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Firse, a6 ta tha matter of relalive prtoritiea. X conaidex that 

your m e  ssagea and bsrdget requests haw made clcaz that a broad1 y 

baaed national upace program bar high priority a d  should be pursued 

Yip~tonsly. However, it &so seem$ deax that ammg the various im- 

portant space projects, the manned lunar landing effort ha8 the bigheat 

priority. Thir haa become B clcar~cut  national objective. You have 

apprvvcd the abtignnieot of a DX rstingl to Mcrcuxy. Saturn, axad ~ p l l o .  

becbuec they rsptaeeneed such criticat building Wocka in the m#nned . - 

lunar effort. 

Consequently, J would C O ~ G ~ ~ G  that, outside @C defense field, 

the activities related to the lunar project abould be considered as having * * 
a higher priority than other spate projects. In arriving at such a cba+ 

clueion, however, 1 do not diaec lu t  the importance 91 advanced tasearth, 

techndagicd development of auclew tacket engines, a d  other apace 

activities, Rather. X w d d  dimply candude that, at this timc and in 

this budget year, Usore admittedly important apace project6 should not 

be accorded a* high priority a6 the manned lunar lad ing  pragzarn. 
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Seesfid, as tb tba quartion of & f iscal yeax 1963 6upplbmtsntal 

for the m w c d  lunar landing program, L a m  advised tbat ~ u c h  additional 

f u d a ,  if t h e k  urns vare obtained in time. might rtep up the launch date 

a few months or at teast mi@t give Bornewhat greater alburance Chat 

the target date as echedded would be met. h my judgment: however. 

such pas sibi3itica do not war rant requesting a *upplementd, provided 

that NASA doea obtain for FY 1964 the amount of funds deetxed necessary 

to  meet the 1967 target date. 

In earning to that conciunion. I bavc wei@ed the following factora: 

(1) Doubt that a crupplernental would sq@y addititma1 h d s  saic ient ly  in 

wlvaact of the paerbac of the FY 1964 apptqwiatctiom to make a major 

difference in schedule attairxnent; Possible adverse effect upon the 

F'Y I964 requart. if pressure i~ put on to obtain a ~upp~erntntal for FY 1963; 

and (3) Qlreatien ar ta wtrethar tha Gangte~e would willingly permit NASA 

ttt cbnuhit f w d 8  bared rlpu expe~tatidn af fabare favorable action on rha 

aupplemcntd. 

U. of caurse. it becme clear that the manned lunu Iaading pro- 

gram d d  auifer scriourly in the ab~ence d a supplcrnentd. I w d d  

I f a v o ~  it regardem of !.he opposing arguments. However, I do not believe 

that such caee has been made, 


