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CONFIDENTIAL

s MAQKEN ZIE, Chalmers Jack CANADA
Atomic Energy Control Board

Member of the Canadian Atomic Energy Control Board since 1946
and its president since 1948, Mackenzie is one of Canada's most re-
nowned scientists. He was president of the National Research Council
of Canada from 1939 until 1952 and under his leadership that organiza-
tion made an outstanding contribution to the Canadian war effort. In
March 1952 Mackenzie became president of the new crown company,
Atomic Energy of Canada Limited, which had been organized to operate
the project at Chalk River, Ontario. He resigned from this position
in October 1953.

In addition to his numerous national commitments, Mackenzie has
carried on an extensive consulting practice in municipal and structural
engineering. He is a member of a number of public bodies, commissions
and boards. The holder of many honorary degrees, he is the first
Canadian to win the Kelvin Medal in the field of science engineering.
Among other honors Mackenzie has been a director of the Canadian
Geographic Society, a member of the Council of Scientific and Indus-
trial Research since 1935, and president of the Engineering Institute

| of Canada. A Fellow of the Royal Society of Canada in 1946, he was
| awarded the US Medal of Merit in 1947.

Rorn in New Brunswick in 1889, Mackenzie was educated at Dalhousie
and Harvard Universities. He married in 1947. i
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- Commissioner Nicholson who has held his present position since 1951,
joined the force as a constable in 1923. He became a member of the Ad-
visory Committee for Northern Development for the Canadian Arctic in 1953
and a member of the Northwest Territories Council in August 1957. Before
becoming commissioner in 1951, he spent 19 years in criminal investigative
work as an inspector, superintendent, or assistant commissioner. Shortly
after the outbreak of World War II he was lent to the Canadian Army and
eventually became Provost Marshal, lst Canadian Corps. For his services
in the United Kingdom, Italy, and Northwest Europe, Nicholson was men-
tioned in despatches. He was demobilised with rank of colonel. In a public
Speech Nicholson has stressed the good relationship existing between the
RCMP and United States law enforcement agencies, especially the F.B.I.,
and has spoken of the effort maintained by the force to combat activities

of Communist groups and individuals.

Nicholson was born on June 8, 1904, in Mount Middleton, New Bruns-
wick, where he received his education. He is a Freemason and a member
of the United Church of Canada. Commander Nicholson married in 1930
and resides in Ottawa with his wife and two daughters.
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Supplementary Report

ST. LAURENT, Louis CANADA

Leader of the Liberal Party and prime minister of Canada from 1948
to 1957, Louis St. Laurent announced his resignation as leader of the
Liberal Party in September 1957, following the defeat of the Liberals in
the general elections of June 1957. Because of failing health, he retired
from active politics in February 1958 and did not run in the March elec-
tions; he has since stated that he will not accept any public office in the
future, including the office of governor general for which he had been
mentioned. A moderate Canadian nationalist throughout his career, St.
Laurent is a strong advocate of close Commonwealth ties, although in
office he backed measures which eliminated British constitutional
authority in Canada. As prime minister, he consistently supported
coordination of Canadian and American military and economic policies,
and, as one of the original advocates of NATO, he urged the implementation of
the economic clauses of that treaty. A militant anti-Communist, St. Laurent

committed Canada to the Colombo Plan, extending aid to the countries of
Southeast Asia.

_ After an outstanding career as a lawyer and law professor, St. Laurent
joined the Liberal government of Mackenzie King in 1941 at the age of 59.
Without the benefit of previous political experience, he served as minister
of justice and attorney general of Canada for five years, and was responsi-
ble for the enforcement of the controversial conscription laws finally passed
in 1944. In 1946, he became secretary of state for external affairs, a post
which he held until he succeeded Mackenzie King as prime minister in 1948.
A Roman Catholic of French and Irish descent, St. Laurent was born in Quebec
in 1882, educated at Laval University, and was called to the bar in 1905.
Small, quiet and serious-minded, he is meticulous and dignified in
appearance. He married the former Jeanne Renault in 1908; he has five
children and a number of grandchildren.

July 1958

CONFIDENTIAL




@@NFIDEI’E'TI&L
Supplementary Report

MACKIE, Victor J.

CANADA

President and former Secretary of the Parliamentary Press Gallery,
Victor Mackie is the Ottawa correspondent of the Winnipeg Free Press,
one of Canada's outstanding newspapers. Stubby, balding and generally
uncommunicative, Mackie is one of the most influential journalists in
Ottawa, with a vast knowledge of the Canadian political scene. He has

a good mind and 2 sharp tongue and can be considered basically friendly toward
the United States.
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CONPIDENTTAL
Supplementary Reports

McNAUGHTON, (General) Andrew George Latta CANADA

Chairman of the Canadian Section, International
Joint Commission

General McNaughton, a prominent diplomat and military
scientist who was one of Canada's outstanding military
leaders until his retirement from the Canadian Army in

1944, was appointed to his present position as Canadian
co-chairman of the International Joint Commission in 1950.
Before this appointment he had served in a similar capacity
on the Permanent Joint Defense Board. General McNaughton
reEresented Canada on the UN Atomic Energy Commission from
1946 to 1950, and in 1948 and 1949 he was permanent

delegate to the United Nations in New York and Canadian
representative on the Security Council. McNaughton has
always been most friendly and helpful to American officials.
He has been a staunch advocate of close United States-
Canadian cooperation in North American defense and in
dezelopment of projects involving American-Canadian boundary
waters.

Quiet in manner, efficient and energetic in his work,
McNaughton is forthright in approach and sometimes stubborn
on certain issues. While he was commander of the Canadian
Corps overseas during World War II, his adamant opposition
to splitting Canadian forces between the French and Italian
fronts embroiled him with British General Montgomery and
indirectly caused his retirement. His talents as a politician
are questionable. When he was briefly minister of national
defense in the Liberal government during 1944-45, his inept
handling of the issue of military conseription, to which
he was opposed, seriously damaged his prestige. Past
president of the National Research Council, McNaughton is
a man of considerable scientific attainment.

McNaughton was born in Saskatchewan in 1887. Com-
missioned in the Canadian Artillery in 1910, he graduated
in electrical engineering from McGill University in 1912,
He served in France throughout World War I, rising to the
rank of brigadier general. He was appointed Chief of the
General Staff in 1929. General McNaughton married in 191k,
He and his wife had two daughters and three sons, one of

whom was killed in action in 1942,
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MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Discussion at the 149th Meeting of the
National Security Council on Tuesday,
June 9, 1953

Presént at the 149th meeting of the Council were ° Presi;
dent of the United States, presiding; the Vice President of '':» United
States; the Secretary of State; the Deputy Secretary of Def: :'n; and’
the Director for Mutual Security. Also present were the Ser  fary of
the Treasury; the Director of Defense Mobilization; the Dir¢: "or, Bu-

reau of the Budget; the Chairman, Atomic Energy Commission ( '°m 1);
the Federal Civil Defense Administrator (Item 1); the Chair: -, Fed-
eral Communications Commission (Item 2); the Telecommunicati! ' Ad-

viser to the President (Item 2); General Collins for the Ch- : .an,
Joint Chiefs of Staff; the Director of Central Intelligence:. ' ‘bert
Cutler, Special Assistant to the President; Lewis L. Straus-. ‘pecial
Assistant to the President; C. D. Jackson, Special Assistan! .~ the
President; the Military Liaison Officer; Ralph Clark and J. .'. Hitch-
cock, Central Intelligence Agency (Ttem 2); the Acting Exec':' : e Sec-
retary, NSC; and Hugh D. Farley, NSC Special Staff Member.

There follows a summary of the discussion and the :: 'ef
points taken at the meeting.

1. RESTATEMENT OF BASIC NATIONAL SECURITY POLICY
(NSC 153; NSC Action No. 776-b; Memo for NSC from Actini: i :ecutive
Secretary, same subject, dated June 8, 1953)

Mr. Cutler traced the development of NSC 153 and :  !ier
Council actions on this subject. He noted that, if adopted. ! :C 153
would supersede all the earlier policy statements on this s '  .ct
since the year 1948 and including NSC 149/2. However, he c' ' i-d the
Council's attention to the fact that the present report con' . ed an
Annex listing United States objectives in the event of war -.:! the
Soviet Union, which had been taken from NSC 20/4. These ob| lives
would accordingly remain valid, and the Planning Board had « . rtaken
a reconsideration of them.

Mr. Cutler then read aloud to the members of the (" ' il the

General Considerations and General Objectives set forth in 17 153, in
the course of which he explained the difference of views wi'' respect
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tionships, and in moderating extreme nationalism,
with a view to aiding the orderly gelf-development
of the peoples of the free world rather than to

preserving the status quo." .

NOTE: NSC 153 as amended subsequently approved by the Pres-
ident and circulated as NSC 153/1.

2. ELECTRO-MAGNETIC COMMUNICATIONS
(Memo for NSC from Executive Secretary, same subject, dated June 2,
1953; Memos for NSC from Executive Secretary, subject: "The Use of
Radio as a Medium for Psychological Operations and the Impact of
Tts Use on National Security", dated March 26 and May 13, 1953;

Memo for All Holders of May 13 Memo, dated May 18, 1953; e eo-
NSC Action No. 710) ’ ’ il ’

' Mr. Cutler explained the background of the problem of electro-
magnetic commmications, noting that it had been a subject of disagree-
ment within the Executive Branch for over two years. He reminded the
Council that it had discussed this subject at its meeting on February 11,
at which time it had directed the preparation of three reports, all of

which had now been completed ------------------ e e 0e0 cs s s oo s s e e
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Mr. Cutler then informed the Council that Mr. hairman
of the Federal Communications Commission, and Mr. Prgt l?i‘g;écgminica-
tions Adviser to the President, were waiting to join th; Council. He
noted, however, that a new Telecommmications Adviser was about to be
appointed to replace Mr. Pratt. Accordingly, Mr. Cutler felt it inap-
propriate that Mr. Pratt or Mr. Hyde should be present when the Council
deliberated and made up its mind on the recommendations which had been
based on Mr. Pratt's report. Instead, he suggested that he read each
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one of these recommendations and ask Mr. Pratt and Mr. Hyd- - 1

Mr. Clark of the Central Intelligence Agency, to comment o’ '~ answer
any questions which might arise. Thereafter, the experts =~ ' leave
the room and the Council could determine the actions it de: - ' to
take.

At the conclusion of this exercise Mr. Pratt and ' Iiyde
left the Council, with the President's commendation for th . sslst-
ance in elucidating the difficult technical problems.

Mr. Cutler then indicated that the Planning Boar: longer
felt itself in a position to recommend that the Council api all
six of the recommendations in its memorandum of June 2. H efore
suggested that the Council approve the first recommendatioc " the
fourth. These were of the most immediate importance, and ; * '~r in-
volved an additional outlay of funds. As for the other re’ nda-
tions, the Planning Board recommended that the Council def ~nsid-

eration pending further study by the Planning Board and the - acies
concerned.

The President and the Council agreed with Mr. Cutle '5 rec-
ommendations, and the President again stated his apxiety to ¢ over
to the people who were doing research work in fields like thi-. that
it was vital that their achievements remain secret. He was 1''tle
short of aghast at the manner in which scientific developmeni :: of
vital importance to the national security were publicized.

In response to this statement by the President, Mr. utler
read to the Council a resume of the President's remarks made ' him-
self and Mr. Gleason at the briefing earlier, which enlarged the
point that the President had just made and which suggested a «::urse
of action to deal with the problem (copy attached).

The President reaffirmed his views, and said, "Let': bry to
surprise the enemy for a change."

The National Security Council:

a. Discussed the subject in the light of an oral ' i~fing
by the Director of Central Intelligence and co. nts by
the Telecommmications Adviser to the Presiden! -nd the
Chairman, Federal Commmications Commission.

Adopted recommendations 1 and 4 of the Plamn ™ NMoard
contained in the reference memorandum of Juw:: = u the

subject.
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d. Deferred action on recommendations 3, 5 and *

Planning Board contained in the reference mr . ~andum
of June 2, pending further consideration by ' Flan-
ning Board and report early in July.

eientific

Noted the President's desire that gignifican’
developments resulting from research by a mi' 'ary de-

partment, which might have primary significai. - in time
of war, should not be publicized; and that, i so far a«
practicable and appropriate, the results of : 'h devel-
opments should be made available by the sponc ing mil-
itary department to all military departments.

---------------
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INTELLIGENCE SUPPORT FOR THE VOICE OF AMERICA WITH REG’ /. TO

SOVIET JAMMING
ZProgress Report,

dated April 13, 1953, by the Acting @ ~retary
V)

of State on Pilot Operations of paragraph 3-b of NSC (&

The National Security Council:

T

Noted the reference Progress Report by the Acting “‘ecretary
of State on the subject.

POSTTION OF THE UNITED STATES WITH RESPECT TO UNITI. STATES

AND NORTH ATLENTIC SECURITY INTERESTS IN ICELAND

Progress Reporji)dated May 28, 1953, by the Acting Sec ~tary of

State on NSC 40

The National Security Council:

Noted the reference Progress Report by the Actin; “‘ecretary

of State on the subject.
/ﬁ 04~92h41
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! May 1lL, 1953

MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Discussion at the 1lLth Meeting of
the National Security Council,
Wednesday, May 13, 1953

Present at the 1LlLth meeting of the National Security
Council were the following: The President of the United States,
presiding; the Vice President of the United States; the Acting Secre-
tary of State; the Secretary of Defense; and the Acting Director for
Mutual Security. Also present were the Secretary of the Treasury;
the Attorney General (for Item 1); the Director of Defense Mobiliza-
tion; ‘the Director, Bureau of the Budget; the Chairman, Atomic Energy
Commission (for Item 1); General John E., Hull, for the Chairman,
Joint Chiefs of Staff; the Director of Central Intelligence; Mr. Rob-
ert Cutler, Special Assistant to the President; Adm. Lewis L. Strauss,
Special Assistant to the President; Major General J. S. Bradley, Joint
Chiefs of Staff; Mr. J. Patrick Coyne, NSC Representative on Internal
Security (for Item 1); the Military Liaison Officer; the Fxecutive Sec-
retary, NSC; and the Deputy Executive Secretary, NSC.

There follows a summary of the discussion and the chief points
taken at the meeting,

1. FELIGIBILITY OF REPRESENTATIVES OF FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS TO RECEIVE
CLASSIFIED U. S. SECURITY INFORMATION o
TMemo for NSC from Executive Secretary, same subject, dated

April 2k, 1953)

After Mr. Cutler had sketched the background of this report
and explained the positions of the several departments in regard to
the two major areas of disagreement, he asked the Attorney General to
state the position of the Department of Justice.

Mr. Brownell commenced by admitting that the whole question
of whether the United States should undertake to create an elaborate
system of regulations to govern access by foreign personnel to classi-
fied security information, was a large policy question with much to be
said on both sides. However, he emphasized that if the Government de-
cided to create such a system, it should be as effective and foolproof
as humanly possible. The present proposal was not completely effect-
jve. There were two glaring weaknesses in it. One was the proposal
to confine regulations governing access by foreigners to classified
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was the
security information to access in the United Statesérozh:h :t::mmnt %
exemption of a large category of foreign officials TR Tupthew b1l
to present an identification document. The Departme e o), wpwss £i3
insisted that these two gaps should be closed if the Coun

prove the subject report.

k
The President stated that he would like forogn:;Ten;atgoigzed
at the problem of access as it affected military per:i T
t that it is of no real use to give secret information Rt
:Ed Admirals. It was the Lieutenant Colonels and ;h:ngaig; il T
staffs of these "big shots" who really did th? wor s A
uired access to the classified information. "It seem foﬁbd pelllL
%r ident that as a result of this fact one presently gl 1 o N
me:.reas and in large groups where no security regulation:
envisaged in this report would be practical.

as
The Attorney General replied that the g;:;i::dni£:it:§::ew
erfectly well aware of this point of view, and e bhempt 1o Akl
. t arguments in favor of giving up the who L
with :hrongoblgﬁmin the detailed and elaborate way which {19 tEZt -
'itgmmegdsg He nevertheless reiterated his earlier gosi;Fggf.
i;: Council'adopted the proposed system it should be fooly

e s 8.
----------------------

.........
......................................
...........................................................
.................................................
......................................................................
......................................................................
.......................................................................
.......................................................................
.......................................................................
.......................................................................
.......................................................................
.......................................................................
...................................................
............................

....................
............................

........................

...................
...........................................
.....................

..................................................
................................................................
.......................................................................
.......................................

................................

--------------------------------
.......

.............
------------------
-----------

....................
--------------------------------

...............................
-------------------------------
------------------------

The President inquired what had inspired the prenigzn:ezgrt,

tler replied that the attempt to set forth regu;n, v
et B E{ m gad resulted from the Fuchs case. He noted the hagg
e pz:m quring vwhich the several departments and agenci:;e
i e ethe igssue, and said that the present report was L .
har debatin%hat could ée made to resolve interdepartmentgl co i .
e arent, continued Mr. Cutler, that the preeentrregg .
;;e:::gbgoagﬁe. H; hoped, however,itha:uig 22: g:ggot%erg£g;1em .

w

adoiﬁ tg;agzzgzngo::;?m:;gg;tigzié not resolve a problem which the
ggunczl itself could not resolve.

The President again inquired whether any set of reg:tati:sp,
however carefully worked out, could really help us to deal =

i, on, to be
. Isn't the only solution, he wen "
t§3§h§f1§°:§:i:{a§::bi:§ care with which the senior officinls of this
[
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Government apply the "need to know" principle? The President sr' ' e
had very grave doubts as to the value of any rule of thumb to ar- -
the issue.

Secretary Smith said that the State Department regardc : “he
proposals in question as mere window-dressing. The Fuchs case » " ly
involved less the reliability of the individual than the reliabi 'y
of his government. If we could not have confidence in the relir ' 'lty
of a government, how could we have confidence in the word of ths ° di-
vidual official? The view of the State Department was that an «' rt
should be made to set forth regulations which were as effective
possible without placing on Government departments and agencies - -
intolerable administrative burden.

In response to Secretary Smith's exposition of his -

the President replied that he thought there was a positive dax.. - n
setting down on paper a series of rules and regulations. If v: '
this, many officials would assume that if they followed the 1¢ of
the regulations they had done all that was necessary to dische: . -
their responsibility for safeguarding secret information. Ims: . of
the elaborate procedure outlined in the reference report, the !> .« -
dent stated his belief that all that was necessary was a sing) ~gh
paragraph warning our officials of their responsibility for pr- . ing

classified information.

Secretary Wilson stated his complete agreement with °
President's position, and added the recommendation that offici ..
who did release classified information to foreign visitors sh.. i
make a note in the files of their departments of the fact and .

tent of the release.

Mr. Cutler pointed out that the principle of need-t« '
was at the very heart of the present paper, as was the respon: \- = 'y
of the heads of departments and agencies. What had been atter '+ . In
the present report was to provide the heads of departments anc - -
cies with reasonable guidance as to how to apply the need-to-l.
principle and how to discharge individual responsibility rega: ...
the release of this information.

The Director of Central Intelligence stated his con i (' n
that every official who released secret information to foreigr : ' m-
nel should himself carefully weigh the net advantage to this ¢ .
of such a release of information, and should investigate caref .'':
the person to whom the information was given,

The President stated his agreement with Mr. Dulles, ,
added that a written report of the information released shoulc '.:
mede by the releasing official to his superiors.
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Secretary Smith stated his emphatic opposition to + rro-
posal that these regulations apply to release of U. S. classi’’
security information to foreign personnel outside the United .

It was wholly impractical for the State Department to operat: ''h
such a provision.

D
@
.

After further discussion, the President restated h'. Lilief
that the present report was not a practical golution to the | ' ‘em,
and decided against referring it again to the Planning Board. | : di-
rected instead that the problem be referred to Mr. Cutler an' 'i. t he
come back to the Council with a short but tough directive of ' or

three paragraphs along the lines of the Council discussion.

The National Security Council:

Directed Mr. Cutler, with the assistance of the N5 0 ff,
to prepare a revised directive, along the lines di: nd
in the meeting, providing that the head of each ex:  ‘'ve

department and agency shall be responsible for ens

that U. S. classified security information is made -
able to representatives of foreign governments onl. = ‘er
the following conditions:

a. On an absolute need-to-know basis.

b. After determination that the furnishing of suci = or-
mation will result in a net advantage to the i. .. sts
of the United States.

After appropriate security checks have been mac .
the greatest extent practical, with respect to "' re-
cipients of such information.

o

d. The results of such security checks and the fac'

: release, if it involves security information cl . ‘fled
"Secret! or higher, will be made a matter of of’'. . .1
record.

e. The information derived from such security chec': " be
made aveilable to the Federal Bureau of Investi. : ' m

and the Central Intelligence Agency.

2. NEGOTIATIONS WITH SPAIN
NSC 72/6; Memo for NSC from Executive Secretary, same S L

dated May 11, 1953)

After Mr. Cutler had explained the background of th: . . o-
tiations with Spain for U. S. bases, with particular referenc. t. the
desire of the Defense Department to conclude the negotiatione 1l
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NEMORANDUM FOR: CHAIRMAN, STATE-DEFENSE MILITARY INFORMATION
CONTROL COMMITTEE

SUBJECT: Desirability of Releasing Certain Research and Development Board
Documents to the United Kingdom and Canada

1. Under MIC 206/29 the disclosure of research and development
information up through TOP SECRET in classification including program-—
type and catalogue-type information, to the United dom and Canada is
specifically permitted, provided certain conditions are met., This statement
is concerned with one of those conditions, the question of benefit to the

United States (parsgraph IT A (5) of MIC 206/29), as it relates to the release
of certain RDB documents to those nations,

2. Within the provisions of the above policy statement, the relsase
of esrtain RDB documents which are published each year to the Defence
Research Pelicy Committee of the United Kingdom and to the Defence Research
Board of Canads will be of substantial benefit to the United States., These
documents are the Plarming Guide, the Consolidated Program Guidance, and the
Technical Estimates, The reasons for this conviction are set forth below.

3+ It is critically important that the United States achieve and
y maintain qualitative superiority over the Communist nations in the weapons
4 and techniques of war. The development of weapons for modern warfare requires
; in nearly every area the services of scientists and engineers of the highest
{ training and skill, Our national resources of such people are not sufficient
%o let us pursue all the lines of development that appear necessary to
agsure that available scientific kmowledge and talent are adequately exploited
for the furtherance of military strength., Instead, we must most carefully
select areas or problems where the need for improvement and the promise of
effective results ia greatest, and concentrate our talent there. The RDB
demotes'a major share of its effort to this question of determining the best
: distribution of our scientific and technical resources among the
mul w of mui.ng problems that are always at hand,

4e A glmilar problem of selection exists in the United Kingdem and
#ere the Defence Research Policy Comittee and the Defence
respectively, are the bodies responsible, like the RDB in
the Sfates, for constantly assessing the guiding the total applicatiom
of reseayéh and development strength to military matters,

1 / /, ; v

.4 /Because of the cammmity of interests among the United States, the
mi’- i and Canada, all t.g'eo nations have at various times been able
%o mugnent individua) resources signmificantly through cemmon or comple-
-lhrﬂ sclentific and technological efforts directed toward military aims,
World II 'eentains many examples of notable benefits derived by each natien
Drom carried forward in the light of what each knew of the others!

)
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technological plans and accomplishments. Since World War II the need for
such coardination of effort has increased; and it i1s likely %o continue to
! increase because the demand for superior weapons, together with the difficulty
‘ of developing them, 4s growing steadily.

6, Under these conditions the total military research and development
program of the United States should be planned to take full advantage of the
intentions and capabilities of the United Kingdom and Canada, This camnot be
properly deme wnilaterally, If the maximum common berefit is to be realized,
%0 ﬁ mation must plan its research and development with adequate lmowledge of
= '; total effort of the others. .

== 7. Such planning cannot be done effectively on a piecemesal basis., In
3} same individual areas information is now being freely exchanged among the

< United States, the United Kingdom, and Canada, The very real bemefits of

- this exchange are limited, howsver, to the particular areas in which it takes
place, No kind of balance in the total military research and development
efifart of the three nations, to their common benefit, can be consciously
effected unlsss each is acquainted with the over-all research and development
aims and planning of the others,

T ACTEREETY

8. The extent of benefit potentially realizable to the United States,
if all Unmited Kingdom and Canadian work were applicable to U.S, preblems,
would be an addition of about 50% to our own research and development strength.
British military research and development effort, in equivalent msn-years
employed, is between one-third and one-~half of ours, while the Canadian
activity is approximately one~tenth of ours, Soame of the potential benefit
of commom and complementary effort is already being realized through fruitful
interchange in many areas, It is our belief that much more can be achieved
through proper common knowledge of top-level research and development planning.
Hot all can ever be realized, of course, because certain Umited Kingdam and
Canadian work is always likely to be inapplicable to our problems and because
of specifie restrictions such as those which exist im the field of atamic
energy.,
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9. We can best capitalize on a measure of the scientific and techmnological
resources of the three nations through exchange of the top-leval plamning and
sumnary documents that show the broad aims, relative emphasis, gensral direction,
and retionale of the research and development programs of each. The necessary
plcture camnot be seen through glimpses of separate bits of each pre . but
only through the perspective represented by the basic documents of the
top~level plamning and guiding agencles,

10, For these regsons substantial benefit will accrue to the United
[ States by the release the United Kingdom and Canada of the three doguments
previously mentioned, This is a neceasary step in the deve of a ¥ody
of ‘common Jnowledge permitting each mation to plan in the of lmowledge
of the over-all plans pf the others, It is important that the similar annual
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b, Eﬁ-‘l&délﬂir_om&m- Discusses the individual parts
of the research development
the

program, providing technical gulde lines for

evolution of each part, It shows the general directions and pace
which the Board considers desirable for the various parts of the program during
the next year or two,

12, Together, then, the three documents contain the general
the overnall U.S, program, the specific directions in which {tis intended
to move, the present status,

and the expected results. These docunents are
gemerally of the program type. They present a totality of information that
makes them especially sensitive :

Defence Research
and the Defence Research Board of Canada,

JOHN C, MORRISSEY
State=Defense MIC

/ SECURITY INORMATION
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MEMORANDUM FOR MR. DON K. PRICE, DEPUTY CHAIRMAN

SUBJECT: Proposed Memorandum to Major Gemeral J. L. McKee including
RDB Comments on Regulations Establishing and Procedures for
Determining Eligibility of Certein Representatives of Foreign
Govermments to Receive U, S. Govermment Classified Security
Information
l. Brief of Draft Regulations. The regulations are intended to provide
a uniform procedure among the departments of the United States Government
for clearing foreign representatives prior to their receipt of classified
informations They are intended to be used in addition to existing regula-
tions. The regulations are contained in five sections. The first has
definitions of the various categories of classified matter. The second
section excludes diplomats and consular representatives and high ranking
officiel civil and military personnel of foreign govermments from require-
ments of the regulations. The third gives requirements for clearance of
persons who are to receive confidential and restricted information and a
photograph and Identity Document and Official Statement fram the indivi-
dual are to be turned over to the FBI which agency will return the docu-
ments together with any derogatory information it may have for the use of"
the department or agency in determining whether the representative should
be granted acceptance for the purpose of receiving confidential or restricted
informations The fourth section gives procedures for clearance of persons
who are to be given information higher than confidential. In this case an
"agency check" is required in addition to FBI clearance, In the event it
is necessary to release information prior to campletion of the agency check
this can be done if sufficient justification exists but the FBI check must
be completeds A similar short cut is provided in 8ection II for release
of confidential and restricted matter, but the documents required must
first have been turned over to the FBI. In both cases it is required that
all procedures be completed., Section V treats clearance of named repre=-
sentatives who are invited to participate in an agency's work. No docu-
ments are required from such individuals but preferably prior to the
issuance of the invitation, the requirements of Sections III or IV shell
be completed using such of the individual's personal history as can be
obtained,

2, It is considered that the enclosed comments will improve the
regulations, if adopted,and approval of the paper is recommended subject
to these comments. The enclosed memorandum has been prepared with the

eseistance of Mr, Tanenbaum by the Liaison Branch of the Planning Division,

e

-~
L e
A. G. PELLING ;

N VT Captain, USN
1 Encl: Memo to Maj. Gen. McKee Liaison Branch, Planning Division
(to be withdrawn and
dispatched)
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SUBJECT:
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Dr. Wa.lker ’ | : 'lwrs; 1w Julg 1950
1Perry mlite . : " v ‘ ’ i 5 ‘Mh 7 S,

r'

VBusthorrestal oolloquy on Joint US-UK pl&nnimg=gfﬁg&@
‘The astaohed exchange of memos betuﬁen D#. Eush.apd

Sacretary'ﬁbrrestal in Mareh 1948 reprg;apt&r X

mark of expression oonoerning the banefiﬁs”of jbint p&annin&,
Seoretary Johnson has come out in favor of full and

frank exchange of 1nformation; but the 1dea of joint planning

was stressed exolusively in the attacheu{

ledge, Uhdoubtedly there 1is a large degrea af Joint gLamnin$=i ;

in various fields. The memos attached may be relevant tQ,Bar:y
Carlton 8 problem.
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29 March 1948

MEIIORANDUI! TO HONORABLE JAMES FORRES TAL, ;
SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
You inquired recently regarding interchange on technical

ma tters with Britain, and whether there was any joint planning
on programs. -

‘ .
We have an established policy of interchange with Briteiln
and Canada at the operating level on all technical sub jects,
except for a few exceptions which are not of great importance.
This operates on the whole fairly well., There has been some
difficulty due to the fact that the machinery for exchangs
of reports and clearance of individuals is not now sa*is=-
factory from my standpoint, but I will make this the gvbjact
of a separate memorandum, There is no cross membership ve-
tween committees of RDB and the corresponding British groups,
nor do we have British visitors present at our mee tings,
although conferences between our groups and British visitors
are of course in order, .
During the war large economies were realized and better
speed was made by reason of the creation of joint programs
with the Britlsh, particularly in such fields as radar. The
British contributions were by no means minor. Complete up-
to-date interchange accompanied by understandings as to a
division of effort worked well, It is evident that similar ;
economies and some additional speed and progress might be
obtained also during peace times by integration of programs.

s

~ e
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The Resecarch and Development Board in creating 1ts
unified programs has not, as yet, gone far in this direction.
There 1s one set of very informal discussions under way at
the present time between British representatives and the
Chairman of our Electronics Committee., It is, however, en-
tirely preliminary and will not necessarily lead to a program
integrated with that of the British except by voluntary re-
linquishment of effort consequent on full Interchange of in-
formation. It seems to me, however, that it is desirable to
extend this effort, and to gradually work toward more comple te
discussions in conncction with research and development
planning. Some of this was discussed during my recont visit
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: to Canada and it will again come up during my proposed,

' visit to England with General Spaatz in May. I am not {n-
clined to set up formal organizational machinery for thls
purpose, at leasty until informal conversations have pro-
ceedod further. I would, however, like to have your &ssurange
that, in working toward closer interchange on prograoms with
the British and Cansedians I have your general approval,

/s/ V, Bu$h
V. BUSH
Chaeirman. -
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| DECIASSHIED F “ 2RM/7/90
| ey E0 12958 CANADIAN JOINT STAFF
] By NP4 wens 0o 973

OFFICE OF DEFENCE RESEARCH MEMBER
1746 MASSACHUSETTS AVE, N.W.
WASHINGTON. D.C.

|
|
]
L 28 March 1951

Mr. McKay Donkin, -
Consultant, e
Research & Development Board, '
Department of Defense, I |14
Room 3E1015, Pentagon, mp
1 Washington 25, D.C. Lo

Dear Mr, Donkin:

Pursuant to our recent conversation
in respect of the time delay in correspondence and
documents being forwarded to this office, I am attach-
ing a 1ist of those documents requested from U.3. Service
Authorities during the month of November 1950 which have
not yet been received. I chose the month of November as
being fairly representative of the time delay, 1.e., four
months.

I am also enclosing a brief record of
several RDB letters and papers, showing the dates they
evidently left RDB and the date of receipt here.

It is hoped this information will prove
helpful to you. If this office can be of any further
assistance will you please so advise.

Yours_sincerely,

o

(A. L. Wright)
Defence Research Member.

Encls. 2

10M-10-48 (157 3)
H.Q. 2-0-264-1

{a) Bibliography of Bibliographies of RM/5/5 13/11/50
the Arctic.

(b) Bibliography on Interpreting

Vegetation on Aerlial Photographs.

(¢) A System of Keys- for the Inter-

pretation of Vegetation from Aerial

Photoeraphy. "

Dr, H. O'Neill, Dept, of Botany,

Catholic University,

"Hirsch Report": Sedtions 1, 1A, and RM/4/5 14/11/50
2, entitled, Soviet BW and CW Freparations !
end Cepebllities, by Dr, W, Hirsh,




Information Relating to lre L. A. Seymour

1. Data transmitted by Seymour is routed through
In the G-2 reading panel, Navy and Air
his dispatches, those items o

discretion of the analyzere

2. The Arrmy has full time Canasdian r
riate installation, from the R&D Division o
including Field Force Boardse These representatives
many of them from the technical servicese
officers in Canada charged with promoting the exchange

equipnente

3, The Air Force has an exchange program that 1is
Air Force Headquarters Staff. Canadian Air TForce

Equipment and material is exchanged on a routine besis

in an equipment standardization progréme

4 Op 321K of CNO maintains close lia

Staff at 1700 liassachusetts Avenue, which is
Services Ifission. Canadians may visit our Naval ins
they desire and usually do so on & temporary basise
turned down so far. Example - pilot training in he

a big operation. They of
The Navy has 3 aviators in Canada on & more

helping the Canadian Navy with their problomse

everything they wante. Nothing they have asked for has

5., All three departments are governed in the exc
with Canada by policy established by the Secretary of

is at this time most liberale

specifically with coordinating our offorts in standardization o

at AliCe The AF and the RCAF oxchange officers for routi

at NAS, Lakehurst. Canadians have been invited to go on Convex
ten visit Key Viest and get ASW training theree

Army G-2 channelse

Force representatives select from
£ interest to their service. A second review

is made by technicel analysis and additions made to distribution list at

epresentatiﬁes at cvery approp-
£ General Staff dowm to and
are all Army officers,

In addition, we have U. Se

of information and
£ military

coordinated in the

technicians are stationed

noe duty assignmentse
and we participate

ison with the Canadian Joint
similer to the British Joint
tallations wheneover
No visit has been
licopters is gzoing on

which is

or less permanent
basise There are also other officers (1 Supply) now turning around and

CNO feels that everything is being done to give the Canadians

been withheld.

hangec of information
Defense. This policy

Py .



THE FOREIGN SERVICE

OF THE -]'
© . UNITED STATES OF AMERICA" "
Office of the Army Attache .
United St’.at'es &nbassy ', - LG 1 %e
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. ¥ Ott&wa, Cmda,y‘, }Aﬁ”"Ln;‘

1.2 April ;‘9151 a8 s

Dear Dr, Walker:
4 Sewveral weeks have elapsed since your visit to Ottawa and i o
; ‘bave heard nothing of any proposed changes in the p;t:gzion,@eggﬁg%?pﬂ‘
closer working relations ef R.D.B, and D.R.B, Bill Bartop has asked
me several times if I had heard anything and of course I had ic qaqﬂ’;
noe o'% 4Ka : Lo T L ey

7 ‘;I.;

Calonel Graling, the Army Attache, Ottawa, asked permission'of
G-2 (required) for me to visit Washington re this question. .The ansyer

was that there appeared to be no need for such a trip,at,phis«timbt;,kwﬂ
Colonel Graling feels I should go, but said I would have to take leave..,
and go at my own expense in view of G-2's attitude. ; et

If you are still interested in promoting a more direct exchange
of information between R.D.B. and D.R.B., I suggest that you request
that I be called to Washington for a conference, You may already have
started machinery in motion which would eventuate in the same result.
In Washington I could get together with your information people .and
work out suitable working arrangements. Then, if we presented G+2 with
a simple Workable system which would save their overloaded redding .
panel some work - and yet guarantee adequate dissemination, I don't see

why they should object,

= As it is now, almest every technical report is sent down thrapgh
£ three separate channels and passed through three reading panels where
" representatives of the same bodies have to look it over, Practically.
all of my work is of direct interest to one or more. of your agencigs
so it would seem logical for you to act as disseminatqr.fOrla%;&}Q;ee
rgervices. -

\\\\\\

If agreeable to you, I could get down there for the weekkgiuig§:‘<“
23rd or later - with the exeeption of a few days the week of May 1k,

il

With best regards,

=
%




Mesorendum for Record b May 1951
Colmal J. R. Pritohard
Mr. L. A. Seqymour, Office of the Avmy Attachs, Ottawa, Omtario.

Mr. Seymour was in Washington on temporery duty with the Office
G}I’-ﬂ, in commestion with his duties as Bolentific and Teclmioal
to the U. B, Axmy Attache in Cmmada., Colanel Merril of Technioal
tElligemse Brench, G-2, requested this office to dlscuss | relations
\ﬁ.’mmt )

S @. With the sdove request, as well as other RIB-DHB relaticmabips,
the basis, the following dissussions were arranged:

";;3.% )
o 8. J. R, Pritchard, C. 8. Weaver and Peregrine White,
{Sudjest - Exchange of infoxmation, KUB-~DEB)

b, I, Landsberg, Cmte ocn GiG
¢. Dr. Chapmen, Cmte on E.R.
d. Mr. Xopp (for Dr. Worthlay), Cmte on OW.

e, Due to the short notice givem us, we wete unable to arrengs &
stullsyr session with ¥, 0. Fick cn the sudbjest of metallurgy.

3. During 9-10 May, Mr, Beymour speat approximately ome day’s time
s $he sbove RIB pecple and stated that his time with us was well spent.
Tormation that we Yeoeived from Mr. Beymour was geusrul in nature and

retagel

J+ R. PRITCHARD

Colonel, Q8¢

Foreign Mtelligence Bransh
Plaming Division

s
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