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---4:)0 D.r. J:...iau-s~r advises t~t.ii Toin eall,s in. 
he &hquld be teld that the .Roger$ mer.no re post-Apollo 
wa$ not ~ket>t to the Pr~Csident but was r-ettt1'ned t~ RQgers:. 
With the underata.n(J,i-ng that the rr.at.ter req,uir~d more s-tudy. 

Th.e ini:tial readiaus ~f~s:ing¢r _a-n4 D~vi4W~J:"¢ . negative 
with re:;Jpect to continuiD:g the progra-tr_.. 
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~is'trihution List: 
/7/J.~~ 

-ONFIDE1-'fTil\b 
Mr. Whitehead 
Amb. Washburn IVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 
Peter Flanigan OF TELECOMMUNICATIONS POLICY 

WASHINGTO: ., ...I.C. 20504Mr . Scalia 
OFFICEvfo' THE DIRECTORMr. Doyle 

Mr. Lamb 
March 25, 1971Mr. Thornell . i 

Col. Olsson ·I 
. iHE RECORD 

·I 
I 

furopean Cooperation (Telecon with Col Behr) I 
i 

~ . '· 

i 
hr concerning disposition of the memorandum 
I . . 

~ate to the President regarding European 
~ Apollo Space Program. -1 briefly repeated 
r to Colonel Behr and concluded by expressing 
p that the Executive Office should closely 
Is involved and that the Administration should 
decision to support European participation. 

. . . 

ts were not very expansive but, nevertheless, :I 
i 

··~ -...... ... - ~~""'""' .............. c u ......morandum v. ..... ;;; being refurned.to Secret;;. .. v :I 

.1:\.U~~::: .n; with the fui.:i.owin!l commeni:s: 

1. The President did not want to get "locked in" to European 
participation at this time. 

2.___ That there.were many issues other than INTELSAT which 
must. be studied before a final decision is made. 

3. . That the Secretary of State is to continue the negotiations . 
without establishing commitments. 

. \ 
i 

I also indicated to Colonel Behr that the Post Apollo negotiations 
should be stretched out so that issues would not surface that would 
be detrimental to the INTELSAT negotiations. He agreed, but 
suggested this was a tactical matter to be left to the judgment of the 
Department of State. 

G. F. Mansur 
Deputy Director 
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EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 
OFFICE OF TELECOMMUNICATIONS POLICY 

WASHINGTO:., ...J.C. 20504 

OFFICE C.F THE DIRECTOR 

March ZS, 1971 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD 

Subject: Post Apollo European Cooperation (Telecon with Col_ Behr) 

I spoke with Colonel Behr concerning disposition of the memorandum 

· from the Secretary of State to the President regarding European
. . . 

participation in the Post Apollo Space Program. I briefly repeated 

our views on this matter to Colonel Behr and concluded by expressing 

Mr . .Whitehead's opinion that the Executive Office should closely 

examine the manyissues involved and that the Administration should 

not make a precipitous decision to support European participation. 


. . . . . . 
. . 

.. . ·Colonel Behr' s comments were not very expansive but; · nevertheless, 
1-.;:; di..: ~~.:1.te that the memorandum Vv .... .; being returned to Secreta..... 
L\.U~t:!L'l::> with the fvi.i.owin~ comments: 

1. The President did not want to get "locked in" to European 

participation at this time. 


Z. That there were many issues other than INTELSAT which 

must b~"'Studied before a final decision is made. 


3. That the Secretary of State is to continue the negotiations 

without establishing commitments. 


I also indicated to Colonel Behr that the Post Apollo p.egotiations 

should be -stretched out so that issues would not surface that would 

be detrimental to the INT ELSAT negotiations. He agreed, but 

suggested this was a tactical matter to be left to the judgment of the 

Department of State. 


G. F. Mansur 

. Deputy Director 
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.March 23, 1971
·.· < . r; 

. .. ·:· .. '·\: .. ·_.... :: 
-.-TO: T
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. .. 

:. 
•·· 

,., ·.
J- Mr. Johns?il~ ____ .__ _ 

a~~~~~:l~:~ p~~l~u~~~=::mp~=t!~~i~~ .·. ..···. 
- ~ On February 22, 1971 in a meeting Hith the President 
Science Adviser, Ed David, referred informally in 
course of a wider discussion to the talks which I 

- led on .February ·11-12 with the Europeans on their 
participation in -tl)e . post-Apollo program. Messrs. 

;. 
Flanigan and Ehrlichman were present, but not Dr. 

-Kissinger. _ The . report of ·the meeting which subsequently
leaked out was that' in- light of the problems which 

<· were described to him, the President _took a negative _ 
·-· __ ·. :view of the efforts to engage the ·participation of the 

"- ~:·~ropeans in the post-Apuilo prograrp. 

_ · • ·Whether accurate .or not, the existence of the re­
- port of alleged Piesidential disaff~ction is impai~ing 
· our efforts to develop US positions on which we can · 

proceed with further negot i.3.L..ions with the Europt:">_, _ns. 
' : ; .-v ... _ . 

·., , The -attached memorandum to the President _is de:.. 
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2): ;·,,;;!.,;ty;,;',?j;~i.:';tyi!o.i~\Nnm1FoR TIIE 
.. · · · · . ·:_~. · : _,. Subject: E~~ropenn P~rticipation 
:, ·' : '< ; _ .,:?:: ·_~.·~:· · :. :.· / ·'·\' · :\::_ ' ~·.. _. P~st-Apo,.l,.lo Space.. Pr~r.ram 

·'·' "· <As you 'knoH, since . late 1969 nr. Paine nnd 
subsequently .Dr. Lo-r:, on the staff of NAS/\, have 

·been exploring with :·?estern Eul'OJ>O, ·canadn, .Ja1)an 
and Australia the nossihilitv of their substantial 
participation in the post-Ap~llo Space TranspDrta­
tion System Pror!T<li"l. The liJcstern Furopcm1. counn·ies 
_have expressed considerable interest. Consequ~n~ly, 
thP~n have b~cn tw6 nolitic~l~lcvcl rneetin~s - with · 

.·.· th'='• ~uroncan · Snn.c~ Ci:mfo1·Ance T0nrcs~r,ted 1\v Thno • 
· · · i.cfc ·vrl'­ ·(fun;!e1· Bel.vl<~n 

hi 
Prime ', ;:t;ti~;t:'er' ) · ti :t't(:- -t:h<': 

~clegntion beaded Alex )ohn~on on our side. The 
. last rneetin~ was held on Fchruarv 11 and 12 here in 

' · Washington, ~ and we are now in th~ process of · · 
·.··.: flT"':'aring a 1-';ri tten statcnent of our vie•,~s for 

transmittal within the next ten dayi or so to the 
:European Space Confcyence. . .. .. . . 

The rnost difficult political issue that · has 
·erocrged from these discussions is the European · 

. insistence that if they give up their 0-1.<JD launcher 
program to participate in our post-Apollo program 
they l'cquirc an assu1·ancc that we will launch 

. regional telccom~unication satellites of interest 
to thorn. On our side the problc~ is how to do so 

without dcrogatinn our rcs~onsibility to our other 
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partners ancl to ourselves for the success of the 
 single global INTELSAT syster1. 

.
 

· ·· . l~uc11 hard haTgain:J.n~ Hill he required before 
B basis for the resolution of this issue is reached 
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. ...... &. ... ,dO not tlTI(iOrCSl.J.Inavv 

felt that prospects for success are reasonable 
and plan to continub our efforts to engage Europc~n 

:participation in the progrnm. HoHevor, before .. 
·..- ~ -entering the riext phase of tho negotiations I have 

~· 

·. fol t it prudent to chec1( \-ii th you to ensure our 
effort~ ~ontinue to in accord with your views. 

. ::··.> 

' ~ .... • ' 

.· .-..... ·· . • · 

·.: ~ .. 

·?'. 

.._ _ 

·. ·. . 

·. : __ 

.. . 

. _.: . 

.. : ­
.. ~ 

. •' ' ... ~.. : 

:·.· 

:_:· 

. : ' ·?'':' .· 

.-' :.. · ·· 

·:,. _: 

-·-r · 




