!Tashington, 1958), 
pt. I, p • 562 . 

Replying to a memorandum of 13 September 1957 from the 
Secretary of Defense, the JCS reiterated the views 
expressed in their interim reply, on 19 September, 
concerning the urgency of developing an anti-ICBIII 
system, but stated that they were unable to agree 
t:at this time" on the need for assigning a "National 
Priority" to this project equal to the priority 
previously accorded the US ICBM development. 

{TS) Memo, CSA to SeeDer, "Anti-Intercontinental 
Ballistic Missile Developments (U)," 16 Dec 57, CCS 
381 US (5-23-46) sec 91, derived from (TS) Encl to (TS) 
JCS 1899/372, same subj, 3 Dec 57, same file, sec go. 

Air Force Secretary Douglas, in testimony before the 
Senate PreparedneRs Subcommittee, outlined some of 
the important actions that he had taken since 4 October 
to speed up the ~~ missile program. ·These actions 
included (1) recommending that the 1958 supplemental 
request contain provisions for additional ICBM base 
facilities; (2) recommending additional FY.l959 funds 
to speed up the THOR, ATLAS, and TITAN programs; ( 3) 
providing more trained personnel for missile operations; 

.and (4) accelerating the operational date of the THOR. 
In further testimony, Secretary Douglas stated the US 
would have an operational unit of IRSMs by December 
1958, and operational·' .. ~TL..'\S· squa:drons by 1961. 

(U} US Cong, Seri-; "l:nquii"'J into Satellite and 
Missil-e- Programs," ijearings before the Preparedness 
Inve~ti.gating Subco~tteea of the Committee on Armed 
Serv:l;de-s·, 85th CoDg·;:Tst and 2d sess ('tTashington, 1958), 
pt •.. l, p. 855, .?99; 870, 871. 

A communicp1e issued at the conclusion of a NATO 
heads-of-g~vernment meeting in Paris stated, among 
other things, that NATO had decided to establish 
stocks of nuclear warheads, readily available for use 
in case of need. IRBr.is would be placed at the disposal 
of SACEUR. Deployment of the warheads and missiles and 
arrangements for their use would be decided in conformity 
with NATO defense plans and in agreement with the states 
directly concerned. 

NYT, 20 Ded 57, 1:8, text, 8:1-8. 

- J.4 -

-------- -----....,...-----~~ 



20 Dec 57· 

21 Dec 57 
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The Chairman, JCS, in a memorandum to the Secretary 
of Defense, discussed the additional requirement for 
warheads arising from the expected expansion of the 
IRBM program after 1 November 1958 (see item of 
2 December 1957). He seated t:1at it had been learned 
from the AEC that it would be impossible to meet fully 
the stockpile requirements requested.by the JCS for 
1 July 1959, and it might therefore be necessary to 
make cuts in other programs using atomic weapons. He 
requested that if, in the future, weapons production 
programs recommended by the JCS could not be fully 
met, the JCS be given an opportunity to comment and 
make recommendations concerning the best way to absorb 
the shortages. 

(TS-RD) CM-49-57 to SecDef, "ICBM/IRBM Harhead 
Program l U), " 20 Dec 57, CJCS 471. 94 ( 1957), OCJCS files. 

I. 

.:r 
With respect to-ItemS III-A-l-e, A-2-e, A-3-d, and -

A-3-e, the comments of the Secretary of Defense reflected 
substantially the position taken by the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff in their 4 December 57 memorandum to him. With 
respect to other conclusions in the report not commented 
on by the JCS but related directly to guided missiles 
and quoted below, the Secretary of Defense had the 
follow1ng principal comments to offer: 

Item III-A-2-a - "Develop, to an Operational 
Status, a radar early warning system for an ICBM attack." 

COMMENT: Concurring in this recommendation, the 
Department of Defense pointed out that such a system, 
scheduled to be operational in December 1960, had been 
designed and funds programmed. An interim "crash 
proposal" was co:lsidered not desirable because of its 
very low capab:i -~ 1 ty. 
· Item III-f: ·3-a - "Increase the IOC of our IRBMs 
(THOR and JUPI~.:r R) from 60 to . 240. " 

COMMENT: '!:.:~_IiepaPtment ·-or Defense stated that the 
recently appr.:-'.- .::i accelerated IRBM program provided a 
total of 120 m: ssil.es );)yo earl~r CY 1960. The production 
c~pa.Qj,:;J,ity would ejds,t~·ror additional units \vhich 
couid be planned:·a.s deployment arrangements were 

. consurmm ted under· agreements to be negotiated as the 
result of the NATO Council meeting in December 1957. 

Item III-A-3-b - ''Increase the IOC of our IRBMs 
(ATLAS and TITAN) from 80 to 600." 

COMMENT: The Department of Defense believed that 
in view of likely improvements in "second-generation" 
ICBMs, the objective of establishing 600 of the "first­
generation" type appeared questionable at that time. 
Currently funded programs provided for the production 
of a total of 130 ICBMS by the end of FY 1963. Of the 
13 launching sites required nine were fully - and rour 
partially - funded. Although production could be 
expanded to achieve 600 missiles by the end of FY 1963, 
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24 Dec 57 
v' 

31 Dec 57 

~ s£CR£T 

provision of the :::-equired .=.deli ticn.a.l bases by -:::;:-.at 
date appeared doubtful. 

Item III-A-3-c - ~ccelerate t~e IOC of the 
POLA..'l.IS submar~ne InBI<l sys tern, •,;nich or"fers ti1e advent­
c.ge of mobility and greatly !"'educed •.rulnerabili ty. •· 

COMMENT: :;;ecognizing c;he '':::t;tractive featlli.'es'' of 
this program, the Department of Defense stated that 
plans for further augmentation or.' the above system \'fere 
then under study, and indicated that the current 
accelerated program would provide a total of three 
POLARIS submarines no later than June 1961. 

Item III-B-4 - "A program-to develop and install 
an area defense against ICBMs at the earliest possible 
date." 

COMMENT: The Department of Defense agreed that 
such a program \'ras an urgent requirement necessitating 
a vigorous R&D program. The Secretary planned to 
assign responsibility for Al"IM systems to a "ne\'t 
organizational element." 

Item III-B-5- ·rncreased emphasis on the R&D 
Pro~am to improve tl1e Navy 1 s anti-submarine effort, 
including defense against submarine-launched 
missiles. • • . .; 

COMMENT: Defense stated that increased emphasis 
was being placed on the R&D Program and that additional 
forces had been funded to improve the Navy 1 s ASW effort. 
The requirement to meet the submarine-launched missile 
threat, for which 11 the \'rarning time inherently 
available is much greater" than for attacks launched 
wholly by air, was being examined as part of the study 
of anti-missile missiles for the protection of SAC 
bases. 

(TS) Memo, DepSecDef to Gen Cutler, 11 Comments and 
Recommendations by the Department of Defense on the 
Report to the President by the Security Resources 
Panel," 21 Dec 57;_(TS) ) 

Cl-31-50) BP pt' 14. 
-_ All in CCS 381 US · -

The Deputy Secretary of Defense designated the 
Department of the Air Force to represent the US in 
negotiations with the British Air Ministry to reach 
agreement on technical details of the IRBM project for 
the UK. The Air ForC..~.::w~s., to ~~tablish an agenda, 
designate. the negotia:ttng· group·, and schedule and 
conduct- the talks. Because they required .f'urther 
resolu:l;ion and agreenieri,t,.particular attention was to 
be ·.pa::tid-to (1) b'ase-.;s.i<te·s, (2) provision by the UK of 
certain common support items, (3) custody and storage 
of;'warheads, and' ( 4) the operational use of missiles. 
Also, speciRl care was to be exercised concerning 
certain fu~ding arrangements. 

(S) Memo, DepSecDef to SecAF, "Imt>lementation of 
IRBM Project for the United Kingdom (U), 1

' 24 Dec 57, 
Encl to (S) JCS 2277/10, Note by Secys, same subj, 
3 Jan 58. Both in CCS 471.6 (5-31-44) sec 12. 

The Joint Chiefs of Staff, in a memorandum to the 
Secreta~J of Defense discussing US disarmament policy 
warned that because of the apparent advances in Soviet 
1Tli.Rfli1_e t~cl-!nology, and for other !:'eason~. !.t· ;;-=>tUd be 

... ·' . 
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3 Jan 58 

3 Jan 58 

5 Jan 58 
v 

6 Jan 58 

!E22. :i~OllEi 

-

dangerous to make any change j_n basic US disarmament 
policy. 

(S) Memo, JCS to SecDef, 'u.s. Policy on Control 
of Armaments (U),n 31 Dec 57, derived from (S) JCS 
1731/247, ~1emo by Dir JS, same sub j, 30 Dec 57, CCS 
092 (4-14-45) sec 73. 

The Air Force announced the formation of two IRBM 
squadrons, the first two operational units to be armed 
with IRBMs. The units would be stationed overseas be­
fore the end of 1958. The first squadron, activated 
on 1 January, would be equipped w1 th the THOR; the 
other squadron, to be activated on 15 January, would be 
armed with the JUPITER. 

~~, 4 Jan 58, 1:2. 

Referring to the memorandum of the Assistant Secretary 
of Defense (ISA) of 5 December 1957 concerning deploy­
ment of the IRBM to the ill\, the JCS stated that they 
considered the recommendations listed in that memorandum 
advisable for use by the Secretary of th!El,Air Force as 
a basis for technical negotiations with the UK. 

(S} Memo, CJCS to SeeDer, "Deployment of IRBM 
to the United Kingdom (U)' II 3 Jan se, derived from {S) 
Encl A to (TS) JCS 2277/7, 23 Dec 57. Both in CCS 
471.6 (5-31-44) sec 12. : , 

"International Security--The Mili tal-y, Aspect, 11 a 
report by the Special Studies Project of the Rockefeller 
Brothers Fund, called for drastic changes in the us 
defense program in order to rnaint~n the military 
security of the nation. A panel of dj,Jitinguished lay­
men, industrialists, and former milit~ leaders 
criticized the eY.isting assignment' of' ·roles and missions 
to the individual military services"as 11 out of accord 
with both weapons technology and the"principal military 
threats to our national safety, 11 and recommended broad 
organizational changes within the Defense Department. 
Among other things, the Rockefeller Report recommended 
that the Secretary of' Defense be given direct authority 
over all research, development, and procurement, with 
the right of cancellation and transfer of Service 
progr&~ together with their appropriations, and that 
he be provided with ~ direct appropriation for the 
conduct ·of research anij:Q~Velopment at the DOD level. 
The Repor.t also called for an immediate increase in the 
defense- budget by $3 :b~liion a year for the next 
sevet".al years, and for accelerated research-and-develop­
ment":Eiupport for :~uc:ih':'~key programs as the missile 
prR~am. , ... · ,. 
· · ' · NYT, 6 Jarf 58, 1:5; text summary, 18:1-8. 

In testimony before the Senate Preparedness Subcommittee, 
Lt Gen Gavin criticized what he described as the lack 
of adequate research-and-development funds in the Army's 
budget, and said he was retiring because, among other 
things, he could not defend the Army budget before 
Congress. 

NYT, 7 Jan 58, 1:8. 
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6 Jan 58 

rca a 122£i 

'.·· 

The Deputy Secretary o:t' Defense requested the JCS to 
cormnent on the military asnects of the US-UK I?J3M 
Agreement as dra~m to l:1clude •Jarious changes discussed 
by US and UK goverr~ent officials prior to and during 
the recent NATO Heads of Government meetine;;. 'I'he 
principal proposed changes provided that: (1) ).11 four 
IRBM squadrons would be transferred to UK operational 
control as soon a::; ti:ey i·rere · avai:lable and as soon as 
the UK was prepared to operate the mi6-s1les, instead of 
two of the squadrons remaining under US operational 
control until some future mutually agreed time. 
(2) References to permission for the US to substitute 
improved-performance missiles for missiles already 
deployed in the UK and to US maintenance of operational 
control over a number of missiles not exceeding the 
number transferred to UK operational control were to be 
stricken. (3) ~1e joint determination of the two 
governments concerning the operational use to be made 
of missiles deployed in the UK was to be made in the 
light of Article 5 of the North Atlantic Treaty, which 
required them to consider an armed attack against one 
or more of the NATO countries as an attack against 
them all. 

The Deputy Secretary of Defense .also· requested the 
views of the JCS on how control of the IRBM force in 
the UK should be coordinated ~11th that of other 
squadrons to be established on the Continent. ~ee 
item for 10 January 1958.7 . . 

· (TS) Memo, DepSecDef to CJCS, "US-UK IRBM Agree­
ment (U~, 11 6 Jan 58, Encl to (TS) 2Z77/12, Note by 
Secys, 1United States-United Kingdom IRBM Agreement 
{U), 11 6 Jan 58; (TS) App to JCS 2277/12, 11Revised Draft 
Agreement on Deployment of the United States Inter­
mediate Range Ballistic Missile in the United Kingdom," 

.23 Dec 57. All in CCS 471.6 {5-31-44) seo:l2. rt . J -::-1 .. ,_ . 
J 
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7 Jan 58 
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The JCS reconunended to the Secretary of Defense tl1at 
the Department of the Ar.my be authorized to develop a 
solid-propellant missile to replace the existing 
REDSTONE. They stated that the new missile shoUld have 
a launch weight of no more than 10,000 pounds and a 
guidance system developed to give optimum-performance 
in the range of 220-320 miles, w1 th a minimum range 
capability or 100 miles or less. On the same date, 
the Secretary of Defense approved the foregoing recom­
mendations and directed the Department or. ·the Army to 
implement them. : 

( S) Memo, CJCS to SeeDer, "REDSTONE Solid 
Propellant Ballistic Missile (C)," 7 Jan 58, derived 
from (TS) Encl to (S) JCS 1629/171, 7 Jan 58j (S) N/H 
or JCS 1620/171, dtd 8 Jan 58. All 1n ccs 471.6 
(5-31-44) sec 13. · 

President Eisenhower requested an emergency supple­
mental appropriation of $1,269,099,000 from Congress 
for missile production and defense against air and 
missile attack. Of the total amount, $683 million was 
to go for acceleration of ballistic missile production. 
The President also requested transfer authority for 
$llO,OOO,OOO, $10,000,000 of t-~hich was alated for the 
New Advanced ResearCh _Projects Agency, which \'Tould be 
responsible, under the Secretary of Defense, for the 
research-and-development phases of advanced science 
programs·, incluQ.ing.:~{ltelli tes and other outer space 
pro.'j'ects. . - ·.. · 
.. · ( U) US Congress, HR, "Supplemental Defense 

Appropriations for 1958, "· Hearings before the Subconuni ttee 
of the Coremittee on Appropriations, 85th Cong, 2d seas 
(t'lashington, 1958), pp. 2, 3. 

In a report to Senate Democrats, Senate Majority Leader 
Lyndon Johnson called for a national policy aimed at 
winning control of outer space. 

NYT, 8 Jan 58, 1:7; text, 10:1-8. 
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8 Jan 58 
v· 

9 Jan 58 

9 Jan 58 

10 Jan 58 

Tif. B$01\1!1. 

General \fnite, in testimony befo:-e the Prepa:::'edness 
Investigating Subcornmitt::e, expressed diSapproval over 
the 5pli t jurisdict:!.on i:1 the a.n.:i-missile missile 
program. Responsibili t:J· !'or "]oint defense" ~:ad been 
assig;ned to the Army, ~·;here as the .".ir Force had '' 2.rea 
defense,'' and now, l1e said, there •:ras some doubt as to 
"which is which." Later, discussing the USSR's 
prospective ICBM capability, General Hhite stated that 
the ATLAS prog1•am should be accelerated .. However, in 
his opinion, there \·rere not sufficient funds in the 1958 
supplemental request nor in the FY 1959 regular budget 
to provide for this acceleration. · 

(U) US Congress, Sen, 'Inquiry into Satellite 
and Nissile Programs," Hearin:.:;s before the Preparedness 
Investigating Subcommittee of the Committee on Armed 
Services, 85th Cong, lst and 2d sess (Washington, 1958), 
pt. 2, pp. 1542, 1555. 

President Eisenhower, in lus state of the Union Message, 
called for Congress to provide more long-range missiles 
and missile-armed submarines. He also asked for a halt 
in inter-Service rivalries. 

NYT, 10 Jan 58, 1:8; text, 8:1-8. 

Appearing as a witness before the Senate Freparedness 
Subcommittee, General Schriever was aksed what date he 
thought the US would have an advanced reconnaissance 
system. He replied: ''I think that we could have a 
reconnaissance capability, using the THOR booster, br, 
the spring of next ~rear, with a recoverable capsule. ' 
In further discussion on the astronautics-development 
program, General.Schriever recommended against a 
separate astronautics management agency, and said that 
the establis:1l!lent of such an agency "would result in 
duplication of capabilities al~eady existing in the Air 
Force ballistic missile programs at ~ cost in funds 
and time similar to that already expended on these 
programs." He believed that an agency was needed that 
would 11 formulate policy:' and 11 give direction," but not 
an agency that might set up its own laboratories and 
procurement organization. 

(U) US Congress, Sen, "Inquiry into Satellite 
a.l.'ld Missile Programs," Hearings before the Preparedness 
Investigating Subcommittee of the Committee on Armed 
Services, 85th Cong,·lst .. and 2--d. sese (~.,ashington, 1958), 
pt 2, pp. 1635, 1678-1680. . 

Rep.J,:y_ing to the ~epu.~¥ Secretary of Defense's memorandum 
of' 6_: January conc.ertling the US -UK IRBM Agreement, the 
JC.S stated that .. ,they agree with all the proposed changes 
'except the mfea .relating to manning and operatl. anal 
control. Pointing out that the first two squadrons were 
"in effect experimental," they insisted that it was 
"mandatory" that these first two squadrons be us-manned; 
and vthile they were so manned they should also be under 
US command. As for coordinating control of the UK IRBM 
force with control of squadrons to be established on 
the Continent, the JCS stated that this should be a 
function of SACEUR and that the agreement with the 
British should provide for assignment to SACEUR of all 
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12 Jan 58 

13 Jan 58 

13 Jan 58 

14 Jan 58 

ti'!Z SECI&£ 

UK-based IRBM squadrons. However, they believed that 
deployment of the initial squadrons should not be held 
up by ne~otiations on this point. 

(TS} Memo, CJCS to SecDef, "U.S.-U.K. IRBM 
Agreement (U)," 10 Jan 58, derived from JCS 2277/13, 
8 Jan 58. Both in CCS 471.6 (5-31-44) sec 13. 

President Eisenhower, in a letter replying to one from 
Premier Bulganin, repeated, among othe~ things, the 
Western proposal for an agreement that outer space be 
used only for peaceful purposes (see item of 
14 November 1957). 

NYT, 13 Jan 58, 1:8; text, 6:1-6. 

President Eisenhower, in submitting his budget for 
FY 1959 to Congress, requested advance authority to 
shift up to $2 billion in military appropriations from 
one Service or activity to another. His request for 
defense funds called for an increase in expenditures 
for missiles and outer-space weapons. He also asked 
for a contingency fund of $500 million, not designated 
for any project as yet specifically planned. 

NYT, 14 Jan 58, 1:5, 8; text of budget message, 
PP • 1 '(-'20. 

Gen Tw1n~g, in hearings before the House Committee 
on ~ed Services, agreed with a statement by Defense 
Secretary McElroy that "we have available and are 
prepared to use weapons of retaliation so devastating 
that the cost to an aggressor of an attack on us would 
be unbearable. 11 

{U) US Congress, HR, "Investigation of National 
Defense Missiles 11 Hearings before the Committee on 
Armed Services, S5th Cong, 2d seas {Washington, 1958), 
pp. 3975. 4009. 

Gen Tw1n~g testified at the Senate Subcommittee on 
Armed Services hearings on defense satellite and missile 
programs that he, among other in the military 
establsihment, was concerned about public misunderstand­
ings and misapprehensions regarding recent demonstra­
tions of Soviet technological achievements. Mistaken 
conclusions that the Soviets possessed military 
supremacy could, he said, 11 actually increase the 
probability of total war-becau.Se they might result in 
bolder 90Urses of Soviet action and greater opportunity 
for fatal miscalculation •. " Gen Twining stated that "we 
are ri9;t!:::-today--1n IllY'·,:Judgment, in a position of 
infertor military··strength vis-a-vis the Soviet Union. 11 

. How.ever, he continued, the Soviets were rapidly closing 
the gap in scientific breakthrough and technological 
progress in new weapons, but, "our military ~orces are 
strong enough now to win, if war is thrust upon us, and 
can take care of the future if we will put our energies 
to the task.'' He thought that probably we were behind 
the Russians in intercontinental missiles and "we have 
really sot to get on the move. 11 

. 

(U) US Congress, Sen, 11 Inquiry into Satellite 
and Missile Programs, 11 Hearings before the Preparedness 
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15 Jan 58 
. ./ 

16 Jan 58 
~/ 

,, . ...:• 

Investigating Subcommittee of t!1e Committee on Armed 
Services, 85th Cong, lst and 2d sess (Hashington, 1958), 
pt 2, pp. 1824, 1825, 1838. 

In separate memoranda to the Secretaries of the Army 
and the Air Force, the Secretary of Defense stated 
that he had decided to assign to ARPA the direction of 
the effort to develop a missile system for defense 
against the ICBM, and that, pending such time as ARPA 
would begin functioning, there should be no unwarranted 
duplication of effort between the Army and the ~ir Force 
in this area. Therefore, he desired the ~! to con­
tinue its development effort on the NIKE-ZEUS pro~mn 
as a matter of urgency, but limiting the program 1 at 
this time 11 to \'l'orlc on the missile and launch system 
and those acquisition, tracking, and computer components 
required for an integrated Ihissile system. The Air 
Force was to continue as a matter of urgency, 11 at this 
time," that part of its development effort in the­
~qD program pertaining to early-warning radars, 
communication links between early-warning radars and 
the active defense system and SAGE, and the data pro­
cessing components required to form an integrated 
system. These WIZARD elements were to be. compatible 
with a missile system having the design arid performance 
characteristics of the NIKE-ZEUS weapons system, and 
the development work carried forward by the Army should 
be compatible with Air Force planning and·development 
under the WIZARD program. Arrangements were to be 
made for full technical information interchange between 
the ~ and the Air Force development contractors 
involved. No significant chahges were to be made in 
the above-assigned areas of concentration of' effort 
without the specific approval of the Director of ARPA, 
and until he beg~, functioning the Director of Guided 
Missiles would act for him. 

(U) Memo, SecDef to SecAF, "Program for Defense 
Against the Intercontinental Ballistic M1ssile, 11 

16 Jan 58, Enol A to (U) JCS 1899/386, Note by Secys, 
same subj, 28 Jan 58, ccs 381 US (5-23-46) sec 92; 
(U) Memo, SecDef to SecA, s·ame subj, 16 Jan 58, Encl B 
to .. JCS 1899/386, same file. 
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16 Jan 58 

16 Jan 58 

2l Jan 58 

22 Jan 58 
v· 

1 115222 

In a speech before the National Press Club, Secretary 
Dulles proposed the formation of an international 
commission to ensure the use of outer ~pace exclusively 
for peaceful purposes. 

NYT, 17 Jan 58, 1:8; text, 4:1-8. 

In Congressional speeches, Democratic members of the 
Joint Committee on Atomic Energy called for a large­
scale program to develop space vehicles propelled by 
atomic energy. They also proposed increased efforts 
to build a fleet of missile-la~~ching submarines. 

NYT, 17 Jan 58, 1:6-7. 

In testimony before the Senate Preparedness Sub­
committee officials of the Convair Division of General 
Dynamics--where the ATLAS was being built--stated that 
the amount of increase in the acceleration of the 
initial operational capability of the ATLAS over the 
rate that had existed prior to SPUTNIK was ''far leas 
than it might be or should be. 11 Further, they were 
doubtful that the ATLAS would be "a reliable weapon11 

as soon as predicted. 
(U) US Cong, Sen, "Inquiry into Satellite and 

Missile Programs," Hearings before the Preparedness 
Investigating Subcommittee of the Committee on Armed 
Services, 85th Cong, lst and 2d sesa (Washington, 1958), 
pt. 1, pp. 1210, 1211. 

In a statement issued by the Soviet Foreign Ministry, 
the USSR called for a ban on nuclear ·and missile 
weapons in the Middle East. . 

NYT, 22 Jan 58, 1:1; text, 4:2-8. __, 
I 

on the recommendation of the Secretary of Defense in ---' 
consultation with the Special Assistant to the 

·President for Science and Technology, had established 
certain programs as having priority over all others 
for research and developm~nt and for the achievement of 
operat!onial capability Ti;he scop~ of· this · capabii1 ty 
to be -determined by the_ President}. These programs 
were-(qrder of listing did not indicate the priority 
of .one-<Wer another);;··;J:-) ATLAS (ICBM) weapons system; 
2) .·TITAN (ICBM} _weapons system; 3) THOR-JUPITER (IRBM) 
weapons system;· 4) POLARIS_ (FBM) weapons system; 
5) antimissile-missile defense weapons system, includ­
ing active defense and related early warning for 
defense of the US proper; 6) IGY scientific satellite 
(VANGUARD-JUPITER C) programs and 7) satellite pro­
grams {other than VANGUARD and JUPITER C) determined by 
the Secretary of Defense to have objectives with key 
political, scientific, psychological or military 
import. 
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22 Jan 58 

23 Jan 58 

~3 Jan 58 

~ 3£cRET 

Tn 3. speech at Minsk, Klli~ushe!1ev j_r: effect replied to 
US proposals for control of ou"cer-space ·.'ieapons by 
stating that this problem had to be considered as 
part of the general disarmament question, including 
the prohibition of nuclear and thermonuclear weapons. 

NYT, 26 Jan 58, 1:8. 

The Office of the Secretary of Defense fo~~arded to 
members of the Armed Forces Policy Council copies of 
the "Posture Briefing by the Chairman, Joint Chiefs of 
Staff, before the Preparedness Investigating Sub­
committee of the Senate Armed Services Conuni ttee (U}." 
The covering memorandum stated that since discussion 
by the AFPC at its 16 January 1958 meeting had indicated 
no disagreement with the general over-all position 
reflected in the briefing and since revisions suggested 
by Council members had been incorporated, the document 
was considered to be the over-all official position 
of the DOD. 

(C) Memo, Spec Asst to SeeDer, to AFPC, "Posture 
Briefing by the CJCS, before the Preparedness Investiga­
ting Subcommittee of the Senate Armed Services 
Conun:lttee (U}, 11 22 Jan 58, reproduced as: (C) Encl 
to JCS 2101/291, Note by Secys, same subj, 28 Jan 58, 
CCS 381 US (1-31-50) sec 74. 

The Deputy Secretary of Defense agreed to a proposal 
by the Special Assistant to the President for Science 
and Technology that the joint study directed by NSC 
Action No. 1840 (a study to be made by the Science 
Advisory Committee, DOD, .'lliC, and CIA of the technical 
factors involved in monitoring an agreement on long­
range rocket tests; see item of 6 January 1958) be 
undertaken independently by the Missiles Panel, Science 
Adviso~ Committee. 

(SJ JCS 1731/252, Memo by CNO, 11 Disarmament 
Planning (U)," 6 Mar 58, CCS 092 ( 4-14-45) sec 75. 
/The correspondence between Dr. Killian and Secretary 
~arles is not on file in the Joint Secretariat~ 

According to a censored. versio-n of their testimony, 
Army witnesses told tl'ie House Armed Services Committee 
tha~ the Soviet Union might have an operational ICBM 
by. J·"\ll.Y:, 1958. ' -~. ·-:.·.:" 

· NYT, 31 Jan -sa; ~:1. 

The Senat~ Preparedness Subcommittee, having concluded 
its investigation into the missile and satellite 
programs, called for reorganization of the Defense 
Department, accelerated development and production of 
ballistic missiles, and greater efforts to devise 
antimissile missiles. 

NYT, 24 Jan 58, 1:8, text, 6:3-6. 
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- (U),tt 24 Jan 58, derived from (S) JCS 1731/248, same 

subj, 18 Jan 58, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 74. 

In a speech read for ~ at the annual meeting of the 
Institute of the Aeronautical Sciences, the director 
of the National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics 
urged that space research be made a cooperative effort 
by the NACA, the Defense Department, the National 
Science Foundation, and the National Academy of 
Sciences. He warned that the nonmilitary aspects of 
space technology might be "submerged or perhaps even 
lost" if space research was "included as a mere 
adjunct to a military program. 11 

~~ 28 Jan 58, 14:3. 

l.. I 

Testifying before the House Subcommittee on 
Appropriations, aen '!'".-lining stated that although "this 
is no time for complacency," in his considered opinion, 
"our military forces are strong enough today to make 
any would-be aggressor realize that to attack us would 
be reckless folly--folly which would bring down upon 
such aggressors the very ldnd of devastation which 
would defeat any plans to conquer this country. 11 In 
comparing the modernization of Soviet ground forces 
w1 th the increasect ,~ff~~ti ve.ness of the US Array, Gen 
Twining stated tha1;-"·one of the important developments 
in the·past year had been the creation of the US 
r-te.dium Missile Command -in SETAF. This Command, now 
._operational, was;Jni:L:rt around the HONEST JOHN rocket 
and CORPORAL guided missile battalions. In further 
.testimony on'·"·comparision of US over-all air strength 
with that of the USSR he stated that while he recogniz­
ed that the introduction of the missile into the 
nation 1 s arsenal of defense was n changing the role of 
the airplane, 11 he felt that "this transition will take 
a matter of many years." Thus, Gen Twining continued, 
"if we keep our present offensive and defensive air 
forces modern and strong, which we must, and missiles 
are introduced into the inventory as fast as possible, 
we will always have the capability to devastate the 
U.S.S.R. even in face of a surprise attack." 
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(U) US Congress, HR, Department of Defense 
Appropriations for 1959: Hearings before the Sub­
committee of the Committee on Appropriations, 85th 
Cong, 2d seas (Hashington, 1958), pp. 25, 27, 32. 

The Army announced that four combat-ready net\-10rks 
of NilCE-HERCULES guided missiles would be set up in 
June in the New York, l-/ashington-Bal timore, Philadelphia, 
and Chicago areas. The Army announcement stated that 
this would be the beginning of a nation-wide program 
of converting the Army's surface-to-air missile sites 
to the dual capability of firing both NIKE-AJAX and 
NIKE-HERCULES missiles. 

NYT, 29 Jan 58, 1:5. 

The Secretary of Defense expressed his concern, at 
an Armed Forces Policy Council meeting, regarding the 
growing number of expensive offensive and defensive 
weapons systems, the fact that there was no adequate 
over-all evaluation to compare the merits of various 
systems, and the immediate possibility that there was 
overlap and duplication of strategic delivery systems, 
such a bombers, THOR, JUPITER, ATLAS, POLARIS, air­
craft carriers, SNARK, etc. As an initial action, he 
desired that the JCS be prepared to discuss at the next 
AFPC meeting the best way of getting at these problems 
and suggest terms of reference for the study. 

At this meeting the AFPC agreed that· the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff would also be requested to comment on 
certain Gaither items scheduled for discussion before 
the NSC on 6 February 1958. Defense presentation was 
to be delayed to permit thorough study. 

(S) AFPC Advice of Action, "Evaluation of Offensive 
and Defensive Weapons Systems (U)," 30 Jan 58, Encl to 
(S) JCS 1620/173, Note by Secys same subj, 31 Jan 58, 
CCS 471.6 (5-31-44) seo 14; (Tsi AFPC Advice of Action, 
"DOD CoiLDlent on ce·rtain Gaither Items (U), 11 29 Jan 58, 
CCS 381 US (l-30-50) sec 74. 

Secretary of Defense McElroy testified before the 
Senate AP.propriations COIIDDittee that he did not 
believe 'events in the world permit us to wait any 
longer, 11 and he was requesting over $683 million in 
FY 1958. supplem~ltal .funds in 9rder to accelerate the 
ATLAS·, THOR, JUPITmi~' arid "POL""A."IS ballistic missile 
programs • ' : · · 

- (U) US Congres_s, Sen, Supplemental Defense 
AppJJ.opriations ·B1ll:i:-J;958: Hearings before the Committee 
oh Appropriations/ 85th Cong, 2d sess (Washington, 

. l.S)58) t DO • Cj_,acl'~ • · . 
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Testifying before the Senate Committee on the 1958 
supplemental defense appropriation, Air Force Vice 
Chief of Staff Gen Curtis E. LeMay expressed his 
belief that if the Soviets attacked the US at this 
time, their offensive would be launched ·~th air­
planes, and not missiles. "tater on they will phase 
in some missiles,'' he said, ''but for at least two 
more years ther, will be probably few in number and not 
too effective. ' After that, both ef.feotiveness and 
numbers would be rapidly increased. In his op,inion, 
at the present time the missile threat was a 'little 
bit oversold." He felt that a US manned bomber would 
continue to be a more effective weapons system than 
the missile for some time. 

(U) US Congress, Sen, Supplemental Appropriation 
Bill, 1958: Hearings before the Committee on 
Appropriations, 85th Cong, 2d seas (Washington, 1958), 
pp. 109, 110, 113, 115. 

The first US earth satellite was successfully launched 
into orbit. The small instrumented satellite, dubbed 
the "EXPLORER" and weighing 18.13 pounds (30.8 pounds, 
including the burnt-out final state of its rocket), 
was shot aloft by means of a modified JUPITER-C rocket, 
and circled the earth at a maximum height of about 
2,000 miles and a speed of about 18,000 miles an hour. 

NYT, 1 Feb 58, 1:5, 7, 8; fact sheet, 7A:6-8. -
As of the end of January, the ATLAS missile had been 
test-fired a total of four times; two firings had been 
successful and two partially successful. The JUPITER 
had been fired seven times, with three successes and 
four partial successes. A single firing of the 
JUPITER-C had been successful. Of eleven firings of 
the THOR, four had been successful, four partially 
successful, and three failures. · 

(S) "Compilation of Ballistic Missile Flight 
Tests (Thor, Jupiter, Atlas)," in Office of Director 
of Guided Missiles. 

Referring to their memorandum of 29 November 1957, the 
JCS recommended to the Secretary of Defense that Libya 
be included as a deployment area for initial IRBM 
squadrons, in view of the advisability of having 
alternate deploymeri,t·_pl!!!Jls rl:ady in case bilateral 
agreements with NATO' .. co'lintries were not completed in 
time.to'permit deployment of IRBM units in such 
cou.ntries as rapidly as-the units became available. 
Thi-~;_r.ecommendation~·was based on evaluation of military 
factors, and also on the expectation that the necessary 
agreements w.:th the L.Lbyan :Jovernment could be 
completed without undue delay. 

(TS) Memo, CJCS to SeeDer, "Future Deployments of 
the Intermediate Range Ballistic Missiles (c)," )1 Jan 
58, CCS 471.6 (5-31-44) sec 14, derived from (TS) 
Enol to (TS) JCS 2277/16, 24 Jan 58, same file, sec 13. 
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31 Jan 58 
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3 Feb 58 ..,...,. 

3 Feb 58 

3 Feb 58 

_£§_ b£2 1 
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-- (TS) Ltr, Dep Under SecState ror Pol Aff to -
Asst SeeDer (!SA), 31 Jan 58, App to (TS) 
Note by Secys, nll'uture Deployments of the 
Range Ballistic Missiles (C)," 20 Feb 58, 
(5-31-44) sec 15. 

JCS 2277/22, 
Intermediate 
ccs !~71. 6 

The JCS requested the Director, \'leapons Systems 
Evaluation Group, to make a study of the problems 
associated with geographical distribution of IRBM bases 
throughout the world, like that made regarding ICBM 
bases in WSEG Study No. 26 (see item dated 23 September 
1957 in basic chronology). The study was to embrace 
both land-based and sea-based IRBM deployment, and, in 
addition, the relationship between the IRBM, the FBM, 
and other weapons systems, such as the ICBM, manned 
a1rcraftl and short-range surface-to-surface missiles. 

(TSJ SM-95-58 to Dir WSEG, "Future DeJ?loyment of 
the Intermediate Range Ballistic Missiles {C), 11 

derived from JCS 2277/18, 31 Jan 58, CCS 471.6 
(5-31-44) sec 14. 

A three-stage advanced hypersonic NIKE-ZEUS teat 
vehicle was fired to determine the heating effects 
under b1Personic conditions on various skin materials. 

· (S) "Report of Significant Missile Firings, 
30 Jan-5 Feb 58, 11 10 Feb 58, Army Missile Flights, 
1958, in Office, Director of Guided Missiles, OSD. 

Soviet Premier Nikolai A. Bulgan1n in a letter to 
President Eisen.'lower stated that the Soviet Union "is 
ready to examine al~o __ the· question of the inter­
continental rockets· if the Western powers are willing 
to reach agreement :to ban atomic and hydrogen weapons, 
to·.~nd tests thereor;~~aiid to liquidate foreign military 
bases-in other nations' territories. In that case, an 
agreement onothe.use of outer space for peaceful 
purposes o~ly.would unquestionably meet no 
difficulties." 

11 NYT, 4 Feb 58, p. 8, cited in (U) US Cong, HR, 
The Niitronal Space Program, 11 Report No. 1758, 85th 
Cong, 2d seas {Washington, 1958), pp. 223, 224. 

According to the New York Times, the Defense Department 
had decided to release-!Unds for advance planning on 
more ambitious satellite projects and had agreed on a 
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4 Feb 58 

4 Feb 58 

5 Feb 58 

5 Feb3 

space exploration program. Heavier and more elaborately 
instrumented satellites were envisioned, according to 
the Times. The Army Nas reportedly c.sldng permission 
to launch two television-equipped reconnaissance 
satellites in 1958. 

NYT, 4 Feb 58, 1:7. 

In testimony before the House Subcommittee on 
Appropriations, Air Force SecretarY Douglas stated 
that failure of the US to put up the first satellite 
did not have 11anyth1ng to do with organization, or with 
service rivalry." The decision was made, he said, 11 to 
emphasize the military missiles," and "to do the 
satellite as a scientific civilian enterprise.'! 

(U) Congress, HR, Department of Defense 
Appropriations for 1959: Hearings before the Sub­
committee of the Committee on A~propriations, 85th 
Cong, 2d seas (Washington, 1958), p. 169. 

President Eisenhower told Republican Congressional 
leaders that he had directed Dl•. Killian, the Special 
ASsistant to the President for Science and Technology, 
to undertake a study of whether to keep the space 
exploration program 1n the Defense Departzru.mt or to 
place it under a new civilian authority. 

~, 5 Feb 58, 1:5. 

A second attempt to launch an earth satellite by means 
of a VANGUARD rocket ended in failure when the rocket 
was destroyed in flight because, according to an 
offic1a~ announcement, 111t failed to maintain its 
programmed flight path. 11 

_ m,, 5 Feb 58, 1:8._ 

( 
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· (On 10 February the JCS referred the foregoing 

matter to the Director, Weapons Systems Evaluation 
Group, for inclusion in the studies directed by 
SM-106-58, 10 February 1958, concerned with evaluating 
offensive and defensive weapons systems.) 
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( S) ~1emo, '3ecDef to CJCS, '' _\ugmentation and 

Accele;:-at:!.on of the Fleet Ballistic Missile (POLARIS) 
Program (U)," 5 Feb 52, Zncl to (S) JCS 1620/175, 
Note by Secys, same subj, 6 Feb 5!3; (S) Ltr, SecNav 
to SecDef, same subj, 30 Jan 58, App to JCS 1620/175. 
(C) N/H of JCS 1620/175, 12 Feb 58. .Ul in CCS 471.6 
(5-31 .L~4) sec 14. 

In ree~onse to a rE:qtta~t from ~!:'le Director of GUided Mis­
siles the JCS provided M:-. McElroy with their current 
thinking regarding the feasibility and desirability of 
installing an interim defense against ballistic missiles, 
utilizing, as recommended by the Gaither Report, 
mndified available anti-aircraft missiles. (See item 
for NSC Action 1841, 6 Janua~r 1958.) 

-~<eaffil•ming their czar~.1er· view (see item of 4 
Decembel" 1957) that ';there is an urgent reqUirement 
for the development of a defense against the ICBM," 
the JCS stated that an interim capability might be 
achieved by modifying and adding components to the 
land-based T!~OS system.. In order to provide this 
capability one yecu• earlier than the earliest 
availability date of the NIKE-ZEUS~ a current 
obligation of approximately ~1 billion would be 
necessary. or this amount, only $90 million was to be 
considered "risk cap1tal 11 inasmuch as the additional 
weapor.s would augment defensive capabilities against 
bombers. 

Although the feasibility of installing the interim 
system had been "reasonably well established," the 
Joint Chiefs believed that its desirability remained 
to be determined. The procedure for this determination 
involved consideration of the effectiveness of each 
weapons system as a part of the entire continental 
air defen~e structure, and in relation to enemy 
capabilities, fiscal and manpower implications, time 
phasing requirements, and research and development 
factors. 

Having received rec~ntly from WSEG a·atudy of the 
weapons systems treated in CAlX'lP SG-66, the JCS would 
proceed on 11 an urgent basi3 11 to resolve continental 
air def'ense problems. The JC::> stated that they would 
ad\"ise ·the Secrecary, of..,Def:mse at an early date (see 
it~ o+ 15 April- 195!:3'), concerning their recommenda­
tions-as to the "des:trability" of the interim system 
as .. -~etermined .in .th~·J,ight of over-all defense 
r~~~ements an'd:-ca:pabil!. ties. 

· (C) l~em9,, Dir GM to c;cs, "Report to the 
. PI'esident h:;'··s·ccu't'i ty l1esourues Panel of the ODM 

Science Ai•·,-..~ory COlllltitte~ '(C)," 15 Jan 5£l, CCS 381 
US (l-31-:;·."'•J sa-:- T4.: (TS) Memo, DepSecDef to JCS 
et al., ::E:;'le subj, lit Jan 53, &rune file and sec; 
TTs}:~emc, JCS to SecDef, s~~e subj, 5 Feb 58, same 
file a"'ld se'::, cet•ived i'rom JCS 2101/289, 22 Jan 58, 
same ft~.E', aac '75. 

Presj.dent Eist:ul • ..;.·.r'-'':', at his press conference, said 
that the Secretary of ll~;;:ienae would continue to 
control I:1ilita~r outer space:. .;:..:.:·c~c.;l;.::, J.;u;; ~.n~i<~ated 
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6 Feb 58 

6 Feb 58 

6 Feb 58 

!EtHEl' 

...... 

the possibility that nonmilitary projects might be 
put under civilian control. 

NYT, 6 Feb 58, 13:1 (text). 

Secretary of the Army Brucker testified before the 
House Subcommittee on Appropriatior.~.s-that, in order 
to fulfill an urgent requirement for a long range 
mobile missile system, top priority had been assigned 
to the development of the PERSHING, a surface-to­
surface solid propellant missile. This system, he 
sa1.d, would "fill a serious gap in our current 
missile family by providing additional depth to the 
Army's support weapons. 11 

(U) US Congress, HR, Department of Defense 
Appropriations for 1959: Hearings before the Sub­
committee of the Committee on Appropriations, 85th 
Cong, 2d seas (Washington, 1958), p. 243. 

lc: ---- .. . .. -. . -- ·-

li 

\\ 
L.l l. 

The Air Force announced a successful firing ot· the 
MACE long-range tactical missile, a late version of 
the MATADOR. 

~~ 7 Feb 58, 7:5. 

·congress passed and sent to the White House an act 
authorizing the Secretary of Defense to administer 
for one year any non-military space projects assigned 
to him· by the Pres1Q..ent_.- · Congress also completed 
action on a $1,260,000,000 emergency appropriation 
bill . to speed development of ballistic missiles and 
othero wise strength~m:;,the nation 1 s retaliatory power. 
. ·;<.:..NYT, 7 Feb: 58~'''1: 5. - .. 

. The Department'of Defense Advanced Research Projects 
Agency, OSD, was established with responsibility for 
the direction and performance of such advanced pro­
jects in the field of research and development as 
might be designated by the Secretary of Defense. The 
Agency was authorized to (1) direct research and 
development projects t'lithin the Defense Department, 
as designated by the Secretary of Defense; (2} arrange 
for the performance of research and development 
work by other agencies of the Government as might 
be necessary in relation to assigned projects: (3) 
make contracts or agreements with individuals or 
private organizations; and (4) acquire or construct 
facilities, subject to the approval of the Secretary 
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of Defense. Roy \L Johnson, a. vice president of 
General Electric Company of New York, was appointed 
Director of ARPA. 

(U) DOD Directive No. 5105.15, "Depar1Jment of 
Defense Advanced Researcn Projects Agency,;; 7 Feb 58, 
CCS 334 fffiPA (2-7-58) sec 1. ;,~T, 8 Feb 58, 1:1. 

The Secretary of the .:,ir Force propos.~d . to the 
Secretary of Defense that a firm program be establish­
ed to develop the MINUTENAN, a three-stage solid­
propellant ICBM. If the HINUTEMAN project developed 
as expected, he said, it rni~<t make the objectives 
for 1962 in liquid-propellant ICBI•ls and IRBMs "buy­
outs" for some or all of those programs, with the 
relatively inexpensive a.1·1d undemanding MINUTEf11AN 
superseding them. However, pending the maturing of 
the ~~ project, he would not jeopardize 
capability to expand the liquid-propellant ICBM force. 
He believed the objectives for end }~ 1962, in terms 
of operational squadrons in place, ought to be: ATLAS, 
9 to 13, depending on military requirements and the 
state of development of MINUTZNAN; TITAN, 8; IRBr1s, 
16, part of which ~'l'ould be THOR ICIDts if the situation 
demanded; MINUTEMAN, beginning to phase in during 
FY 1963. 

In an undated memorandum ~etween 8 and 19 
Feb 195§7 the Secretary of Defense approved the fore­
going ballistic missile objectives. In addition, he 
approved the institution of the MINUTEMAN project on 
and ICBM priority basis, but ~tith the understanding 
that FY 1958 funds ~rere to be provided from within 
available Air Force resources. He directed the 
Secretary of the Air Force to submit, as soon as 
practicable, a revised ballistic missile progt•am, 
including ~vur, to the OSD Ballistic Missile 
Committee. 

{S) JCS 1620/180, "Air Force Ballistic Missile 
Objectives (U)," 19 Feb 58, CCS 471.6 (5-31-44) 
sec 15. 

As a result of the expression of concern by the 
Secretary of Defense at the Armed Forces Policy 
·Council meeting of 28 January 1958, the JCS agreed 
to ( 1) aubrni t to the:. CMir.man ,.. ,JCS, a talld.ng paper 
as a basis for discus:h-on at the meeting of the Armed 
Forces.- Policy Council on 11 Februa:.·y 1958, and ( 2) 
dire.ct. the Director~- Weapons Syst·em Evaluation Group 
to._ (a}."..submi t to ·-the"·J'c·s by 21 February (later 
changed to 19 Feb:t-uary), as an interim report, a 
·scientific eva1i.iation of p~rtinent facts, including 
time factcr~, concerning weapons systems such as 
manned bcmters, THOR, JUPITER, ATLAS, POLARIS, air­
craft carriers, SNARK, etc.; (b) submit before the be­
ginning of the next budget cycle an over-all study 
containing scientific analyses designed to provide 
the bases for the strategic evaluation of offensive 
and defensive weapons systems and for the determina­
tion of an appropriate strategic weapons posture by 
the JCS. (Later, a second interim report on this 
latter study was called for, and was submitted on 10 
March 1958. ) 
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The talking papel" referred to above \·ras fli!'nished 
the Ghail~man on 10 February 1')58. It stated that the 
thoughts of the JCS on ti1e subject oi' the Secretary's 
concern \'/ere r·eflected, in general, ::..n the Joint 
Strategic Objectives Plan for 1961, previously for\'lard­
ed to the Secretaryj and further, that the JCS pro­
posed to re-evaluate the various studies and compar­
isons heretofo:..~e produced for them concerning vteapons 
systems and would give the Secretary their interim 
advice, including views on the POLARIS program, prior 
to the NSC meeting of 28 February, and would provide 
definite advice prior to initiation of the next 
budget cycle. 

(S) Dec On JCS 1620/174, "Evaluation of 
Offensive and Defensive weapons Systems (U)," 10 Feb 
58, CCS 471.6 (5-31-44) sec 14; (S) SM-106-58 to 
Dir \1SEG, same subj and date, derived from foregoing, 
same file; ( S) JCS 1620/177, rilemo by DJS, same sub j 
and date, same file; (C) SM-130-58, same subj, 24 Feb 
58, derived from (TS) Dec On JCS 2101/295, 24 Feb 58. 
Both in CCS 381 US (1-31-50) sec 75. (U) Sf.l-134-58, 
"Col•rection to SM-130-58 (U)," 25 Feb 58, same file. 
(U) SM-165-58, "Evaluation of Offensive and Defensive 
ltleapons Systems (U), H 7 Mar 58, CCS 370 (8-19-45) 
sec 62. 

Admiral Arleigh Burke, Chief of r.raval Operations, 
testified before the House Subcommittee on·Appropria­
tions that "the rapid development of Soviet missiles-­
particularly long-range missiles--has made it clear 
that the overall technological lead which the United 
States has held over Russia is diminishing." There­
fore, he said, the requirement to accelerate the US 
missile program had been closely re-examined. 
Although supplemental funds for FY 1958 would speed 
up the availability of the POLARIS weapons system, 
maintaining accelerated ballistic programs would have 
a serious impact on future defense budgets, particular­
ly that of the Navy, because the POL&qiS system did 
not replace the need for other current or planned 
naval forces. The FY 1959 Na~J budget had been 
reviewed repeatedly in order to ensure that it 
contained only the most essential items and, Admiral 
Burke believed it was "~ ... soU,d· budget", but it was 
at the ~ame time -"a.riiinimum budget:• which could not 
be reduced without a "serious effect upon well­
considered prograniS~; .>,.' . " The Soviets, he 
continued, possesse'a~'a· "substantial military threat 
to our control and use of the seas ..•• " Not only 
did they now ;have the sec_ond largest navy in the world, 
but they were continUing to·modernize their military 
forces. The most formidable offensive power of the 
Soviet Navy was in their submariQe force and Admiral 
Burke believed, "they will almost certainly have 
guided missiles and nuclear-powered submarines in 
the year ahead." In addition, Soviet public state­
ments indicated that gUided missile cruisers and 
destroyers would soon be operational. There had been 
no change in the Soviet basic objective of world 
domination, the Chief of Naval Operations stated, 
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10 Feb 58 .,.·' 

11 Feb 58 
.... 

12 Feb 58 

but because "the US~R :::'1o~·rs tl1e United States }:as 
today the kinds o{ pm·rer that could devastate her," 
lle did not belie•Je the So•riets ,;ould start a ge!1eral 
war. 

(U) US Congress, h~, ~epartr.ent o{ Defense 
Appropriations for 1959: Hearings before the Sub­
com."lli. ttee of the Committee on .c._opropriations, 85th 
Cong, 2d sess (1:Jashingto::l, 1958), pp. L~Lt-2-, il43. 

The Navy announced that it had developed a new 
weapon, the RAT (rocket-assisted-torpedo), \'thich 
could be shot into the air fl~om a warship and then 
parachuted into the \'tater to .. hunt'· f'or enemy 
submarines. The wGapon Has all•eady ::i_n operational 
use. 

NYT, 11 Feb 58, 1:7. 

In response to a memorandum of 28 January 1958 from 
the Assistant Secretary of Defense (R&E), Hhich 
forwarded a l'equest from the Director of Guided 
r.fissiles, the Director, Ueapons Systems Evaluation 
Group, forwarded WSZG Staff Study No. 61, ; An 
Evaluation of the Military Utility of a Possible 
Nuclear-Powered .n.dvanced ICBM. •· The Report recommended 
that the Department of Defense (1) indicate to the 
.L':.tomic Energy Conunission l.ts desire that efforts 
to demonstrate the techn:Lcal feasibility of a nuclear 
reactor sui table fa:;.~ roclcet propulsion be intensified 
beyond the "moderate level •· suggested by earlier 
Defense guidance to the ASC, so as to provide a 
nuclear l'Ocket engine at the earliest possible date; 
(2} have preparations made for prompt utilization 
of a flyable engi!1e, if produced, in a missile air­
framej (3) reaffirm the interest, expressed in its 
earlier guidance to the :SC, in the development of 
a nuclear rocket engine for ICBM application that 
could use storable working fluids; (4}· insure that 
Service-sponsored studies investigated the performance 
characteristics of possible ballistic missiles using 
the engine referred to in (3), and also the costs of 
operating weapons systems built around such ballistic 
missiles; (5} support studies already in progress 
investigating the possible use of hydrogen as the 
working !luid for a nu~l~ar ·rocket engine, in view 
of the desirability-of developing a nuclear rocket 
engine·for space-flight-purposes even though detailed 
studi:es_,might indicat-e-... its- unsuitability as the 
propul:i3"1-ve elemen'c:·or···an ICBr1. 

_ (S) Memo, .l).ir vlSEG to Asst SecDef (R&E), 't:JSEG 
· s'ta:i'f Study No·. 61, :. 11 Feb-· 58., App to (S) JCS 1620/ 
182, Note ty Secys, ' -~-'1 Evaluation of the Military 
Utility of a Possible auc1ear Powered Advanced ICBM -
WSEG Staff Study No. 61 (U)," 25 Feb 58, CCS i.!·71.6 
(5-31-44) sec 16; (S-RD) 'ti3EG Staff Study No. 61, 
24 Jan 58, same file, BP pt 4, 

The President approved Public Law 325, which gave 
the Department of Defense authority to participate 
in advanced research projects, including space 
projects. Section 7 read in part: 
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12 Feb 58 

12 Feb 58 

15 Feb 58 
v/ 

11 The Secretary o:L' Defense Ol1 his desigJ'1ee is 
authorized to engage J.i1 such s.dvanced projects essential 
to the Defense Department's respons1bilities in tl1e 
field of basic and annlied research and development 
':rhi ch pertain to Neapons s:rs terns and mi1i tar:" i'~ quire­
ments as the Secretary of Defense may dete1•mi:1e ar'te:::' 
consultation with the Joint Chiefs of Staff; and for a 
period of one year from the effective d.ate o:t this 
Act, the Secretary of Defense or his designee is further 
authorized to engage in such advanced space projects 
as may be designated by tl1e President. " 

(U) PL 325, 72 Stat. 13, 14, 85th Cong, 2d sess, 
12 Feb 58. 

At a meeting in the office of the Deputy Secretary of 
Defense, representatives of the State Department were 
informed that the Air Force IRBM deployment plans 
provided for the delivery of 4 squadrons to the UK, 
3 to France, and 1 to Italy, with contingency plans 
for deployments to Turl<:ey or Greece, Alaska, Libya, 
and Okinawa in case implementation of the basic plan 
were delayed or became infeasible. 

· (TS) Memo, "Vie\'IS of the Department of State on 
IRBM Deployments to Various Foreign Countries,'' Encl 
to (TS) Ltr, State Dept Couns to Asst SecDef (ISA}, 
4 Apr 58, CCS 471.6 (5-31-44) sec 17. 

The Secretary of Defense informed the Secretary of 
State that Mr. Dulles• request for an outline of an 
inspection system for outer-space objects (see item 
of 18 November 1957) had been referred to the JCS 
(see item of 24 Janua~J 1958). In the interim, 
however, Secretary McElroy pointed out, as a result 
of NSC Action No. 1840 (see item of 6 January 1958), 
the r.lissiles Panel, Science Adviso~J Committee, had 
been designated to proceed with a study of the problem 
(see i tern of 23 January 1958}. This study, he vrrote, 
after review of interested departments and agencies, 
would presumably constitute the basis for the US 
position on the subject, and it would therefore appear 
that any views submitted by the Defense Department 
before the completion of t!1e P:mel' s study would be 
premature. The Department of Defense was therefore 
rese1"Ving its conunents.,and- reconnnendations until the 
Panel had completed it's -study and the JCS had had an 
opportunity to assess: Lts implications from the 
mili 1;;apf point of vi~~~;: __ . - _ 

·- .'('S")· N/H of J~S'-·1731/248, 13 Feb 58, CCS 092 
( 4~,14-45) sec 1.4~ · . . .... 

The JCS informed the Secretary of Defense that there 
was an operational requirement for a nuclear warhead 
for the NIKE-ZEUS antimissile missile, and requested 
that the Secretary notify the Chairman of the Atomic 
Energy Commission of this requirement and request his 
cooperation with the ~apartment of the Pxmy in 
developing the required warhead. 

(S-RD) Memo, CSA to SecDef, "Operational Require­
ment for a Nuclear Warhead for the NIKE-ZEUS :\nti­
Missile Missile (C),'' 15 Feb 58, CCS L~71.6 (5-31-44) 
sec 15, derived from JCS 2012/112, 31 Jan 58, same file, 
sec 14. · 
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18 Feb 58 
v/ 

21 Feb 58 ./. 

.• .. · .. ~·-:.. :~.',. -

In a letter to Soviet Premier Nikolai A. Bulganin, 
President Eisenhower repeated his plea for the dedica­
tion of outer space to peaceful uses. Denying that this 
proposal was intended "to gain strategic advantages for 
the United States, 11 he stressed the urgency of dealing 
with outer space before its use for rnili ta.ry purposes 
had, like nuclear weapons, advanced to the point where 
complete inte1~ational control was almost impossible. 

NY!I!.• 18 Feb 58, p. 8, cited in (·IJ).us Cong, HR, 
"The National Space Program," Report No. 1758, 85th Cong, 
2d sese (Washington, 1958), p. 225. 

In testimony before the House Armed Services Committee, 
Lt Gen Donald L. Putt, Air Force Deputy Chief of Staff 
for Research and Development, estimated that until mid-
1962 an enemy attack might be made by long-range manned 
jet bombers augmented by air-to-surface missiles. 
Bet'l'reen mid-1958 and mid-1959, he forecast, the Soviets 
would probably have their "first operational capability 
with prototype ICBW s," and he anticipated that, as 
Soviet ICBM capability increased, by 1962 missiles would 
further supplement Soviet manned bombers in a primary 
attack. Gen Putt e>..-pressed "grave concern'' as to the 
capability of the US antimissile missile program, in 
vie'l'r of the cost involved. Although some system of air 
defense should be developed, the Air Force was not 

.convinced that the present program was the best approach. 
"If the Air Force had the operational responsibil1 ty and 
the development responsibility, it would not develop the 
NIXE-ZEUS system, for inunediate operational employment," 
he stated. Instead, one of the designs being developed 
in the WIZARD program would have been selected. He 
believed the decision to proceed with the development of 
the ZEUS o·,er the WIZARD was premature. In testimony the 
following day, Qgn Putt stated that the Air Force had 
terminated all l'rork on the WIZP.RD program. The Air Force 
did not believe that any single system had "sufficient 
capability at this point to warrant fixing on that -- ·-· ·· 
system and going ahead with operational quantities and 
to place into operation," he said. · 

(U) US Cong, HR, "Investigation of National Defense 
Missiles," Hearings before the Comm1 ttee on Armed 
Services, 85th CongJ.. 2d sese (~·rashington, 1958), 
pp. LI-77o, 4m, 477~-so, 4788 • .. : 

• · .... !.,:; . ·._.;.,.· •. • .-.... ; 

The Assistant Secretary- .of the Air Force (R&D) provided 
the Di~ector of Guided-Missiles with technical and 
ope~ational CEP.-estimates for the ATLAS, the TITAN, and 
the .THOR. The t_~ciiillcilltor theoretical, ~timates 

(
~l'«;! as follow:~?-:.· ·ATLAS, TITAN, · . .:J; TilOR, 1.3 n.m. -Ac~uracy estimaffs derived 
or Air P~r~e planning purposes in connection with the 

ICC perioC. for these missiles, t-rith various error-

vo c: ... c;...;;_ 

causing factors likely to exist in operational~condij-
tions ~ken-jto consideration, were: ATLAS, • • ; 
TITAN, - - ; THOR, 2 n.m. It was stressed at t ese 
estima es w e interim in nature and might be changed 
as a result of more extensive test data and operational 
experience. 

(S) Memo, Asst SecAF (R&D) to DGM "Technical 
Accuracy Estimates for ATLAS, TITAN, and THOR,'' 21 Feb 58, 
App to (S) JCS 1620/183, same subj (u)," 5 Mar 58, ccs 
471.6 (5-31-44) sec 16. 
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By an exchange of unclassified notes, the Under Secretary 
of State and the British Ambassador to the US placed in 
effect the US-UK IRBM Agreement developed from the 
tentative agreement reached in the Eisenho,.,er-Macmillan 
talks of 21-24 March 1957. On the same da.v an exchange 
of secret notes implemented secret provisions of the 
Agreement. The unclassified Agreement called for the 
US to furnish 11 an agreed numbern of IRf!~ to the UK, 
t'fhich. would provide the si tea and supporting facilities 
for the missiles. The missiles were to be manned and 
operated by UK personnel, trained by the US for this 
purpose at the earliest feasible date, and ownership was 
to pass to the UK under established US MAP procedures as 
soon as the UK was in a position to man and operate the 
missiles. However, all nuclear warheads provided for 
the missiles by the US would remain in full US ownership, 
custody, and control. The decision to launch the 
missiles would be made jointly by the two Governments, 
in the light of existing circumstances and Article 5 of 
the North Atlantic Treaty. This Agreement was subject 
to revision by agreement between the two Governments, was 
to rema1n in force not less than five years, and there­
after could be terminated by either Government on six 
months' notice. 

The secret correspondence confirmed that the US 
would furnish four squadrons of 15 missiles each for 
deployment in the UK as rapidly as practicable, and 
set forth agreed technical details concerriing the re­
spective responsibilities of the two countries. It also 
confirmed that the US had no existing intention of pro­
posing the deployment of additional IRBMs in the UK, 
but that if such a proposal were to be made, either for 
US-manned or UK-manned units, the UK would give it 
prompt and sympathetic consideration. 

(U) Note, Uhder SecState to UK Amb, 22 Feb 58, with 
enclosed (U) "Memorandum11

; (U) Note,·UK Amb to Under 
SecState~ 22 Feb 58; (S) Note, Uhder SecState to UK ~~ 
22 Feb 5~; (S) Note, UK Amb to Uhder SecState, 22 Feb ,c. 
All in CCS 471.6 (5-31-44) sec 15. 

In response to a request by the Secretary· of Defense 
of 29 January 1958, the JCS forwarded their views on two 

·Gaither items on which the Department of Defense was 
scheduled to report .tQ t{le-NSG.;in the near future. 

The.items under.'Consideration involved whether or 
not decisions should· be made at that time, .{1) "to 
produ~e additional .·first -generation ICBMs. beyond the 
130 ·currently prdgra.itimed., to be operational prior to the 
end 'of F"l 1963,, ·~ ·and (2) "to order now production of more 
·tnan 3 POLP~IS/submarine weapon systems, and on possible 
further acceleration of production. 11 

• 

The Chiefs stated that they were currently under­
taking, as a matter of urgency, a re-evaluation of 
offensive and defensive weapons systems that would 

......... 
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include conclusions as to the role of the ICBM and 
POLARIS in a balanced combination of over-all Neapons 
systems. They considered that it >·lOUld be undesirable 
for the Secretary of Defense to ta!ce a final position on 
the two items in question prior to the completion of JCS 
re-evaluation. 

(TS) Memo, JCS to SeeDer, "Report to the President 
by the Security Resources Panel of the ODM Science 
Advisory Committee (C)," 24 Feb 58; derived from (TS) 
JCS 2101/295, 21 Feb 58. Both in CCS 381 US (1-31-50) 
sec 75. 

The JCS noted WSEG Interim Report No. 30, "t>tedium- and 
Long-Range Delivery Systems," dated 19 February 1958. 
The conclusions of the report l'rere as follows: 
{1) The dl.~plication existing in US-programmed counter­
force weapons s~rstems Tt;as considered to be, not in their 
variety, but in the sum of the force levels proposed, 
sufficient to perform the task many times over. (2) Both 
the JUPITER ru1d the THOR having proved feasible, 
duplication bet~'leen them Ttras apparent. (3) Duplication 
between the TITAN and the ATLAS was justifiable until 
the feasibil1 ty of the TITAN should be proven. ( 4) The 
phasing out of the manned bomber in favor of liquid­
propellant ballistic missile systems coUld not take 
place for a number of years because of the high costa 
and limited effectiveness of such missile systems. 
(5) Aircraft carriers and tactical aircraft were 
supplementary to maJor strategic air power and not 
competitive with it, we~e vital to the waging of limited 
war,and contributed to the missions of deterrence and 
counterforce. (6) A preliminary cost-effectiveness 
analysis with respect to the particular role of 
destroying a 3-psi target in the Soviet Union indicated 
that the TITAN, hardened to only 25.psi, cost about 
one-half as much as the ATLAS. (7) Though developed for 
different types of employment, the POLARIS and the TITAN 
appeared comparable on the cost-effectiveness basis 
mentioned in {6). 

(TS) Dec On JCS 1620/181, "Evaluation of Offensive 
and Defensive Weapons Systems (U)," 25 Feb 58; (TS) 
WSEG Interim Report No. 30 1 "Medium- and Long-Range 
Delivery Systems," 19 ~eb 58, App to (TS) JCS 1620/181, 
same subJ, 19 Feb 58·.-~,,~eth in··CCS 471.6 (5-31-44) 
BP pt 4... .. : · .. 

The J.\~Qistant Secret~:. of Defense ( ISA) 1 in anticipation 
of·.a ·requirement for t·he development of a national 
po~icy regar~~,outer space (see item of 6 February 
1958), circulated to appropri~te offices within the 
Defense Depa~tment an outline of some of the elements 
requiring consideration in formulating such a policy. 
This outline, which had been prepared in consultation 
with interested agencies within the Department and with 
the Office of the Special Assistant to the President for 
Science and Technology, included these general headings: 
(1) present or potential uses of space; (2) US require­
mentsj (3) estimates of Free World and Soviet 
capabilities; (4) international controls and agreements 
for peaceful uses of space; (5) domestic organization; 
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(6) strategic and tactical goals; (7) policy guidance; 
and (8) special problems. 

(C) Heme, Asst SecDef (IS~\) to .SecA:rrr._y, -=t al., 
"Proposal fo;,~ a National Polic~: on Outer Spac-~'25 
Feb 58, CCS 000.97 (2-25-58) s0c 1. 

Lt Gen Putt testified before the House Connnittee on 
Armed Services that the conquest of.space, in :us 
opinion, was vi tal 'co the security of the US. In view 
of the Soviet "comprehensive space flight effort," he 
emphasized the need for a ma.'1ned space flight "at the 
earliest possible date, 11 and for acceleration of other 
Air Force space progra~s. 

(U) US Cong, HR, "Investigation of National Defense 
Missiles," Hearings before the Committee on Armed 
Services, 85th Cong, 2d sese (~'lashington, 1958), pp. 
4916, 4921-4923. 

26 Feb 58 
./ ' ! 

1: -l 

27 Feb 58 ,...r 

! 
I 
I 
i 

I 

L 

, 

.:r .. ..J 
The Director of Guided Missiles authorized the Secretary 
of the Air Force to proceed ~dth the' research and 
development of the MINUTEMAN missile system, but 
specified that the effort should be concentrated in 
those areas t1here critical technical problems might 
exist, so that a firm development plan could be 
established at an early date. He also specified that 
effort on the MINUTEMAN system be limited to the 
research and development concerned with the ICBM until 
such time as the Air ·-Force was. prepared to present a 
compl.et·e evaluatiori·or.·tne MtirurrEMAN versus the POLARIS 
as the follot<T-on 'rancl-based IRBM system. In addition, 
he desired that. the· S.~cr.etary of the Air Force arrange 
for.:.:early presenta.t1;orr'of the MINUTEMAN program to the 
S'cient.ific Advisory· Conunittee. According to the New 
Yor.k Times, thi:s action had aroused resentment in -"tl1e 

· Navy, which favored POLAniS,· and the fight might be 
carried to the White House. 

The DOD announcement of Project MINUTEMAN also 
stated that the Air Force had been further directed to 
accelerate research and development work on liquid 
propellants that could be handled and stored more easily 
than the liquid oxygen already in use. This work would 
be pursued initially in connection with the TITAN 
missile, w1 th a vie'N" to later inclusion in other IRBM­
ICBM systems. 
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(S-RD) Hemo, J:GI-1 to Sec:i.F, '.:,ir Force Ballist:ic 
i•J:i.sRi1e Objective,·· 27 ?'3b 58, ::::::cl 3 to (S) JCS 
2012/127, i·iemo bj• CSUS.i2, '~equL''::ment for ~·f:::!.r~eads 
for SH-80 (U), '· 12 ..o.ug 5t3, c:::s '+71.6 (5-31-llL~) sec 20. 
NYT, 2:3 Feb 58; 2.:2-3. (U) I:GD ?::.·ess i\.ele:1se :·io. 
179-58, 28 Feb 58. 

27 Feb 58 ,..-t 
/ 

28 Feb 58 

4 Mar 58 

5 Mar 58 

i 
I 

\ 
A THOR missile, bearing, for fhe · .first time, ·an 
''operationally configured'' nose cone, was test-fired. 
The test was not conclusive, but the firing was rated 
as partially successful. 

(S) ''Compilation of Ballistic Missile Flight 
Tests (Thor, Jupiter, Atlas),' in Office of Director 
of Guided Missiles, OSD. 

In response to a memorandum from the Assistant Secretary 
of Defense (ISA) that enclosed an outline of elements 
to be considered in formulating a policy regarding outer 
space (see item of 25 Februa~· 1958), the Chairman, JCS, 
fOr"11arded his views on this subject to the Secretary of 
Defense. The Chairman's memorandum stated that, subject 
to a few specific recommendations, the policy guidance 
met the necessary requirements, as a point of departure, 
for the establishment of a national policy on outer 
space. ·~1e Chairman's specific recommendations were 
airmed at preventing.any US agreement to an international 
accord· on outer spa·ce __ tha.'t wa:s either unsound or not 
part. of an over-all: ·comprehensive inspection and dis­
armament agreement.. ·He, warned, also, that the US, in 
an::-.~ffort to reG~,c):'l .. na:td.onal or international agreement 
on :dut·er space, .. inould not ··establish measures'' that 
would unduly~restrict any US space program. 

· . (C) CM.:.92-58 to SecDef, "Proposal for a National 
Policy on Outer Space (U),'' 4 Mar 58, CCS 000.97 
(2-25-58) sec 1. 

The Army launched a second EXPLORER satellite by means 
of a JUPITER-C rocket, but the satellite, a duplicate 
of the first EXPLOREl\, failed to go into orbit, 
plunging back toward the earth and burning up as it 
pe-entered the atmosphere. The failure ~ ... as ascribed 
to tlie fact that the final stage of the rocket did not 
:i_gni te. 

NYT, 6 ~1ar 5/3, 1 : 6, 7; 7 Har 58, l : 1. 

- 40 -

1\ ff!Y Rt\eTiB D A lF A T8P !!CR£1 
AS DEFINED BY ATOMIC ENERGY ACT OF 1954 



. . .... 
TQP 8 i iiiii'i 

6 Mar 58 [ 

6 Mar~ Following up their memorandum of 15 November 1957, 
the JCS recommended to the Secretary of Defense the 
deployment of 56 NIKE-HERCULES batteries in various 
parts of the US and Canada (4 batteries), actual 
installation to be in FY 1959 and F"l 1960; 10 BOMARC 
squadrons at US sites, actual installation to be in 
FY 1961; and 96 HAWK batteries at US, Canadian, and 
Greenland sites (18 batteries in Canada and 3 in 
Greenland), actual installation to be in FY 1960 
and FY 1961. These recommendations, listing the 
sites in order of priority, were to serve for 
budgetary guidance beginning with the FY 1959 
1111.litary construction program, and were in addition 
to previous JSC-approved deployments of 7 NIKE­
HERCULES battalions (plus 1 battery), 5 BOMARC 
squadrons, and 2 HAWK battalions in the US 
(inclucUng Alaska:). (On 22 August 1958, the JCS 
approved the deletion of the HAWK deployments 
in Greenland and all HAWK deployments recommended 
for Canada except 6 in Labrador and Newfoundland.) 

(TS) Memo, CJCS to SeeDer, "Deployment of 
Continental Defense Surface-to-Air Missile Unites 
(t1)," 6 Mar 58, CCS 471.6 (5-31-44) sec 16, 
derived from (TS) JCS 2277/20, 13 Feb 58, same file, sec 
15; (TS) N/H of JCS 2277/20, 25 Aug 58, same file, 
sec 15. 

6 Mar 58 The Assistant Secret~. o~ ~.fense (ISA) raised 
with the JCS the queStion of ~he operational 
respo~sibilities of:SACEUR/USCINCEUR concerning 
IRBMs deployed in NATO. ~.ountries. He pointed out 
that:,the· IRBMs .·b.e:i,pg:;,(ieployed in Britain were not 
under ~ACEUR' s operational control because the 

TOP §fCijfm •• 

. B:pitish had contended that the IRBM was a stragetic 
weapon and therefore 1nconai.stent w1 th SACEUR 'a 
existing mission, but that the North Atlantic 
Council had decided at its December 1957 meeting 
to place at SACEUR's disposal the IRBMs offered 
by the US and accepted by the Council at that meeting 
for deployment in NATO countries other than Britain. 
Under these conditions France was to be offered 
three IRBI-1 squadrons, and other countries would 
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receive later offers, ;qi th SACElB' s operational 
control of the missiles being spelled out in a bi­
lateral treaty between the US and the recipient 
country in each case. In view of the above and 
the dual roles of S.t.CEUR/USCINCEUR, the comments 
of the JCS were requested on (l) whetl1.er the NATO 
allocation of IRBMs employed as strategic weapons 
required a redefinition of the missions of USCINCEUR 
and CINCSAC, and (2) whether it was necessary or 
desirable to propose, through NATO channels, an 
extension of the mission of SACEUR to encompass a 
strategic role consistent with {1} above. (For JCS 
reply see item of 9 April 1958.} 

(S) Memo, Asst SecDef (ISA) to CJCS, "Operational 
Responsibilities of SACEUR/USCINCEUR (U}, 11 6 Mar 58, 
Encl to (S) JCS 227kf25, Note by Secys, same subj, 
12 Mar 58, CCS 47l.o (5-31-44) sec 15. . 

The Director, weapons Systems Zval~ation Group, 
submitted WSEG Second Interim Report No. 30, '·On 
the Need for Additional Emphasis on Certain weapons 
Systems," to the JCS. The Report recommended , 
inter alia, that (1) funds be provided to deploy 
about 25'fALOS units by 1961 and to develop their 
Aicm~ potential so as to permit retrofitting of 
the deployed units if proving-ground tests were 
successful; (2) funds be provided for the develop­
ment and deployment of 30 batteries of NIKE-ZEUS 
on an accelerated basis; (3) funds be provided 
for the acceleration of the Gfl~-77 {HOUND DOG) 
B-52 .\SM weapons system program; (4) there be no 
augmentation or acceleration of the program for 
procurement of the so~t-based ATLAS system; (5) 
l~dening of the last 2-4 ATLAS bases be seriously 
considered and initial pleJUling be undertaken 
immediately; (6) decision to augment the TITAN 
program be postponed; (7) fundR be provided to 
a~ent the POLARIS program from 3 submarines to 
9; (e) tne POLARIS program be accelerated and any 
additional funds required provided in order to 
obtain the first delivery as early as December 1959 
instead of October 1960; (9) funds be provided to 

.place the research and development of the MINUTEMAN 
concept on an accelepated pas;is; (10) decision to 
fund for the deployrilent.-·or sigi1ificant numbers of 
MI~SMAN be deferred pending results from the -
res~rch and developm¢nt,program . 

... --~<(:TS-RD) JCS· lq20/,185, "WSEG Second Interim Report 
No; ·30, 'On the Need ·for Additional Emphasis on 

·Certain ~>Ieapons·· Systems' (U)," 17 Mar 58, ccs 
471.6 (5-3J.-4-4) BP pt 5. 
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13 Mar 58 

13 Mar 58 
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The Armed Forces Policy Council agreed that the three 
major guided missile test ranges vmuld be renamed the 
:i.tlantic Missile Range, the vfnite Sands Missile Range, 
and the Pacific Missile Range, and that the military 
department having jurisdiction in each case 110uld 
mal<:e satisfactory arrangements for extending the 
facilities of that range to the other military depart­
ments. 

(C) AFPC Advice ot Action, "Guided Missile Ranges, 11 

17 Mar 58, CCS 471.6 (5-31-44) sec 16. 

The JCS replied to i:;he memorandum from the SeC!retary 
of Defense, dated 27 February 1958, in·which the 
Secretary had requested the JCS to revie\'1 a list of 
priority projects suggested by the Services for 
additional funding in FY 1958 and FY 1959 over and 
above the amounts provided in the FY 1958 supplemental 
appropriation and in the FY 1959 budget, and to recom­
mend projects and funding amounts on the basis of two 
alternative assumptions: (1) that an additional $1.5 
billion was provided, and (2) that an additional $2.5 
billion was provided. Included in the list, inter 
alia, were the following development areas and specific 
projects: AICBM (TALOS, ZEUS); Satellites (Army, Air 
Force, ARPA); Ballistic Missiles (TITAN, THOR, JUPITER, 
POLA;'1IS, MINUTEMAN, IP.BM Follow-On); and SN.Il.RK ( 4 
squadrons). Reporting that they had been unable to 
agree in many cases concerning projects and funding 
amounts on the basis of the two assumptions, the JCS 
listed the projects by Service, in the order of priority 
within each Service, showing the funding recommended for 
each project by each Chief of Service (1) without regard 
to budgetary limitation, (2) under the $1.5 billion 
limitation, and (3) under the $2.5 ~illion limitation. 
The reasoning that led to each Chief's recommendations 
was also set forth. 

(TS-RD) Memo, CNO to SecDei, !;Additional Funding 
for Priority Pro.jects 111 FY 58 and FY 59 (U)," 12 Mar 
58, reproduced in (TS-RD) Encl to (TS-RD) JCS 1800/266, 
Note by Secys, same subj, 13 Mar 58, CCS 370 (8-19-45) 
BP pt 10. 

The Joint Chiefs of Staff, in response to a request 
from the Deputy Secr~{~l:'!Y ·of 'Defense for their views 
concerning the effect of a suspension of nuclear tests, 
warned that, among_6ther things, a cessation of testing 
aft:eroOperation .HARI:1rACK might have serious adverse 
eff~ces on the d~erv-eiopment of warheads for us missiles 
and anti-missiLe missiles. For this and other reasons 
the JCS again·-reiterated their view that the cessation 
of tests should be considered only as part of a larger, 
over-all disarmament agreement. 

(TS-RD) Memo, JCS to SecDef, "Nuclear Testing (U)," 
13 Mar 58, derived fr (TS-RD) JCS 1731/254, 11 Mar 58, 
CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 75. 

The White House announced that Lt Gen Putt, Deputy 
CSAF, Development, was retiring. No reason was given 
for the retirement, but the New York Times stated that 
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13 Mar 58 

14 Mar 58 

14 Mar 58 
v 

Gen Putt had been rebuked by Secretary McElroy for the 
General's criticism of the Secretary's policy on outer­
space development (see items of 18 and 25 February 1958). 
It was announced that Gen Putt would be succeeded by 
Maj Gen Roscoe c. Wilson, who had been nominated for 
the rank of lieutenant general. 

NYT, 14 Mar 58, 9:1. 

The JCS forwarded to the Secretary of Defense their 
comments on a Gaither panel item concerning additional 
missile defenses for s~.c bases. This was one of the 
items included in the report that the Department of 
Defense was required to prepare for further NSC con­
sideration (see item for 6 January 58). 

On the basis of the currently approved schedule 
of deployment of NIK2, BOM~qc and HAWK units, protection 
would be provided for 70 North American SAC bases by 
the end of FY 1961. SAC bases would also be afforded 
protection by area defense missile systems. The JCS 
considered that the presently approved schedule of 
deployment was appropriate and should be followed; 
however, they would consider the provision of additional 
missile units for the protection of North American SAC 
bases in their current review of over-all air defense 
requirements. 

(TS) Memo, JCS to SecDef, ''Defense of S.~C Bases 
(U) ," 13 Mar 58, derived from (TS) Dec on JCS 2101/296, 
12 Mar 58. Both in CCS 381 US (1-31-50) sees 76 & 75 
respectively. 

In view of their establishment of a military require­
ment for a high-yield warhead for the BOMARC, the JCS 
requested the Director, weapons Systems Evaluation 
Group, to prepare and submit to the~q a study of the 
implications of the employment of high-yield \'teapons 
in air defense. The study was to include, inter alia, 
consideration of (1) minimum altitudes for the employ­
ment of such weapons, and (2) the employment of such 
weapons over friendly territory. 

(C) SM-191-58 to Dir WSEG, "Employment of High­
yield tteapons in Air Defense (U)," 14 Mar 58, derived 
.from (c) Encl to (S-RD) Dec On JCS 2012/116, 14 Mar 58. 
Both in CCS 471.6 (5-3J..-4L~) sec_16. 

. ·-.~~:·::·:.~·-~-·-. ~ ... :. 
The JCS -informed the· Secreta1~y of Defense that they 
had established a m,iitary requirement for a high-yield 
warhe~ in the B~Q~~,-i1'nterceptor missile system. This 
warhead"should attalri"the maximum yield possible in the 
.10.00-pound pay_-:-load capacity of the BOMARC and should 
be available to operational units in January 1962. 
In case the Atomic Energy Commission should find that 
work on developing this warhead would interfere with 
the schedule of other AEC programs in support of guided 
missile systems, the JCS desired an opportunity to 
state whether the degree of interference would be 
acceptable. 

(S-RD) Memo, CSA to SecDef, 'High-Yield Warhead 
for BDr-11\RC (U), '' 14 Mar 58, derived from (S-RD) JCS 
2012/116, 28 Feb 58. Both in CCS 471.6 (5-31-44) 
sec 16. 
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15 Mar 58 

-,...,. Mar 58 

17 Mar 58 

17 Mar 58 

:'. • '1 · .1:. \. I~ ~ , t, 

Maj Gen Bernard A. Schriever, Commander of the Air 
Force Ballistic Missile Division, announced that the 
Air Force had completed ground tests of the guidance 
system and all other major components of the TITAN 
and that the missile Nould be ready £'or flight tests 
during 1958. 

NYT, 16 Mar 58, 33:1. 

In a statement issued by the Soviet Foreign Office, 
the USSR proposed a four-point international agreement 
on control of outer space. This agreement would: 
(l) prohibit the use of outer space for military pur­
poses and oblige nat:i.ons to launch space rockets only 
under an agreed international program; (2) eliminate 
foreign military bases in other countries, particularly 
in Europe, the Middle East, and North Africa; (3} estab­
lish a UN control body to oversee fulfillment of these 
points; and (4) create a UN agency for international 
cooperation in space research. 

NYT, 16 Mar 58, 1:8; text, 3L~:4-7. 

In a memorandum to the Secretary of Defense, the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff stated their belief that it would be 
inadvisable for the Missiles Panel, Science Advisory 
Committee, to proceed with an independent study of an 
inspection system for outer-space objects (see items 
of 23, 24 January and 12 February, 1958) without the 
benefit of military counsel and advice. They considered 
that participation or all interested agencies, including 
the Defense Department, \'tas essential to ensure that 
the study did not neglect major national security 
problems. The JCS therefore recommended that the 
decision assigning an independent study to the Missiles 
Panel be reconsidered; that the views of the JCS (see 
item or 24 January 1958) be made available to the 
Missiles Panel; and that the JCS be authorized to col­
laborate with the Missiles Panel, through the Director 
or Guided Missiles, in the preparation or the study. 

(S) Memo, JCS to SeeDer, "Disarmament Planning 
(U), 11 17 Mar 58, derived from (S) JCS 1731/252, 6 Mar 
58, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 75. . 

A Navy VANGUARD r·.Jcket successfully fired a tiny 
satellite into c:r'uit •. ,,·,~-. satellite was a 6.4-inch, 
3.25-poun~ spher~, ,circling the earth at a maximum 
altitude of 2,500 miles, and carried a minimum of 
inst~umentation. .· ·. · . .-· : -

· .. ·,m., 18 Mar sa:;-;·:'1":'8· • 
. - ·-

The· CSAF, in a'.spe~ch to an aviation conference of 
the American Rocket Society and the runerican Society 
or Mechanical Engineers, said that, while there should 
be over-all civilian control of space operations, the 
military should be given a voice because 11 only through 
our military capability to control space will we be 
able to use it for peaceful purposes." He said the Air 
Force was the logical agency to take the lead in 
developing the ability to control space. 

NYT, 18 Mar 58, 14:5. 
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17 Mar 58 
. / 

17 Mar 58 

19 Mar 58 
/ 
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19 Mar 58 
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The SecretarJ of Defense reauested the comments of the 
JCS on the following items, -inter 2lia, in a "prelimi­
nary package" of priority projec-cs---:t"''r additional 
funding in F"l 1958 and FY 1959, ':lhi ch he and the Deputy 
Secretary of Defense had develo~ed from the widely 
varying amounts recommended for-various programs by the 
individual Chiefs of Service in the JCS memorandum of 
12 March 1958: NIKE-ZEUS, $225 milli'on; POLA.9.IS, $400 
milli·on; Solid-Propellant Land-Based IRBM/ICBM, $125 
million; GAM-77, $91 million; ARPA, $100 million; TITAN, 
$100 million; THOR/JUPITSR, nothing, with a caution 
that the Air Force should check to see if production­
continuity support Nould still be provided. 

(S) Memo, SecDef to CJCS, "Additional Funding for 
Priority Projects in F"l 1958 and FY 1959," 17 Mar 58, 
Encl to (S) JCS 1800/267, Note by Secys, same subj and 
date, CCS 370 (8-19-45) sec 62. 

The Secretary of Defense stated at the Armed Forces 
Policy Council meeting that any announcements on the 
nature and timing of ARPA projects and other new develop­
ments and actions in the missile and satellite area 
should come from the Office of the Secretary of Defense. 
He said that many of these projects were related to the 
US "cold war" effort, that premature or unauthorized 
release of the plans could prevent 1Ull exploitation 
of the projects, and that particular care should be 
taken in regard to projects involving reconnaissance 
satellite and moon shots. 

(C) AFPC Advice of Action, "Publicity on ARPA 
Projects and New Missile and Satellite Developments," 
19 Mar 58, CCS 471.6 (5-31-44) sec 17. 

Replying to the memorandum of 17 March 1958 from the 
Secretary of Defense concerning a "preliminary package" 
of high-priority projects for additional funding in 
FY 1958 and FY 1959, the individual Chiefs. of Service 
recommended the following funding, in millions of 
dollars. NIKE-ZEUS: CSA, 682; CNO, 108; CSAF and CMC, 
225. POLARIS: CSA and CSAF, 83; CNO and CMC, 400. 
Solid-Pro~eila•·.t Land-Based IRBM/ICBM: CSA and CNO, 24; 
csAF and Me, ~25. GAM-77: c3A, CNO, and CMC, 91; CSAF, 
141. ARPA: CS,'\., CSAF, and CMC, 100; CNO, 150. TITAN: 
CSA an~O, n::ri;hj.ng',f CSAF a.rld. CMC, 100. THOR/JUPITER: 
All f~ur, nothing. :~ne following were recommerided, 
inter alia, as additional items by the Chiefs of Service 
i#d!~atea:: Pac:hf:lg<_,~-ssile Range CSA and CNO ( $99 
million); SNARK;··CNO ($93 million~; Astronautics, CSAF 
(.$177 million'·h· BMEW, CSAF ($22 million). 

(S) Memo 1 CJCS to se·cnef, "i..dd1 tional Funding for 
Priority Projects in FY 1958 and FY 1959 (U)," 19 Mar 
58. Reproduced in (S} JCS 1800/268 1 CCS 370 (8-19-45) 
BP pt 11. 

Scientists of the Earth Satellite Program of the US 
National Committee for the International. Geoph~rsical 
Year, in a lengthy report just made public, recommended 
to the President a long-range program of space research,. 
including eventual manned space flight, for exploring 
the moon and planets. The program called for the 
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launching of progressively bigger and more complex 
earth satellites tl1at ·::ould probe farther and farther 
into space and eventually lead to the launching of 
manned space vehicles. The report, entitled 'Basic 
Objectives of a Continuing Program of Scientific Re­
search in Outer Space," ·..,ras submitted in mid-February. 

NYT, 20 ~1ar 58, l :2; text excer.J?tS, 12:3-8. 

A new Army Ordnance Missile Command, under Gen Medaris, 
was established, effective 31 March, at Huntsville, 
Alabama. Through it, Gen Medaris would control the 
Army Ballistic Missile Agency at Huntsville, the Jet 
Propulsion Laboratory at Pasadena, Californ~a, the Red­
stone Arsenal (now renamed the A1~y Rocket and Guided 
Missile Agency), at Huntsville, and the all-Service 
White Sands, New Mexico, proving grounds, for which 
the Army had executive administrative responsibility. 
Gen Medaris was also given authority for direct access 
to the Chief of Staff and the Secretary of the Army. 
In announcing this reorganization, Secretary Brucker 
stated that it was intended to provide more effective 
procedures for "future priority Army programs," spe­
cifically, among other, the PERSHING and JUPITER 
missiles. 

NYT, 21 Mar 58, 1:2. 

The Deputy Secretary of Defense, in a memorandum for 
the Chairman of an Ad Hoc Panel on Nuclear Test 
Cessation established by the Science Advisory Committee, 
forwarded the views of the JCS on this subject (see 
item of 13 March 1958) and stated his general agreement 
with these views. Discussing the effect of a test 
cessation on the US missile and anti-missile missile 
programs, he pointed out that the USSR possessed a 
recognized long-range-missile capability and that even 
after the conclusion of the H~~DTACK test program the 
US would still not be fully assured of an effective 
anti-ICBM system. Warhead development necessary for 
such a system was also essential for the maintenance 
of an effective US retaliatory threat against the USSR. 
· These DOD views were not considered by the Ad Hoc 
Panel on Nuclear Test Cessation since they were con­
sidered to relate,~.ih.Rart, .j;o matters outside the 
scope of the technicat studies made by the Panel. On 
2 Aprii, accordingly, at the request of the Deputy 
Secretary of Defense;._ his memorandum was circulated 
withi-n the NSC' .. :: . .;~'~"'·;:··' 

· (TS-RD)_Memo, Dep SeeDer to Chmn, Ad Hoc Panel on 
. Nuclear Test"·tessation, ~The Effects of a Total 
Suspension or Cessation of Nuclear Testing (S), 1' 21 
Mar 58, encl to (TS-RD) N/H of JCS 1731/254, 28 Mar 52; 
(TS) Memo, Exec Secy NSC to NSC, "Technical Feasibility 
of Cessation of Nuclear Testing," 2 Apr 58. All in 
CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 75. 

Air Secretary Douglas forwarded to Mr. McElroy Air 
Force comments on certain Gaither items, scheduled for 
further consideration by the NSC, including t·.-ro per­
taining to the Ballist~c Missile Early Warning System 
and t:1e initial operational capability of IP..BHs. 
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The Secretary of the Air Force stated that the 
B~fS should be accelerated. Recent re-evaluation of 
the program indicated that its cost would be upwards 
of $1 billion, of which $600 million would be required 
du:-ing FY 1959. In vie~'l of OSD's decision to restrict 
funding for this program in FY's 58 and 59 to $427 
million, the Air Force was re-examining the matter. 

With respect to the IOC of first generation IRBMs, 
Secretary Douglas confirmed an earlier statement that 
the AF objective as to provide a 16 squadron force 
(including not more that 4 JUPITER squadrons) by the 
end of FY 1962. This objective would require $65.8 
million in additional funds in FY 1959. 

(TS) Memo, SecAF to SecDef, "Report to the Presi­
dent by the Security Resources Panel of the ODM Science 
Advisory Committee," 21 Mar 58, CCS 381 US (1-31-50) 
sec 76. 

The first underwater launch of a dummy POLARIS missile 
was successfully conducted. • 

(S) Navy Dept, "Status of Polaris frogram for 
Month Ending 31 March 1958," Polaris (Monthly Status 
Report) file, Office, Dir Guided Missil~s, OSD. 

Replying to a memorandum dated 24 March 1958 from the 
Deputy Secretary of Defense, the JCS stated that they 
considered the Canadian MARK I and MARK II air-to-air 
missile to be of sufficient military importance to 
warrant its inclusion with the other three elements of 
the Canadian continental air defense system as Item .04 
1n Urgency Category 11 S" of the current Department of 
De.t'ense Master Urgency List. In addition, they 
recommended acceptance of the request of the Canadian 
Department of Defense Production that the four elements 
of the air defense weapon system be· identified by the 
name 11 ARROW-ASTRA Weapon System." · 

(S) Memo, CJCS to SeeDer, "Military_Urgencies 
(ARROW-ASTRA Weapon S¥stem) (U)," 24 Mar 58, derived 
from ( S) Encl ::. to ( S J JCS 1725/314, Rpt by JLPC, same 
subj, 13 Mar 58. Both in CCS 004.04 (11-4-46) sec 81. 

The Army announced that it was assigning to a private 
contractor, the Mart~n Company of Baltimore, the task 
of developing, tes~g,;.·and 1_!)roducing a new major 
weapon,. the PERSHING missile. The move was a departure 
from the Army policy of developing new weapons at Army 
ars.e_nals, and .followed,; the Air Force technique of con­
tr~dt1ng most of· ::tts' 'weapons development to private 
~oncerns. ~~,development program assigned to the 
Martin Company, it was emph~sized by Army officials, 
would be "under control" of the Army Ballistic Missile 
Agency. 

NYT, 26 Mar 58, 14:1. 

A Soviet note to the US on the questions of disarmament 
and a summit meeting againlinked the US proposal to 
limit the use of outer space to peaceful purposes to 
the Soviet demand for the elimination of military bases 
on foreign soil (see item of 15 March 1958). 

NYT, 26 Mar 58, 1:1; text, 8:1-7. 
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President Eisenhower released a repor·t; by his Science 
Advisory Committee, entitled "Introduction to OUter 
Space," that was designed to acquaint the laymen with 
some of the problems and hopes of space research. 
Among other things, the report stated it might cost a 
total of about $2 billion to send a man on a round 
trip to the moon. .. 

NYT, 27 Mar 58, 1:7; text of report and President­
ial statement, 14:1-8. 

The Army launched EXPLORER III, the nation•s third 
artificial satellite. The satellite•s orbit, however, 
was not as planned, bringing the vehicle too close to 
the earth, and EXPLORER III was expected to have a short 
life. The deviation from the planned orbit occurred 
because the last three stages of the JUPITER-C rocket 
did not fire at the planned angle to the earth. 

NYT, 27 Mar 58, 1:8. . 

The Director of Guided Missiles forwarded for the 
information of the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
Department of Defense comments, scheduled for further 
consideration by the NSC, on a Gaither item pertaining 
to area defense against ICBMs. The position of the 
Department of Defense was that it had taken four 
separate actions which were considered to provide an 
accelerated program for area defense against ICBMs at 
the earliest possible date. These actions involved 
the BMEWS, the WIZARD and NIKE-ZEUS programs, and 
additional tests during operation HARDTACK. The De­
partment of Defense believed 11 that a ballistic missile 
area defense capability will come as a result of exper­
imental and developmental programs now 1ri progress for 
the NIKE-ZEUS system. 11 Augmented programs of investi­
gation were planned for support in FY 1959, 

(S) Memo, W.M. Holadey, Dir GM, to CJCS, .. Item 
for Inclusion in 1 April 1958 Report to NSC in re Com­
ments from om Science Advisory Committee, 11 27 March 
58, CCS 381 US (1-31-50) sec 76. · 

The White House and Defense Department, 1n separate 
announcements, stated that the US would make four or 
more lunar 11 probes,". -sendj,ng ,specially equipped, un­
manned ·vehicles ipto:·spa:C"e to· circle the moon. These 
projeqts would be carried out by ARPA in coordination 
with.the National Adv:tsory Committee for Aeronautics, 
the;·~lt~ional Acadeipy~:;af'' Sciences; and the National 
Science Foundation; and work on them had been pro-

. sressing for .. oonie· time. Under the program, the Army 
would launch one or tl'TO liinar probes and the Air Force 
three, and the Navy would develop a mechanical ground 
scanning system for use in lunar probes. An initial 
allocation of $8 million had already been made by ARPA 
to the agencies concerned. 

NYT, 28 Mar 58, 1:2; texts, 8:6-8. 

According to the New York Times, the Air Force was 
dissatisfied w1 th~e fact that only $8 million--of 
which the Air Force would get $3 million--had been 
allocated by ARPA for lunar probes (see item of 27 
fllarch 1958). Army officials were reportedly disturbed 
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over being "left in the dark" about details of the 
moon probe attempts, since ARPA had made the assign­
ment directly to General Medaris, Ordnance Missile 
Command head, \'d thout going througi1 the Secretary of 
the Army and' Chief of Staff. 

NYT, 29 Mar 58, 1:6. 

Replying to the request of the Deputy Secretary of 
Defense, dated 14 February 1958, for recommendations 
regarding contingency IRBM deployment plans in case 
IRBM deployments in Britain and France should be 
canceled or delayed, the JCS recommended reprogramming 
of IRBM squadrons made available in that way to the 
following countries, with priority in the order of 
listing: Any other NATO nation, especially Turkey 
(these squadrons to be rna nned initially by US personnel) , 
and Alaska, Spain, Libya, and Okinawa. The JCS pointed 
out that if deployment was to be made in any of these 
alternate sites by December 1958, the necessary con­
struction work would have to start at once. They 
recommended the immediate starting of construction for 
planned deployment in Alaska, to take advantage of the 
1958 construction season there and to provide an 
additional austere contingency location by December 
1958. . 

(TS) Memo, CJCS to SeeDer, "Future Deployments of 
the Intermediate Range Ballistic Missiles (C)," 28 Mar 
58, CCS 471.6 (5-31-44) sec 17, derived from (TS) Encl 
A to (TS) JCS 2277/26, Memo by DJCS, same subj, 17 Mar 
58, s~~_file, sec 16. 
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The Joint Chiefs of Staff forwarded to Secretary 
McElroy their comments on two Gaither items, scheduled 
for further consideration by the NSC, relating to the 
·Ballistic Missile Early Warning System and to the ICC 
of the IRBM. The Chiefs recognized the importance of 

·et~~~~-a~. ~O~l!_~~~f.~-~.B~~bl~ ... ~-~~~-q_~_t~ ~!_ _ 

.. -j] C~tllni~g the general requirements of 
a BME'4S forJ:CBM, t~Y:~.agreed that its operational 
av~labili ty show:d·:·'be actively pursued. 

. · With resp~~t .. to the ICC of the IRBM, the Joint 
· Chiefs of Staf'f pointed out that in a memorandum to 
Mr. McElroy, rbject, "FY 1959 Budget, II dated 17 
November 57, 

Force had 
available 

' 

~ Noting that the Secretary of-the Air 
recommended the same force objectives ~b.e 
one year earlier (see item 21 Mar 58},L-_ 

J 
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-- (TS) Memo-; CJCS to SecDef, "Ballistic Missiles 
Early Warning System (BME1ofS) (U),H 28 r1ar 58, CCS 381 
US (1-31-50} sec 76, derived from (TS) JCS 2101/300, 
same filei (TS) Memo, CJCS to SecDef, "IRID! Operational 
Status (UJ," 28 March 58, CCS 381 US (1-31-50) sec 76, 
derived from (TS) JCS 2101/301, same file. 

In a memorandum for the Secretary of Defense General 
Twining forwarded the views of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff on area defense against ICBMs, one of the Gaither 
items on which Defense was pre~aring a report for the 
NSC (see item of 27 March 1958). 

In view of intelligence estimates giving the USSR 
a significant ICBM capability as early as 1960, the 
JCS recommended that defense weapons to counter this 
capability be developed as soon as possible. However, 
since the technical feasibili~J of an area defense 
against the BM threat had not yet been established, the 
JCS agreed that vigorous research leading to a deter­
mination of the feasibility of the concept should be 
pursued. . 

(TS) Memo, CJCS to SecDef, "Area Defense Against 
ICBM's (U)," :31 Mar 58, CCS 381 US (1-31-50) sec 76; 
derived from (TS) JCS 2101/303, 28 Mar 5~, same file. 

The JCS noted an estimate prepared by the Joint 
Intelligence Committee on the Soviet reaction to US 
deployment of IRBMs in \'Jestern Europe. Tne estimate 
concluded that the USSR (1) would exploit to maximum 
advantage the propaganda potential that it could 
recognize in the situation; (2) would attempt to in­
crease the difficulties of the deployment, such as by 
inciting local civil distrubances or strikes, or even 
by sabotage; (3) might harden its attitude toward 
cultural, scientific-technical, and economic exchanges, 
and might strengthen Communist control in the . 
satellite nations and the USSR itself; {4) _would re­
frain from any action that, in its judgment, would run 
a serious risk of general war. . 

· (S) JCS 1924/1Q2, Rpt by JIC, "Soviet Reaction to 
u.s. Deployment of In~e~diate· Range Ballistic 
Missiles. (IRBMs) {-U),--t• ·24 Mar 58; (S) Dec On JCS 
t§~~{:~;~ ::\7~bj_~:_.~-.-~~r 58. Both in CCS 471.6 

· ..... ;-·.L-.:..- , :~·-._ :>~;·-~:::-~·:;·_ ..... 

Pr.~s-ident Eis~n..l)ower submitted to the Congress a budget 
'amendment cove·:r:tng $1,455;.747,000 in augmentation of 
the FY 1959 appropriation request for the Defense De­
partment. Among the high-priority projects to be 
accelerated, expanded, or initiated with these funds 
were the POLARIS; a solid-propellant ICBM/IRBM; the 
GAM-77 missile; the TITAN; the Pacific Missile Range; 
and a variety of projects under the direction of ARPA, 
including development of weapons systems, reconnais­
sance satellites, and space explorations. An additional 
request for $136,553,000, for military consturction, · 
was to be submitted to the Congress later. 
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(U) US Congress, Sen, "Inauiry into Satellite and 
Missile Programs," Hearings before the Preparedness 
Investigating Subconunittee of the Conunittee on Armed 
Services, 85th Cong, lst and 2d sess (~-Tashington, 1958), 
pt 3, pp. 2359-2361. 

2 Apr 58 President Eisenhower, in a memorandum to the Secretary 
of Defense and the Chairman of the National Advisory 
Committee for Aeronautics (NACA), informed them of his 
request to Congress for the establishment of a National 
Aeronautics and Space Agency (see earlier item of this 
date). The President directed that: (1) NACA should 
prepare and present to the appropriate Congressional 
committees a full explantation of the proposed legis­
lation. (2) NACA should make such detailed plans as 
might be necessary to reorient its programs and organi­
zation. (3) The Department of Defense and NACA should 
review pertinent programs under way or planned, includ­
ing those authorized by him on 27 March, and should 
recommend which of these programs should be placed under 
the new Agency. The Department of Defense and NACA 
should also prepare an operating plan for supporting 
the new Agency. (4) NACA should discuss with the 
National Science Foundation and the National Academy of 
Sciences, and others,the matter of participation of 
the scientific community in planning and coordinating 
the use of space vehicles in civilian space science. 
(5) The Department of Defense should identify and 
report to him what programs appeared to be needed in 
support or well-defined military requirements. ARPA 
would continue to serve as the focal point for such 
programs w1 thin the Department. . 

(U) Memo, Eisenhower to SeeDer and Chm, NACA, 
no subj, 2 Apr 58, CCS 000.97 (2-25-58} sec 1. 

2 Apr 58 In a special message to Congress, President Eisenhower 
proposed the creation of a civilian National Aero­
nautics and Space Agency with the broadest· authority 
to direct aeronautical and space sciences activities 
sponsored by the United States, except for those projects 
primarily associated with military reqUirements. The 
Agency would absorb the National Advisory Committee for 

· Aeronautics, and would. be assisted by a National Aero­
nautics· and Space Board.:;.·· The'•:Agency would have 
autho~ity to spend whatever money was necessa~J to 
recrui:t scientists_ahd technicians, subject only to 
re~ations preacribe~E by the President. 

,. :,.NY'l'~ 3 Apr .~8;;·-ti5; text, 14:4-7, and CCS 000.97 
(2~25-=58'J sec~l .... 

~ . ; . .-

3 Apr 58 In testimony before the Senate Preparedness Investi­
gating Subcommittee, Secretary of Defense McElroy 
stated that there was no "positive evidence" that the 
Russians were ahead of the US in the development of 
long-range (1,500 to 5,000 miles) missiles. 

(U) US Congress, Sen, "Inquiry into Satellite 
and Missile Programs," Hearings before the Preparedness 
Investigating Subcommittee of the Committee on Armed 
Services, 85th Cong, 1st and 2d sess (Washington, 1958), 
pt 3, p. 2414. 

- 53 -

a -.. . . . ..... ~ ·. 



3 Apr 58 
•/ 

3 Apr 58 

4 Apr 58 
/ 

4 Apr 58 

TOP SFCPFT 

• 

?resident Eisenhotrer proposed to Congress a far-reaching 
reorganization of the Defense Department that, among 
other things, ;'/auld give the Secretary o1' I::efense 
authority to transfer appropriated funds from one 
Service to another. This authority, said the President, 
was especially necessary "in respect to the development 
of new weapons." 

NYT, 4 Apr 58, 1 :6; text, 6:8-1;.,_7:1-4. 

Supplementing its views of 31 January 1958 on IRBM 
deployments planned by the Defense Department, the 
State Department summarized its position with respect 
to those nations included in the basic and contingency 
plans as follows. Britain: Negotiations completed. 
France: SACEUR had advanced discussions to the point 
where bilateral negotiations might begin shortly; but 
this schedule could be upset by a serious deterio­
ration of the internal French political situation, or 
or US-French relations as a result or efforts to 
settle French problems in North Africa. Iffy: US 
action should await completion of the elec ons 
scheduled for 25 May and further progress in the dis­
cussions initiated by SACEUR. Turkey: Apparently 
the logical country to approach after Italy. There 
should be no public knowledge of discussions with 
Turkish authorities until after public knowledge of 
Italian and/or French negotiations.· Alaska: No 
significant political problems bearing on deployment 
of IRBMs. Okinawa: Military considerations favoring 
IRBM deployment were considered to override the antici­
pated Japanese criticism and some antipathetic local 
reaction. Greece: An immediate approach should not 
be made, but the Department would like to review the 
situation after three months, or sooner if dis­
cussions w1 th Turkey were begun before that time. 
L~y : · The pol1 tical; at.mc)sphere in North Africa was 

z:se·. to IRBM deployment in Libya or an approach to 
the Libyan Governmer1t. on that subject, t'lhich should 
awa:t,.!;,a definite i~;-qyement in the area. Spaiji= 
Stat'e-"Tecommende'di·aga±nst any immediate approac con­
c.~~ing IRBM &cl!=!;Ployment to that country. 
· · · (TS) Ltr~- State Dept_ Couns to Asst SecDef (ISA}, 
4 Apr 58, CCS 471.6 (5-31-44} sec 17. 

The Depu~J Secreta1~ of Defense directed that the 
De~artment of the Air Force would be responsible for 
(1) the Service-level negotiation of technical agree­
ments concerning operational aspects of IRBM deploy­
ments in NATO nations, (2} the programming of IRBMs 
for MAP in accordance with established MAP procedures, 
and (3) the provision of required IRBM training for 
appropriate foreign nationals in the US and in overseas 
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8 Apr 58 

areas. He further directed that all US military 
contacts with host nations would be by arrangement 
through the appropriate MAAG Chief. 

( S) Memo, Dep SecDef to Sec.!\.F, "IRBM Deployments 
to NATO Nations,'· 4 Apr 58, App to ( S) JCS 2277/29, 
Note by Secys, same subj (U)," 11 Apr 58, CCS l!71.6 
(5-31-44) sec 18. . ·. -

The Assistant Secretary of Defense (R&E}, the Director 
of Guided Missiles, OSD, and the Director, ARPA, 
issued a memorandum (approved by the Secretary of 
Defense) delineating their relationships and areas 
of responsibility, pending reorganization of the Depart­
ment of Defense. Briefly summarized, the memqrandum 
stated: 

The Assistant Secretary of Defense (R&E} was the 
staff adviser to the Secretary of Defense on all 
military research, development, and engineering matters, 
and was responsible for recommending basic policies for 
the DOD on these matters and for suggesting an 
integrated program aimed at avoiding gaps and elimi­
nating undesirable duplication. To carry out these 
responsibilities, he should be fully informed on all 
related efforts \'lithin the DOD, including those 
projects assigned to the Director of Guided Missiles 
and the Director, ARPA. The Director of Guided 
Missiles was a staff assistant to the Secretary of 
Defense with certain delegated line authority for the 
direction of all DOD activities related to guided 
missiles. He looked to the Assistant Secretary of 
Defense {R&E) for advice and assistance in broad re­
search and development fields. The Director, ARPA, 
was primarily a line official responsible for planning 
and directing advance research projects involving space 
science and technology, ballistic missile defense, and 
other advanced research and development, as assigned 
by the Secretary of Defense. Normally, these projects 
would be outside the assigned missions of the mil! tary 
departments or would be of interest to or involve two 
or more mill tary departments. The relationship bett·reen 
all three of these officials was one of close inter-
depe.ndence. · ._ . . .. 

(U) Memo, Asst··se~Be-f (R&E) et al., to Secys of 
the Mil :Depts, et' al.',. no subj, 7Apr58, ccs 334 ARPA 
(2-7.:..58) sec 1.-. ··-:-:::: - .. ·" 

. ~·~.>·.-:>. _' ,~ ':.;·· i->~-~;~}t~·;; . 
The.'JCS recommenaea~·in a memorandum to the Secretary 

; of. Defense,- tba·t -the US f1.,1rnish MB-1 (GENIE) air-to-air 
atomic rockets to the British Royal Air Force for use 
with the F-23 supersonic interceptor, which the British 
had under development and which could be made compatible 
with the GENIE. The rockets would be furnished on 
essentially the same basis as that on which atomic 
weapons were to be furnished British bombers. Prompt 
action by the US, the JCS said, would enable the 
British GENIE force to be operational in January 1961. 
~U th their memorandum, the JCS forwarded terms of refer-
ence that they had approved as a satisfactory basis · 
for proceeding with detailed plans to carry out the 
reconunended action regarding the GENIE. 
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9 Apr 58 
,./ 

9 Apr 56 

( 
) 

11 Apr 58 

(TS-RD) ~1emo, JCS to SecDef, A Proposal to 
Furnish U.S. Atomic Air Defense Weapons to the United 
Kingdom (S), .. 8 Apr 58, derived from (TS) JCS 2220/136, 
28 Mar 58. (TS) N/H of 2220/136, 8 Sep 58. _;n in 
CCS 350.05 (3-16-48) sec 11. 

In a memorandum for the Secretary ofDefense the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff stated their current thinldng on the 
ICBM and POLARIS/submarine items in the Gaither Report. 
Recalling that on 24 February 1958 they had expressed 
the view that it would be undesirable for Secretary 
McElroy to take a final position on the augmentation 
of the present ICBM and POLARIS/submarine weapons 
systems prior to their re-~uation of offensive and 
defensive weapons systems,Jl_ __ 

The JCS consider-~~~~at--~ :· ~cElroy 1 s 3 :-;;:A 1958 
statement before the Senate Preparedness SubcollUil1ttee 
on FY 1959 Budget Augmentation established the Depart­
ment of Defense position on supplementa! funding of 
these two programs. · 

(TS) Memo, CJCS to SeeDer, "Augmentation of the 
Present ICBr·f and POLARIS/Submarine \</eapons Systems 
(c)," 9 Apr 58, CCS 381 US (1-31-50) sec 77; derived 
from (TS) JCS 2101/302, 9 Apr 58 same file, sec 76. 

Replyin_ g to a memorandum by the AsEtant Secretary of 
Defen_s~_ (ISA), dated 6 March 1958, 

. ·- ........ --··" :-. . - . 

I( 

· -- · lTSJ Memo, CJCS to SeeDer, ''Operational Respon-~ 
bilities of SACEUR/U3CINCEUR (U) ,'' 9 Apr 58, derived 
f(rom (TS) JCS 2271/28, 4 Apr 58. Both in CCS 471.6 
5-31-44) sec 17. 

1 
-. · · -- • -- ·--

,_-- .J ' n: ~ L 

---
... : :: . ~ .... - -~.i 
. ~ -~ 

.... -.. .; 

-=··: -··; . . .- -~----)~;~ ~-~;-/ ;_:~ ; ; 
-~~- . ... 1. •. -- -

I 0~-6-M~y -i9s8, the Deputy Secretary of Defe~__j 
forwarded the foregoing schedule and requests to · 
the Chairman of the Atomic Energy CollUil1ssion.) 
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13 Apr 58 

15 Apr 58 
/ 

15 Apr 58 

(TS-RD) Nemo, CJCS 'co SecDef, ::Requirements for 
ICBM and IRBM Vlarheads (U), ' 11 Apr 58, CCS ~!-71.6 
(5-31-ll-4) sec 18, derived i'rom (TS-RD) JCS 1323/372, 
2 Apr 58, same file, sec 17; (TS-RD) Ltr, DepSecDef 
to Chm AEC, 6 f·1ay 58, App to (TS-RD) N/H of JCS 
1823/372, 9 May 58, same file. 

The second Soviet satellite apparently-disintegrated, 
with the fragments falling into the Caribbean, 
according to scientists at the Smithsonian Astro­
physical Laborato~· in Cambridge, Massachusetts. 

~· 14 Apr 58, 1;8. 

The JCS informed the Secretary of Defense that they 
had completed their review of Continental Air Defense 
Objectives Plan 1956-1966 (CADOP 56-66) and had 
approved for planning purposes and programming guid­
ance of the Services the numbers of US air-defense 
weapons systems that should be operationally installed 
in defense of the US, .\laska, and Canada, and of US 
bases in Greenland, by the end of FY 1962. Since it 
was necessary to leave to the Services sufficient free­
dom to provide proper balance between offensive and 
defensive forces, the JCS planned to provide CINCONAD 
each year, for the next four years, with each Service's 
current estimate of its continental air-defense programs 
for CINCONAD's use in future planning. The JCS stated 
that they had considered the .desirability of installing 
an interim defense against ballistic missiles at SAC 
bases, utilizing modified available antiaircraft 
missiles. It was estimated that a program of 25 land­
based TALOS units, to be effective soon enough, would 
require immediate approval and obligation of nearly 
$1 billion, mostly to be spent over a period of 3 years, 
with additional funds required to develop and incorporate 
the antiballistic-missile Qapability. A pro~Tam of about 
12 land-based TALOS units would require about $600 
million over a period of 3 years. Such a program could 
result in the earliest possible interim defense against 
ballistic missiles at a limited number of SAC bases, 
but the expenditure of additional funds in the above 

.amounts did not appear to be justified in view of 
budgetary limitations, .. ·. However., the JCS believed that 
research and devel_opment;·of t:tie antiballistic-missile 
capabi:lities of the system should be continued, as 
dir~c-ted by ARPA, witl1,=\.n ,such existing funds as could 
be .. m~®. available.c~-~c;:;c[·'' . 

. · '(TS) Memo, GS.!(to SecDef, ncontinental P.ir Defense 
-Ob-jectives ·Plcm'l956 - 1966 (CADOP 56-66) (U}," 15 Apr 
58, CCS 381 US (5-23-46) sec-96, derived from (TS) JCS 
2245/45, 26 Mar 58, same file, BP pt 15. 

Dr. Uernher von Braun, director of the Development 
Operations Division, Army Ballist~c Missile Agency, 
said in testimony before the House Select Committee 
on Astronautics and Space Exploration that three 
months earlier the Army had proposed that it be given 
authority to shoot a man 150 miles into space in the 
nose of a rocket and return him to earth. Th~_s could 
be accomplish~d, he stated, within a year after 
approval by the Defense Department. 

NYT, 16 Apr 58, 7:1. 
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15 Apr 58 · The Deputy Secretary of Defense il'.formed the Jl.~~med 
Forces Policy Council that it was expected that a 
land-based solid-propellant -IRBr1 development and 
production project would be set up under N:\TO sponsor­
ship in Europe. He said this project Nas e:;:pected to 
utilize state-of-the-art advancements resulting from 
the POLARIS and other solid-propellant programs. The 
Assistant Secretary of Defense {ISA) aild·the Assistant 
Secretary of Defense (R&E) were to work out a Mutual 
Weapons Development project with the NATO-sponsored 
country, and the Air Force would act as executive agent 
in carrring out this ~·m project. 

{S) A.FPC Advice of Action, "Development and Pro­
duction of IRBMs in Europe,'' 24 Apr 58, CCS 471.6 
(5-31-44) sec 18. 

16 Apr 58 The President sent to Congress his draft bill for re­
organization of the Defense Department, but said he 

22 Apr 58 

23 Apr 58 

was postponing for a year his proposal to give the 
Secretary of Defense authority to transfer appropriated 
funds from one Service to another {see item of 3 April 
1958). 

~· 17 Apr 58, 1:4; text, 10:4-5. 

The Director of the National Advisory Committee for 
Aeronautics, testifying before the House Select Com­
mittee on Astronautics and Space Exploration, described 
plans to launch huge aluminum-foil balloons into orbit 
around the earth or the moon. Another witness, the 
director of the Avco Research Laboratory, Everett, 
Massachusetts, told the committee that in.two or three 
years an ICBM could be used to put a manned satellite 
into space. He said a proposal to use an. ATLAS for 
this purpose had been before the Department of Defense 
since 20 November 1957. · 

NYT, 23 Apr 58, 1:4. 

The Deputy Secretary of Defense, the Director of Guided 
Missiles, the Secretary of the Air Force,· and the Deputy 
Assistant Secretary of Defense (ISA) agreed that, for 
planning purposes, production ofthe first generation 
of IRBMs should be held to 12 squadrons, deployed as 
follows: Britain, 4;· ~ranee_, 3_; .Italy, 2; ·Turkey, 1; 
Alaska, 1; and O~awa' or-·the Near East, 1. They also 
agreed.that (1) the rrHOR·dep1oyment schedule to Britain 
shou;t.d remain unchanged, ·(December 1958, June and 
Oc~ot?e.~_l959, and~ ~c:h··l960); (2) France· should re­
ceive JUPITERs; (3) the Air Force would work for an 
-initial JUPITER· capability (5 missiles) in December 
1958 and full squadron capability by February 1959; 
( 4) the second and third JUPITER squadrons would be 
deployed in France between August 1959 and February 
1960; (5) the total JUPITER production should be 3 
squadrons; (6) the Air Force should program the first 
Italian squadron to begin deployment about July 1959 
and become fully ~erational in December 1959, and the 
second squadron Lto become operationa!( about July 1960; 
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( 8) the Air Force si1ould proceed ~ri th base preparations 
in Alaska for 1 squadron, but deplo~.nent of the squad­
ron should be progr2.1nned for the swnmer of 1960 unless 
an earlier squadron, originally scheduled fer some 
other site, became ~vailable. 

{TS} Memo for Rec, 'Ivleeting held in Office of the 
Deputy Secretary of Defense on 22 Apr 1958 on IRBM 
Production and DeplO'J!llent Programs · (U}," 23 Apr 58, 
Encl to (TS) JCS 2277/33, Note by Secys, same subj, 
12 f>lay 58, ccs 471.6 (5-31-44} sec 18. 

23 Apr 58 Mr. Roy W. Johnson, Director, Advanced Research Proj­
ects Agency, testified before the House Subcommittee 
on Appropriations that, in his opinion, it would be a 
"grave mistake" to take the task of explOring space 
away from the military agencies. 

(U) US Cong, HR, Department of Defense Appro­
priations for 1959: Hearings before the Subcommittee 
of the Committee on Appropriations, 85th Cong, 2d seas 
(Washington, 1958), pp. 325, 339. 

24 Apr 58 The Commander of the Air Force Ballistic Missile 
Division, testi~Jing before the House Select Committee 
on Astronautics and Space Exploration, said that the 
development of a milit~! reconnaissance: satellite, 
known as Project PIED PIPER, had been given equal 
priority with the development of ICBMs. The Chief 
Scientist of ARPA, Dr. Herbert F. York, told the com­
mittee that the Agency planned to launch satellites 
at the rate of one a month in 1959 and was working on 
plans for more powerful rocket engines and other 
sources of power for satellites, as well as on a pro­
gram to "get a man in space." 

NYT, 25 Apr 58, 14:1. 

24 Apr 58 t J,.. 

-. J __..., 

28 Apr 53· 

30 Apr 58 
I 
1 •.• 

-.... { 

A Navy attempt to place in orbit an instrumented 
twenty-inch earth satellite failed when the third 
stage of the VANGUARD rocket bearing it aloft did 
not fire. 

NYT, 29 Apr 58, 1:8. 

In a memorandum to the Secretary of Defense, the JCS 
again restated their view that the US missile and 
anti-missile-missile programs t·;ould be adversely 
affected by any halt in nuclear testing. They 
reiterated their belief that for this and other 
reasons no such cessation t'las acceptable unless it 
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were part of a larger, over-all disarmament agreement. 
On 9 May, at the request of t!1e JCS, the Secretary of 
Defense forwarded their viet'I'S to t;le President, and 
stated his general agreement with these viet·rs. 

(TS) Memo, JCS to SecDef, "Nuclear Testing 
(U)," 30 Apr 58, derived from (TS) JCS 1731/255, 
28 Apr 58; (TS) N/H of JCS 1731/255, 15 May 58. All 
in CCS 092 ( 4-14-45) sec 76. · ·· · . 

The Department of Defense reassigned, from the Director 
of Guided Missiles, OSD, to the Director, 1.\RPA, re­
sponsibility for all satellite and other outer-space 
vehicle programs to be conducted by the Department, 
including the VANGUARD series of satellites. The 
Director of Guided Missiles would continue to be re­
sponsible for support of these programs with the 
necessary rocketry, launching and other range facilities, 
and the like • 

(U) Memo, Dep SecDef to Dir ARPA, "Satellite 
Programs, including the VANGUARD Series," 1 May 58, 
encl to (U) DOD Joint Secretaries Advice of Action, 
';Responsibility for Satellite Programs, Includin~ 
VANGUARD Series," 7 May 58, CCS 334 ARPA (2-7-58} sec 1. 

According to the New York Times, the Department of 
Defense had increasedthe planned productlon figure 
for the THOR missile and lowered that for. the JUPITER. 
Additional THORa were reportedly to go to·Europe, 
with a proportionate decrease in the number of 
JUPITERs scheduled for European deployment. JUPITER 
production was reported to be nine months to a year 
behind that of the THOR. 

NYT, 5 May 58, 1:3.' 
'-5 May 58 

- j 

! 

7 May 58· 
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Mr. Roy \'1. Johnson, Director of the ARPA, and Dr. 
Herbert York, Chief Scientist of the Agency, expressed 
deep concern, in testimony before the Senate Special 
Committee on Space and Astronautics, regarding "un­
necessary restrictions" that the President's proposed 
civilian space agency might place on military space 
projects. Both Mr. Johnson and Dr. York believed it 
was necessary, in view of national security, that 
DOD be permitted to proceed independently with space 
programs for which there was a military requirement, 
or a !;reasonable chance of fulfilling military needs." 
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8 May 58 

8 May 58 

15 l•tay 58 

15 May 5~ 

~.8 May 58 
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(U) US Cong, Sen, 'National Aeronautics and Space 
Act," Hearings before the Special Cornmi ttee on Space 
and Astronautics, 85th Cong, 2d seas (\Jashington, 1958), 
pp. 147, 148, 173, l78, 179. 

Mr. Garrison Norton, Assistant Secretary of the Navy 
for Air, testified before the Senate Special Com­
mittee on Space and Astronautics that although the 
Navy endorsed the "intent" of the recommended new 
space agency, it had 11 grave misgivings'' regarding 
certain portions of the proposed bill. The Navy's 
main concern he said, was that the act establishing 
the agency should make it qUite clear that areas of 
military concern would be under the control of the 
Secretary of Defense, and that the Secretary \'I'Ould 
determine which weapons systems were to be taken over 
by the new agency. 

(U) US-- Cong, Sen, "National Aeronautics and Space 
Act," Hearings before the Special COJIIIIl1ttee on Space 
and Astronautics, 85th Cong, 2d seas (Washington, 
1958)1 pp. 237-239. 

\t 
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Secretary McElroy, at a news conference, said that 
the cost of keeping the JUPITER and THOR programs 
going simultaneously had been more than $100 million 
above what it would have cost to conduct only one of 
the programs. He stated that the Defense Department 
was not yet rea~ to choose between the two systems, 
but that the choice probably had to be made before 
the end of 1958. 

m_, 9 May 58, 7:1. 

The Soviet Union launched a new satellite weighing 
nearly one and one-half tons.. The cone-shaped, 

· instrumented missile \'TaS the ·third known Soviet 
satellite. It was o~b~_t.ing farther away from the earth 
than.ita predecessors, but not as far away as the 
three US satellites.: : · 

· ·: .. NYT, 16 f.1ay 5$ ;_ .l!L -... · .... ·r~::-- . :--: ___ ;: ..... ::.~-~~·'!·:-
Dr_. ·\olernher vqn ,Braun, at a news conference, estimated 

·that it would ·take the US -a year to eighteen months to 
send up a satellite as large as the newly launched 
Sputnik III. According to the New York Times, other 
US officials thought the time lage WOU!d be at least 
two years. 

NYT, 16 May 58, 8:3. 

,; JUPITER missile was successfully test-fired and 
its nose cone recovered in excellent condition four 
and one-half hours later. It was the first time a 
fUll-scale nose cone had been retrieved intact by the 
US after a successful flight. The nose cone impacted 
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22 May 58 

24 May 58 

27 May 58 

28 May 58 
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:l'ithin 32 nautical miles of the planned ~:npac~ point 
:.ore than 1, 300 nautical miles doNnran:r::. 

(S) "Compilation of Ballistic Niss.:.. ... c: ?light 
Tests (Thor, Jupiter, Atlas),'' in Office of Director 
of Guided Missiles, OSD. .NYT, 19 May 58, 1:1. 

An explosion of eight NIKE-ZEUS missiles on the 
ground, at any Army missile-launching base at Middle­
town, N.J., killed at least eight persons. On the 
next day the Army announced that the explosion had 
apparently occurred while modifications of the missiles 
were being carried out, and that all such modifications. 
had been suspended until the cause of the explosion 
was determined. 

NYT, 23 May 58, 1:8; 24 May 58, 1:1; text, 12: 
2-3. -

A New York Times correspondent, after interviewing 
officials "responsible for drafting plans for space re­
search,'; reported that the US still had no firm pro­
gram, organization, or funds to challenge the Soviet 
space program. Indeed, reported the Times, no official 
decision had even been made on whether or not to make 
this challenge. The US apace program had become 
bogged down in organizational disputes, technical 
evaluations and re-evaluations, extensive committee 
work, and budgetary limitations--all compounded by 
public and official apathy. 

NYT, 25 May 58, 1:2-3. 

The Navy launched a VANGUARD satellite 2,000 miles 
into space, but the vehicle failed to orbit. The 
satellite was apparently launched at an angle too 
sharp for orbiting, and probably fell back into the 
earth's atmosphere and destroyed itself. This was the 
fourth failure in five attempts to launch a satellite 
w1 th a VANGUARD rocl,et. 

NYT, 28 May 58, 1:2; 29 May 58, 9:5. 

.. ~· . 
,.. l .• ·.--. 

I 
,~ l S -RD) I:. tr, Dep Se cDe 1' to Chm AEC , 2!:> May 5Cl; 
· (S-HD) Ltr, DGM to Dep SecDef, "Acceleration of 

POLARIS t'larhead Program," 26 May 58. Both in CCS 
471.6 ( 5-31-L~Lq sec 18. 

1 
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therefore requested the Secret.:J.ry to advise the Chair­
man of the Atomic Energy Commission concerning this 
matter and request his cooperation in making devices 
available for testing, in as nearly a \'reaponized con­
figuration as feasible, prior to 1 September 1958. 
(See item of 9 July 1958.) 

(S) Memo,_CJCS ,to SecDef, 'Atomic t~eapon Tests 
_ _ _ -:lC C) , ' 29 May 58, deri-ved from ( S) JCS 
12/121, 21 ~·58. Both in CCS 471.6 {5-31-44) 

sec 18 •. 

IT= 

- '· 

\ 

- - - ------:1 ...,. 
(S-RD) Memo, CJCS to SeeDer, "Atomic Warhead for 

3 Jun 58 

3 Jun 58 

the FALCON Missile and the Battle Group Atomic De­
livery System (DAVY CROCKETT) (U)," 2 Jun 58, (S-RD) 
JCS 2012/123, 2 Jun 58. Both in CCS 471.6 (5-31-44) 
sec 18. · 

According to the New York Times, the·National Security 
Council was makinga broad review of US foreign and 
defense policies, including the question of what 
priority was to be given to the production of various 
missiles, aircraft, and other strategic delivery 
systems, such as missile-launching submarines. 
. NYT, 4 Jun 58, 1:5. 

( J 
(S) "Earliest Possible Time Periods of Various 

Soviet and U.S. Accomplishments in Outer Space,;. in 
(S) NSC 5814/1, "Preliminary U.S. Policy on Outer 
Space,'' 18 Aug 58, Encl to (S) JCS 2283/15, ·Pre­
liminary u.s. Policy on outer Space (NSC 5814/1) (c)," 
21 Aug 58, CCS 000.97 (2-25-58) sec 2. 
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9-10 
Jun 58 

10 Jun 58 
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According to the Net-~ Yorlc Times, '.:l1e ..:..rmy Hould begin 
arming 1 ts forces~ ':les'G Germany Ni th REDSTONE 
missiles at the end of June. 

NYT, 4 Jun 58, 13:1. 

General Twining, in hearings before the Senate Sub­
committee on Appropriations, for the FY 1959 budget, 
stated that although "every service did not get 
everything it would like to have, nevertheless I 
believe that this is a sound budget and one which 
will give us the kind of defense essential to the 
security of this country. 11 He had carefully review·ed 
Department of Defense Secretary McElroy 1 s statement 
prepared for the Subcommittee and believed that 11 1t 
covers the ground so \'fell that no additional formal 
prepared statement by me is necessary." 

(U) US Cong, Sen, Department of Defense Appro­
priations for 1959: Hearin~s before the Subcommittee 
9f the Committee on Appropriations, 85th Cong, 2d seas 
(.Washington, 1958), p. 20. 

ARPA was assigned the project of advanced research 
in the field of high-performance solid propellants, 
including the supporting research necessary for 
effective use of these new high-energy materials 
when they become available. · 

(U) Memo, Dep SeeDer to D1r ARPA, "Advanced 
Research in High-Performance Solid Propellants, 11 

Encl 3 to (U) DOD Directive No. 3200.5, Assignment 
or Advanced Research Projects to the Advanced Research 
ProJects Agency,'' 19 May 58, CCS 334 ARPA (2-7-58) rn:·· 1. 

\ 
i 

I 

·.-- . 
. •,, . ,.. 2-y. ,;. •• 

Lt General Samuel E. Anderson, Director of the Air 
Force Research and Development Command, told reporters 
that three attempts to fire missile 11 probes" at the 
moon would be made in 1958, one each in August, 
September, and October. The Director, ARPA, however, 
said that "no final decision 11 had been made on whether 
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12 Jun 58 

12 Jun 58 

12 Jun 58 
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or not the first US moon ;.probe" ':lould come in August. 
On 11 June, Air SecretaF.r Douglas publicly rebuked 
General Anderson, and stated that :'tHPA had made no 
final decision on the dates of the moon 11 probe." 

NYT, ll Jun 58, 1:5, 7; 12 Jun 58, 1:4. 

General Taylor, Chief of Staff, USA, in testimony 
before the Senate Subcommittee on App~opriations, 
stated that more than 4 per cent of total Soviet 
military funds were now being allocated to the Soviet 
Army research and development program as- compared 
with slightly over 1 per cent that the US Army 
research and development program had been allocated 
in the total FY 1959 DOD budget. 

(U) US Cong, Sen, Department of Defense Appro­
priations for 1959: Hearings before the Subcommittee 
of the Committee on Ap~ropriations, 85th Cong, 2d 
seas (Washington, 1958), p. 1o6. 

President Eisenhower designated as a proJect to be 
assigned to ARPA the establishment of a minitrack 
doppler fence with an early capability to detect and 
locate satellite orbits passing over the US. 

{U) Ltr, Dep SecDef to Pres, 9 Jun 58, Encl 4 
to (U) DOD Directive No. 3200.5, 11 Assignment of 
Advanced Research Projects to the Advanced Research 
Projects Agency," 19 May 58, CCS 334 ARPA (2-7-58) 
sec 1. 

The Defense Department directed that, pending DOD 
reorganization, the ballistic missile defense pro­
gram would be handled as follows within the Depart­
ment: 1) Certain portions of this program, designated 
by the President to be expedited with highest national 
J?riori ty, had been assigned to the Air Force and Arrtry 
(see item of 16 Jan 58). Continuing direction on an 
expedited basis would be through the OSD Ballistic 
Missile Committee; agencies responsible for portions 
of the program would refer matters requiring the 
Secretary's attention to the Chairman of this Com­
mittee and would receive OSD direction through him. 
The Director, ARPA, would join the deliberations of 
the OSD/BMC when these projects were under discussion. 
2) Longer-range phases of the ballistic missile de­
fense, p:rogram were assigned to ARPA, which might 
direct-that certain projects within its responsibility 
be ~-q~ried out by the Military Departments. 3) An 
OSD·'Steering Connnittee was established to monitor and 
c<;>~rd~.nate. the program. 
· · (U) E;;.,,o, Dep SeeDer. to Asst SeeDer (R&E) et al., 
"OSD Pro~t·am Responsibilities in Ballistic MissiTe 
Defense,' 12 Jun 58, Encl 5 to (U) DOD Directive 
3200.5, "Assignment of i\.dvanced Research Projects to 
the Advanced Research Projects Agency," 19 May 58, 
CCS 334 ARPA (2-7-58) sec 1. 

The Director, ARPA, in a memorandum to the Service 
Secretaries and the Chairman, JCS stated that the 
decision of the Secretary of Defense concerning 
publicity on ARPA projects and new missile and 
satellite developments (see item of 17 March 1958) 
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18 Jun 58 

18 Jun 58 

20 Jun 58 

23 Jun 58 
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was apparently not being carried out. In this 
connection he submitted a statement of the bases 
on \'thich ARPA i'lOuld approve or issue public state­
ments. Briefly summarized, these included: l) 
Disclosure of news of US space activities should be 
designed to inform the public and to achieve favorable 
psychological effects; 2) US statements concerning 
ARPA programs should be national in character and 
should not promote the merits of a particular pro­
gram at the expense of others; 3) the initial release 
about an ARPA program should be made only by .~PA; 
and 4) statements announcing intentions rather than 
capabilities would normally be disapproved. 

(S) Memo, Dir ARPA to SecArm:y et al., "Publicity 
on ARPA Projects and New Missile ana-satellite Develop­
ments,11 12 Jun 58, encl to (C) JCS Info Memo 1104, 
same subj, 13 Jun 58, CCS 334 ARPA (2-7-58) sec 1. 

A THOR missile was successfully test-fired. Among 
the objectives accomplished \'las the demonstration of 
(1) nose-cone separation and re-entry, and (2) the 
performance of the inertial guidance system in "open 
loop 11 configurations. · 

(S) "Compilation of Ballistic Missile Flight Tests 
(Thor, Jupiter, Atlas), 11 in Office of Director of 
Guided Missiles, OSD. 

ARPA was assigned the project of investigating the 
feasibility of a nuclear bomb-propelled space vehicle. 

(U) Memo, Dep SeeDer to Dir ARPA, "Nuclear 
Bomb-Propelled Space Vehicle," 18 Jun 58, Encl 7 to 
(U) DOD Directive No. 3200.5, "Assignment of Ad­
vanced Research Projects to the Advanced Research 
Projects Agency, 11 19 May 58, ccs 334 ARPA (2-7-58} 
sec 1. · 

The Department of Defense authorized ARPA to engage 
in studies and advanced investigations of the effects 
of space weapons employment on military electronic 
systems. This authorization was not an exclusive 
assignment of-responsibility, since the military 

.departments might be concurrently engaged in similar 
investi(;ations. _ 

(SJ Memo, Dep SecDef to Dir ARPA, 11 Studies and 
Advanced· Investigations on the Effects of Space 
Weapons Employment on Military Electronic Systems, 11 

1~ J~_;_58·, Encl 6 to (U) DOD Directive No. 3200.5, 
11 Ass1gnment of Advanced Research Projects to the 

. Advanced Resea:rch Projects Agency,,. 19 May 58, CCS 
334 ARPA (2-7-58) sec 1. · . 

The AP quoted a spokesman for ARPA as saying that the 
~ had submitted a plan to shoot a man into space 
in a REDSTONE missile and bring him safely back to 
earth. This was one of several space-man projects 
submitted by the three Services, he said. 

NYT, 21 Jun 58, 3:4. 

.l\RPA Nas assigned responsibility for advanced· re­
search and development on new super-thrust rocket 
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engines, including the "million pound thrust" engine. 
(U) Memo, Dep SecDef to Dir ARPA, "Super-Thrust 

Rocket Engines," 23 Jun 58, Encl 8 to (U) J:OD Directive 
No. 3200.5, "Assignment of Advanced Research Projects 
to the Advanced Research Projects Agency," 19 May 58, 
CCS 334 ARPA (2-7-58) sec l. 

28 Jun 58 President Eisenhower approved a proposal by the. 
Deputy Secreta~] of Defense to collect data 
by means of air-launched three- to four-pound 
instrumented satellites. 

(S) Ltr, Dep SecDef to Pres, 14 Jun 58, Encl 
la to (U} DOD Directive No. 3200.5, "Assign:nent of 
Advanced Research Projects to the Advanced Research 
Projects Agency," 19 May 58, CCS 334 ARPA (2-7-58) 
sec 1. 

25 Jun 58 Referring to a memorandum of 30 April 1958 from the 
Secretary of Defense, the JCS informed the Secretary 
that they considered a military requirement existed 
for the production of nonatomic munitions for the 
HONEST JOHN and the LITrLE JOHN rockets. ·. 

(TS) Memo CJCS to SeeDer, "Non-Atomic Munitions 
for Rockets (U~, .. 25 Jun 58, derived from (TS) Encl A 
to (TS} JCS 22B7/l, Rpt by DDSP, same subj, 14 Jun 58. 
Both in CCS 471.6 {5-31-44) sec 19. . 

26 Jun 58 Another attempt to orbit a VANGUARD satellite was 
unsuccessf'ul. when the second stage Of the launching 
vehicle failed to ignite. 

~~ 26 Jun 58, 1:1. 

27 Jun 58 EXPLORER III, the second Army satellite to go into 
orbit, apparently fell to its destruction, according 
to a spokesman at the Smithsonian Astrophysical 
Observatory in Cambridge, l<Iass. 

NYT, 29 Jun 58, 15:3. 

28 Jun 58 The Joint Chiefs of Staff, in a memorandum to the 
Secretary of Defense, gave their general approval 
~o a_draft statement of national oolicY on outer space 

. :·~·.·~ .. i. ' J 
o.i----·.• ----.. . -· ... ·'Ts) Memo, JCS to SeeDer, ';u.s. Policy on outer 

. Space (NSC 5814} (c), 1
; 28 Jun 58, derived from (S} 

r::s 2283/9, 21 Jun 58, ccs 000.97 (2-25-58) sec 1; 

1 Jul 58 ,[ 
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Missile Flight Tests 
of Director of 

-- :J 
- - -rsr"N7If-or-Jcs-- 2012/121 (Atomic weapons Tests of 
QUAIL Device)(C), 14 Jul 58, CCS 471.6 (5-31-44) 
sec 18. 

13 Jul 58 According to the New York Times, a committee consisting 
of nine members of the Air Force's Scientific Advisory 
Board had submitted a report recommending a sweeping 
program to expand and streamline research and develop­
ment. Among other things, the group called for an 
immediate increase in funds, an improvement in the 
technical training of research-and-development per­
sonnel, and a relaxation of controls over research 
projects. The committee was headed by Dr. H. Guyford 
Stever, Associate Dean of Engineering at MIT and a 
former chief scientist of the Air Force. 

~. 13 Jul 58, 1:7. 

15 Jul 58 The Director, Weapons Systems Evaluation Group, sub-
mit-ted WSEG Final Report No. 30, "Offensive and De­
fensive Weapons Systems," to the JCS, in accordance 

.¢th. their directive of 10 February 1958. The Report 
.. contc;lned, inter alia, the following specific con-

· .. ·'>Q.lusions: - ( 1) The military Air Defense System, re-
· ·gardless of improvements possible within the current 

- -.- .. budget, was highly unlikely to be able to prevent 
unacceptable losses to the population in case of 
~eneral war if the enemy used his forces intelligently. 
(2) Prevention of very serious losses in case of 
general war was probably not achievable \'lith a future 
Air Defense System using available or currently pro­
gramed weapons. An all-out effort to develop and 
deploy new and greatly improved \'leapons would eventually 
require 2 or 3 times the existing air-defense budget 
figure and even then the probability of successfully 
counterin~ a rapidly advancing threat did not appear 
high. (3J The Dmf Line, with its programed improve­
ments, would provide a highly reliable source of 
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warning of a massed bomber attack; but in the interior 
of the US, deficiencies in low-altitude (beleN 2,000 
feet) tracking capability would degrade the effective­
ness of weapons cont:.~ol by the ~round environment 
against low-altitude tactics. (4) The vulnerability 
of the air defense l'leapons control network was greatly 
increased by the programed location of about one-third 
of the direction and combat centers at SAC bases and 
by the lack of hardening of any of these centers; 
further, the network would be severely degraded by 
enemy ECM unless it was provided with adequate counter­
countermeasure fixes and better-trained personnel. 
(5) Although NIKE-ZEUS was designed to provide a 
significant point-defense capability against the ICBM, 
more information on technical problems, including 
high-altitude nuclear effects, decoy discrimination, 
etc., was required before the system could acl~eve 
ita potential effectiveness, or the feasibility of 
area-type active ICBM defense systems be determined. 
(6) The B-52G, in combination with the G.AM.-77 
(HOUND DOG), appeared a better and less expensive 
weapons system than the B-58 when both were employed 
from ZI bases. (7) If a decision appeared necessary 
to augment the deterrent posture in the 1960-1962 
period, considered as the ability of our manned bombers 
and ICBMS to survive a severe ICBM surprise attack 
and still inflict at least 25 per cent casualties with 
90 per cent probability on a large fraction of Soviet 
population centers, the TIT.~ and POL~liS.FBM systems 
appeared to be the most desirable systems. (8) 
Hardening to 25 psi and squadron dispersal to three 
~1m1ng points would significantly increase the ex­
pected survivability of the three ATLAS base con­
figurations under consideration. (9) The concen­
tration of GOOSE at a few SAC bases1 as planned, would 
make it extremely vulnerable. It could be of great 
value if the US struck first, but would be of little 
value if our airborne bombers were directed to proceed 
to targets after these bombers were very far past the 
GOOSE launching sites. Once launched, GOOSE could 
not be recalled. (10) Research on and development of 
the MINUTEMAN concept should be accelerated. (ll} 
In future IRBM programs, the extreme vulnerability of 

·already programed missile sites could be reduced by 
hardening, dispersal, or mobility. 

(TS-RD} Memo, Dir ~!SEG to CJCS, '.2valuation of 
Off'ensl.ve and Defensive Weapons Systems (U} ," 15 Jul 
58.;:.J;:.ncl to (TS-RD) JCS 1620/189, Note by Secys, same 
subJ'and date, CCS 471.6 (5-31-44) BP pt 6A; (TS-RD) 
\'IS.EG Final Report No. 30, "Offensive and Defensive 

·l·Teapons Systems," 15 Jul 58, App to JCS 1620/189, same 
file. · 

Replying to a memorandum dated 3 July 1958 from the 
tssistant Secretary of Defense (Supply and Logistics), 
the JCS stated that they considered the GAM-77 (HOUND 
DOG) air-to-ground missile (for use with the B-52) to 
be of sufficient military importance to warrant its 
inclusion in Urgency Category ''s'· other than Item .01 
of the current Department of Defense Master Urgency List. 

-10-

'll9!¥ RulCTt16f o ~ 1r lA - rgp 
\S DEFINED BY ATOMIC E~ERGY ACT OF 1954 

71 

·:~ 



,.. -gpgm 
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17 Jul 58 

19 Jul 58 

23 Jul 58 

24 Jul 58 

26 Jul 58 

TRf I 
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(S) Memo, CJCS to SecDef, ";Ulitary Urgencies 
( GAM-:-77 (HOUND DOG)) Guided t.Ussile Weapon System 
( U) , '· 16 Jul 58, derived fro:n ( S) JCS 1725/320, 11 
Jul 58. Both in CCS C04.04 (ll-4-~6) sec 82. 

After compromising conflicting House and Senate 
versions, Congress approved and sent. to the White 
House legislation establishing a National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration and a nine-member advisory 
council headed b.v the President. The new agency would 
be built around the National Advisory Committee for 
Aeronautics. Under the new law, the Defense Depart­
ment would retain control over "activities peculiar 
to or primarily associated with development of weapons 
systemsr, military operations, or defense of the United 
States, • but the President would have the authority 
to resolve any conflicts between ~~PA and NASA. The 
nine-member advisory council would include, in 
addition to the President, the Secretaries of State 
and Defense, the Chairman of the AEC, the Director 
of NASA, one additional member from the government, 
and up to three others from outside the government. 

~, 16 Jul 58, 18:3j 17 Jul 58, 30:6. 

A JUPITER missile was successfully fired over a range 
of about 1,250 nautical miles and its nose cone re­
covered intact. In announcing this event, the Army 
stated that the problem of 11 warhead protection 11 had 
been solved. 

(S) 11 Compilation of Ballistic Missile Flight 
Tests (Thor, Jupiter, Atlas), 11 in Office of Director 
of Guided Missiles, OSD. NYT, 18 Jul 58, 1:3. 

An unsuccessful attempt to fire an ATLAS 3B (two 
booster engines and one sustainer engine) was made. 
This was the first launching or"' a three-engine ATLAS. 

(S) 11 Compilation of Ballistic Missile Flight 
Tests (Thor, Jupiter, Atlas), 11 in Office of Director 
of Guided Missiles, OSD. ~' 20 Jul 58, 1:2. 

A THOR-ABLE missile was successfully test-fired over 
. a range of nearly 5,500 nautical miles. The nose 

cone, which carried a mouse, .was not recovered. 
(S) 11 Comilation of Ballistic I:-lissile Flight 

Tests, (Thor, Jupiter, Atlas), •• in Office of Director 
of Guided Missiles, OSD. NYT, 26 Jul 58, 5:4 . 

. ,. -
Aft~l.:..reconciling conflicting House and Senate versions, 

,C90gress approved and sent to the vlliite House Legis­
lation to reorganizeti."le Defense Department. The 
reorganization act, among other things, gave clear 
authority to the Secretary of Defense to decide which 
Service should be assigned a particular weapons 
system. (President Eisenhower signed the act on 6 
August 1958.) 

NYT, 24 Jul 58, 1:1; 25 Jul 58, 7:5j 7 Aug 58, 
3:6.-

A JUPITER-C missile carried the United States• heaviest 
satellite, EXPLORER IV, into orbit. The satellite, 
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28 Jul 58 

28 Jul 58 

28 Jul 58 

29 Jul 58 

30 Jul 58-
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an 80-inch-long projectile !'leigh.::.ng 38.43 pou."lds, was 
orbiting at a maximum distance from the earth of 1,368 
miles. The launching v:as aimed at gathering data 
concerning the zone of radiation around the earth. 
The satellite Nas the first US vehicle to be launched 
on an orbit that would nass over the USSR. 

NYT, 27 Jul 58, 1:8. 

The Senate Appropriations Committee, in a report on 
a defense appropriations bill, criticized the Air 
Force for financing private rocket test facilities 
while permitting Government-owned facilities "to 
remain idle." 

NYT, 29 Jul 58, 13:5. 

In a communique issued at Geneva, where Western and 
Soviet-bloc scientists were meeting to discuss technical 
aspects of ending nuclear tests, the conferees proposed 
that space satellites be used as part of a system to 
monitor an agreement to suspend tests. The satellites, 
properly instrumented, would be able to detect high­
altitude explosions. 

NYT, 29 Jul 58, 1:4. 

In a memorandum to the Special Assistant to the 
President for National Security Affairs, in response 
to NSC Action 1941 (see item of 3 July 1958), the 
Special Assistant to the President for Science and 
Technology concurred, with some modifications, in the 
Defense Department's recommendation of approval for 
planning purposes of the reconnaissance satellite 
program. 

(TS) Memo, Killian to Spec Asst to Pres for NSA, 
"Advanced Reconnaissance Satellite Development Pro­
gram,11 28 Jul 58, encl to (TS) Memo~ Exec Secy to 
NSC, 11 0perational Capability of Reconnaissance Satel­
lites," 29 Jul 58, encl to {TS) JCS 2283/11, Note by 
Secys, same subj and date, CCS 000.97 {2-25-58) sec 2. 

President Eisenhower signed legislation establishing 
the National Aeronautics and Space Administration 

. {see item of 16 July 1958). In a special statement 
issued by the White House, he described the establish­
ment of the Administration as a "historic step'' that 
would:_help the US to lead the world in space explo­
ration. 

::· .. ::.NYT,' 30 Jul 58, lO:l~; text, 10:5-7. ·-·. ,.~ . ..........._ 

. In a memorandum to the Secretary of Defense, the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff gave their approval to the 
recommendation of the Special Assistant to the Presi­
dent for Science and Technology for modifications in 
the Defense Department's recommendation concerning 
the reconnaissance satellite program (see item of 
28 July 1958). 

(C) Memo, JCS to SecDef, ';Operational Capability 
of Reconnaissance Satellites (C), 11 30 Jul 58, derived 
from (TS) JCS 2283/12, 30 Jul 58. Both in CCS 000.97 
(2-25-58) sec 2. 
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30 Jul 58 As of this date. the ATLAS missile had been fired a 
total of nine times, cf which three firings were 
successful, 2ive partially successful, and the other 
a failure. Of nine firings of the JUPITER, five had 
been successful and four partially successful. The 
THOR had been fired twenty times: eight firings were 
successful, eight partially successful, and four 
failures. 

(S) Memo, Lt Col vi. w. HilJ., Jr., to Director of 
Guided Missiles, OSD, "Missile Firings," 30 Jul 58, 
Army Missile Flights, 1958, in Office, Director of 
Guided Missiles, OSD. 

31 Jul 58/ '£ 
v' ~ 

31 Jul 58 
.,..,... 

1 

J .....__ 
For his use in preparing a report for further NSC con­
sideration of certain Gaither it~ms, the Joint Chiefs of 

· Staff referenced and confirmed in a memorandum for 
Secretary McElroy their previously expressed views con­
cerning measures for improvements of the active defenses 
of CONUS. 

·;.;Jn amplification of their previous comments 
rela:tf'ng to defense against submarine-launched missiles, 

.tJ:?.eJCS agreed that 11 currently the most practical 
solution lies in establishing control over the launching 
submarine prior to the launching of its missile, 11 and 
outlined peacetime and wartime control measures. They 
also noted that the problem of active defense against 
the submarine-launched missile itself was under study; 
but until the basic anti-missile missile system was in 
place and operational, probably not prior.to FY 1963, no 
capability against the submarine-launched BM itself would 
exist. 

Since the JCS also agreed that the continental air 
defense program must receive continuing analysis and 
possible reprogramming to counter the changing Soviet 
threat, they had directed WSEG to submit, before the 
beginn1ng of the next budget cycle, an over-all study 
containing scientific analyses designed to provide the 
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1 Aug 58 

1 Aug 58 

1 Aug 58 

2 Aug 58 

3 Aug 58 

6 Aug 58 

7 Aug 58 

7 Aug 58 

~e Qll!i!J! 

bases for the strategic evaluation of offensive and 
defensive weapons systems and for the determination 
of an appropriate strategic weapons posture by the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

(TS) Memo, CJCS to SecDef, "Report to the Presi­
dent by the Security Resources Panel of the ODM 
Science Advisory Committee (Improvement in the Active 
Defenses of CONUS) {U)," 31 Jul 58, CCS381 US 
{1-31-50) sec 79, derived from {TS) JCS 2101/319, same 
subj, 29 Jul 58, same file, sec 78. 

The US detonated a missile-borne atomic device high in 
the air over the mid-Pacific. The missile was believed 
to be a REDSTONE. 

!!!1 2 Aug 58, 1:5. 

The Commander, Ballistic Missile Division, USAF, 
announced that the Air Force had developed an all­
inertial guidance system for ICBMs months, possibly 
years, sooner than expected. The achievement, a major 
breakthrough, would permit far greater efficiency in 
missiles and space ships. 

~~ 2 Aug 58, 7:1. 

The A~ announced that the PERSHING IRBM would be a 
two-stage weapon with an inertial guidance system, and 
would be transportable by aircraft or helicopter. 

~~ 2 Aug 58, 7:1. 

An ATLAS-B missile (two booster engines and one 
sustainer) was fired in the most successful ATLAS 
flight to date. This was the first ATLAS firing using 
th~ full.power of its three engines, and the missile 
flew nearly 2400 nautical miles. The nose-cone capsule 
was not recovered •.. 

(S) "Compilation of Ballistic Missile Flight Tests 
(Thor, Jupiter, Atlas}," in Off'ice of Director of 
Guided Missiles, OSD. NYT. 3 Aug 58, 1:6. . . 

The magazine Aviation Week reported that the USSR had 
· tried unsuccessf'uiiy t'OS"end a rocket to the moon on 
1 May 1958. 

~~ 4 Aug 58, 2:4. 

A successful test-firing of the THOR missile demon­
strated the satisfactory performance of the missile 
and ~ts<eontrol system when large attitude changes 
were commanded to the auto pilot • 
. · . ·.· (S) "compilation of' Ballistic Missile Flight 
Tests (Thor, Jupiter, Atlas), " 'in Office of Director 
of Guided Missiles, OSD. 

A BOMARC missile was successfully launched by remote 
control from 1,500 miles away but failed to hit its 
target in a test aimed at checking the coordination of 
BOMARC missiles with the SAGE system. 

NYT, 8 Aug 58, 7:2. -
The Director of Guided Missiles requested the advice 
of the JCS on the need, from the standpoint of military 
planning, for the MINUTEMAN ICBM to meet its proposed 
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schedule calling for operational availability in mid-1962, 
in view of the desirable technical improvements that 
could be expected if more time Nere allot'led for 1 ts 
development. [As of 31 october 1958, the JCS had not 
replied.} 

(S) Memo, DGM to CJCS, "MINUTEMAN Program (U)," 
7 Aug 584 Encl to (S) JCS 1620/193, same subj, 19 Aug 
58, CCS 71.6 ( 5-31-44) sec 20. · · 

7 Aug 58 t 

8 Aug 58 
.:1 

President Eisenhower named T. Keith Glennan, a 
Cleveland educator and former AEC member, to head 
NASA. Dr. Hugh L. Dryden, Director of the National 
Advisory Committee for Aeronautics, \'las the President's 
choice for Deputy Administrator. Both appointments 
were confirmed by the Senate on 15 AtJgust. 

NYT, 9 Aug 58, 1:3; 16 Aug 58, 3:6. -
11 Aug 58 The Joint Chiefs of Staff, in a memorandum to the 

Secretary of Defense, objected to certain aspects of 
a revised version of NSC 5811~, "u.s. Policy on Outer 
Space" (NSC Action No. 1940; see item of 3 July 1958). 
The JCS stated that the draft statement of policy did 
not reflect a proper balance between military and non­
military interests in outer space. Referring to para­
graph 43, as approved by NSC Action No. 1940, they 
pointed out that leadership in the non-military aspect 
of outer space meant world-wide prestige, but that the 
military aspect of the question was a factor in the 
survival of the United States. Since US resources 
that could be devoted to outer space activities were 
limited, it would be appropriate.to indicate the 
relative priority between military and non-military 

TOP §f?I'IBT • 

activities. In another comment, the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff also emphasized the preliminary nature of the 
draft statement of policy and the need for flexibility 
in the execution of its provisions. They also under­
lined the need, in the absence of a safeguarded inter­
natio~~ agreement for the control of armaments and 
armed'·fforces, for policy guidance placing primary 
emphasis on those activities related to outer space 

-that were necessary to maintain the over-all deterrent 
capability of the US and the Free World. Subject to 
the foregoing, the JCS accepted the revision of NSC 
5814 from a military point of view and recommended that 
the secretary of Defense concur in its adoption. 

(S) Memo, JCS to SecDef, "u.s. Policy on Outer 
Space (NSC 5814) (C).~," 11 Aug 58, derived from (S) 
JCS 2283/14, 6 Aug 5~. CCS 000.97 (2-25-58) sec 2. 
The revised version of (S) NSC 5814 is filed as an 
enclosure to (S) JCS 2283/13, Note by Secys, "U.S. 
Policy on outer Space (U), 11 4 Aug 58, same file. 
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12 Aug 58 

13 Aug 58 

14 Aug 58 
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The AEC fired a guided missile with a nuclear warhead 
in the mid-Pacific atomic testing area. 

NYT, 13 'Aug 58, 11:4. - .. 

At the White Sands Nlssile Range, a TALOS antiaircraft 
missile successfully intercepted a IUNGFISHER target 
missile. 

~. 13 Aug 58, 11:3. 

At a meeting attended by the Deputy Secretary of Defense, 
the Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense (R&E), the 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense (ISA), the 
Director of the Office of Foreign Programs (R&E), and 
the Executive Assistant to the Director of Guided 
Missiles, the following points were accepted as an agreed 
basis on which the Department of Defense activities 
should proceed during the formulation period of the NATO 
solid-propellant IRBM project: (1) The Department of 
Defense intended, during the project formulation period, 
to make available to the appropriate NATO Assistant 
Secretary General all available and pertinent information 
not withheld by law on r~search, development, and pro­
duction of solid-propellant IRBMs, to the end that NATO, 
with US advice, could formulate a course of action leading 
to the early development and production, in NATO, of a 
solid-propellant IRBM. (2) During the period of project 
formulation, management of the project would be an OSD 
responsibility. Later, bilateral agreements between 
countries concerned, firm-to-firm arrangements, etc., 
would be negotiated. (3) The primary effort of each of 
the Services in support of this project during the formu­
lation period should be in providing the necessary 
information to permit determination by NATO of an agreed 
program. (4) The action of the Armed Forces Policy 
Council at its meeting of 15 April 1958 (see item for 
that date) in approving (a) the working out of the above­
mentioned program by the Assistant Secretaries of Defense 
(ISA and R&E) with the NATO-sponsored country as a Mutual 
Weapons Development project, and (b) the designation of 
the Air Force as executive agent in carrying out this MWD 
project, was suspended. (5) Existing plans did not 
include providing the NATO nations with solid-propellant 
IRBMs manufactured in the US. 

(S) Memo for Rec, "Meeting held on 13 August 1958 
in the Office of the Deputy Secretary of Defense on the 
subject .. of the NATO Solid Propellant IRBM Program," 28 Aug 
58, ·Cd_&-~71.6 (5-31-44) sec 21. 

The :Air Force fired what it -called a "National Advisory 
Committee for Aeronautics composite test rocket." The 
NACA vehicle, announced the Air Force, Nas used as part 
of a program of atmospheric sampling that was expected 
to provide basic research information applicable to any 
space project, including manned space travel, and to 
further define radiation levels in outer space. 

NYT, 15 Aug 58, 3:5. -
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.J_ . 
A l~rig:t.by report by the Inter-Agency i;Jorldng Group on · 
Surprise Attaclc, prepared to provide background material 

, 

. f.Qr: negotiations Nith the s_oviets on this question, 
discussed, among other things; safeguards against surprise 
attack by ballistic missiles. The ~roup concluded that 
the monitoring problems involved in this question were 
extremely comple;::. The best safeguards would probably 
consist of agreements to limit the size of or completely 
eliminate missile forces, but it would be very difficult 
to monitor effectively such agreements. 

(TS) "Report of the Interagency \"lor king Group on 
Surprise Attack, •: 15 Aug 58, CCS 092 U'·-lh-45) BP pt 11. 

In a memorandum to the Secretary of Defense on the 
subject of nuclear testing, the JCS again reiterated 
their belief that the US missile and anti-missile programs 
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would suffer adversely in case of any halt in tests. 
They again stated their opinion that for this and other 
reasons no such ban on tests was acceptable unless it 
were part of a larger, over-all disarmament agreement. 
On 22 August, at the request of the JC;3, the Secretary 
of Defense forwarded the views of the JCS, and his 
general agreement Nith their views, to the President. 

(S-RD) Memo, JCS to SecDef, "Nuclear Testing (U)," 
15 Aug 58, CCS 092 (1~-14-45) sec 78, darived from 
(S~RD) JCS 1731/261, 12 Aug 58, same file, sec 77; 
(S-RD) N/H of JCS 1731/261, ~2 Aug 58, same file. 

A four-stage THOR, fired in the first attempt by the 
United States to hurl a rocket into orbit around the 
moon, failed when the first stage exploded. The firing 
was, nevertheless, rated as a partial success, since 
the smooth countdmm and launch within the predetermined 
15-minute time period was considered a major achievement 
in itself. 

. (S) "Compilation of Ballistic Missile Flight 
Tests (Thor, Jupiter, Atlas)," in Office of Director 
of Guided Missiles, OSD. NYT~ 18 Aug 58, 1:3-4. 
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21 Aug 58 The Assistant Secretary of Defense (ISA) requested the 
views of the JCS on an informal British proposal that the 
US sell Britain an unspecified number of THOR missiles, 
over and above the total already programed under the 
US-UK-IRBM Agreement, and that Britain as a result 
discontinue its BLUE STREAK program. Under the proposal, 
the US would sell the THOR missiles with no strings 
attached, and Britain \•rould develop, \;'i th US technical 
assistance, its oNn nuclear warheads compatible with 
THOR missiles. 

(TS) Memo, Asst SecDef (ISA) to CJCS, "United 
Kingdom Proposal for Unrestricted Sale of THOR in Lieu 
of Continuation of BLUE STREAK (S), 11 21 Aug 58, Encl to 
(TS} JCS 2220/147, same subj, 25 Aug 58, CCS 471.6 
( 5-31-44) sec 21. 

22 Aug 58 Replying to the memorandum from the Assistant Secretacy 
of Defense (Supply and Logistics), dated 22 August 1958, 
requesting the views of the JCS on recommending top 
national priority for the DATl CROCKETT program, the JCS 
repor~.~d the following: The Chief of Staff of the Army 
and ··t}1Ef'Commandant of the Marine Corps favored top 
nat;l...onal priority for the program, Nith the Chairman, 

·the.Chief of Naval Operations,.and the Chief of Staff 
of the Air Force opposed. The Chairman and the four 
Chiefs of Service were agreed on the follol'v'ing evaluation 
of the importance of the Battle GroL~P Atomic Delivery 
System (DAVY CROCKETT): "The DAVY CROCKETT provides a 
new and essential ca~ability which is not represented by 
an existing or planned weapons system. Possession of 
this capability will greatly enhance the military posture 
of US ground forces, Army and Marine, and Nill tend to 
equate the numerical superiority which confronts them. 
The early attainment of the concepts of future land 
warfare is dependent on insuring that the operational 
capability of this system is not delayed." 
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24 Aug 58 

25 Aug 53 

26 Aug 58 

27 Aug 58 

27 Aug 58 

28 Aug 58 

·.29 Aug 58 

1 Sep 58 

(S-RD) Memo, CJCS t::; SecDef, 'Top Naticnal ?r:ority 
Request (DAVY CROCKETT) (U), ".22 Au.; 53, CC3 '-+71..:5 
(4-31-44) sec 21, derived from (S-RD) JCS 1725/324, 
9 Aug 58, same file, BF pt 7; CM-1S3-58 to SecDef, 
same subj and date, same file. 

A JUPITER-C roc!cet carried a 37. 52-pound satellite aloft, 
but EXPLORER V failed to orbit. 

NYT, 25 Aug 58, 1:3. 

The West German press association reported that, according 
to East Berlin "diplomatic sources," the USSR had made 
three unsuccessful attempts to send a roclcet to the moon 
since the ?eginni~g of the month. 

NYT, c7 Aug ,e, 15:3. 

Bell Aircraft Corpo~ation announced the successful use 
of liquid fluorine as a fuel to increase the potential 
power of rocket ensines by as much as 40 per cent. Use 
of· this fuel according to the Bell announcement, might 
make it possible for the US to launch satellites con­
siderably heavier than SPUTNIK III, which weighed about 
1 1/2 tons. 

NYT, 27 Aug 58, 14:3. 

A JUPITER missile was successfully 
new comJ?onents were tested for the 

{S) "Compilation of Ballistic 
(Thor, Jupiter, Atlas), 11 in Office 
Missiles, OSD. 

test-fired. Several 
first or second time. 
Missile Flight tests 
of Director of Guided 

President Eisenho\'ter, at his press conference denied the· 
charge made by General Gavin (in his boo!< published after 
his retirement) that the US faced a perilous gap in the 
1960's, when the Soviet Union would allegedly be far 
ahead in missile development. The President insisted that 
the US was going ahead in this field faster than anyone 
could have expected. 

~. 28 Aug 58, 1:5; text, 10:8 (question 25). 

A test-firing of the ATLAS missile was rated as highly 
successful. The missile impacted within three miles of 
the intended impact point, about <::,851 nautical miles 
do~apge. 

···.'··{g.) "Compilation of Ballistic Missile Flight Tests 
(T.l:lor, Jupiter., Atlas), 11 in Office of Director of Guided 
Missiles, OSD. 

The USSR announced that on 2.7 August it had sent two dogs 
in a rocket to an altitude of 281 miles and returned them 
safely to earth. 

NYT, 30 Aug :;8, 1:6-7. 

'I'he New York Times reported that a four-man committee-­
forme;Q""under the auspices of the Space Science Board of 
the National Academy of Sciences-Research Council--had 
been organized to develop a US program for international 
control of space exploration. The committee's recommenda­
tions were expected to form the basis of US proposals to 
be made at the meeting of the International Council of 
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Scientific Unions scheduled for 2 October, in 1.'iashington. 
Dr. \of. Albert Noyes, Jr., 1vas leaving his post as Dean of 
the College of Arts and Sciences, Uni\•ersity of Rochester, 
to head the group. Dr. Noyes told a Times reporter that 
his committee would be concerned only with control of 
satellites and space vehicles designedfor research, and 
would not consider control over milita~J space projects. 

~· 1 Sep 58, 1:7. 

Secretary McElroy, speaking before the American Legion 
in Chicago, declared that the US was ahead of the USSR 
in over-all mil1 tary power "in being--in the here and 
now," but conceded that the Soviet Union was probably 
ahead of the US in ICBM development. Both nations, he 
said, were still in the "testing and proving" state with 
this weapon. 

~· 3 Sep 58, 1:6. 

The Deputy Secretary of Defense approved the terms of 
reference, as amended, proposed by the JCS on 8 April 
1958 in connection with their recommendation that the 
MB-1 (GENIE) air-to-air atomic rocket be furnished the 
British Royal Air Force. He authorized the JCS to 
proceed, but requested that detailed guidance based on 
the terms of reference, which he described as broad, 
be coordinated with his office prior to the initiation 
of negotiations; that the texts of agreements and pro­
cedures be referred to his office for final approval; 
and that the Office of the Assistant Secretary of Defense 
(ISA) be kept appropriately informed. On 8 September, 
the JCS directed the Chief of Starr, u.s. Air Force, to 
take the action authorized and requested above. 

(TS) NIH or JCS 2220/136, 8 Sep 58, ccs 350.05 
(3-16-48) sec 11. 

President Eisenhower named as members of NASA Lt Gen 
James H. Doolittle; t'lilliam A. M. Burden, former 
Assistant Secretary of Commerce for Air and in 1950-
1952 a special research and development assistant to 
·the Secretary of the Air Force; Dr. Alan T. Waterman, 
Director; National Science Foundation; and Dr. Detlev W. 
Bronk, President, National Academy of Sciences. These 
nominations were recess appointments and would be subject 
to S~~te.confirmation after Congress reconvened in 
Jan~-1959. 

. - NYT, 5 Sep 58, 6 : 5 • .. ~.-

A ~~Times ~o,:respondent re:Jo:.·ted ·that the Army 
was preparing a complaint, to be sent to Secretary 
McElroy, that Air Force "propaganda efforts" Nere 
belittling the NIKE-HERCULES air defense weapon while 
extolling the Air Force's BOMARC. The Times stated that, 
according to Army sources, Lt General cha1•!es E. Hart, 
CG1 Air Defense Command, apparently "infuriated" by an 
art:icle about the NIKE-HERCULES in a Chicago newspaper, 
had clipped the article and sent it to "Army leaders at 
the Pentagon" with a complaint that it made "odious" 
comparisons or the NIKE-HERCULES and the BOMARC. The 
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Times reported later that General Hart's complaint was 
never officially forwarded to the Defense Department, 
although it was distributed to newspapermen. (See item 
of 10 September 1958.) 

NYT, 5 Sep 58, 6:5; 10 Sep 58, 7:1. - ··-

Replying to the memorandum of the Assistant Secretary of 
Defense (ISA), dated 21 August 1958, concerning a British 
proposal to purchase THOR missiles, the JCS stated that 
they saw no objection, from the military viewpoint, to 
selling THOR missiles to Britain in addition to those 
programed under the US-UK IRBM Agreement, provided that 
delivery of these additional missiles would in no way 
prejudice US high-priority programs. This opinion was 
based on the reasoning that it was unnecessary to impose 
any greater degree of control over the missiles the 
British proposed to buy than over those programed under 
the IRBM Agreement. 

(TS) Memo, CJCS to SecDef, "united Kingdom Proposal 
for Unrestricted Sale of THOR in Lieu of Continuation of 
Blue Streak (S)," 6 Sep 58, CCS 471.6 (5-31-44) sec 21, 
derived from (TS) JCS 2220/148, 30 Aug 58, CCS 350.05 
(3-16-48) sec 13. 

"Informed sources," according to the New York Times, 
stated that the US had begun delivering T~m!ss!ies 
to the British earlier in the month. 

~· .9 Sep 58, 3:4. 

Secretary McElroy told reporters that he had "passed the 
word" to the Army and Air Force that their feud over 
NIKE-HERCULES and BOMARC missiles 11 should be stopped." 
At the same time, he stated that both missiles would 
remain in the US defense system. He added that he had 
called for a copy of the complaint by the CO, Air Defense 
Command (see item of 4 September), which had never been 
officially forwarded to the Defense Department. 

~, 11 Sep 58, 7:1. 

· An ATLAS was successfully test-fired. The missile, using 
a closed· loop guidance system for the second time, 
impacted within half a mile of the planned impact point 
at a·range of about 3,150 nautical miles. The objectives 
of ~.11e test were "achieved essentially 10~." 

· .. ··'-{'8) "Compilation of Ballistic Missile Flight Tests 
(~hor, Jupiter, Atlas)," in Office of Director of Guided 

·Missiles, OSD. 

A REGULUS II missile was launched from a submarine for 
the first time. The submarine Grayback fired the missile 
200 miles overland from Point Mogu, California, to 
Edwards Air Force Base. The missile 1s recovery gear 
failed, however, and it caught fire and burned on landing. 

NYT, 17 Sep 58, 15:2. 

In order that development work on the MINUTEMAN could 
proceed expeditiously pending receipt of the JCS reply 
to his memorandum of 7 August 1958, the Director of 
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18 Sep 58 

19 Sep 58 

24 Sep 58 

24 Sep 58 

25 Sep 58 

Guided Missiles authorized the Air Force to go ahead 
with an FY 1959 program of the order of $100 million. 
This sum was to include the $50 million included in 
the President's budget and about $50 million to be 
reprogramed within the Air Force, provided the Director 
could be assured that such reprograming l·rould have no 
adverse effect on the national-priority programs. The 
$90 million added by Congress would not be made avail­
able to the Air Force at this time, but the program was 
to be planned to permit effective utilization of part 
or all of those extra funds if progress in the develop­
ment program should make this possible. 

(S) Memo, DGM to SecAF, "MINUTEMAN Program {U), 11 

17 Sep 58, Encl to (S) JCS 1620/195, Note by Secys, 
same subj, 19 Sep 58, CCS 471.6 {5-31-44) sec 22. 

A test-firing of an ATLAS missile ended in failure. The 
test had been intended to demonstrate the missile's 
capability of achieving full intercontinental range, and 
the ATLAS had been programed to impact more than 5,500 
nautical miles from the launching point. 

(S) "Compilation of Ballistic Missile Flight Tests 
(Thor, Jupiter, Atlas)," in Office of Director of Guided 
Missiles, OSD. 

General Twining, addressing a meeting of the Defense 
Orientation Conference Association, said that the US was 
militarily superior to the USSR and could remain so in 
the 1960's. He saw no "gap," when the Soviet Union might 
possess an overwhelming nuclear superiority, but he 
agreed that the USSR was probably ahead of the US in the 
development, and he stressed the word "development," of 
long-range missiles. · 

N!!• 20 Sep 58, 1:4. 

The ffrst flight test of a POLARIS-configured missile 
(AX-1) was undertaken. The missile was satisfactorily 
launched, but had to be destroyed in flight. The test 
demonstrated the ability of the control system to 
stabilize the flight of a full-scale POLARIS missile. 

(S':'RD) Navy Dept, "Status of Polaris Program for 
Month-Ending 30 September 1958, 11 Polaris (Monthly Status 
Rep9rt) file, Office, Dir Guided.Missiles, OSD. 

·~-. ~ :~~::.,_. 

The'New York Times reported that the Defense Department 
· was· cons!aering cancelling or curtailing development of 

the TITAN missile in FY 1960 as an economy move. Cuts 
in other research and development \·rere also being 
weighed, said the Times. The success of the ATLAS in 
test firings would reportedly allow the TITAN to be 
dropped. 

~. 24 Sep 58, 1:5. 

After a briefing by the Assistant Director of Research, 
Weapons Systems Evaluation Group, on the First Annual 
Review of WSEG Report #23 (see items of 24 May and 4, 18 
and 20 June, 1957, in basic chronology), the Armed Forces 
Policy Council agreed that there had not been a 
significant-enough change in the situation during the 
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·28 Sep 58 

2 Oct 58 

3 Oct 58 

7 Oct 58' 

8 Oct 58 
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past year to warrant ccnsider:3.ticn of the First Annual 
Review of WSEG Repor~ f~~ by the National Security 
Council. The Assistant Secretary or' Defense (ISA) was 
to notify the National Security council of this action. 

(C) AFPC Advice of Action, "Revie· . ..r of' WSEG Report 
#23," 29 Sep 58, ccs 1!71.6 (5-31-44) sec 22. 

A VANGUARD satellite was fired into space but the vehicle 
failed to orbit. The satellite made one or possibly 
several low-altitude trips around the earth and then 
burned up in the atmosphere. 

!!!.• 27 Sep 58, 1:1; 28 Sep 58, 68:li. 

A NTiw York Times correspondent·reported that, according 
to authoritative sources," the THOR had been chosen 
over the JUPITER as the basic mass-produced IRBM fer the 
US. The US, he ~trote, \·tould have at most three squadrons 
of JUPITER, with all ether IRBM squadrons being armed 
with THOR. The decision was reportedly based on the 
conclusion that the THOR could be more easily produced 
than the JUPITER, despite the fact that the latter 
appeared to be sli~htly the more reliable weapon. 

!!!• 29 Sep 5~, 1:7. 

The Joint Chiefs. of Staff, in a memorandum to the 
Secretary of Defense, recommended that an officer from· 
the Joint Staff be assigned as a permanent member of 
the newly organized OCB Harking Group on Outer Space 
in order to provide the Group with a member having a 
m1li tary background. The Working Group had been formed 
to carry out the coordinating responsibilities connected 
with implementation of NSC 5814/1 (see item of 14 August 
1958). 

(S} Memo, JCS to SeeDer, "Joint Staff Representation 
on the Operations Coordinating Board Work1~ Group on 
Outer Space (U), 11 2 Oct 58, derived from (S) JCS 2'283/16, 
22 Sep 58, CCS 000.97 (2-25-58) sec 3. 

The General Assembly of the International Council of 
·Scientific Unions, meeting in Washington, approved the 
establishment of a Committee on Space Research to plan 
for long~term international coordination of space explora­
tion arid exchange of data. Scientists representing all 
majoF .. ~ountries supported the move. ·.. -.--w.rr, 4 Oct 58, 1 : 6 . 

'The.Director, ARPA, in a s.peech at Stamford, Connecticut, 
stated that the US planned "to have a man in space" in 
two or three years. The decision to undertake a project 
aimed at this objective, he said, had 11 just been reached." 

~. 9 oct 58, 9:2. 

The Department of Defense announced that an ICBM base 
would be built at Forbes Air Force Base near Topeka, 
Kansas. This would be the sixth ICBM base to be built, 
and would be designed to launch ATLAS missiles. 

NYT, 9 Oct 58, 10:1. 
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11 Oct 58 The Air Force successfully fired the PIONEER l.~oclcet into 
space, ~:i th the ob,jective of reaching and eire ling the 
moon. The space vehicle's angle of ascent was too steep, 
however, and, after travelling nearly 80,000 miles, it 
fell back towards the earth and burned up after re­
entering the earth's atmosphere. PI0NEER nevertheless 
·~tas the first vehicle to reach such an altitude, the 
first to permit a measurement of radiation above a 
height of 2,500 miles, and the fastest ever launched 
into outer space (with a speed of more than '23,450 miles 
per hour). It also provided the first direct measurements 
of the earth's magnetic field at that altitude. 

~· 12 Oct 58, 1:8; 13 Oct 58, 1:8. 

13 Oct 58 The National Security Council noted and discussed an 
oral presentation by the Director, HSEG, of a WSEG 
evaluation of offensive and defensive weapons systems 
(see item of 15 July 1958). The President emphasized the 
need for additional investigation to identify"obsolescent, 
antithetical, or overlapping" weapons systems. He 
stated that, unless tough decisions \'/ere taken to prevent 
the unnecessary expense of such systecs, the US, in the 
long run, would encounter increasing difficulty in 
preserving its free way of life. He requested the JCS 
to conduct the needed additional investigations. The 
NSC also agreed that, in view of the presentation and 
discussion of the \oJSEG report, there was no need for the 
Council to study this year's review of the report on 
"Relative Military Advantage of IRBM-ICBM vs. Manned 
Aircraft and Non-Ballistic Missiles." (TS) (NSC Action 
No. 1994, approved by the President on 16 Octooer.) 

13 Oct 58 A New York Times correspondent reported that the Air 
Force had 'been authorized to launch two more "space 
r.robes," one P.ossibly to Venus, in addition to the three 
'lunar probes' originalfY scheduled. . 

~~ 14 Oct 58, 1:4. 

14 Oct 58 As a result of reports that the Director, NASA, had 
requested that the Army turn over to NASA about 2,100 
scientists and engineers at the Army Ballistic Missile 
Agency~ Redstone Arsenal, and the entire facilities 
and.personnel of the Army's Jet Propulsion Laboratory 
at-I...os Angeles, the Department of Defense issued a 
statement that the Director, NASA, had "expressed 

.. ~nterest in certain capabilities of the ABMA and JPL," 
· and that he had been discussing the matter with the 
Secretary of the Army and the Acting Secretary of 
Defense. 

NYT, 15 Oct 58, 1:6; 16 Oct 58 (early edition), 
14:6.-

15 Oct 58 President Eisenhovter, at his press conference, stated 
that no decision had been made about transferring Army 
space programs to NASA (see item of 14 October 1958). 
Various proposals concerning the scope of NASA's 
activities, includi~g "'·'~hat should be taken over" by 
it, were being studied, but no conclusions had been 
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15 Oct 58 

18 Oct 58 

20 Oct 58 . 
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reached. The President, said that he himself would 
make the final decisions. In Huntsville, Alabama 
meanwhile, Army scientists, questioned by reporters, 
protested against any possible transfer. Dr. von Braun 
warned that breaking up the Army missile team at a 
time when a unified effort for roclcet supremacy was 
needed would be "less than prudent. 11 

NYT, 16 Oct 58 ~arly editio~, 14:4; text, 
18:6-"'8'\qUestions 14, 21). 

The second launching of a POLARIS missile (AX-2) was 
unsuccessful. 

(S) NavyDept, "Status of Polaris Program for 
Month Ending 31 October 1958, 11 Polaris (Monthly Status 
Report) file, Office, Dir Guided Missiles, OSD. 

The X-15 rocket ship was shown publicly at the North 
American Aviation plant in Los Angeles. It was 
announced that the ship would make 1 ts first flight 
in February, and speeds up to 4,500 miles an hour at 
altitudes between 100 and 150 miles were expected to 
be achieved by the end of 1959 or early 1960. Vice 
President Nixon, who unveiled the X-15, said that 
completion of the rocket ship and the sending of the 
PIONEER rocket nearly 80,000 miles into space (see 
item of 11 October 1958) meant that the US had 
"recaptured the lead ••. in the race to outer space." 

NYT, 16 Oct 58 ~arly editio~, 1:2. 

Secretary of the ~ Brucker, at a news conference, 
said that the ~ had prepared a position paper in 
response to the request of the Director, NASA, that 
Army scientists doing space research be placed under 
NASA (see items of 14 and 15 October 1958). 11The 
Army hopes this thing can be settled without too much 
connict," he said. 

NYT, 19 Oct 58, 16:1. -
Acting Secretary of Defense Donald A. Quarles deter­
mined that, because of the potential importance of the 
MINUTEMAN program as a follow-on ICBM system and its 
close relationship to other ballistic missile programs, 
the aevelopment programs for the MINUTEMAN should be 
submitted to the OSD Ballistic Missiles Committee for 
··d~ri'i'S1on and administration in the same manner as 
.other programs already within the jurisdiction of that 

· ·organization. This determination did not, however, 
involve any finding that the MINUTEMAN program was 
"at this time" of the highest national priority. 

(U) Memo, Actg SeeDer to SecAF, ;, Inclusion of the 
MINUTEMAN Program within the OSD-BMC Administrative 
Procedures," 20 Oct 58, Enol to (U) JCS 1620/197, Note 
by Secys, same subj, 23 Oct 58, ccs 471.6 (5-31-44) 
sec 23. 

In response to the recommendation of the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff concerning Joint Staff representation on the 
OCB t'lorking Group on Outer Space (see item of 2 October 
1958), the Assistant Secretary of Defense suggested 
that a member of the Joint Staff be designated as an 
Al*rnate Def-en" Member of tbe Group with the clear 

- 86 -

P' • .. . . . • . 
: ~ .... ·. ~. ~.:L -~ .. ·-~ .,. 



21 Oct 58 

22 Oct 58 

22 Oct 58 

22 Oct 58 

2 

('·" t'· 11 U'i d! .1:,. fr-4 .E 

understanding that he would participate fully in all 
deliberations of the •:Jerking Group. (On 20 November, 
the JCS informed the Secretary of Defense that they 
concurred in this suggestion and that they had nomi­
nated an officer to serve on the Working Group.) 

(S) Memo, Asst SecDef (ISA) ·to· CJCS, "Joint Staff 
Representation on the Operations Coordinating Board 
Working Group on OUter Space (U), •• 20 Oct 58, Encl 11B11 

to (S) JCA 2283/19, Memo by Dir JS, same subj, 6 Nov 
58; (S) Dec On JCS 2283/19, 20 Nov 58. All in CCS 
000.97 (2-25-58) sec 3. 

General Twining, in a speech at the annual meeting of 
the Association of the US Army, called for the elimi­
nation of 11 duplication, \'laste, and misdirected effort, 11 

and the development of 11 thorough interservice teamwork. 11 

He called on the Array to nlook closely at some of the 
non-combat activities of the Army,n and asked if these 
were 11 direoted pro~erly to providing" a "compact, 
hard-hitting Army. • 

~~ 22 Oct 58 tearly editi~, 1:5. 

The JCS, in a memorandum to the Secretary of Defense, 
strongly recommended expediting the establishment of 
an effective Civilian-Military Liaison Committee that 
would assure direct military representation and 
positive coordination between the National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration and the Department of Defense. 
The legislation establishing NASA (see item of 2 April 
1958) had directed the establishment of the Civilian­
M11it~ Liaison Committee. 

(U) Memo, JCS to SeeDer, "OivUian-M111tary Liaison 
Committee to the· National Aeronautics and Space Admin­
istration and the Department of Defense (U)," 22 oct 
58, derived from (U) JCS 1823/17, 22 o·ct 58. Both in 
COS 000,97 (2-25-58) sec 3. · 

The Armed Forces Policy Council discussed the Civilian­
Military Liaison Committee to the National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration and the Department or Defense. 
The Council approved changes in the Committee's terms 
of reference in order to strengthen its links with the 
Mili-tary Departments. The terms of reference in their 
fiA~ form, dated 22 October, established a Civilian-

·. Mi:-:U.-tary Liaison Cammi ttee to enable NASA and the 
... Defense Department to consult w1 th each other and keep 
·each other informed on matters relating to aeronautical 
and space activities. It would consist of a chairman 
appointed by the President, four Defense representa­
tives (one each from the Services and one from the 
Department), and four NASA representatives. 

(U) Armed Forces Policy Council, Advice of Action, 
23 Oct 58, encl to (U) JCS 2283/18, Note by Secys, 
11 Civilian-M1litary Liaison Committee to the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration and the Department 
or Defense, •• 28 Oct 58, ccs 000.97 (2-25-58) sec 3, · 

Lt General A. G. Trudeau, the Army's Chief of Research 
and Development, and MaJ Gen Medaris, in remarks made 
at the meeting of the Association of the US Army and 
,at a~~ conference afterwards~ referred to the 
possibility that some members of the ArmY's team of 
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missile and space scientists might be shifted to NASA. 
Both officers warned against breaking up this team and 
interrupting the "momentum" that had been· bUilt up. 
They suggested that the Army's team be kept intact, but 
that it might \'IOrk as a unit for NASA. General Trur:1eau 
said that the PrP.sident would make a decision on the 
question of 22 tjctober, when he was scheduled to meet 
with members uf .'JASA. 

!!XI• 23 r.ct 58 {_early editio;:Y' 1:6. 

A New York Times correspondent reported that, according 
to""1iii 11 authoritative source," the Director, NASA, was 
planning a grF..c1,tal absorption into NASA of ArTirY space 
scientists, <1ngi.;1-: urs, and facilities. The Director 1 s 
plan, reportdll c!• .· Times writer, called for NASA td 
take over th~ ::Caf:a.b111ties" of the ArTiry Ballistic 
Missile Center and Jet Propulsion Laboratory over a 
period Of at least azear and possibly two. 

!!XI• 24 Oct 58 Learly editio!V', 13:5. 

An attempt to launch a balloon satellite to measure 
the density of space failed when the JUPITER-C rocket 
carrying it did not perform as expected. It had been 
hoped to orbit the satellite, a 12-foot aluminum­
plastic balloon, at an altitude of about 400 miles. 

~~ 24 Oct 58 ~arly ed1tioE7, 10:3. 

The JCS replied to the memorandum from the Secretary 
of Defense, dated 13 August 1958, in which he requested 
their recommendations concerning a Congressional reduc­
tion of 20 per cent in the FY 1959 funds authorized 
for construction of NIXE-HERCULES and BOMARC sites, 
and his subsequent memorandum, dated 17 September, 1n 
which he prohibited application of any portion of the 
reduction to NIKE-HERCULES overseas deployment or con­
versions of NIKE-AJAX to NIKE-HERCULES units, and 
requested that the recommendations asked for on 13 
August be extended to include HAWK and Missile Master 
installations authorized for construction in the US. 
Stating that they were unable to agree, the JCS sub­
mitted their divergent views. The Chief of Staff' of 
the ~ and the Chief of Naval Operations recommended 
that (1) the FY 1959 construction program for the NIXE­
HERCULES provide for 50 batteries at 25 SAC bases 
listed in an appendix; (2} the FY 1959 construction 
~rogram for Missile Master installations be implemented; 
{3) decision on implementing a BOMARC "B" production 
and _ope·rational site construction program be deferred 
pending .the results of an evaluation of WSEG, which 
th~·:recommended be made, of the BOMARC-SAGE weapons 
system, and that BOMARC "A" deployments be confined to 
the four sites funded in the FY 1958 construction pro­
gram. The Chief of Staff of the Air Force recommended 
that (1) FY 1959 construction programs be implemented 
for 44 NIKE-HERCULES batteries at the 22 SAC bases 
listed by him in an appendix, and for the BOMARC 11 B" 
at 10 sites listed in the appendix: (2) the Service­
submitted program for Missile Master installations be 
implemented. In a separate memorandum, the Chairman 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff stated that recommenda­
tions of the Chief of Staff of the Air Force 
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30 Oct 58 

30 Oct 58 

31 Oct 58 

represented the views of CINCONAD, and that he agreed 
with those recommendations. · 

( S) Memo CJCS to SecDef, "NIKE-HERC'U'L.ES-BOMARC 
Deplo¥Tilent (U~," 23 Oct 58, reproduced in (S) Enol B 
to (S) JCS 2277/49, Note by Secys, same subj and date; 
(S) CM-218-58 to SeeDer, srune eubj and date, reproduced 
in (S) Enol A to JCS 2277/49. All in CCS 471.6 
(5-31-44) sec 23. 

William M. Holaday, OSD Director of Guided Missiles, 
was appointed chairman of the civilian-military liaision 
committee established by the legislation that set up 
NASA. 

NYT, 31 Oct; 513, 5:4. -
The National S3curity Council noted and discussed a 
Defense Department report on the status of the US 
military program on 30 June 1958 as presented orally 
by the Chairman, Joint Chiefs or Starr. The President 
observed that, as a central aim, the US must have a 
known capability to deter Soviet attack on the us. 
Beyond that, reason and discrimination should guide 
the choice and development of, and the establishment 
or priorities for, weapons systems for other military 
tasks. The effort, he said, should not be to balance 
exactly each Soviet capability, but to provide a 
military posture in which the US could have confidence 
and which it could finance indefini.tely w1 thout 
seriously weakening the essential strength of the 
national. econcmJiV'. The President re-emphasized the 
importance of the additional investigation into US 
weapons systems that had been assigned to the JCS by 
NSC Action No. 1994 (see item of 13 October 1958). 
(NSC Action No. 2000, approved by the President on 
4 November; ) 

(TS) NSC Action No. 2000, 30 Oct 58. 
In reply to a memOrandum dated 20 October 1958 from 
the Acting Secretary of Defense, the JCS stated that 
they had reassessed the requirements for IRBMs 1n the 

fht gf. recent budgetary considerations, such as the 
lroposals for fUnding, and or the reluctance 

o someroreign nations to accept IRBMs. As a result, 
the JCS recommended that IRBM production be limited 
to 8 squadrons, and ~at these 8 s~ons be deployed 
as follows: UK, 4; L , Alaska, and the 
NATO area {assuming conclusion- o s ccessful negoti­
ations) 1 each • 
. ~>:J.$~ ·Memo, CNO to SeeDer, "IRBM Deployments (U)," 

31 Oct 58, derived from (S) JCS 2277/48, 27 Oct 58 • 
. B.oth in CCS 471.6 (5-31-44) sec 24. 
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