~ nitgersay what he had actually said, -

The Office of Assistant Secretary of Defense, Public Affairs, by semantics is

seeking to deny to the public the facts: facts the ‘public is entitled to know. The

release of Sunday, March 12, by the Office of Assistant Secretary of Defense
Sylvester is a clearcut distortion. =~ S L e S i
~ This deliberate attempt to gloss over the true facts is difficult ‘to understand

‘when on Tuesday, March 14, Mr. Edward R. Murfow;fthevnefwdirectbr»df:t_he
U.S. Information Agency, categorically stated the United States-must tell the

‘truth both to Americans and to the world. On this date Mr. Murroy - lectured

‘members of the Senate on complete frankness both at home alid;abr:oa'(i, Isug-

‘gest that this honorable approach be conveyed or transmitted to the A

Secretary of Defense, Public Affairs. He should follow the same g ~ﬁidjel‘ines in
“the future even though his office did not do so in this specific case.

- Mr. Bass. My distinguished friend is‘agoérid lawyer, an able lawyer,
-(xenera.

and he knows this was not a statement o
what somebody-else attributed to General Lemnitzer.

Lemnitzer, it was

The Cramrman. I don’t see how we can serve a useful purposé in -

putting one Member against another. -
General Len

him what hesaid.

~ Thave read the Record. ‘Ihaves c,opy oflthere T know just w o
~ Mr. Ford put into the Record, but I would like to hear General Len

mnitzer will be available to testify and we ought to ask

Secretary Hrrca. I don’t know what General LemnitZer‘kSavid*:aﬁd“ ’*'

I would like to see the whole of the statement before I answered the
~ question. . SRS g s
. Mr. Furron. May 1 restate, sir, that we are clear that if you had
‘heard that General Lemnitzer had stated that the ‘Joint Chiefs of
Staff did not have a full opportunity to study this matter, and that it

has far-reaching military implications, then you would have wanted

~ to wait and go slow on such a directive before it ‘was put into effect,
- Secretary Hrrom. Well, sir; T would want to kno ore. about the
circumstances. - SN e el

~ Mr. Furron. And I admire you for your statement. - - .
Secretary Hircu. ‘And how long this would take, T don’t know
‘Mr. Furron. The next question is this: If you had learned

Joint Chiefs of Staff had felt ‘that there would be an over-all loss of

its effectiveness through the failure to utilize the full potential of our

total defense resources, then you as the Comptroller would like to

~ look into that, wouldyounot? ~ . '

Secre i y the Jo

Chiefstothiseffect? - =

-~ Secretary Hrron. If there : hadf be

~Mr. Forron, If they had individually felt, or jointly in ameetm%;
this, then if that had come to your attention you would like to look

~ into that directive a little further, wouldn’t youl ..o o0

1 a corporate :

Secretary Hrrcr. Well, sir; if 1t were a corporate act of the J oint ‘?‘f :
~ Chiefs, yes, I would certainly want to look into it further. But I

haveno evidence that there was any such act. - i

Mr. Furron. Any individual acts you would like to look 1nto},too‘3 -
Secretary Hircu. The individujstl' acts of one of the Joint: Chiefs?

Not necessarily, no, sir. et L SR
~ Mr. Fuuron. If each of the individuals or a majority of tt

nfelt

such was the case and it had come to your attention, you ':'Wou;ld?‘ha'Ve L

, aske?d‘»for further time for consideration of the directive, would you
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