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last night on the subject of Chinese nuclear capability.

! be attributed to the Secretary of State.
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MR. McCLOSKEY: We have had a number of questions in

the Department this morning growlng out of a broadeast

The following is to be attributed to the Secretary:

"For some time 1t has been known that the Chinese
Communtists were approaching the point where they might be
able to detonate a first nuclear device. Such an ex-
plosion might occur in the near future. If it does occur,
we shall know about it and will make the information
public. It has been known since the 1950's that the
Chinese Communists had been working to develop a nuclear
device. They not only failed to sign but strpngly opposed
the Nuclear Test Ban Treaty which has been signed by over
100 countries. The detonation of a first device does not
mean a stockpile of nuclear weapons and the presence of
modern delivery systems. The United States has fully

anticipated the possibility of Pelping's entry intec the

nuclear weapons ¥leld and has taken it into full account in!
i
determining our military posture and our own nuclear weapons

program. We would deplore stmospheric testing in the face
of serious efforts made by almost all other naticns to pro-
tect the atmosphere from further contamination and to begln

to put limitations upon a spiraling arms race.,' That is to
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Q. What would you say occasioned this statement?

A, There was a broadcast last night dealing with
this subject which raised & number of inguiries in the
Department this morning.

Q. Could you identify the broadcast -- the source
of the broadcast?

A. It was a network televisicon broadeast.

Q. Bob, there have been a number of broadcasts and
articles on this subject in recent Years, could you tell
us what it was? Were there allegations or reports on this
thing that you can cite to which this is directed? I
mean, what occasioned the Sacretary's statement?
| A. I think there was some speculation as to the degre

of imminénce.

Q. In other words, it was indicated that it wasg
imminent ?

A. That was the speculation of the broadcast,yes,
a3 I understood it.

@. Well, in order to make the story make any sense,
that's what I mean.

Q. Bob, as I recall, Under Secretary Harriman when
he wes Assistant Secretary for Far East sald in 1962
the Chinese might explode a device by the end of that year.
Hag there heen any further information that has come to

L the Department's attention which now makes it 1ikeliy?
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A. Well, I wouldn't want to say anything more than
-= and I put this ON BACKGROUND -- from a varliety of
sources, we know that it is quite possible that a first
Chinese nuclear explosion could occur at any time.

Q. You say from a variety of sources?

A. Yes, s8ir.

Q. I believe that the Department has also said that
more than once in the past. Is the current information
believed to be somewhat more suggestive or conclusive?

A. I think that is a fair assumption, yes.

Q. I think in Secretary Harriman's speech -- I am
Just drawing from memory--he indicated in that speech that
it would be by the end of this decade before the Chinese
could deliver. 1Is that still a falr estimate?

A. Here again I am on BACKGROUND, -- the matter of
delivery systems is, I would think, a long way from
realization by the Chinese Communists. That effort, need-
less to sey, 1s a long and difficult process even for a
very highly industrialized nation with a high degree of
sophistication.

Q. Taﬁing that into account, are you prepared to
address yourself in any way to the psychological impact in
Southeast Asia of the detonation of an initial blast?

A. Well, only to say that from ocur own point of view
the explosioh of a first device by the Chinese will not

affect our abllity or our willingness to agsist Asian
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nations to defend themselves against Communist aggressiocn.

Q. That's ON THE RECORD?

A. 'That is ON BACKGROUND.

Q. Has there been any or will there be any consultati
between Washington and Moscow as the prime slgnatories of
the Nuclear Tast Ban Treaty on the implications of a
possible Chinese atmospherlc explosion?

A. I would not want to speculate on just whom we
will be discussing this with at this time.

Q. Can you say that there have been any contacts s0
far regarding this possibility?

A. I don't think I could answer that now. I could s&
that this possibility has been dliscussed with our Allies.

Q. Bob, is the United States absolutely positive
from the techniques and so on that the Chinese have nct or
didn't make any sort of nuclear device up to this time?

A. Yeas, I think so.

Q. You think that?

A. We are satisfied up until now that they have not
detonated any kind of nuclear device.

. Has this discussion with the Allies been recent?

A. Yes.

Q. Could you say where and when?

A. No, I would not be in a position %o be any more

specific now.

T
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Q. Is there any evidence at all of outside aid in
the construction of this device from any country?

A. No, apparently not. The Soviet Union, itts
commonly agreed, withdrew whatever technological assiﬂtance
they were affording several years ago.

Q. Do you have anything tc say on what would be the
effect on the Test Ban Treaty of a non-signatory conducting
atmospherlc tests?

A. No, I would not want to speculate on that at this
time. I would say, as a personal guess, ON BACKGROUND,
that this wouldn't have any drastic effect on the current
Test Ban Treaty.

@. Do you remember offhand whether the treaty con-
tains any clause -- escape clause on the possibility of
a third party conducting tests?

A. As I recall, there 1s some language in the treaty
which permits of abrogation, if you like, in terms of
supreme national interest. I believe that term is used
and I think there is also a clause that calls for a speci-
fied period of notification.

Q. It's 90 days?

A. Three months.

Q. But it doesn't refer specifically to the possi-
bility of a third partyconducting testa?

A. I don't recall any reference to that but I would

want to look at it much more closely to be certain.
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Q. When you're saying there wouldn't be, as a persongl
guess. you said there wouldn't be an effect on the Test
Ban Treaty, were you indicating that the United States
wauld?gzek to resume testing if the Chinese explode a
nuclear device?

A, Say that again.

Q. Were you trying to indicate that the United
States would not seek to abrogate the treaty to resume
testing if the Red Chinese detonated the device?

A. Yes, I don't foresee any initiative by the U.S.
in this direction. Again, I don't see that, as things now
stand, that this will have any affect on the treaty. And
remember, too, that we are talking about something that
hasn't happened yet.

Q. Can you say where in Red China an exploslon might
take place?

A, HNo.

Q. Bob, on another subject, I understand some more
African delegates have arrived. Can you say whether anyone

in the Department will be seeing any of these repregentatlyv

1)

A. No, I am informed that the Forelgn Minister of
Ghana is here and I checked just before I came down and
there have bean no appolntments scheduled for any of these
gentlemen as of now,

Q. Have they met anybedy so far from the Department?
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A. As you know, the Kenya Minister has had talks
with Governor williams. Apparently, no one else has met
anyone in the Department. Ag and when these meetings are

set up, we'll let you KnNow.

Q. What's +he name of the Kenya Minister?

A. Botslio.. First name 1s Kojo.

R ———_ L

Q. When did he arrive?
A. Oh, apparently in the last day or S5O
Q. The Guinean one was due in on Monday.

A. Only that we know he wasg expected to arrive today.

; Q. On another sub ject, 1f T may. A few days ago,
just before the weekend, the Chicago Tribune had a story
about the burning of some duplicate gtate Department files.
The Department issued a sﬁatemant explaining the procedure.
Now today Mr. Miller who is running for offilce has brought

up this question agalin and has some addlitional charges to

make impugning the Department's motives. I doubt if you haT time
f‘gee this story since 1t just moved. Do you have any comment?
A. No. 1I'1l look at it and see what the remarks are
and if there 1s something that our statement of Friday
does not COVer, 1111 let --
Q. There are & few things particularly in connection
with the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee relationshlp
on this thing which was not covered in your statement.

4 A. Itll read them with some jnterest.
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Q. That's the spirit!

Q. Bill Bundy/éﬁoted in Tokyo as saying the war could
be expanded outside Viet Nam irf that 1s forced upon us by
the Communists, and in the same cycle of news, the
President is saying he would be very cautious in dropping
bombs and not going North at this stage of the game and
"I know some folks that think starting a war would be
mighty easy." I have been asked as to whether there it a
conflict or discrepancy between these two viewpoints.

A. I don't think so., I have taken note of those
remarks and I don't see that there is really any incon-
sistency. For a long time there have been two constant
themes in U.S. Government statements regarding Viet Nam,
one essentially that the U.S. does not want a wider war and
further that Communist aggression in South Viet Nam is
dangerous %o the peace. Now these themes, if you will,
seem to me to be what were expressed yesterday -- neither
are new and neither are inconsistent.

Q. Bob, is there anything new to report on --

A. Excuse me, just a second. I hope to have the text
of the Bill Bundy speech reproduced and have it avallable
late today. And I was corrected a minute ago. I referred
to the Minister of Kenya -- he is properly the Minister of
State,

Temort in the investiga-
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A. No, I'm afraid not.

Q. Do you have anything on Brosio's serles of talks

here i1 the Dspartment yesterday?

A, HNo, sir. There i1s nothing I can say about that
at this time.

Q. Thank you.

¥ £ X *

Press conference concluded at 1:00 P.M,

P/ON:AOT1len




NATIONAL
SECURITY

ARCHIVE

This document is from the holdings of:
The National Security Archive
Suite 701, Gelman Library, The George Washington University
2130 H Street, NW, Washington, D.C., 20037
Phone: 202/994-7000, Fax: 202/994-7005, nsarchiv@gwu.edu



