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of half-way meeting. We do not know whether Honolulu or
tacit change in sponsorship would be acceptable to JSC.

We could suggest reason for change was that by autumn date
we had in mind something later 1n year than early September
and it is not possible assemble top-flight delegation to come
to Tokyo so soon. If we were able offer sir transportation
to Japanese partlcipants and press, case for Honolulu would
be strengthened.

7. In view tenuous officlals character JSC and 1ts current
quarrel with AEUPIC, we recommend that, wherever conference:
site, US representatives be

s than official and not include high-renking AEC representatives.

[ of US foreign policy objectlves. In particular they should

g

Our acadewmic féﬁ?E§éﬁf5fTVEE‘ﬁﬁSﬁIEfTT‘pUSSIbIE‘b§“p?om nent
scientists, whose nemes nave prestige value in Japan; they
‘should, of course, be carefully select:d for thelr knowledge
be familiar both with Hur UN disarmement proposals and with K
distinctions between .3 and Soviet projects for internmational |
control of atomic energy. They should be prepared to dl:.uss |
both publicly and privately responsibilities and relationships
of sclentists and government research and development programs.

8. At some later dete we wish suggest meeting between ranking
AEC officials and Japanese Government AEUPIC representatives.
We should not now appear throw our full weight behind JSC and
its unworldly or mizchievous political attitudes but should
reserve our support for AEUPIC if 1t develops responsibly.

It seems particularly lmportant, now that we may have new
etomic energy legislation, to attempt create lmpression we

sre prepared for fuller measure ccoperation in future once

sn improved Japanese ‘nternal security system 1is in effect.

9, TUSIS concurs this telegram. Appreciate comments and
instructions soonest.
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