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’TSTERDAY THAT THE ALASKAN-SIBERIAN-NORTHERN CANADIAN AREA MIGHT BE E
BEST PLACE TO SET UP A TRIAL OF AN AERIAL INSPECTION SYSTEM TO GUARB
AGAINST ANY SURPRISE ATTACK BY EAST OR WEST.
INFORMED SOURCES SAID A DECISION FAVORING THIS NOTHERN AREA MAY BE
REACHED SOON,
5/15-P1118A-
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| A—Well, I think that they
have reached a point there-

where it may be appropriate.
that ‘He should come back
again. There have i
forward, I think, a total of fif«
teen different proposals; they
‘have gone through their

-agenda; and I think that.itis.
possible that a stage has heen

reachd to make it desirable’
for Governor Stassen to come:
back again. * There has been
no fina :
that. respect, probably there

will not be for a day or two,.

but that is one of the things.
being thought about.,

- Q—Mr. Secretary, just for
clarification, are you saying
that the reunification for Ger-

many is still & prime condition

for consideration of any secu-
rity arrangement in Europe?

A~—I said that we would.

not deal with disarmament in
{ Burope in any way which could
bear upon the reunification of
Germany unless we were in
that respect working in close
| cooperation with Chancellor
! Adenauer and the Federal Re-
publie, .
Q.—Does that rule out that
pilot area for Central.Europe
that has been discussed as a

test for inspection and other

devices for security ?
A—Well, as I sald in an«
swer to an earlier question, we
do not exclude the possibility
of having such a zone ih Eur~
¥ ope. If there is such a zone
{ "in Europe, it would have to be
I worked out in cooperation with
» NATO, with the Federal Re-
public. There are ve con-
jderable complications about
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.mind: on_that: from" the Su-
. preme. Court? A —Yes: IT-will
.do it. through Mr, Berding.
- My le%fa!'adviser got 4his up
-several weeks ago. .~ .
Q.—Mr, Secretary, doés that
now-niean that you-are wait-
ing for the news%a:per- frater-
ity to come u;i) with-a proposal
still for meeting. this question
.. of newsmen traveling into Red
Ching? ~+ - - . =l
i A~I have indicated that it~
. 13 possible that the news gath-
. eYing community might be
“able to ‘devise a plan suffi-
ciently Hmited so that I would
feel that. it- could- be accepted

- consistenly :with our foreign
policy objectives: A numbeér of
‘suggestions have been -made
more or:less of an. Indiyidual
character along ‘those. lines
which. - we —-are. .
‘Whether. or not -they. can be
reconcilgd ; with - the - foreign
policy -objectives, and whether
or not:they .would be accepted.
by the flews gathering frater-
nity ag & whole are two ques-
tions. which are not yet an-

being' studied: .- S
Looks tu-€Courts on Passports

Q~~—Mr, Secretary, there has
been' sorhe.worry expressed in
editorial and on thte part of
publishers - that the position
you have take non a Constitu-
tional question you enunciated
in. your letter to Mr. Sulz-
berger means in essence, since
you control passports, that the
American press can cover for-
eign news only on the suffer-
ance of the Becretary of State.
-Is "this ‘3 correct interpreta-
[ tlon?la o N
: ‘€L.——_No,‘I would say it is
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swered, but both of which are |

“Gorreet.. interpretation. |

ur standpoint.,
o @Qe—Mr. Secretary, do you
consider it -possible or desir-
able for a foreigner to cover
news for American news
sources ? A.—No, I don’t think
is as desirable; but in these
matters you have got to strike
', balance of conveniece.
Q.—Mr, Secretary, doesn't
your policy amount fo using
newsmen as & weapon to force
" the Red Chinese to do what
we_want them to do? A—It is,
I think, a policy which is de-
signed to secure respect for
American citizens, American
lives, and the American pass-
port throughout the . world.
Q.—To put it another way,
sir: Is it not true that your
pollicy. amounts to making the
press, the American press, an

‘8tudylng. 4 instrument of American for-

eign policy? A.—No, Because
our policy applies not only to
- the American press, but to all
Americans, -

© Q.—Mr. Secretary, could I

- ask you an ethical point on

this: Would it be correct to in-
fer from what you have sald
that we would not be violating
the spirit of your regulations
if we were to employ a foreign
national to cover news in Com-
munist China ? .
A.—That is quite right, be-
cause the United Stateg Gov-
ernment has no responsibility
for the welfare and safety of
the national of another coun-
try. Our responsibility is to
protect Americans wherever
they go, and there is no Amer-
ican that can even waive that
right, That is a right which
inheres in the natlon. And it
is not consistent, I think, with
the dignity and respect for
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TRy
Awaits Arab Envoys

Q.—Mr. Secretary, as you |
know, over the week-end there

was made public a rather dra- f

matic appeal by Messali Hadj |
[president of the Algerian Na- |
tional Movement]*to President
Eisenhower - to speak out
against French atrocities in
Algeria, and - as a group of |

Arab envoys are coming to see |7

you here later in the week on |,
the same issue, do you. think
there is anything we can do
about that situation?
A.~—Well I don't know that
there i3, We are walting to
see, of course, what these gen-
tlemen have to bring to us,

.and wouldn't want to antlei-

pate the result of ‘their visit.

Q.—Mr.  Secretary, Presi-
dent [Synghman]. Rhee of
South Kores has indicated that
the United States has assured
him that modern weapons will
be sent to Korea. Could you
say if this means the United
States is considering altering
the armistice agreement with
the Chinese Communists or
the North Koreans? ’

A,—The armistice agreement
has to be interpreted, I think,

in § realistic way, It was made [Mti

nearly five years ago, presums-
ably for a brief duration, and
called for a replacement of
weapons onfy on a piece-by«
piece basis of comparable
quality, Well, now in the pass-
age of that five years much

of the stuff that was there is [P8l

no longer made, has become
obsolete. Therefore, it is not
practical to replace it exactly
&1 a like-for-like basis, and.

ere must be some elasticity
theére, Furthe

ore, we have




