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The Government of the Union of Soviet Socislist Republics has submitted
for consideration by the United Nations General ‘ssembly the guestion of
di sarmament dnd the situation with regerd to the impleméntation of the
General Assembly resolution of the previous session on this question.

The disarmement problem is the central problem of todsy, the problenm 0%
whose solution the preservation of peace greatly, if ﬁoﬁ fundamentally,
depends. This is now recdognized by all States. At the seme time, the Sovi%t
Government is deeply concerned over the failure thué far to maké any hea&wa&
in the settlement of thie problem. |

States have by now stockpiled, and they continue s%dckpiling, huge
guantities of nuclear wezpons and the rieans df‘their delivery to targets in?
any part of the world. This in itself creates a érave danger to peace, sinée
anong the countries possessing nuclegy weépons there ere those which declare
"brinkmanship” and gross violations of the sovereignty of other Stetes as :
their Stete policy‘and which do not stop short of such methods as are usual%y
only employed in wartime. . . {

In the cilrcumstarnces where Stetes possess encrmous stockplles of nucleér
wegpons, each step forward on the path of~the arnaments race also increasesﬁ

the danger of the so-called eceidentsl outbreak of war; TIneccuracies in thé
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work Of a radar system can lead to misinterpretetion of the radar signals,
and this may result in the ccmmencement of military operaticns and,
congeguently, in an unprecedented disaster. A misunderstandiﬁg of orders

by pilots who, according to the United States Government, meke routine
bomber flights carrying stomic weapons, may mean thet these bombs will be
droyped on the territory of ancther State, with all the ensuing comnseguences.
A malfunetioning of the electronic devices in a military nuclear rocket
system may alsc set off the chain reacticn of military conflict.

If the nuclesr arms réce continues, it will be more and more difficult to
prevent such "accidents”.

The arms race is one of the major factors heightening distrust and
suspicion in the relations between States and poisoning the world
atmosphere. The "cold wer" which is so hated by the peoples is s product
of the arms race; it hampers its elimingtion gnd makes the arms race more
and more dangerous for States and peoples.

The ending of the axms race 1s & way towards the strengthening of
peace. The solution of the disarmsment problem %ould also have an enormous
economic effect. Disarmament would release huge material'and financiagl
resources whlch could be used for the good of mankind.

Over $100,000 million have sgain been consumed in the huge furnace
of war prepargtions in the one year that has elepsed since the fourteenth
session of the United Nations Genersl Assembly which unsnimously approved
the idee of general and complete disarmament. Simple calculations show
that these resocurces would suffice to finance g complete technical and
econcmic reconstruction of the entire African continent. This money could
be used to feed hundreds of millions of starving pecple for a year. dJust
one per cent of the totel amcunt of military outlays of Stztes would be
encugh to bulld more than 100 fully equipped universities in countries

which are greatly in need of highly qualified specialists. The money spent
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on building a single United States nuclear-powered submerine would suffice
to bulld at least £ifty houses with 100 flats esch or 10,000 cottages. This:
is what the srms race steals from mankind.

Considering that for meny years the negotiations on isolated
disarmement megsures were invariably deadlocked by the Western Powers, a
year ago, at the fourteenth session of the United Natlons General Lssembly,
the Soviet Union proposed an entirely new gpproach to the soluticon of this

problen and put forward the idea of general and complete disarmement under

gtrict and sffective interraticnal control.

The posing of the guestion of general and complete disarmament was
prompted by life 1tself, for in the age of nuclesr wegpons and powerful
rockets partisl or half-way disarmement messures cannot completely eliminate
the danger of war.

Only general and complete disarmament can ensure the solution of this

great problem. Only genersl and complete disarmament can ensure lasting

peace and tranguility for mankind.

In raising the guestion of general end complete disarmement, the
Soviet Unicn, which 1s today generally recognized to be cne of the mightiest
military powers in the world, proposed on its own initiative to forge this
military might for ever, to destroy 1t completely, if the other great Powers
would do the same. ITf the United States, the United Kingdom, France and the
other estern Powers are ready to do this, it remains only to'agree on the
best way of translating this into reality. But if they are not ready, 1t
meens that their statements sbout wanting peace ard sbout needing armgments
cnly for defence against possible aggression are not to be believed.

That was the core of the Soviet Union's propesal or general and
complete dissrmement.

The new épproach to the solution of the disgrmement problem stems from

the very nature of our country's soclalist system. Vlaedimlr Lenin, thke
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founder of the Boviet State, sald that disarmement is an ideal of socialism.
Tndeed, the sociglist Statgs do not need armements for any purpose but to
defend themselves against possible atteck from without and to ensure the
breservation of peace throughout the world. The Soviet armed Torces do not
have and camnot have any other objectives, for the foreign policy of
soclalism is a peeceful and humane policy. ‘And if Tthe Western Powers agreed
to give up armed forces and armsments, to eliminate the meansg of waging wer,
the socielist States would have no need whatsoever for armed forces and
armements and there would be no reasons for maintaining rocket troops, an
army, navy, air force or anti-glreraft defence. Nome of these is needed
for the guccessful building of communism in the Soviet Union and other
sccialist countriee. Cur lands are rich in natural resources, our people ¢
like to work, and science end technology render good service to .our cause.

War is not needed for the triumph of communism, since the strusgle
for communist ideas is waged not between States but between the classes
inside each State. It is & slander on socislist countries to accuse them
of wantihg to impose thelr ideas on other peoples and other States by means
of war.

At the fourteenth session the Soviet Govermment did not. confine itself
to raising the question of general and complete disarmsment; it alsc placed
before the United Nations a concrete programme for such disarmements In‘
an gttempt to facilitate ih every possible way, the settlement of the
disarmament problem, and to create an atmosphere conducive to negotietions
on this problem, the Supreme Soviet of the USSR adopted a decision to
reduce the armed forces of the Soviet Unidn by 1.2 million men, i.e. by
oné third,  This decision is being scrupulously carried out.

Now thet a year hes passed since the Soviet Union raised the guestion of

generel and complete disarmsment, it cen be =8id with all certitude that
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the idea of genersl and complete disarmement has received the support of all
peoples,vwho went this idea %o be realized as quickly as possible. And this
is quite understandable, for the peoples of all countries -~ not only the
socialist, but the capitalist countries as well - want peace, want a world
without armsments and without wars between States. No one needs war, not the !
Soviet people, not the American, British, French or Chinese people, not the |
peoples of Africe, Asia, Latin Americe or Australia.

The desire of the peoples for peace found expression in the resolution

of the last session of the General Assembly on general end complete
disarmament, a resolution which, as everyone remembers was adopted.unanimously.
Not a single State opposed the resolution - all of them supported it. Even
those States which have accelerated the armements race and continue to do so
now, end which, a3 experience has shown, had no intention of giving up their
brink-of-war policy, did not dare at the time to come out openly ageinst
general and complete disarmsment.

The General Assembly declared in its resolution that the question of
general and complete disarmement is the most important question facing the
world todmy, called upon the Governments to make every effort to achileve g
constructive solution of this problem end expressed the hope that measures
leading towards the goal of genergl and éomplete disarmement under effective
international control would be worked out in detail and egreed upon in the
shortest possible time. This established the genersl line Ffor disarmament
negotigtions. it was decided thet the negotiations should be conducted With14
the Ten-Netion Disarmement Committee. |

The peoples of the world placed their highest hopes on these negotiations.
They wanted 1o belleve that now gll States, and psrticulaerly the great Powers;
which possessed the most powerful wegpons, would find a new epproach to the }
dlsarmement problem and reach agreement at last on ite practical settlement. |

A year‘has passed since that time. Unfortunstely, it must be staied that
tThis year was wasted as far as disarmament was concerned., This is an alarming

fact vhich cammot and must not be disregarded.
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What happened? Why did it prove impossible to advance a single step towards
the implementation of the aforesaid resolution during the year following its
adoption by the Genmerel Assembly? Why did the negotiations in the Ten-Nation
Disarmement Committee fail to produce any positive results?

To answer these questions one must turn to the facts. The Ffacts show that
once agsln, as in the past, two opposing lines, two positions, clearly and
definitely emerged in the course of the negotiations in the Ten-Nation
Comittee.

One of them was 1n keeping with the demands of the peoples for a speedy
settlement of the disarmament problem. The other was in direct contradiction with
those demands and was a poorly camouflaged attempt to prevent disarmement.

The line of fighting for general and complete disarmement was pursued in the
Ten-Nation Disarmement Committee by the Soviet Union, Polaend, Czechoslovakia,
Rowenla and Bulgaria, i.e. the socialist States. The line of opposing the
solution of the disarmement problem was followed by the United States, the United
Kingdom, France, Itely and Cenada, l.2. the Western Powers, members of the North
Atlantic military bloc.

Qur position during the negotliations was crystal clear: +he sociallst States
proposed to get down to business as guickly as possible, to start work on a
practical solution of the problem, to discuss in a business-like way & programme
of. general and complete disarmament and to work out an appropriate agreement.

The position taken by the Soviet Union and other socialist countries was
flexible throughout the negotiations. The delegations of these countries in the
Commitiee expressed their readiness to hear with due attention and respect all
the remarks, proposals and observations of the Westerm Powers regarding the
Soviet programme of general and complete disarmameﬁt which were aimed at a speedy
settlement of this vital guestion. The Soviet Government proved its readiness by
ite deeds., It was prepared to consider any other realistic programme for
disarmement.,

When Ve learned from conversations with the President of France,

General de Gaulle, that the French Government thought it advisable to start
disarmament with the elimination of the means of delivering nuclear wespons to the

target, the Soviet Govermnment treated the idea in a2ll seriousness and, after

feeo
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giving it careful thought, made an Important amendment to the programme for
general and complete disarmement. The amended programme provided for the
elimination, in the very first stage of general and complete disarmament, of
all means of delivering nuclear weapons to the target. The Soviet Government
agreed to this in the desire to expedite agreement, although it 1s generslly
acknowledged that the Soviet Union has superiority in the most mecdern and
effective means of delivering nuclear Wwegpons, namely, inter-continental
ballistic missiles.

The Soviet Govermment met the Western Powers half-way on a number of other
matters as well,

The United States and other Western States sought from the Soviet Union: a
more specific and detailed description of the control system in our programme for
general and complete disarmement, The Soviet Government took this into account
as well. The amended Soviel proposals set forth in a comprehensive and. highly
detailed menner a plan for the establisbment of a control system and the
lmplementation of stvict international control over all disarmament messures. Now
no one can assert, unless he wants to contradict the facts, that the Soviet
Union is evading the establishment of sitrict international control over measures
for general and complete disarmament., Needless %o 88y, however, the Soviet
Government is in favour of control over disarmement while vigorously objecting
to all attempts to impose control over armements, i.e. control without
disarﬁament, which, as everycre will understand, would_be merely a system of
legalized international espionage.

After all, the establishment of control over armaments, 1f armaments were
retained, would mean, in effect, that each side would know the quantity, qpaiity
and deployment of the armaments possessed by the opposing side. Conseqpentlj) an

aggressor could increase his armaments to a superior level in order to choose the
.opportune wmoment and launch an attack. We will never sgree to control over
armements without disarmament, because this would mesn conniving at aggressicn.
Our goal is to secure a stable peace, which can be achieved oply through the:

elimination of armaments and armed Fforces under striet international control.
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For example, 1f agreement is reached on the destruction, in the first stage,
of all means of delivering nuclear weapons to the target and on the dismantliing
of foreign military bases on the territories of other countries and the withdrawal
of foreign troops from those territories, then appropriate measures of control
over the implementation of these arrengements must also be worked out.

The same applies to the subsequent stages of disarmement.

Such is the Soviet Union's stand on the problems of general and complete
disarmament under effective international control, which the Soviet Goverrment
adopted during the negotiations of the Ten-Nation Disarmament Committee and to which
1t still adheres. No one can deny that this is & constructive stand which is
prompted by the desire to reach agresmwent more repidly on generel and complete
disarmement.

Yet, all the efforts of the Soviet Union and other socialist Staﬁes to have
the Ten-Nation Committee act in conformity with the Geneval Assembly resolution
and set about reaching a practical solution of the problem of general and complete
disarmament ren up, as it were, against a stone wall, against the negative stand
of the United Stetes and other Western Powers. Cur partners in the negotiations
stubbornly refused to. start workiﬁg out a treaty on genersl and complete
disarmament and in every way avolded discussion of the substance of the SBoviet
brogramme of general and complete disearmement, For the benefit of the outside
vorld they say "yes” on disarmement guestions, but when it comes to specific
conéideration of the disarmement question, they make every effort to prevent
agreement on disarmement.

The United States, for its part, made proposals which provided for nelther
general nor complete disarmament, nor any dlsarmament at all, but only for measures
of control over armaments, which, however, means control without disermament.

This fully applies es well to the so~called "Western plan” of 16 March 1960 and
the so~-called "new" proposals put Forward by the United States after the
Ten-Netion Committee had slready suspended its work.

What did the Westexrn Powers actually propcsé? They proposed the establishment
of control over rockets, control over satellites, control over atomic Industry,
control over the deployment of armed forces, financial control, ground control,

control by means of eevial photography - and all this with Stetes retaining all
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their armed forces end armaments, including nuclear wespons and all means of
delivering them to the target. The question, when presented in this way, may be
of interest to those who, while preparing for military adventures, are concerned
with collecting secret information on the armed forces and armements of other
States, but it has nothing to do with disarmement. One cannot but see that the
establishment of control without dissrmement not only would not contribute to
the consolidetion of peace but, on the contrary, would meke it easier for a ;
potential aggressor to realize his plans which pose a threst to the pecples.

But the Western Powers in the Ten-Nation Committee d1d not wish to discuss
anything except control without disarmament. As the only specific measure for
the first stage, beyond control, they proposed that the strength of the armed
forces of the United States and the USSR should be limited to 2.5 million men,
even though it is known thet this is precisely the present strength of the
United States armed forces whereas the Soviet armed forces will number
2,423,000 men on completion of a unilatersl reduction of one~third, i.e. even
less then proposed by the Western Powers. Why, then, was the proposal to set
the level at 2.5 million men mede at all?

It is difficult to evaluaste this atititude otherwise than as indiceting
the unwillingness of the Western Powers to agree to disarmsment.

| ot only did the Wéstern Powers refuse to discuss the Soviet programme
for general and complete disarmement in a business-like manner in the Ten«Nation
Conmittee, not only did they put forward no proposals of thelr own which would
meet the requirements of the CGenersl issembly resolution on general and complete
disarmement, but they even went back on their own propossls as soon as they
were gccepted by the Soviet Union. ‘

Tt should be nofed, for exsmple, that, although France sdvanced a
proposal to begin disermement with the eliminstion of the means of delivery of
nuclear weepons to the target, its representetive in the Ten-Netion Committee
in effect abandoned this proposal as scon as it was accepted by the Soviet Union
and began advocating not the elimingtion of the means of delivery but only
control over them. One need not be g specislist to understend the fundamentél
difference between the elimination, the destructlon.of rockets, military
aircraft, warchips and other means of delivering nuclear wespons to the target
end the estsblishment of control over them. ae.
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The fact that the French Government abandoned lts position as regards
giving priority to the eliminstion of the means of delivering nuclear weepons to
the target ié all the more incomprehensible since it is well known that in
rocketfy, i.e. in the most advanced means of delivery, France is far from being
the first. ©She may soon be cutstripped even by West Germany, which the Pentagon
intends to supply with strategic rockets. Consequently, if agreement were
regched on the elimination of the means of delivering nuclear wespons to the
target, France, far from stending to lose, would on the conbtrary gain, inasmich
as she would be on a par with Powers which are ahéad of her now as far as the
means of delivery are concerned. There arises a legitimate guestion: are not
France's NATO commitments more important 4o her than solving the disgrmsment
problem?

It is obvious that, with the United States and 1ts allies taking a
negative stand es regards general snd complete disarmament, the Ten-Nation
Committes was uneble to do eny useful work towards implementeation of the Genersl
Assembly resolution. Moreover, from s body for negotiation on disermsment it
began to turn into the very opposite: an instrument for covering hp the
continuation of the arms race.

Suffice it to say that, while the Ten-Nation Committee was holding talks on
dissrmament; military appropriations continued to grow in the United States, the
construction of United States nucleasr-rocket bases was stepped up in Britain,
Italy and a number of other States, s new military treaty with the United States
was imposed on Jepan against the will of the Japanese pecple, preparations begen
FPor supplying the West Germen revénge—seekers and militaxrists with "Polaris"
strategic nuclear rockets, and steps were teken to expand the production of
chemical and bacterioclogical weapons of mess destruction. In other Western
countries belonging to NATO, the arme race was given ever greater Impetus as
well.

411 this was being done with the Ten-Nation Committee serving as a screen.
On the one hend, the arms race was belng stepped up and war preparations on gn
ever-grcving scale were going on at a feverish pace, and, on the other hand,

unsuppor ted protestations of a desire for disarmement snd for continued

fors



A/4503
English
Page 11

negotiations were beirg made in the Ten-Nation Cormittee. It was becoming mére
end more appearent that the United States and its WATO allies were seeking, as;
before, to drown the disarmament problem in futile disputes.

Under the circumstances, the Sovlet Union and the other sociglist States:
Tound themselves faced with the problem whether there was any sense at all in,
continuing the work of the Committee. After considering the situation that hgd
arisen through the fault of the United States and its allies, the Soviet
Government could not but dragw the conclusion that it was necessary to suspend;
its participatlion in the work of the Ten-Wation Committee and to raise the
guestion of the necesslty of considering the disarmament problem in the General
Assembly. The same conclusion wes reached by the other socielist States
represented in the Committee.

It was not easy for the Soviet Govermment tc take this decision, for it was
precisely the Soviet Govermmert that had put forwerd a programme for genersl and
complete disermement, had scught to show the greatest possible flexibility
during the negotiations on putting the programme intc effect and had fought
steadfastly for the negotiations to be effective and make progress. Nevertheless,
it had to teke this step. To do otherwise would have meent mevely helping those
who do not want disermement, who are continuing to push the world towasrds war.

Now that the United States and its allies have brought the disarmament
negotigbions in the Ten-Nation Committee to an impasse, the General Assembly -
should examine most earnestly the situation that has arisen and take the necessary
steps to remove the obstacles barring the way to a soluticn of the disarmament
problem. To gchieve this, it is necessary to declare bluntly and plainly, on
behglf of all the States of the world, to those who prevent the success of
disgrmement negotistions:

It is time to pubt an end at last to menceuvring and delsys; a solution of the

disgrmement problem cannot be postponed any longer; the drafting of a treaty on

general and complete disarmement cannot be put off any more!l

To expedite soluticn of the disarmement problem, the Soviet Govermment is
sutmitting to the General Assembly a proposal entitled "Basic provisions of a-

treaty on general and complete disarmament", which is appended&/ to this statement.

1/ Distributed as A/4505. Jeue
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The Soviet Government helieves that this proposal provides g sound basis for
drafting and concluding a treaty on general and complete disarmement. In this
proposal, the Soviet Government goes even further to meet the position of the
Western Powers and tekes into account their attitude on a mumber of mejor points,

including their assertions that it would be advisable, beginning with the firat

stage, to couple measures for nuclear disarxmament wlth meassures to reduce armed

forces and conventionsl armements. To this end, the Soviet Govermment proposes

that a substantial reduction of armed forves and conventionsl armsments should
be provided for in the very first stage.
What is the essence of the Soviet proposal?

The Boviet Government proposes thet within four years or some other sgreed

period all Stetes should carry out in three consecutive steges the complete and

final elimination of all their armed forces and armsments. At the same time

all megsures for disarmement must be Btrictly controlled so that not a single
State cen shirk its obligations under the treaty on generel and complete
disarmement and consequently, so that no Stabte cen teke advantage of the
elimination of the armed forces and armaments‘bf other States for sggressive
purposes.

In the first stage, which is to last for sbout a year or & yesr and a helf,

menufgeture of the weans of delivering nuclear weepons to their tersets must be
stopped and the existing stockpiles destroyed. In the first stage, too, zll
Torelgn military bases in the territories of other States_must'be dismantled
and all foreign troops withdravn from such territorles. The strength of the
armed forces of States must be substantially reduced, with the meximum strength
of the sxmed forces of the USBR and the United States veing set at the level
of 1,700,000 men. Conventional aymarents must be reduced accordingly.
The implementation of gll these measures would mean that a Yyear or g
year and g half after the disarmaement treaty becomes effective not a single State
would have at 1ts dlsposel military rockets or military aircraft capeble of
carryiné atonic and hydrOgen'Bombs, or warships equipped for this purpose, or
any othér means which could be uged for delivering nuclear Warhea&s 4o the target.
Not @ single foreign military base - rocket, air, naval or sny other - would

remgin in the territories of States. All Poreign troops would be withdrawn from
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the territories of other States whether or not they are occupation troops o# are
now stationed in foreign territory in accordance with some agreement:.. The érmed
forces and conventicnel armements of Stgtes would be considergbly reduced.

It would be no exaggeratién to say that if g1l these dissrmement measures
were carried out, the world would heave a sigh of relief, Since the arms race
would be stopped, the denger of g surprise muclear attack by one State on
gnother would be eliminated and, in general, the thregi of a sudden outbreal
of war would be considerably reduced. All this would,of course, have g
beneficisl effect on the internationsl eituation es a whole.

However, the implementation of the disarmement messures proposed by the
Soviet Govermment for the First stage would not in itself entirely remove tﬁe
threat of war. BEven then States would still retein nuclear and other weagpors
of mass extermination. But without the means of delivery, nuclear weapons
cannot be used to harm other States. Therefore the means of delivery must be
destroyed end control must be established to prevent their manmufacture. States
would still havé large armed forces and conventional armaments. In other words,
they would still have the reans of uniesshing War.r

Therefore, the Soviet Government proposes that, immediately following the
completion of the measures of the first stege, which are to be carried out
from beglnning to end under strict intermationel control, and after the
international control orgen and the Security Council have satisfied themselves
that all the States have fulfilled thelr cobligations for the first stage, Sﬁates
should proceed to the realizstion of other large-scele disarmament measures'
cemprising the second stege.

In the second stage the Soviet Covermment proposes, among other measures,

the complete prohibition of nuclear, chemicel, biological and other wegponsiof
mess extermination as well as the discontinuence of the manufacture end
destruction-of the existing sitockpiles of such wegpons, and further reductién
of the srmed forces of States, together with a corresponding reduction of
armements and war metériel.

The implementation of these large-scale measures would mean that thereE

would be no more wespons of mass exbermingtion left in the world, while armed
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forces and conventional armements would have been substantislly reduced.
Obviously, this would reduce to g minimum the possibility of armed conflicts
flaring up tetween States.

Yet, even this is not a complete and final solution of the problem now
facing humanity. If Stetes retain aimed.forces -.even though on a reduced
scale - the danger of war will not yet have been ruled out. But if so, how
can we be sure that the arms race will not start again and the world will not,
in the end, return to the present state of affairs?

The Soviet Govermment believes that in the third stage it will be necessary

to go still further and complete the elimination of the armed forces and
a}maments of gll States, stop war production, gbolish war ministries, genersl
staffs, end military and pars-military institutions and orgenizations of every
kind, and also stop sppropriating funds for military TUTHPOSES.

Upon the Eompletion of the third stege of general and complete
disarmement States would have neither soldiers nor wespons eny longer, and
the danger of war would be consequently elimingted once end for sll. Then the
age-0ld dreem of humenity - a world without weapons, a world without wars - would
heve come true.

The internel security of States would be ensured by strictly limited end
agreed contingents of police or militia. In case of need, States would place
such contingents at the disposal of the United Wations Security Council for

the maintensnce of internationﬁl sacurity.

These are the main points of the Soviet proposal, "Basic provisions of

a_treaby on genersl end complete disermement”.

. The Soviét Government expects that the Mewbers of the United Nations will
consider the proposel, "Basic provisions of a treaty on general and complete
disarmement” with all due seriousness snd responsibility. The Soviet Government
expresses the hope that the discussion of this proposal in the General Assembly
will meke it possible to proceed without delay to the practical solution of the
disarmement problem and will providé specific guidance for the solution of
this problem during negotiations in an appropriste working body. As for the

composition of such a working body, it would seem necessary that, in sddition
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to States belonging to the existing military blocs, wider opportunitles in
considering the disarmament guestion should also be given to States adhering
to neutrel positions. It would alsc be de31rable that the main areas of the
world should be represented in such a disarmement body.

The Soviet Govermment realizes that the working cut of a treaety on geneial
and complete disarmement will require patience, mutual regerd for the interepts
of mll parties, end flexibility on the part of all the participants in the
negotigtions. The Soviet Government, as before, is reédy for such negotiatibns.
It is aware that the peoples of the world, anxious for a(radical solution ofﬁ
the dissrmement problem, are esgerly waiting for practical measures for gene&al
and complete disarmament tc be initiated as socn as p0581ble.

Naturally, en important step ensuring the success of the negotiations on
disarmasment would be the re-establishment of the legitimate rights of the
People's Republic of Chine in the United Nations. Thereby great China wouliﬁ
beccme a party to the negotiations on disermament.

The pecples of the world insistently demend a prompt sclution of the
disarmement problem. They expect the United Nations General Assembly to speﬁk
out with suthority on this wvital problem.

Good will gnd Qetermination are required for the solutién of the
disarmement problem. It is in this spirit thet the Soviet Government urges
all Members of the United Naetions to approach the considerstion of the
disarmement problem, the most burning end pressing problem of our times.

W, KHRUSHCHEV,

Chairman of the Councll of Minlsters
of the USSR

23 September 1960





