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that this would focus press attention on him and suggested that it
might be stated that the information furnished would be the basis of
Ben Gurion’s statement on the following day. Mr. Gazit pointed out
that it would not be possible to guarantee precisely what the Prime
Minister would say and that he might not go into as much detail.

The Secretary requested that to insure accuracy the information
communicated be incorporated in an aide-mémoire. Mr. Farley
pointed out that some points were not quite clear. He asked whether
the rating of the reactor was 24 megawatts thermal or 24 megawatts
electrical, pointing out that in the latter case the size would be in the
range of the U.S. estimate. He asked also whether the reactor would
include any power generating facilities to draw off useful electric
power on an experimental basis. The Ambassador said that he would
have to inquire. The Secretary suggested that when these questions
and the ones he had raised could be answered the aide-mémoire might
be provided.

The Ambassador returned again to his need to say something to
the press. The Secretary reiterated that the Department’s statement
had been occasioned by TV interview statements and charges by Ra-
dio Moscow. He suggested that the Ambassador’s call might be char-
acterized as a preliminary report. The Ambassador expressed the hope
that the United States would now make a reassuring statement bring-
ing the doubts which had been raised to an end. His instructions were
to reassure the Secretary regarding the peaceful purposes of the reac-
tor. Any implication that his reply was not complete would stimulate
further speculation and doubt. The Secretary asked again for more
details on safeguards. The Ambassador said that the facility would
take some 3 years to complete and that it would have no relationship
to a weapons capacity. He referred again to the French statement. He
said that the Prime Minister would state that the facility when com-
pleted would be open to students. The Secretary expressed the hope
that the public statement would clearly distinguish between the small
U.S. assisted reactor and the new reactor.

Mr. Farley expressed the hope that the statement by the Prime
Minister would be comprehensive and would be explicitly clear that it
included all Israeli atomic facilities. He recalled that at the December 9
discussion we had mentioned the numerous reports of a power reac-
tor. He suggested also that, even though the Israeli Government might
not wish to open the facility to students of all friendly countries during
the construction period, it might find it advantageous to invite some
selected foreign scientists to visit the installation who could then speak
authoritatively regarding its scope and peaceful nature.
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The Ambassador said that he would revise his brief statement in
the light of the discussion and not say anything to the press until later
in the evening.®

* On December 24, Ambassador Reid held a similar conversation with Ben Gurion.
(Telegram 577 from Tel Aviv, December 24; Department of State, Central Files,
884A.1901/12-2460)

181.  Telegram From the Department of State to the Embassy in
Israel’

Washington, December 31, 1960—8:34 p.m.

502. Eyes only for Ambassador. Dept believes further approach to
GOI leaders re Israel’s atomic energy activities should be made and in
view current GOI Cabinet crisis leaves to your judgment whether
discussion with Ben Gurion or Golda Meir or both likely be most
effective (EmbTel 590).” Neither Dept nor other interested Washing-
ton agencies consider Ben Gurion’s statements thus far satisfactory.
His replies to your questions [less than 1 line of source text not declassi-
fied] e.g. re plutonium safeguards, [less than 1 line of source text not
declassified] reactor’s power production capability, and inspection by
visiting scientist. [less than 1 line of source text not declassified] difficult
to reconcile with confidence which has traditionally characterized
US-Israel relations.

In speaking to Ben Gurion and/or Mrs. Meir you should empha-
size:

1. USG gratified by assurances given thus far re peaceful purposes
Israel’s atomic activities.

2. In order to assist in “stilling atmosphere”, as Ambassador
Harman requested, Dept issued its statement of December 21.° We
believe it has had some calming effect in Mid East area, although quite
obviously Israel’s neighbors continue to be deeply alarmed. We would
not welcome new round of alarmist publicity.

! Source: Department of State, Central Files, 784A.5611/12-3160. Secret; Priority.
Drafted by Meyer, cleared with Jones and Farley, and initialed by Merchant. Repeated to
London and Paris.

? Telegram 590, December 28, suggested that Reid see Meir about the nuclear
reactor. (Ibid., 784A.1901/12-2860)

® The text of this statement was transmitted in circular telegram 890, December 22.
(Ibid., 884A.1901/12-2260)
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3. Dept’s statement has, however, not signified cessation legiti-
mate USG interest in this matter.

4. USG policy is unequivocally opposed to proliferation of nuclear
weapons capabilities. This policy based on US conviction that threats
to peace will be intensified as nuclear weapons capabilities are prolif-
erated. As Israelis must know, Mid East is particularly explosive tinder
box.

5. In all honesty we must point out that Israel [less than 1 line of
source text not declassified] has aroused in many quarters suspicions
and has occasioned disappointment. We hope Israel will act at earliest
possible date to restore the confidence which should be cornerstone
for our relations.

6. GOI can do this by providing clear and complete answers to
such cogent and crucial questions as the following;

a) What are present GOI plans for disposing of plutonium which
will be bred in new reactor?

b) Will GOI agree to adequate safeguards with respect to pluto-
nium produced?

c) Will GOI permit qualified scientists from IAEA or other friendly
quarters visit new reactor? If so, what would be earliest date?

d) Is a third reactor in either the construction or Flanning stage?

e) Can Israel state categorically that it has no plans for producing
nuclear weapons?

Since Ambassador Harman is currently in Israel, you may wish to
inform him that Dept and other Washington agencies continue to have
an urgent interest in this matter and that we hope he will be able to
bring back to Washington with him a complete set of answers to
questions such as those raised above. You should add that the Secre-
tary will welcome a personal report from him at earliest possible
opportunity following his return.

Merchant



