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Mr. HECHLER Mr. Secretary, you spoke and quite pro ”erly, of
protectlng the competence in the communications field that the Army
possessed. I wonder if you could tell us a little more specifically what
‘18 being done ' to ooordmate your prO]ect Ad vent Wlth the NASA :
- project Relay? = '

- Secretary Stamr. T do* not
be “worth' 't
Hechler: There is ‘4 Coordinating Bos
whichT am not thoroughly familiar with

~ Mr. Hecurer. Thank you, Mr. Secretary

The Cramman. Mr, Daddario. . L

Mr. Dabparto. Mr.. Secretary, what part, 1f any, dld the poss1b111ty
. of use of space for military _Jpurposes by an aggressor na,tmn have bo
‘play in bringing about this directive? . ;

t that to glve you a
committee to hear, Mr,”
ome ] kind the detalls off _

'”W‘enough a
i of

- Secretary Stamr. Icouldn’tsay. ‘
Mr. Dasoparto. Well, then, getting back to What Mr Teague hasf
asked you, are you, satlsﬁed looking at this directive, now, from the

~ point of ~V1ey\( of it havmg been issued, and the arguments which | you

posed before it was broughtabout to defend the Army ‘position, are
you satisfied that there aré more pluses than there are minuses from
‘the. standpomt of the Department of Defense having the capability
- now tomeet its: mlssmn, msofar as the natlonal securlty of thls country
is concerned? ¢

Secretary Stamr. I can say th ceft n’ly hope s0. That as far'
as the Army is conce ned tend to see that that ‘ ‘

I believe that the real answer to that question ¢
for, let’s say, another two or three years, and W111 depend ‘upon. how
this directiveis carried out.

_This directive can be made to Work badly; it can be made to work

weéll, Idon’t feel competent. to speculate beyond saylng that We mtend

- tosee it works well.

- there is as a result:of this directive,

Mr. Dapparro. Although I am in favor of the general idea of this
directive, I think it would be bette: ring together the skills and
talents which this country has, bt concerned about your testi-
mony and the testimony of others S

a weakness in the Army, or in the
Navy and I cannot understand at the moment, and there has not been
- any testimony given, that the strength that we gain. more than com—

G pensates for the things that we haye given up.

v W&S on that p()lnt of What %Lre t

Secretary Stamr, Well, I thought Mr. G Ipatric’s teetlmony, Whloh |
he ]us ﬁcetlons for this, covered it

better than I could, anyway.
Mr. DADDARIO. Well I think, Mr Secretary, that Mr. Gllpatrlc S
~ statement was in a. general sense strongly in support of his position
~and I think it did a proper job, but I do think as the tes!
itself from there, the specifics must be answered. ,
- 'The specifics in this case have not been, I am concerned now about
these weaknesses. I think we should, Jearn what are the Weaknesses,
~what have we given up, and what have we gained. e
1 think it ou%ht to be spelled out if it can be. If it cannot be, then
 this concern will linger in my mind and I wonder if we can wait for
~ the two or three years. for it to be proven that thls dlreotwe isa
correct one. el : ,

1d not b_e glven -

lven up, that

1mony unfolds




