'course, to the cost involved. We have got along in our’
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'(2) If there is to be a non-off1c1a1 sectlon.ln
the record Qlth its own edltor, is that editor to have the
final say into ‘what goes into his section, or is the editor
of the.officiaiAsection-to.be given‘overall responsibility?
One can'imagine a situation.in which a cabinet minister,'say,_
mlght obJect to a scathlng newsPaper attack on him belng
1ncluded 1n the permanent record. Nevertheless 1f we were to
give the contract for‘preparlng the non-official section to
an outeide hody, I don'tisee‘how we'could'justifiablY’restrict
his editorial powers.. Were we to do so we could no lonéer
take refuge in the excuse that the non-official section was
prepared by an 1ndependent body and that External was not
reSpon51ble for the selectlon of the views andﬂcomment it
contained.viAnd‘that surely is the‘main reason why we would
not wish:to‘undertake the preoaration of non-official material
ourseivee; | o |

;'(3) Whether ‘we proceed to produce a foreign pOlle

'record or not will depend on how valuable we consider such a

record to be now and in the future, and 1n relatlon, of

existence thus far w1thout_such a permanent record, and

presumably we could continue tofdo'so. But I think all of .

us would agree that for the benefit of those who come afterv

us, particuiarly the historians, a record of foreign policy

eee/21



