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, r— In the course of working out ervamgements f£or the vieit to _‘
- Isvael by two AEC ascientists, My, Gazit invited me to lunch with
him which I did today.

' He pressed me vepestedly ou what the United Scates expected to
aschieve by the visit. Certainly we did not plar to issue an aonounce-
ment that we had visited Dimons and found it purel! If noc, what did
we know other than that a3 yet therxe was nothing othexr than peaceful
activities under wayt I said that I did not believe we would waat
ro meke on announcenent. However, we heve been somewhat guarded in
our statements both in public aend in private regarding the exclusively
peaceful nature of the Dimona project snd have carvefully stated that
our attitude was necessarily based on sssuvances. We would after the
visit presumably be able to speak with wore confidence and (unobtzu~
sively) without any protective gualifications. Furthermore, 1 thought
we would certainly contimue to urge the Lsraeli Goveroment to trest
the Dimona project on an open basis and have sa&aatiata from enhar
countries visit the reactor and have this koown.

. Gazit also asked wepeatedly why the United Staves had been so
concerned and had wede such an issue of the project. Burely we
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it went ecriticel, the plutoniue was separated and
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‘eould understand thet the secrecy wes in the mein a protection

for suppliers against the Arsb boyoott. Even if the resctor
would produce some plutonium, it would be many years before
the first
bombs ecould be made. I said thet the thing which wost con-
cerned us, other then the faet that the project had come 25 a
surprige to us, was the impact in the ares of an apparent
Israell commitwent to work towsrd nuclesy wespons. If the
Arsbs believed that this was Isvael's gosl, the impact on
their plenning would be great immedistely even if Israel's
achievement of the goal was some yesrs off. While the assurances
glven by Ben-Ourion and to some eztent backed up by the Usited
Bteces had done g good desl Lo take the pressure off the Arabs
to achieve & balancing atomic capability, there would be &
lingering doubt because of the secrecy of the project; indeed
we gaw constant evidences of ldereased determination by the
UAR to comstruct & laxger resctor than they had previously
done more than talk about.

Gazit also divected the conversatios repeatedly to the ,
grim security situaticn in which Israel found ltself surrownded
by fanstically hostile Araeb peighbors. Im this sitvation Israsel
naturally looked to whatever means it could f{ind for protecting
itself, I sald that in the United States mmmy of us undexrstand
the situation of Isreel and masy of us could underscend how 1if
we were in lsrsel's situation we would decide that we should
develop nuclesy weapons in order te capitalize on our technological
superiority. Howevey, wwderstanding thet and looking at the situa-
tion of Xerveel fxom our own gwaitiaa.ﬁuﬁsiﬂ&, we felt impelled to
say that chis would be & terrible miscake for Isreel as well as
for world stability. I could not ses how lerael could lomg expect
to have nuweclear wespons without its enemies also getting thew in
gome way, OUnce there were nuclesr weapons on both sides, 1
thought Iszeel would be in a desparate state. Iis territory was
simply too small for it to survive even & small nuclear exchange.

I thought from my limited Bunowledge of the situstion that famatic
érabs m&ghg well if it were in their power initiste such an ex~
which would lead to destruction of psxhapx 25% of the Arseb
%ﬁ*m'mmy &1l of Isrsel.




Gazit said that, even if the atomic bomb is not the answer,
lsxasl needs to maintein its deterremt. Hight mow the UAR is
getting BIG's which are superior to sny plane the Isreelis wiil
have for & year or so when improved Fremoh fighters will becowe
available. 1If the Isreeli detervent is to be effective, they
need something like the HANK misaile. He could not understand
why the United States would refuse such a defensive weapon to
Tsrael. I said that I was not faniliar with this psrticuler
question but that 1 personslly would be reluctant to see the
Uniced States take the initistive in providing missiles sven
of limiced capability and thus starting off & new chain of
competition in the acquisition of missliles of various ranges
gad types. :
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