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SUBJECT: DD/I Comments concerning Atemic Enerpy ict Amendrents

This cffice has the following comments on H.P. 8862

l. Section 11 (o). We recormend that "all data" in the first

line be amended to read "all U.S, data." The purpcse of this change
is to exclude informaticn furnished bty friendly poverrments but not

relzted to U.5, develepmerts, 4

o

rresent, although "al) data" is

not construed tec include irtellipence information concerning Soviet

develcpmerts (unless evaluated in such a way as to express U.S

..A-I

Restricted Data), it €8 construed to include information, falling
within the gereral definition, concerning developments in friendly
countries, whether such information is furnished velunterily by

such couniries or is obtzined by intelligence methcds. The result

is 2 substaential inhibition on the use of such information, which

has no justification from the standpoint of U.S. defense and security.
It would be assumed, of course, that information on developments

in foreign countries would continue to be protected by an approprizte

security classificaticn of 4he usual type. ¥ &\
W
2o Sections 123 and 1Lli, On these closely related sections,
consicered tcrether fcr cenvenience, we have the follonring: \ N
a8+ It is not clear whetner existing agreements entered
\ /
into under Section 10 (a) (3) of the present Act would have to be ¢ L
renegotizteds Although there are certain technical differences ' ! ;
ST
(€ege, that 2 Presidentie) kovld be specifically required 1/’ A’
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! v

|
N Y

THIS DOCUMENT HAS BEEN oecn.asyeép bNDER

THE PRO F EO 12058, DATER 4/17/

By Authority 2 ‘@ Mﬂ; 7(’%
- (DeClassification Au my/N mber)

:&‘ 132;%7 540426 Date of Declassification S‘ ; 3

9611 7 PDR




.

under the arerdrents to the effect that the other nation is not
threateniry U.f. security), the present Act is peneral 1y more
stringents Cince it would be a substantial admiristrztive burden
to renepctiate existing agreements (particularly that with the 17
on intellirerce sharing of restricted data), we urpge strongly tae
insertion of an eppropriate “"saving clause," presumably in Section
1k

b. The Chapter heading for Chapter 11 ("International
Arrargements") may lead to some confusion, since Section 11 (3)
gives this terr & particular meaning of Congress~-apprroved agreements,
Section 123 discusses "agreements for cooperation" and it is clear
from the definition of this term in Section 11 (a) that such
agreements need not be apprroved formally by Congress, Recommend
the heacding be changed to read "International Cooperation" or
"International Agreements and Arrangements,"

¢« It is noted that Section 1Ll (b) would clearly apply
to NATO and otrer treaty agreements, but might leave in some doubt
the status of West Germany (even after entry into EDC), Spain, and
Yugoslavia, eince to the best of our knowledge we have no Congressionally=-
aporoved agreerents with these countries. Perhaps this strict
standard was intended, but certainly we can make the intelligence
judgments that (1) Spanish cooperation with the US would suffer
if we started telling the MATO countries how to defend apainst A=
weapons, and did not tell the Spaniards; (2) it is not easy to work

out arrangements with Spain,

ROBERT AYORY, JR.

- Deputy Director/Intellipgence
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