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, - -. ' - kallo*f4 • ' are ekcerpts 
-.titan. a transcript of testimony .' 

on the  Safeguard' antirnissiie.  
system. „before the „Serene 

. ":4-nreign4Relations Committee 
in Washington : yesterday, • as 

corded by The New \YOSis 
1, 

 
Times with the assistance of 

...the facilities of Aj3".C.';fieiv&.".,- ,, 
The testimony included state- ' 
Inputs by Senator Albert Gore, 

- benincrat.6, Tennessee; ber 
- '; tense Secretary Melvin R. , 

Laird; questions and :- COM■ 

i;:ilientit by "Senator J. W. Fut- 
:OriBhtialenteerat of Arkansas. 
'the committee chairman: and ; 

by Senator, Clifford P. Case. 
7 Republican of New Jersey. .. 

:?.:and a prepared statement by 
I; SenaterJohn,Sherniandooper; 
-iftepiiblican of Kentizoley, i'ead 
i.i,by Senator Fuibright. 

• ' '' : Gore Statement '.. 
' The Constitution places 

-- ....upon Congress the responsi-
bility of providing for ' our'"! 

"common, 	The Presi- 
: dent is of coarse, the calm-.  
try's chief' magistrate and . 

--Commander in Chief,. Thus 
the responsibility for the se- ' 

tYT-V-4teicatetiiithe4aL; 
;shared. And it is the greatest 

responsibility of all. 

1  Tha;.-dati'Ne-4-Ye00 'P c:0' clear :ivat. -Mittear,ft*keciiii• 
•ance  of war between nuclear-,  *powers the only measure of 
our security, as you so ably 

"'said' ;:yesterday, -. Mr. Seore-',. 

s Neyer , before , have two 
a' greitt &dans had midi a tau.' 

Us* .---at ,interesta :tie Inivi 
exists betWeen the United ;. 
states and the:Soviet Union.,', 
It ft- ifie7intitnalitf 'orself-- ' 

1  PreaarYstitm,M,;2..tliti Shit law . 
of natant and man 

ThiS, places a:  very high 
: valuO mideferrenet =.7  ,de:,•.: 
out terrence-  to -the initiation of 
I war.--thia -edliation. of deter- z 
t mum laisrpartimilar giants-

': ton tedatbetwee.nithe Unit-0' 
.g. ed States. and • the Soviet 
;union.  
4 Secretary -Packard said 

i threat; isi lot:. muds lirthert 
YeaterdaY thet the. Chinese 

along 'today than,it was, 
three years ago:.  So ' What ' ..: 

: we're really talking about, 
w Mr. Secretary, and American 
IFitizeris, is the equation ae-
4ween the United States and 
RItsalariaaseasts...ea...4 .-_ SeeuritySeenEndangered- 

yesterday, Mr. S i. 
that the 
ABM' 
sit 
onei No  
nece 	r. . - erve "/, -- 

tegrit of our deterrence. - 
Now when this ma ;., r is 

considered in its bo 
text, it is -- in my o 
— that the program y  
omm d would emdang ow 
security. It would n,akarm. amen Icr  limitation agreement 
more difficult if not Jamas-

attain, and thus, ;uI= 
at y, could degrade our deterrence. 	- 4,ii-s•__ i•l• "*.o• • -4. And thus; It4p..-Secretsry; on 

this, your principal point, I 
join Issue on facts. What are-
the cqmponentsof our deter-
renceZ I will Mit:them in the.. 
ordenof theiriinaartand, as. 

. I unarstandlt -- and-yiou'z' and F have worked. together 
for along while, and many 

Fit years 	ties field.. 40 -/ , 	out- nuclear missile 
subm es. Vs have 41 such 
submarines Each of these 4r submarines carries if Polaris 
missiles — among our new- 

est and most accurate. So--. 
we now have 656 Polaris 
MISS.  ' s, any one-  of - which L 
can fired upon one, of the 
app  • teiy 200 towns and 
cities ,in the ,Soviet • Union. ' 

6,080 Missiles' Foreseen t 

	

Soan the Polaris,, 	i 
will be replaced 0 
Poseidon. Each Foseiddtgm 
sake canbaVe 10 "nudear 
headsl Then; from the depths. ' 

. of th ocean, more than 6,000st 
nucleqr missiles can be 
raine4 upon the Sovle 
ion. . ' - -.- 	: A, 	i,i' ' ' 'C:'•'' ,  

Weave about -4000-111M4 
utemei, of which:- 3501'. oty' 

. 
 

there  thereqbouts, are in Oat near4; 
' the tigo missile site*n Mo0". 4: tana , and, North %, 

about which you 
posecf• to deploy the 2,- an 
&tic 4nissile 

And soon, it ehbuld be  
addEcL these toodr:Minute- 
men an have 3, 	'''war.;-  
headV If the ME1W progn 
con 
.';.- 
Cal nqclear Wápons in Eu7• _• 
rope, land still another num-
ber of nuclear weapons •7- 
whicif I cannot cite . -- at ."; 

' other foreign bases.. "., :: i . 
In gddition, we have about 

I,000 'warheads that can be • 

h bombers. 
-fhb 'fade";  

devastatinV 407..1 
iltwoulet con:. 

sides 
nucl 	ft upon the Unit- 
ed S 	withaat. suffering - 
utter 	rationin retails- 

nest, 

spite of :Ilia : fact 
that 	subiaine1. 'W. 
SOW eare tt.h'i 	et 

• d 	g 150 c1tls, and we 
now ve—let me repeat,-41.. 
• of th4e. ptyflg .oqaana of - 
- the wrld, each one -08r*hialt-1  
: 

 
Can 	150 dties,z; You _. 

., ingot that we - inust-dePlaY ', 
an antiballistic Missile around 
two th.eaia.Mcntana,  
and North Dakota.-.w..z.  :. '. 

Secretary, yo case 
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where„. 00f test 
tiesare

Infly We are tow 
.,„• ha.. to prbtètoti  

.rnce,J 'But ':this: pro 
;would, ati the :yery; l/eski:or 
very:  most,': involve-  .0413', a 
very email fraction .,-igentu• 

ar weapon deter 
F,;,'"ecretary, if;•fir 

weapons ';''system 
• earcb1gj for: a 'Minion. it 

;•-.1taa no 4,fourid 
Secretary 

Giii:WCliffoid:vrin...a'apeeCh a 
few days agb;Saltt,..91U.hard 
fact is that we may never 
again expect to be inns fa-

1  able n positioteriti '80e-t5nnY',  
enjoy, for entry into talks , 
about a freeze in stiateigiC, 
nucleartuintimenti.''' 

Now' we have just ratified 
-a-treaty- —the 'nuclear non-- 
proliferation treaty — which 

1; -obligates us -"tot enter"; 'inter 
good faith. negotiations, for,.; 
limitations" of , the ',nuclear 
armaments race. Yet her an-
other escalation: in :they 

Protests Oyer Sites 
Now, all of a sudden, ap-

parently because' of a com-
motion in Boston,  and Seat-
tle, we're told that 'defense 

_,,,,th,*PeoPte,ht-our 
le 

;We aretOld 
gintoltePloytheABIOce t 
we • Win test Its'.opóial 
Capability — somethingthat ,  

,better be done "at twe 
• 

t 

5 

a mere rationalization?, It 
been well Said that this AB 

m is a defense in search 
00e11kri00*Ott.. 

jtiji-p#ObliOmmilat#TIP:, 
neht" dr i Aid ': some of 
these are contradictory.- • 
• We, ere d 
we ha 

hay 
• hit the Pacific  Ocean,," Iet 

'alone a missile eFin 
siaid  

111;7 Veen. M 
f the U#siafls  _d an 

Ittelkiemi tire d MosOtlW., 
But hov!lit's clear that his 
system is mostly of the, kind 
that we considered' obsolete" 
years lag°, and that it has .- 
only 67. interceptors to stop „ 

, our thousands of warheads. 
Wnwere told next that we 

had to have an ABM be- , 
cause the Russians. were 

_ building, a' missile 'defense 
throughout' Russia: 13ut now 
It is clear that this Tallinn 
system has no Significant 
capability against missiles..' 

Until -alew weeks ago 
or maybe it, was a few days 
ago we were told by the 

-Joints Chiefs of Staff' that 
; our security required' deploy-
ment of ABM's' around 25 or 
50 - Mlles to protect, our  

clear armaments race is pro- , 
s;,posed. 	 7_4 ,t 

Therefore, gentlemen of 
this committee, I suggest that-
this is a matter of highest 
priority, The 	epitome of 

sour duty andjurisdiction.,We 
want 'to know and we shouLd 
know why the negotiation 
have not started. Is it wise 

"'to 	thtise_talks_i; about 
our very survival dependent 
upon a settlement in the Mid-
dle East and the solving of 

-.the difficult ..,problems.„. in 
Southeast Asia. 

Our real security — let me 

• 

• 

'repeat 	our real security 
rests in stopping the nuclear 
armaments  race; not in pre-
nefink.it; 

Laird St teftlenr" 
Mr. cna 	wear•must 

ninon 'detennce insure 
hat nuclear-" miele ,. war ()isn't 

rr in the fistThis  
Pokti111t UP' In 

order to deter an attack we 
must be positive • and 	-So- , 
viet. Government .must' be 
positive r-that,  • a :;-.slikstatiti- • 

, 
 

number 
missiles and bombets 
suiiive •the kind" a- &- 
that you were talking about 
or any attack and then de-
stroy the attacker ,aa a 
modern society. • We must 

;have that capability and must  
have It in a credible  

The Soviet Union today 
building at a rapid rate--th 
kinds of weapons whicitcoukt 
be used to erode our essen-
tial deterrent force. They; are 
installing many SS-9 inter-
continental ballistic ICBM's, 
a _large 20- to 25-megaton„': 
warhead capable , of beings;  
•, carried on this particular!pript 

Jt is an accurate 
with this large war 
must give very 
•,sideration.  as to w 
being deployed an lapels be- 
camber of thie4aa 

With improv 
accuracy and e c gain 
crease in numbers the oide0-1 

:, 

missile force contd. 	•rear 
. effectiveness alai-eat bur'.  
Minutemen. The Soviets *eV 

-,. can build nucleae:atibm 
, at a rate of oniln4iert 
They are now bt  
per year, which Oil 

.:-cloSe to our shorisC;and 
tack at at short range';"man 
our' ': missiles and "`bOin 
bases.  

They are also Workingli 
ona fractional orbital 
bardment system, designed, 
redece the warning time 
our bombers so that they will 
not have sufficient time. to ; 
become airborne- The Soviet 
effort is not just a future  

tential. - - 
More Than Gross Numbers c.; 
As you will recall, former 

Defense Secretary Clark Clif-
ford in his posture statement 
hr January pointed out that 
in a period of a little more 

'than two years—a little more 
. than two years—the Soviets 

had increased their, number 
- of operational ICBM launch-

ers more than threefeid,Yfrom 
-250- An--mid:/966 tti 896 

Sept. 1 of 1968, 	- 
As of today, the Soviets 

have in being and,under con-
. struction. More ICBM launch 

ers than the 1,04 possessed 
"by the' United States.Y-1  ; 1  - 

„, The fact- that the BOviete 
• .have:virtually caught uP 

the United States in '-total 
- numbers of land-based ICBM's 

has been interpreted by many 
as how successful the Soviet 
effort no achieVe PatiV -with 
the United States has been 
in this strategic defense area 

Of ,course„ pariW . 
tegic weapons, Mt 
is not a simple function .-ef 
gross,  numbers in one cate-
gory of weapons. Many other 
factors are selevent4A.meas-
uring parity or equivalents in 
strategic nuclear power, and 

Ve. ' 

consequently the purpose or 
capability for which this force 
is Assembled. -,. 

For one thing, the destruc-
tion which  

, nuclear weep- 
on many factors 

hap' the 
hers ot Werhe 

penifs,,-rf010."example, onktlie 
sitev,tif thetwarhead 	e 
accuracy of the weapon. 
ifitccuracy, however, is less of 5e-  factor in structuring a re- 
taliatory 	 a 
acity th- 	;  

t-strike 
against Weata9 iff 

In weighing whether the.:" 
Soviets are increasing 
offensive strategic 	s,..tg4 

' achieve only parity 	_aat,ti ,  
rent forces we rabitira-:mco 
account the fact that most Of 
the Soviet's ICBM's are armed 

• 
wlthsign4faiitiki"I**7 headllanitll 
of 	 ''.  th  

';e0A4S.4k01 
to Me attin;learbe 	'f:, 

 curown 
1,,oitibt'S ::a7alttictitiSeitels59017:1

th
* 

; •Tfius„.the:S4.vi ,7"by. 
intt as- *iodise,  

• United States can poten&Isll, 

• ago hits attack than wc•
!can with our 

the: diectisaion: in' 
boweVer,':;Mt:... 

nien,we must remember that 
ICBM's constitute only a poP-: 

tien of the stv0400 weapons.1J  
-•:4of eithernatio 	 44 

k4a, 	factor is,. 
•  .or2, 

hiumbeatof .tarets  
• d ,qualifyior retaliatory  

1-1/4.1 
I - / 

I - 	0.“ as 
well other 	axes t] 
on POW 	'A Toad:,  
membered his testimony- verY,1 

-;-ivelt;-rahade. an authoritative 
1 ,-report to all of us In theCion- 
,gress in 'his annual posture ,1  
statement. 

He 
	,J;W:t at 

' He gave the relevant 
formation on tlitinomparative 
concentration of likbpulatiott 1 
and industry in the United 
States and the Soviet Unfelt. ; 
This information in the form 
of tables was presented. in 
classified form to committees 

:of -.Congress in, February:  of 
.1965. tam sure the;"members 
of this committee are familiar . 
with -those . very important 
tables". 	. . 
• In essence the' itudy  
showed that Ha Vpopuladon ' 
and industry' are far 'Inore 
concentrated .. than are the 

'phpulatibn and - Industry of 
the Soviet Union. 

To give yoethe idea of the *; 
magnitude of the difference • 
in concentration which Sec-
retary MoNiguireAltoaved,,fo 

'-,istitanbe,he showed that with' 
1,200 delivered one-megaton 
warheads, the Unitect,States 

/coi1d destroy 4.5rper:ceneOf 
totalSovietpippulation; 

the other band, d; the So-
* yiet Unidn. with 200 delivered 

one-megaton warheads could 
.-sieStrP3rts,XPOrsysOantr--iit.-the  
U. S. population. These fig-
urea, assumed limited fallout 

protection in both CountrieS. 
In other worF14the Soviets. 

Only 200 delivered One! 
megaton:warheads- 	could, 	: 
stray a greater percentage of 
the popubition ,Of the-United 
States; than.* country with 
1;20(W delivererV I-megaton 	'1  warheads:coulct.,'destoyof'. 

'the So'4et..population,'. 

properiiing,-When 'measUring: 
' comparatite",1indestriat de- ". 

from' 

de- struction. 
uta 	

",-.1U %.-;•;•«15,',  

Secretary.' ;Namara's.  test17'. mony- lieCense1 believe it. Is' 
relative to, our discussion: tegs,. 
day 

I esttontiaIrixd tgli  



stood as is generally given., 
that is. to ea it isret= the 

o 
that4youffe;-;tapt,,   

about? It's the amount of 
iluirdwarivthat 

t is con  

It's relevant. I don't see that 
it Is When :the chairman stat-
ed a moment ago With your 
new' developments we don't 
have 1,200 deliverable war-

'. heads' but we have and will 
soon have around 8,000 
`Confusion' Not Relevance: . 
Now' what difference does 

'it make-that you draw a lim-
ited few, because everybody, 
knows we have a higher con 

, ce.ntration ofpopulation than-. 
i the Soviet;  Union.,,So why is 
'it'itileVaiir-Viheit-weritave so 
^"'hYt itrititimOdeliverablekwar 

heads?,Becanse ieseems to 
I onfusin r...thea 

not 
ber 

of 	tteoe 	ir- ". 
man,. I am referring.  as Bald, 

 ire force and at's .; 
're trying to prr  

hen you get into the 
Ie Warheads siiiich 

o bombers can deliver ; 
. yo 	into an entirely differ- 1 
....CA art of the presentation  
Wfl Ube makinghere 
totiereu 	wimpoitent 

.ABM lideligned 
t1mportanepro 
rave,  need RAnd 

w1F get ' 
iota-dire  

7.sion is cukailout.,":Thet Is why • 
.have 	 but 

to,protect our option to safe-.
'... guard our deterrent force-`. 

If the :Simla threat. *Urns • 
. out,tois'. evidence .now 
. '.stronglY:Indicates,an attempt.  
!;to erode our deterrent cepa-

! bility ;we Must'lie in a ' -pod-
: :tion to convince theni:that a-. 
l'irst strike: rould alwaya' in- 
• v0IY. *S. 	Otah. risks  even " 

some 	 in . 

",But- if.-the-Saipiets should 
„Alani, 	do:er";.00-.: an agree,' 
went ;thefled ABM 
would 	toTcontinue 

esti 	the otection 
of our retal ator.Y. 	• 

I.  would Just 	say 
.4dglinifts*Illin'' is 

committedto end the war in 
.,Ave: era ":: presently 

• 
engaged: in -very, Important 
peace talks: in pads: 

• • There should be no 'clues-
tion 'about that; Init'the point 
la,. -Mn:C

%
hairMan; we  are 

presentlY engaged In very 
important Mika In Paris., .; 

L went.yOlt to know" that-, 
we are hopeful that we will 
be ;successful in the, talks] 
that`,..heve`. gone forwarcV in 

1. to 2. It showed that in,thei 
oft,  stratigib,...defensive-

-. fades they. were °a mending 
on a lelhir-for-doilar con-

,Versiiiiir beater. getter thannl" ! 
.31.:4boot: Tit.: to, 	r So;*y

gi 	
hot 

lheffripice 
it's, better 	1 

vtake:that space program out 
-there •and you-come down: 

,R.to nminknunt. of . to. . 3 or 
. to little betta than 

sffil 

If' 	Is .suchc.`eiridenee- 
that*e. heves' nor yet: hea,rd. 
And 	have„ , been: , 
; briefed. 'Conefte '..and 
'country:ahould. be Informed! 
',before:, Alia.  congress acts 
'Amon 'fiteldlik.providing. 	. 
thoitizatiOns: ancF:' appropria-.: 
'dons f;r412loYnient of the 

=The bedrock question is 
Whether the United States In 

• ,the absence ofragreed`Intel- 
ligence information of :such 
danger- will -be the nation to 
'take,  the .:first .step-in; the 
deployment-of a new Systeni 
,,pt nuclear weapons for both T. 
*ma and.mbeille site defense 
twhicAr, if matched' by the So- 
miet 	weoinuch,••ex'. 
Vent it would: be, will set. off ` 
fan action-reactionpettern tar 

-eel but countries and Vast- ' 
ly expand the nuclear-arms 

We shout. 	not take this,  
initiative:: 	the' absence; of 
certain intelligence informa-
tion of danger,.  and-without± 
an effint'by our country. and 
;the.;.daviet Union to: bait' 
-rather4w. deploy  
*tent Mtg,  
bliipitely■41110.0%. 
led  'security of our Conn 

because. of the developients 
that are taking place within 
tit Sij1et Union, and bechuse 

crease in the Midget 
letttLM t., In the 

any: attack.. that ght be 
against the U ted 

Seem 

.•• 	 • 	 • 

nOty%elieve' that' 
that,,We 	desitbyed 	teries'thii.  nation or the" 
with: so. few weapons and that • 	cause of peace in. Southeast ' 
wthav,§libtli4nrcomparitble. ' -Asia any real gOod to carry 
We have me than enough 	on out bargaining, our ne o-t 

	

Oyrritctily a fat but 	'talons, 'In public at 

§ 	I waist to ' 	I can assure you that every ,,rs:•T 

,calftlet-  ear that 	effort is being made not only 

Make-thet Point'In this state- , 	through formal-,  diplomatic ' 
mato 0°0, believe the Unit-

' 	
ehanue14-- for/Maly in the 

: ed SUMS today,` and I dondon'tParis!  peace talks, but -pri- 
want anyone' in this min, 	vately as well. 
this. country, or in this• world ' 	And P-do*not.  believe that 

	

.question the deterrent 	this isithe place or that this 

of ree; "Iriceha 
th
poessUeirst:sd  tSeteys, 	kinds 

time
"negotiations
t o  c m ry carryout t thosend  ; 

	

is absolutely 
today. 
	7 that 'kind of -.bargaining 

4 Stion,fii my mind that we 	puhlic. 	. ws 

	

lithe *MeV We.have the 	.1 	REPLYING To, ; 

recret 	asof'eDeff taelassY. IBOIrritusast 	stASovieFf. 
The' last 

 sthttingt 
of-the 

ire concerned about.thedme 
	that, the," were outspending 

thiii1970,s so in  ;i 	in the area! of strategic of-,  

'that particular time period 	*nail* forme hr betterthan 

dent 
today 	' tios  Mth 	 • some`pf 'their 
our stilt 	ourMals- 	space 	which really, 

s, Out 	hers, "Mir. !tole- 	''''.hlwiSsnfikti.117a,aPect, you can 
4eapabllity to respond to r.gn.,te: a `nigher 'level. But' 

beyond any realm 	dbubt meaning of this comparison. 

of Defense it- 

	

obligation,* is my in- 	CASE; Yust.ftsr:the sake of.' 
tendon: to keep it, that way understanding. ;what is the 

This is ,what 	discus_ 	̀it:  file same as rd. under. 

eineaticii Which 114M:it' 
raniniored sadsfar  

ithe Deftettnietrt ` of 	-.. 
remains the same: 

there -any serious threat to 
thej. security" et' the' United ' 
States: ,  on to, din  

:,of Our nuclea4deteirent from 
existing forces:of the .Soviit 
Union : or !DniutunieP,:,  

ird4tAe '"dkri 
...itevOnuMW!Weitpmi 

visearilir and chiVeloonfient? ' 
Is there any credible intel-

ligence of imminent dinger 
;or such :increased. danger in-
forlinttion that' hatintit : 

i'.beetiblic that it, now
die --United type

Sts 5''toinmenee deploy:- 
timent019-:new system of nu- 
!Clear r 	:with 	pcis- 

tience of a new 
er,  eVel 'et.lhe. 
for InfOrmathilitl, 



Defense Secretary Melvin Ito  Laind appears at Senate disarmament subcommittee hemin 
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„Rasing questions. He wears vikor 

-19 shiehl his eqinefivini the strong TV lights. °Vet' 



Senate XarnInOr 
William Banks Bader 

rtyto'l 

atocial to Ma Neff Tort Zino 
WASHINGTON._ March 21 • 

T —Flying, over the Tai- 
wan Straits on patrol a. 
years ago In' an A.1-2 attack 
plane loaded with bombs, " 
William Banks' Bader,- a 
young air intelligence offi-
cer, got to ruminating about 
how destruction had , be- , 
come, an abstract ,exercise 

in which the ques-
moo  tion of how to kilt 

, .,300 million Chl 
'" the nese was almost 
News an Impersonal, 

technical problem. 
Today he sat In a large 

mahogany chair, behind the 
Senate Foreign Relations Dis-
armament Subcommittee in 
the Senate Caucus Room, 
and his ruminations of yes 
teryear were reflected in „a 
contemporary debate. The 
question was whether to de-
ploy whit 11 probably the. 
most abotnict and complex of 
modern weapons -- an anti-
ballistic missile system. 

As much as any nun. Mr. 
Bader, a 37 - year - old staff , 
consultant to the Senate For-
eign Relations Committee, 
• has shaped and guided 'the 
ABM debate in the Senate. 
In the anonymous way of a 
Senate. aide, he has raised' 
the questions and presented' 
the issues for the Senators 
to explore as they tried, to 
build up their case against 
ABM deployment , 	• 
- It _was Mr. Badees fare-

well Senate appearance. On 
Monday he, will 'go to the 
Ford Foundation to super/ 

• vise its programs in Western 
Europe. 	- 

A Major Influence 
In three years  as a com-

mittee Consultant; he has 
helped to alter the role' of 
the Foreign Relations Com-
nOttee, cut 'the wings of the 
Pentagon ;arms merchants • 
and, perhaps; helped to turn 
the tide in the Senate 
against the military estab-
lishment. , 

Virtually everything 'the " 
committee has done in the 
last three' years has had' a 

• Bader imprmt It was he 
Who prepared a staff study 
on Pentagon arms sales that 
led to legislative restrictions 
and closer interagency con- • 
tools. 

He turned to an exernine-
don Of the Gulf OUTOnIthr 
incidents and helped explore.. 
the the contradictions, 'it the 
Administratio4's account ; of 
those fatefa enCoun -tare bed . 
tween American destroYera 
and North Vietnamese PT 

• 

witlng both. the. the minority" 
'add'- majority reports --; an& • , 
raising questions that Aar  
Administration , would ,haytp. 
preferred be. left unasked 
. about the treaty's inspection, 

.„•eprovisions- and its commit, 
-Anent 

 
to arms 'control negrArt 

..atiOns by th,snuclear powerat  
, ,!That' 	-Euler was Allis , 

• to exert • such 'tin imluence; 
was probably the -result ofsn, - 
unusual--  concatenation of a • 
-deep tide running, in the Seh- - 
ate•Mid.  th&personal . talenth. 
of a young historian . seeking,  
a new experience' in' Con- 
gress. 	- 
-When. he -came to the Fcr-;  

_eign _Relations' Conuniffee; 
• from the State Department 

the Senators werairt, - 
a restless mood, seeking tii• 

-reassert what they regarded! 
as. their. ..-constitutional,cpre-4  - • - ! 
rogatives in foreign Pcrlio* 	• 
making Mr. Bader, as a• his, 
torian, former. Foreigt. Sery-
ice officer and inte items. 

- mallet, gave some substance' 
'to. .their 'misgivings.,  
• In' repeated . conferences 
With' Senator .T. W. Fulbrightr 
the. 'committee chairman.  .for 
example, he explained that,it 
Vas- not' list enough to have  
, some hearings on the Tonkin 
Gulf situation, that whatwas, 

. needed"' was' . to reconstruct 
'; the incidents so the conmiito  
rttee. would have- a baste foe _ 

crowexamining . the Penta- 
son. -. ...Tr.% 	 .. Rif t1 

For weeks he accumulated 
'messagesand.rncwements ofJ  
then. destroyers on a chart,: 
By-the Erne Robert S. WNW. 
manor,. appeared for his' con 
frontation,. - the coMmittes • 
probably .. knew: as much • 

.,'about-'the incidents an-clid. ') • 
• the Secretary of Defense.. "Nib 	•  

his dealings with Senn: 
,:tore,. Mr., Bader has had thei 

assets of s 	=ruffle& •• 
,,manner and a • respectolor 
their Vanity:, Unlike_ some) 
Ni-:academic, 

. does, not look down onkthm. 
"Senate as an institutiorriunD 
appreciates that Sentitonr-ex-. 

• pact their adviserkto staythe 
the , ,background.' • - 	3o 

. '. Ptul Conklin for Molly*,  Yorkroveo, 
Reified the questionspict 

s ' . pfesentec t the iseistei•;;,If,  

beats: 
WOrkinerreliiluttered ' 

desk  ,-  yfta_piagre of hit-
"Squadron of A3:21-  before,  
liknasa rerninderhe begau • 
calling the iSenators atten-

' ft= tot. the arms control impli-
cations of the drive to de-
velop an ABTA) system and 
the .- secret" efforts ' of 'the 
Army to develop. chemical- 

'bacteriological . warfare. 	, 
When the _nuclear. nonpro,  

!iteration treaty. was sub-  
•mitted to the Foreign Rela- 
'ant Committee; it was Mr. 

ider who guided Its prog.. 
ma through,:the, committee. 


