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innovati e recess approach as a means of UNITED STATES MUST MAINTAIN sea and must possess naval strength to 

protect their vital interests. Having few 
interests of her own on the oceans of the 
World, the Soviet Union has built a 

making e spent both here in Wash- NAVAL SUPERIORITY 
ington an e district much more pro- . 
ducttve. HON. BILL CHAPPELL, JR. 

Nayy tailored to counter Weste aval 
"ch the adjudicatory 

ded up would be by 
mandating that the al process be a 24-
hour occurrence. I fin ·t quite antitheti­
cal to the concept of j tice when at 5 
p.m. the courts and jud s close down 
for the day. What is the oblem with 
having shifts so that courtr ms do not 
go vacant while the accused si for days 
waiting to have his fate det · ed? 

OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 18, 1975 

strength and to take advan of the 
oceanic dependence of the t. U.S.-
U.S.S.R. asymmetries with gard to al­
liance struct'ilre, depende ce on mari-Mr. CHAPPELL. Mr. Speaker, the vital time communieations, h' ry and geog-

importance of a strong and viable na- rat>hy, and naval m· ons dictate that 
tional defense must be recognized as the we ·maintain a first- te Navy. A strong 
greatest deterrent to war and essential if Nayy with the abil' to concentrate nav­the world is to remain at peace. I, therefore, appeal to my colleagues to al forces goes al g way toward counter-

Whether it be a guilty or innoc 
diet, justice demands that there 
quick resolution to the issue. If we 
cept the theory that justice is inde 
blind, we must make this change. 

profoundly consider the dangerous im- ing Soviet infl nee where our interests 
plications of resigning this Nation to a and objectiv overlap. But if our Navy is 

a national defense policy which guaran- clearly inf or to theirs, the Soviets can 
be expec forcefully and frequently to 

DR. CARL E. BOZZO, D.D.S. 

HON. NORMAN Y. MINETA 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 18, 1975 
Mr. MINETA. Mr. Speaker, I would 

like to call to the · attention of this dis­
tinguished body, an individual who lives 
and works in my congressional district, 
and whose business, civic, and community 
achievements deserve special recognition. 

Dr. Carl E. Bozzo, D.D.S., after leaving 
the Nayy moved to the town of Gilroy in 
southern Santa Clara County in 1958. 
He made it his home and opened a dental 
practice which was immediateiy success­
ful, and has remained so ever since. Dr. 
Bozzo's lucrative practice has enabled 
him to play a significant part in the 
progressive controlled growth of South 
Santa Clara County through a number 
of land development ventures. 

He has been. instrumental in bringing 
to South Santa Clara County an attrac­
tive, richly landscaped garden apartment 
community. This complex features heated 
swimming pools and a professionally 
supervised day-care center. Dr. Bozzo has 
also 'been involved in projects to estab 
lish a professional center, a townho 
complex, vineyards, farms, and a 
po.sed theme-oriented entertai 
complex. 

Dr. Bozzo has been extremely tive in 
civic and community affairs as ell. He is 
a part director of Hope for t etarded, 
a cofounder of the Santa ra County 
Association for the Re i:led, a part 
chairman of the Heart Drive, on the 
boa.rd of directors of th San Jose Sym­
phony, and the Americ Cancer Society, 
and a charter member nd a cofounder of 
the Gilroy Jaycees. I 1974 Dr. Bozzo was 
named Citizen of Decade by the Gil­
roy Chamber of mmerce. 

Therefore, o the occasion of an 
awards banq given in his honor by 
the Construe ion Council of Northern 
California and the Home Builders Insti­
tute of America on June.30, 1975. I urge 
you to join me in commending Dr. Carl 
Bozzo, who has done much to improve 
the overall quality of life for the people 
who live in southern Santa Clara county 
which is in the congressional district that 
I have the honor of ;representing. 

tees our Navy's inferiority vis-a-vis the challen our ability to utilize the seas in 
Soviets. of our national policy. 

The United States emerged from World To Y our Nayy is charged with pro-
:War II with the largest and most capa- tee g national interests in both the 

e na".al force. the world has ever known antic and the Pacific with combat 
a with undISputed supremacy across rces comparable in numbers to our 
the ceans seas of. the.world. At that , 939 Nayy Our 1975 Nayy is immensely 

e British mamtamed the only /. ,. ·rful · b I te te d its other . J'or oceangoing na Y and e mo:c.powe . ma so.ll: . rms, an . Y ' v ind1VIdual unit capab1ht1es for protec-was f only moderate size compa tion of the sea lanes are almost beyond with U.S. orces. The naval mon Iy . · th which the nited States enjoye , to- with thf'. 1939 Navy. But e 
gether with t historic concept a "free- oppositions capabihty has grown, 
dom of the s s " enabled t United and our forward deployment reqmre­
States to succe 'ully adopt "forward ments in two. oceans far exceed those of 
defense strategy" at comp! ented the the old :Asiatic Fleet. 
economic bonds an ther f ms of inter- The size of our naval force has been 
dependence which re ndamentally reduced from 976 ships 1968 to its 
predicated on free use e high seas. rent level of about 500 ships. The pi:ese 

In the past 25 year e Soviet Nayy state of our Navy is good; if our 
has evolved from a re uilt and em- new construction programs are real­
ployed primarily tc;f defe the Soviet they must be if we are t? re­
littoral to a timized to mama first-rate naval power-it will be 
counter U.S. nay,il.l capabiliti and our even . . . . 
use of the seas;' Since sea de I forces A credible capab1hty to ut1hze and 
may be conceQi'rated and employ selec- protect sea lines of is 
tively, the J6ission of der.ial is asier fundamental to our. national 
than control. This growin So- and economic. well-bemg. This 
viet sea capability has tende to is also essential to the credibility of our 
erode c dence in u.s. ability to de staring power during crisis situations. 
aggre on or influence events in distan ThIS fact has not been lost on our poten-

s of the world tial adversaries. To the degree that our 
e Soviet Union °is essentially a land ea lines can be interdicted, then to that 

er. She is not greatly dependent upon me degree the of our 
e use of the seas to maintain her eco- be eroded. It IS, therefore, Vital 

omic or political integrity ·with her the United States maintain. an ability 
European allies. The Soviet's significant to . the seas as necessary-in peace, in 
commitment of resources to increased crisIS, nd in war. This task cannot be 
naval capability cannot be explained hed a second-class sea-
solely in terms of a sea denial objective. . . e SoVIets _have in 
This increased military capability has al- bmldmg impressive maritime force 
lowed the Soviet Union increasingly to capable o challenging our use of the 
become involved in international affairs seas. Altho h the free world has lost its 
and in attempts to exert greater inftu- at ea, it cannot afford to 
ence in the international forum. its superiorit To do so would inVIte 

Conversely, the United States is-and disaster. 
always has been-critically dependent on 
unimpeded access to the oceans of the 
world. More than 70 percent of the U.S. 
trade is with overseas nations while al­
most all Soviet trade is with satellite or 
Western European nations. While all of 
the major allies of the Soviet Union are 
contiguous most of our important allies 
are overseas and the U.S. military sup­
port that reallY counts for these allies is 
that which can be projected across the 
oceans. The Western Alliance is an 
oceanic alliance, and without the free­
dom to fully utilize the sea the alliance 
is not viable. 

The United States and many members 
of the Western Alliance are seapowers 
by necessity; they are dependent on the 
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Wednesday, June 18, 1 5 
Mr. KETCHUM. Mr. Speaker°'; .. ! am 

pleased to commend the efforts of an in­
dustrious group of young people within 
my district, and I ask that my colleagues 
join with me. 

The Bishop, Calif., High School Band, 
unanimously designated as "official am­
bassadors of the city of Bishop'' by the 
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FYI. Your copy of the letter and 
questions and answers. 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

June 25, 197 5 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

In response to the request for information stated in H. Res. 552 in 
the House of Representatives, I am happy to provide information to 
the Committee to clarify the sale to Jordan of both the HAWK and 
REDEYE anti-aircraft missile systems. Answers to the specific 
questions posed in House Resolution 552 are attached. 

Both sales were undertaken after the most careful consideration by 
appropriate agencies and officials of the Government and after care­
fully weighing all factors bearing on U.S. interests in the area and 
our relationship with Jordan. This particular transaction was not 
taken in isolation, but was considered in the overall perspective of 
past, current, and projected events throughout the Middle East, and 
the policies of other states toward the Middle East. 

"Our relationship with Jordan has for many years been mutually bene­
ficial. Jordan has supported our broader goals in the Middle East, has 
encouraged moderation, and has contributed significantly to the peace 
of the region. The length of the boundary between Jordan and Israeli­
administered territory on the West Bank and at Jordan's geographic 
location between Israel, Syria, Iraq and Saudi Arabia makes clear 
the importance of a moderate Jordan with close ties to the United 
States as a major contributing factor to regional stability and tranquility. 

An essential element in the maintenance of such a relationship has been 
the ability of Jordan to protect itself from attack and the willingness of 
the United States to provide reasonable assistance in enabling it to 
maintain such an ability. For this reason we have collaborated closely 
in helping Jordan meet its legitimate defense needs since 1970, in the 
wake of Jordanian actions to repel outside attack, suppress Palestinian 
Fedayeen activity internally and generally establish security. Since 
that time, the U.S. Government has undertaken to replace combat 
losses and assist in the modernization of the Jordanian armed forces. 
There have been regular meetings at least once a year since 1970 
between top level representatives of the U.S. and Jordanian military . 
establishments. Congress has supported this policy by appropri~Q.ltg '"'1r& 

the following security assistance funds: {;f c-:~, · 
\ '
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Grant Materiel (millions) 

1970 - $ • 2 
1971 - $28.9 
1972 - $38. 0 

1973 - $33. 5 
1974 - $39. 0 
1975 - $59. 9 

FMS Credits 

1970-$0 
1971 - $30 
1972-$10 

1973 - $ 0 
1974 - $ 0 
1975 - $30 

Jordan's need for an air defense capability and its supply by the United 
States have been the subject of discussion between the two countries since 
that time. The October 1973 war in the Middle East gave particular 
urgency to this question. Jordan, alone among its neighbors, has no 
viable air defense system and its interest in improving its air defense 
capabilities grew as a result of increasing quantities of sophisticated 
aircraft in the inventories of neighboring states and the offers to Jordan 
of air defense weaponry manufactured in the USSR and Western Europe. 
The U.S. supply of some type of air defense system for Jordan thus 
became a gauge of our relationship to that country and our support for 
its moderate policies during a period when it was increasingly under 
pressure and isolated from other Arab countries precisely because of 
its moderate stand. 

Within this framework, in principle in February 1975, the Jordanian 
request was reviewed comprehensively within the U.S. Government during 
1974, and in early 1975 the Defense Department conducted a study based on .. 
in-country review of Jordanian air defense requirements. The findings of 
the study team, together with comments by the Departments of State and 
Defense, and further specific requests by the Jordanians were reviewed 
by the President prior to reaching a decision in principle in February 
1975, which was communicated to King Hussein of Jordan on April 29. 
Agreement was reached on a modest air defense system and training 
package, to be phased over a period of several years. The details of 
the agreement, including the Letter of Offer, are now being worked out. 

In providing the Committee with information on these two arms sales 
we have done our best to be responsive to the requests contained in 
H. R. 552. As I am sure the Committee will recognize and appreciate, 
many of the questions seek information which is related to the security 
posture of a friendly country with which we have had a long and extensive 
military supply relationship. Unauthorized exposure of certain details 
might jeopardize the security of Jordan, as well as our close relationship 
with that country. Other questions seek information about a contracting 
process which is not yet complete. Still other questions to~~Ojb~he 
nature of advice and recommendations provided to the Pre,~aent an~\ 
are directly related to Executive Branch internal decision ~ocessei;-.: 

\:·~~ .;· 
,-;:.. 
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Nevertheless, we have made every effort within these constraints to 
provide the Committee with the information we believe adequate to 
an understanding of the purposes and policies underlying the President's 
decision to provide HA WK and REDEYE missiles to Jordan. Therefore, 
we believe H. R. 552 is unnecessary. 

Sincerely, 

~Ftt::!t·~'f 
Assistant to the President 

Attachments 

The Honorable Thomas Morgan 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D. C. 20515 

.. 



·, 
(1) ~ How and when the sale to Jordan of the HAWK and REDEYES missile 

system were initated, including the date, nature, and substance of 
the first approach of the Government of Jordan to any agency of the 

United States? 

- and-

(2) What military equipment, if any, in addition to the HAWK and REDEYE 
missile systems were sought by Jordan at or about the time of this 

approach? 

Answer 

The armed forces of Jordan have felt a need for an air defense system since the 
1967 war. This need was clearly stated in 1970, at the time of the Syrian incursion 
into Jordan and was confirmed in the findings of the U.S. officials who conducted 
an analysis of Jordanian military needs at that time. However, at that point the 
degree of severity of the; air threat, and the defensive capabilities of air defense 
missile systems were not fully recongnized. A higher priority and urgency was 
placed on ground equipment, such as tanks, and Jordan had tight budgetary 
restraints. For these reasons, Jordan did not press its request, although it had 
communicated to the USG its desire for air defense weapons, including HAWKs 

and REDEYEs . 

Subsequently, in March 1973, the United States was asked to reevaluate the 
military requirements for Jordan. Again the need for an air defense system was 
stated by the Jordanian military, understood by the U.S. analysts, but relegated 
to a lesser priority. Air defense was not included in subsequent arms transfers 
stemming from the early 1973 analysis. 

The October 1973 Mideast war clearly demonstrated the • vulnerability of 
Jordanian ground forces to air attack. As a result, Jordanian pressures to 
obtain air defense became intense. These concerns were clearly stated to the 
United States on many occasions by many representatives of the Jordanian Govern-

ment. 

The extensive arms request list which Jordan submitted in December 1973 included 
a mix of anti-tank weapons, armor, artillery, and ":ircraft and three types of air 
defense weapons in addition to the HAWK: the REDEYE missile, the CHAPARRAL 
missile, and the VULCAN anti-aircraft gun. This represented the point in time 
when very serious consideration began on providing air defense systems. At a 
conference held in 1974, the US and Jordanian representatives agreed to,_>on­
sider only a much reduced version of the December request as the bas· £0:rfc(l4>d\ 

grant aid and FMS credit program to be funded in FY 1975. The res tlng abbr~ 
viated list included no air defense weapons; however, Jordanian rep rr. sentativEj 
indicated their continued interest in obtaining such equipment. .._.:o~ 

.. 



(3) 
Whether and when the request was referred to the office of the Assistant 
Secretary of Defense for International Security Affairs, and any recorded 
conclusions made by that office with respect to the significance, potential 
impact, and purpose of the proposed sale. 

Answer 

The office of the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Internati;,nal Security Affairs, 
as well as all other appropriate and concerned portions of the Executive have 
been involved in constant evaluation and analysis of all aspects of artns trans­
actions with the Governinent of Jordan since the inception of our close military suppl 
relationship In 1970. The analysis has been under constant review and modifica­
tion to relfect the realities of the Middle East situation, and the objectives of 
United States foreign policy in the region. Conclusions and assessments frotn 
that office have been integrated into other studies and are reflected in the final decisions in the matter. 

• 



(4) Whether and when the request was referred to the Bureau of Politico­
Military Affairs of the Department of State, and any recorded conclusions 
made by the Bureau with respect to the potential impact of the requested 
sale upon United States foreign policy in general, and with respect to the 
Middle East, in particular, including the potential impact of the requested 
sale on the balance of power in the Middle East, relations with Israel, the 

defense of Israel and Israsli-administered territory, relations between 
Jordan and the other Arab States, relations between Jordan and the Soviet 

Union, relations between Jordan and the Palestinians, the political stability 

of Jordan, including the maintenance in power of the Hussein regime, and 
the economic conditions in Jordan. 

Answer 

The Department of State, including the Bureaus of Politico-Military Affairs 
and Near Eastern and South Asian Affairs considered thoroughly the poten­
tial impact of the Jordanian request upon United States foreign policy in 
general and with respect to the Middle East. The absence of even a 
nominal air defense system for Jordan had become, by late 1974, a matter 

of considerable importance to the Government of Jordan and its army, their 

attitudes toward the United States and the overall policy which Jordan 
would pursue in the future. Morale among the Jordanian Armed Forces 
had deteriorated as a result of their vulnerability to air attacks, yet a 
loyal, effective army is clearly an indispensable support for King Hussein 
and his policies. Neighboring countries such as Syria and Iraq had 
excellent air defense weapons supplied by the USSR, while Israel, 
Iran and Saudi Arabia had air defense weapons supplied by the United States. 

At the Arab summit meeting in Rabat in November, 1974 subsidies 
were pledged for the purpose of Jordanian military purchases, thus removing 
a major obstacle to the acquisition of air defense weaponry. Iri. the absence 

of a positive response from the United States on the supply of air defense 

weaponry, alternative sources of supply became real possibilities. Missiles 

manufactured by other countries were offered to Jordan. King Hussein and 
his advisors did not accept these offers, reiterating their preferance for a 
continuing close military relationship with the United States. At the same 

time, the King also made clear the importance he attached to the early 
conclusion of a deal with the US for air defense weaponry. 

The Department of State concluded in December 1974 that the dispatch 
of an air defense survey team to Jordan would be in the national interest 
of the United States, strengthening Hussein's internal position and reinforcing 
Jordan's policies of moderation at a time when Jordan was under heavy 



political pressure from outside forces (including the PLO) and when the 
morale of its armed forces was suffering from the absence of any air 
defense. The sale of HAEK and REDEYE missiles, it was judged, 
would not alter the overwhelming military superiority which Israel 
enjoys vis-a-vis Jordan, but should contribute significantly to the 
confidence of the Jordanian military in their ability to deter attack on 
their country from any direction, thus helping to support a mode rate and 
responsible government and maintain its close ties to the US. The Presi­
dent approved the State Department recommendation for the dispatch of 
the air defense survey team to Jordan. 



(5) Whether and when the request was referred to the systems project 
manager of a military service, and any recorded conclusions of that 
manager with respect to the sale, including conclusions as to price, 
delivery date, and private industry production needs, together with any 
record of the factors and considerations that manager brought to bear 
in making those conclusions. 

Because of its complexity, the Jordanian request for air defense weapons 
was evaluated on the technical level by a team of experts from the Services 
under the auspices of the Office of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. The team 
was required to conduct an analysis based on in- country examination of 
Jordan's air defense posture to assist in reaching decisions on appropriate 
US assistance to Jordan in this area. The team, representing all Service 
views, surveyed the Jordanian requirements, analyzed the nature and 
adequacy of air defenses in Jordan in February 1974, and outlined options 
for an air defense system. The team's report described the estimated 
price and availability of the pertinent US weapons, the military impact 
of each option on neighboring countries, and the requirements for training 
and follow-on maintenance. In developing this information the team 
maintained contacts and obtained requisite information from appropriate 
logistical agencies and systems managers within the military Services. 

• 



(6) Whether and when a price and advisability statement was prepared 
by the systems project manager with respect to the requested sale, 
and the contents of that statement. 

Answer 

Price and availability data, and suitability of HA WK, REDE YE and other 
weapons systems were considered by appropriate Service representa­
tives, including project managers. Some changes in price and availability 
have taken place since the original analysis. 



(7) Whether the statement referred to in paragraph (6) was presented to 
the Government of Jordan, and any reactions of that Government to the 
statement? 

Answer 

During the regular conference between US and Jordanian military repre­
sentatives held in early 1975, US official briefed representatives of the 
Jordanian Armed Forces on the findings of the air defense team. As a 
result of this discussion the Jordanians made some minor refinements in their 
proposed air defense package, and confirmed their desire to purchase HA WK, 
REDEYE and other air defense weapons. 

:;~,' 
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(8) The identity of any other person or persons in the Executive Branch, 
including the President, the Secretaries of State and Defense, and any 
member or members of the lnteragency Security Assistance Program 
Review Committee, who evaluated the request, when each such evaluation 
was made, and any recorded conclusions of each evaluating person as to 
the potential impact of the requested sale on the balance of power in the 
Middle East, relations with Israel, the defense of Israel and Israeli-

• 
administered territory, relations between Jordan and the Arab states, 
relations between Jordan and the Soviet Union, relations between Jordan 
and the Palestinians, the political stability of Jordan, including the 
maintenance in power of the Hussein regime, and the economic conditions 
in Jordan. 

As noted in the reply to question number four, factors such as balance 
of power in the Middle East, relations with Israel, etc., were all con­
sidered as part of the process of reaching a final decision on the offer 
of air defense weaponry to Jordan. These factors were analyzed by 
the appropriate government agencies. The President made the final 
decision on the offer of air defense weapons to Jordan based on the 
comments and recommendations of his principal national security 
advisers. 



" 

(9) The contents of any letter of offer prepared with respect to the requested 
sale, and whether such a letter of offer was presented to the Government of 
Jordan, together with any reactions of that Government to any such letter 
so presented. 

Answer 

The Letter of Offer will consist of the standard legal Conditions which 
outline the liabilities and agreements between the purchaser and the 
United States Government pursuant to the Foreign Military Sales Act, 
as amended. The Letter of offer will also list major items together with 
all supporting equipment necessary for making the system operational 
by quantity, estimated price and delivery commitment time frame and 
technical information essential for complete understanding of the im­
plementation phase of the case after acceptance. The Letter of Offer 
has not yet been completed and has not been presented to the Congress 
or the Government of Jordano Therefore no reaction to its contents has 
been receivedo 

. ~~ 
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(10) The details of any financing arrangements made by Jordan 
for such sale, including sources of funds, cash, and credit terms, and 
any other explicit or implicit conditions of financing. 

The financial arrangement ·between the United States Govern­
ment and the Government of Jordan will be entered on the Letter of 
Offer as a dependable undertaking in accordance with Chapter 2, 
section 22 of the Foreign Military Sales Act, as amended. Under 
these terms the Government of Jordan makes a firm commitment to 
pay the full cost of the contract and to make available all necessary 
funds in such amounts and at such times as demanded by the Depart­
ment of Defense. Jordan has not requested and the USG has not offered 
either grant or credit assistance for the purchase of air defense weapons. 
The Administration understands that Jordan can expect assistance from 
friendly Arab governments in financing the HAWK and REDEYE pur­
chases. 



(11) At what point, if any, the sale is to be referred to the 
Congress pursuant to the provisions of the Foreign Military Sales 
Act, as amended. 

• 
The Letter of Offer is currently being staffed within the 

Executive Branch. It is anticipated that this staffing will be 
completed in time for the proposed Letter of Offer to be reported 
to Congress sometime late in July or early August. 
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(12) The detailed substance of the communication (and its date) of the 
favorable disposition of the Government of the United States toward the 
requested sale, and whether any conditions were placed by the United 
States on the making public of the fact or substance of such communication. 

On April 15, the President approved the recommendation of the Depart­
ment of State and Defense that the US agree, in principsi.l, to sell the 
HA WK system, as well as other air defense weapons, to Jordan. Our 
Ambassador in Amman communicated this decision to King Hussein 
prior to his visit to Washington. 

By the time of King Hussein's visit to Washington in April 1975, the 
Jordanians had submitted their final requirements to the Department 
of Defense. The President took the Jordanian assessment of its 
requirements into account in making the final decision to provide air 
defense equipment and training to Jordan, including the HA WK and 
REDEYE. This decision was communicated to King Hussein during 
his visit on April 29. 

The USG placed no conditions upon making it public (see question 13). 



(13) The date and substance of the first announcement by the 
United States Government of the sale, and the recorded conclusions, 
if any, of the executive branch as to the effect of such announcement 
on United States relations with Israel and Jordanian relations with 
the United States, the Soviet Union, other Arab States, .and the 
Palestinians. 

The air defense decision was not announced, since we do not as 
a matter of general policy announce decisions to proceed with prepara­
tion of a Letter of Offer. In early May the Department of State did 
respond to questions from the press about the sale of air defense 
weapons to Jordan by noting that, in the Department's view, the sale 
of such weapons would not upset the balance of power in the region. 



(14) A description of the function, purpose, mode of operation, 
and offensive and defensive capabilities of each of the principal compo­
nents of the HAWK and REDEYE missile systems. 

Will be provided separately, on request, in classified form. 

('Q 
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(15) The identities of those nations to which the United States has 
furnished, or to which the United States has made a commitment to 
furnish, directly or indirectly, each of the components referred to 
in paragraph (14). 

The following countries have been provided with the HA WK Missile System: 
Israel, Greece, Iran, Korea, Taiwan, Japan, Kuwait, ..Spain (under 
Foreign Military Sales procedures); Saudi Arabia, Belgium, the 
Netherlands, Federal Republic of Germany, France, Italy, Sweden 
and Denmark (under commercial contract). 

The United States has agreed to furnish the REDEYE system to the 
following countries besides Jordan: Israel, Australia, Sweden, Greece, 
Federal Republic of Germany and Denmark. 



' . 

(16) The relevant portions of all agreements documents, letters, 
memorandums, and/or other written mateli al in the possession of the 
executive branch which relate to all precausions being taken to insure 
that access to the Hawk missile system, and to technical information about 
its conponents, whether sold or given to Jordan, does not extend, directly 
or indirectly, beyond Jordanian personnel. 

The proposed LOA for the HA WK missile system will contain a standard 
provision which carries out the intent of section 3(a) of the FMSA. This 
provision states that none of the defense articles, components, associated 
equipment, or technical information provided under the sales agreement 
can be transferred to any person, organization, or other government with­
out the written consent of the USG. 

Moreover, DOD carefully evaluates a potential recipient country's ability 
to maintain the security of US-supplied equipment, and the ability to 
provide such security is required before sales are made. 

• 



(17) The relevant portions of all agreements, documents, letters, memorandums, 
and/or other written material in the possession of the executive branch 
which relate to all precautions being taken to insure that neither the HAWK 
missile system nor any of its components falls under the command, directly 
or indirectly, in whole or in part, of other than Jordanian personnel, in­
cluding any steps which are being or which shall be taken to prevent the 
conclusion of agreements for joint military command between Jordan and 
any other country. 

The no-transfer provisions described in question (16) would prohibit Jordanian 
air defense equipment supplied by the US from coming under the command of 
other than Jordanian personnel. There is, of course, no way to ensure absolutely 
that Jordan will comply with US laws under all conditions. However, the 
Jordanian record of compliance has been excellent. At this moment we know of 
no plans for the establishment of a joint military command between Jordan and 
any other country, and our decision to provide air defense weapons to Jordan 
reduces that possibility. 
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(18) The relevant portions of all agreements, documents, letters, memorandums, 
and/or other written material in the possession of the executive branch 
which relate to all contacts, in person or otherwise, between personnel of 
the executive branch, including employees of the State and Defense Depart­
ments, and any representatives of private industry with respect, directly 
or indirectly, to the HAWK missile sale. "Representatives of private in­
dustry" includes, but is not limited to, all Raytheon Company employees 
and agents, all employees and agents of manufacture:r;s of components of 
the HAWK missile system, and all employees and agents of any finance 
institution (including finace institutions controlled or affiliated with any 
foreign government). 

The Department of the Army has not entered into any agreement with Raytheon 
Company (the manufacturer of HAWK) relative to sale of the system to Jordan. 
Raytheon Company and other contractors have furnished proposals for hardware 
in support of this sale, and the data is included in the US Government's offer. 
Only upon acceptance of the Letter of Offer will the Department of the Army nego­
tiate a contract with representatives of private industry. There has been no 
discussion with US financial institutions. As discussed earlier, the Letter of 
Offer, if accepted, will be signed by the Government of Jordan which will then 
be held committed to meeting the financial obligations of the contract. We do not 
anticipate USG involvement in Jordan's negotaitions to secure funds to meet these 
obligations. 

Since the supply of REDEYE missile system to Jordan would be from existing US 
Army assets, there would be no need for discussion with or transmission of 
documents to private industry. 



(19) The relevant portions of all agreements, documents., 
letters, memorandums, and/or other written material in the posses­
sion of the executive branch which relate to all sales commissions or 
fees related, in whole or in part, to the HAWK missile system sale, 
payable by any entity involved in the sale to any person. 

According to the Raytheon Company's proposal of June 9, 1975, 
it was stated that the company has agreements with representatives of 
Jordanian nationality to pay a fee of 2 percent of the contract price. 
This fee is included in the proposal as 2 percent of the "not to exceed" 
price. The names of person or persons acting as representatives on 
behalf of the Raytheon Company have not been furnished by the company. 
The question of whether these costs are properly allowable or will be 
disallowed will be resolved by the contracting officer during contract 
negotiations in accordance with applicable Armed Forces Procurement 
Regulations. 

There are no fees involved in the REDEYE missile transaction. 

.. 



(20) With respect to the REDEYE antiaircraft missile system, 
all of the information sought by this resolution with respect to the 
HAWK missile system. 

• 
Data on the REDEYE system has been answered in the preceding 

paragraphs with that pertaining to HAWK. 

• 




