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U.S. Calls on U.5.5.R. Not To Test
50-Megaton Nuclear Bomb

White House Statement
White House press release dated QOctober 17

It 1s reported that the Boviet Uniom plans to
explode a giant nuclear bomb—the equivalent to 50
million tons of TNT,

We call upon the Soviet Union to reconsider this
decision, it in fact it has been made. We know
gbout high-yleld weopons. Since 1957 the United
States has bad the technical know-how and mate-
rials to produce hombs in the 50-100 megaton range
and higher. DBut we also know that such weapons
are not essential to our military needs. Further-
more, full-scale tests are not Decessary to develop
B0-megaton bombhs. Such an explosion could only
serve some unconhfessed political purpose.

We believe the peoples throughout the world will
join us In nsking the Soviet Union not to proceed
with a test which can serve no legitimate purpose
and which adds a mass of additional radioactive
fallout to that which bas been unleashed In recent

weeks.

We hope very much that we can move toward a
test ban treaty just as promptly as possible.

Situation in Southeast Asla

Q. Would you give us an appraisal, sir, of the
sttuation in southeast Asia,in Viet-Nam and Laos,
and the effeot that this is having on Thailand and
Cambodia and the other neighboring countries?

A. The security of southeast Asia as a region is
a matter of the greatest importance, and the most
immediate concerns there at the moment are, of
course, Laos and Viet-Nam. I believe that today
Prince Souvanna Phouma [of Laos] may be meet-
ing with the King at Luang Prabang to begin dis-
¢ussions on the constitution of a government.

The agreement among the three princes that
Souvanna Phouma might be recommended as the
Prime Minister is only the beginning of what
conld bo a diflicult negotiation, because the object
would bo to get a government which would be in
fact neatral, and in fact independent, and would
be able to lead Laos in that direction.

1t is too early yet to say whether these negotia-
tions can be successful. Meanwhile, the work in
Geneva goes ahead. But the work at Genova, will
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be strongly influenced by what happens in these
negotintions in Taos nbout a government.

As you know, General [Maxwell D.] Taylor is in
Viet-Nam to review that situation for the Presi-
dent nnd the departments of Governinent
concerned.

Although the armed forces of south Vict-Nam
have improved considerably in strength and in
initintive and in equipment and training, there has
been a significant upsurge in guerrilla activity,
guerrilla activity which has been supported by
cadres and by supplies moving in from the north,
gome of it directly, some of it by way of Laos.

Of course, the threats to the security of Laos and
Viet-Nam nre matters of great concern to other
countries in that area, such as Thailand, Cam-
bodia, and indeed others. We are looking forward
to General Taylor's report with the greatest
possible interest. When we get it, we will con-
sider what can be done to stendy that situation in
that part of the world.

U.S. Policy on Ald to Yugosiavia

. Will you state the objectives of our economio
aid to Yugoslavia and whether it continues to serve
those objectives?

A. First let me review the situation briefly.
Yugoslavia is a Communist country and has been
since World War II. And no one in any of the
administrations which have considered this matter
has overlooked this fact.

A more important fact, however, is that in 1948
Yugoslavia broke away from the Soviet bloc and
since that time has been not only independent of
the Soviet bloc but also a divisive influence on
world communism and a source of considerable
dissension within the Communist bloc.

Tt has been a policy of three administrations to
support Yugoslavia’s determination to maintain
its independence. As a part of our efforts to help
Yugoslavia preserve that independence, we have
furnished substantial economic and military ns-
gistance, including military grant aid from 1951
through 1957. 'There is no doubt that our aid did
serve to strengthen Yugoslavia’s efforts to main-
tain its independence. These developments have
not heen without effect on the Soviet bloc,

You may recall that last December, in the
famous declaration issued by the Cominunist par-
ties nt the time of the Communist summit, there
were some very severe criticisms of Yugoslavia
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contnined in that declaration, and you, w1ll obse
that Yugoslav policies have again been criticis

in the 22d Congress of the Communist Po,rtyd 5 But this
the Soviet Union, which is now taking place. 3 _;eoat of crip)
I think some of the criticism which this pobi Fing deep in

1s now receiving stems to a certain degree fr Eby the chart.
public disnppointment that our aid to Yugoslirililie' We believ
has not led to full Yugoslav agreement with tiieral who ha:
foreign policy of the United States. | But, as tifl€and who hn
President has stated, our aid programs are niflance with th
designed to purchase agreement with us. Ing e Secretn:
view countries are entitled to national sovercigyliindefinite a
and independence, and the basie purpose of oflthat his pri:
aid is to strengthen the efforts of recipient comjlhim and on
tries to maintain their national soverelgnty @the charter :
independence. - Jgrouped in
Some of the disappointment in this countyiBlitica] forces

has come from the Belgrade meeting.! We &l We would
not believe that that Belgrade meeting indicatilfof ngreemcen
that Yugoslavia was in the process.of losing isllithen it wou'

tetermine te
he fundam:
farge memb:
foverriding.

| We think

independence, even though some things were mj
there that we ourselves did not. particularly
prove. So that is the basis of our policy. :

Q. Mr. Secretary, could you spell out what
regard as our remaining rights in.Eaat Berlin

specifically whether or not we regard the wiflie “d very
tinued circulation of Allied pmaﬂml into E sting, tods
Berlin as a vital right? - x ﬂltles migh

A. We have qundrlpartlte nghts with -.: Q. What

inistration
oric tests.

A. That i
pommented.
Ehis position «
kL would not
¥ Q. Mr. Se
Ethan any ot
isouss both
pith the Ru

to Fast Berlin, which we are not abandoning,
these aro matters which will be subject to om
versations with all the powers interested. Wadj
cxpect to have our personnel go intg Enst Berf
as necessary, under our existing quadripartil
rlghts, and we expect the Soviet. Union to m
nize those rights and protect them. o K

Hope for Agreement on New U.N. S_ecretary-Go ‘ ‘

Q. Mr. Secretary, it has been soma 4 weeks
that we have been arguing over a successor ta

Secretary-General of ths Umtdd Nations. Ngpome of you:
you foresee more haggling over' this, or da po, what the
think it has to come to a head fairly soon? orid?

A. We do think that this ought to come fl A. I think
hend promptly. The time that has been spent imgiirefer to som:
far has been used to find out whether there wufii¥ress Club *
basis for agreement, general agreement. Beca e type of «

ounced lasi

if such were possible, it would bé in the broad

* Far background, see {bid., Oct. 2, 1961, p. 580, i 4 Ibid., July:
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