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. The CHAI~· (United Kingdom): I decla.re open the one hundred and· 

fifty-second plenary meet.ing of the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on 

Dis armament. 

Mr. STELLE (United States of ·America): Todaywe resume our discussion of 

collateral measures for the first time since the signing of a most important 

collateral measure, the limited test ban treaty (ENDC/100/Rev.l). The signing of 
that treaty, in turn, followed the agreement here in Geneva between the Soviet Union 

and the United St.ates on a direct communications link (ENDC/97). 
Vie have, therefore, made the initial breakthroughs in this particular area of 

disarmament negotiati.ons. The breakthroughs have been on lj.mited but nevertheless 

important steps. · In the case of the test ban tre&.ty, the breakthrough hlis been on 

a meas'ure that had become a symbol of manrs hopes to make a beginning in 

disarmament. 

While we must not expect the next steps to come easily, surely we have a right 
to expect that areas of agreement will ·be easier to ·develop now than was the case 

prior to those initial breakthroughs. In the search for next steps to improve the 

international climate, this Eighteen-Nation Committee will have an important role. 
Not all proposals towards that end will 1 of cH:mrse; be appropriate for consideration 

here, but we shall have plenty of work to do. 
During our past discussions of collateral measures, the Uni t ·ea States 

delegation has advanced various proposals. They included a cu~ofi of production of 
fissionable materials for use in weapc-..,s -- a matter with which I dealt at our last 
meeting (ENDC/PV•l51 1 pp. 9 et . seq.) in the context of general and complete 
disarmament -- measures to ensure that outer space will be used for peaceful 
purposes only, and measures to r c :luce the possibility of war by surprise attack, 
miscalculation or failure of communications. 

As the representatives here are aware, the United States delegation has tended 

to concentrate its discussion on tho3e measures which it believed were more likely 

to produce early agreement -- namely, measures to reduce the risk of unintentional 

war. Thus, in addition to the submission of a working paper on this subject, 

document ENDC/70 dated 12 December 1962, my delegation elaborated in >this Committee 
the United States views on its proposals on advance notification of major military 

movements, on . exchange of military missiolw, · in the first instance between the 

United States and the Soviet Gnion, and on a direct communications link, also in the 
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first instance between the Un.ited States and the Soviet Union. The successi'ill 

concht.sion of the ag:.·eement o!l the direct communications l i nk would seem to 

i ndicate that that e_ .. yha.sis was indeed ~sef~tl. 

We would hope tha t fHrther cor.sideration of such r:Jeasures to reduce the risk of 

war as the exchange of military mifsions between the United States and the So-:r.i_et 

Union might lead t o further agreements in this are£l, , We have elaborated at co'ne 

l ent;th our views on this proposal of ours, but we remain prepared to answer 

additional quest:;.ons that might a::;s ist in the further consideration of t.his rr:Gacure 

a s one that could be t aken .r:rior to s t age I of a general dif.~t;::: c::ue:r,t programme . 

The United States working paper (ENDC/70) contained what we believe to be some 

interesting considerations concerning the r elated topic of red11cing t he danger of 

surprise attack. J..s the Soviet Government has recently indicated, renowed interest 

in the possibility of the establislliuent of observation posts in certai.n loca tions 

a3 a means of reducing the danger of surprise attack, we believe we might well 

explore the p oF:s ibilities of agreement on that measure. 

The members of the Committee will recall that the United States delegation has 

suggesi;eli that the obs e rvation pos t s 
11 could . receive such information r el ative to military activities in 

their vicinity as the host State might wish to provide and could , 

under agre ed arrangements, observe the flow of military traffic and 

the genera l lE.vcl of military activity on a local bas i s 

We have sugges t ed a l so that 

II (EIID0( 70, p.6) 

"It would be sufficient to place posts at such locations as certain 

principal ports, major rail~oad stations, intersections of k ey 

highways, and possibly a t certain significant airfields • 11 (ibid ., p. 7_) 

Those, of c curse, are matt ers which need to be dis0uss ed in greater detail and, 

we would emphasize, always with a view to providing increased confidence and 

r eassurance to all parties c oncerned. 

It would seem to u.s, however, that the most us eful contribution to further 

exploration of this topic at this time would be el a boration by the Sov iet 

delegation of its views on t he r:~anner of operation of such a syst em. 

In this connexion it will be recalled also that the United States suggested in 

its working paper that the usefulnes s of any system of gr ound observation posts 

would be increased if it were undertaken together with a system of advanc e 
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notification of major military movements, and if the ground observation posts were 

combined with additional observation techniques such as aerial observation, mobile 

ground observation teams, and overlapping radars. (~., p.8} 

My delegation wishes to emphasize, however, Mr. Chairman, that the United 

States does not insist that these additional desirable measures must be included 

with any system of observation posts. For our part we are prepared to accept an 

arrangement limited solely to a system of ground observation posts. 

I mention this because it would be helpful to our further efforts to reach 

agreement on this matter if we had a clearer idea of the present views of the Soviet 

Union concerning the relationship of a system of observation posts to other 
measures which the Soviet Union, for its part, has in the past suggested should be 

undertaken. It will be recalled that in the past the Soviet Union has tied the 
establishment of a system of observation posts to troop reductions in certain areas 

and also to a specific dEmuclearized zone. At an appropriate time it would be 

helpful if the Soviet delegation could clarify the present position of its 

Government on this point. 

We have only a very limited period of time for discussion of collateral 

measures before we recess in preparation for the General Assembly. We believe we 

should use this short period to prepare the way for fruitful governmental 
consideration of those matters' during the forthcoming recess in ' order that, in our 

resumed sessions, we shall be able to move more quickly to further agreements. 

Mr. TSARAPKIN (Union: of Sovi et Socialist Republics) (translation from 

Russiari)t The'vast majority of political and social leaders throughout the world 
have welcomed. with profound satisfaction the signing in Moscow of the treaty on the 

prohibition of nuclear weapon tests in the atmosphere, outer space and under water. 
(ENDC / 100/Rev.l) They all recognize without r eserve that the conclusi on of that 

treaty has brought about a definite improvement in the international situation and 

has shown convincingly that it is r eally possible to solve international problems in 

the spirit of the principles of peaceful coexistence. 
In its r ecent statement the Soviet Goveri:lment pointed out that: 

"The treaty on the prohibition of nuclear weapon tests is of 

fundamental importance from the point of view of the further s earch 

for ways towards solving the controversial problems diViding the world". 
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In ;th;i_s . r.e~p~c~. w_~ ,must .l!?t waste time; we mu~t str~~ the iron while it_Js hot, 
. ':ro<lay, t!:le Soviet delegation would like to sta:te a few considerations in regan1 to P. 

' . . . '• ., . .~ ·. 

number of measures the agreement and implementation of which would ensure further . ' ' . . . . . ... -~ 

progress in the improvement of the int~rnational situation and in achieving 
.< ' ._, • .l 

agree,{Ilent on general and complete disarmament. 
' .. ' . ~ 

In order to consolidate and further develop the success achieved in the i'ilo s~ow 

negotiations, we should first of all conclude c. non-aggression pact between the NATO 
States a.nd the States parties to the i!arstHv Pact. True, a non-aggression pact 1s 

not a controversial problem; however, its conclusion would undoubtedly crea~e 
· , ' 

favo~rable conditions for the settlement of controversial problems. This step would 

h~ve tremendous significance, a truly historic significance. 

Soviet Government, l;~r. Khrushchev, said: 

i~s the Head of the 

"rhe conclusion of such a pact would show all the peoples the.t 

the ll;lilitaril~ most ,powerful States and, in the first place~ the 
nuc,lear P9w~r~, h,ave reached agreement among themselves in order to . . . ' . . 

avoid a thermonuclear we.r. 11 

No one can deny the fact that a non-aggression pact is valuable precisely when 

theJ;e is need for it, tha!i is, when there is a threat of aggression or when the 

conditions for the emergence of such a threat a1·e in existence. 

Sad as it ms.y be, the facts as we know them confirm that the world today is 

pre9isely in !)uc.p. a situation. Since there are in the world acute unsettled problem2 
which could be used for unleashing armed conflicts; since the. opp~sing milita~y 
g~oupings of NATO and the Warsaw Tr~aty States possessing immense nuclear missile 

armaments are a characteristic feature of the world todaY, fot" all the more r eason 
i . . . ·. ' ~ . ' 

the . conclusion of a non-aggression pact is a vi tal necessity and is a proble~:: •,. w~1ich 

should be solved without delay. 

No .one can doubt that all the peoples would welcome with enthusiasm the 

conclusion .of such an agreement. A non-aggression pact ' between the NATO States and 

the States parties to the llarsaw Treaty cannot be r egarded as' an ordin1uy measure 

of a regional nature. Since it would affect States belonging to two different 

social sys~ems, situated in Europe, North America, and .t .. sia 1 a non-aggression pact 

would haye world-wide significance. The very participation in this p'act of the 
-~ _; 

United States of li.Illerica and the So,~iet Union would unquestionably give it a 

universal character. Its conclusion would bring about a definite improvement in the 

international situation and help to establish confidence in the mutue-l relations 

between States. 



ENDC/PV .152 
9 

(Mr. Tsarapkin, USSR) 

The Soviet Union considers that in the present state of international affairs 

it is necessary to take speedy, effective and, if possible, simple measures with 

which a start could be made and which would have a favourable influence upon the 

further development of mutual relations between the States belonging to the two 

opposing military groupings. The whole world has expressed its deep satisfaction 

at one such measure -- the conclusion of a trea ty on the cessation of nuclear tests. 

We must now go a step further and conclude a non-aggression pact. The 

implementation of this measure would not involve any difficulty; it would in no 

way infringe upon anyone's interests; it would greatly reduce the threat of a 

nuclear missile war and would thus ensure equal security for all. 

The drr.ft non-aggression pact (ENDC/77) between the States parties to the 

Warsaw Treaty and the States parties to the North Atlantic Treaty submitted by the 

Soviet Union contains provisions which cause no prejudice to either side and which, 

we are profoundly convinced, are acceptable to all States. 

The draft non-aggression treaty submitted by the Soviet Union contains two 

obligations: first, to refrain from attack, the threat or use of force, and to 

resolve all disputes by peaceful means only, through negotiations between the 

parties concerned. Secondly, it provides that: 
11 Should situations affecting the interests of both sides arise 

which are likely to endanger the maintenance of peace and security, 

the States parties to this Pact shall consult together, with a view 

to taking and implementing such joint measures as may, in conformity 
with the United Nations Charter, be considered appropriate for the 

peaceful settlement of such situations" " (ibidor p.2) 

These two obligations are equal for both sides; they cause no prejudice to 

a~one, nor do they give any special advantages to anyone. The non-aggression 

pact proposed by the Soviet Uriion in no way affects the balance of forces now 

existing in the world. This pact will merely be a consolidation of the solemn 

obligation of States not -~o attack each other. 

The non-aggre::;sion pact proponed by the Soviet Union, while confirming one of 

the main provisions of the United Nations Charter, will be a further development of 

the peaceful principlea of the United Nation3 Charter and will be a concrete example 

of the implementation of those principles in practice, regulating the relations 

between the two must powerful groupinga of States and ensuring peace and security 

for the peoples throughout the world. 
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We have repeatedly heard statements to the effect that the NATO military bloc 
was created only for defensive purposes and that it has no intention of attacking 

anyone. If this is so, then the best confirmction of all such statements would ·be 

the signing by the N.ATO countries of a non-aggression pact with the cotintries of the 

Warsaw Treaty. 

It is well known that during the itiosoow negotiations on the cessation of nuclear 

tests between the represente,tives of the Soviet Union, the United States of .Ar.Ierica 

and the United Kingdom an exchange of views took place on the conclusion of a 

non-aggression pact. It was <.greed tha t the governments would inform their 

respective allies concerninJ these talks and would consult with them Hbout continuing 

discussions on this question with the purpose of achieving agreement satisfactory 

to , all participants. Yle hope that those consultations will not be too long drawn 

out and that they will lead to the speedy conclusion of a non-aggression pact. 

We note with satisfaction that many members of our Committee have already 

spoken in .favour of a non-aggression pact. In this regard we recall the positive 

statement r.1ade by the United Kingdom Government. We should also ·like to note with 

s a tisfaction the fe,ct that sever a l membe:rs of the Committee from the non-aligned 

countries have spoken in favour of concluding a non-aggr ess ion pact. The 

representative o·f Nigeria, ~~ir. Obi 1 speC!k.ing of the raost important oeasures aimed 
a t the lessening of international tension, said a t our meeting on 1 August: 

"My delegation has long since declared itself in favour ••• of a mutually 

negoti a t ed non-o.ggr e.ssion pact between the two gi ant military groupings 

of Ni' .. TO and the \'larsaw Treaty ••• 11 (ENOO/PV.l49 , p.9) 

L.t the same meeting, .as .we all know, the r epresentative of Ethiopia, ritr. Imru, also 

spoke in ·f avour of the conclusion of a non-aggr ession pact and ca lled this .proposal 

a realistic measure. The r epresentative of Mexico, },i'r . fudilla Nervo (ENDC / PV.l48, 

p. 29) the represento.tive of India , Iw:r. Iliehta , (idem, pp .26 1 .27) and s everal others 

spoke in support of a non-aggr ession pact at our meeting on 30 July. 

It seems to. be obvious tha t there a r e . no weighty grounds or serious reasons 

for protracting orpostponing the solution of this important question which has long 

been ripe for solution. Before the Moscow n eg oti ations the r epres entativ es of t he 

Western P owers took a clearl y evasive attitude towards a pact. They pointed out 

that if s uch a pact were signed, difficulties might arise among the members of NATO, 
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obviously refe.rring to the attitude taken by the present Government of the Federal 

Republic of Germany in regard to the German Democratic Republic. It seems to us 

that this question should not now embarrass our Western partners to any extent, 

since the Soviet Government has recently stated that this problem could be settled 

to the mutual satisfaction of both sides. In his replies to questions put to him 

by the correspondents of Pravda and I~ve~ on 27 July, the Chairman of the Council 

of Ministers of the USSR, :ur. Khrushchev, said: 
11As regards the question of how the non·-aggression pact should be 
formulated, we are certain that on this score there will be no 
difficulty in reaching agreement; there are no insuperable 

obstacles, nor can there be any." (ENDCjl03 1 p,3) 

One can be quite sure that if the Western Powers display as much good will on 

the question of concluding a non-aggression pact as was displnyed by both sides 

during the recent Moscow negotiations on the prohibition of nuclear weapon tests, 

it would soon be possible to gladden the world with further important good news 1 

namely, the achievement of agreement in regard to the conclusion of a non-aggression 
pact. The implementation of this measure would open up further broad prospects in 
the struggle to prevent a world war. 

I now turn to another measure put forward by the Soviet side, the aim of which 
is to lessen international tension. We have said that at the present time it would 
be most useful and appropriate to settle the question of freezing, or still better, 
reducing the military budgets of States. Although this partial measure would not 
in itself remove the threat of war, it would nevertheless be a definite forward step 
towards strengthening confidence between countries and slowing down the armaments 
race. 

Moved by the desire to give a definite start to the process of disarmament, the 

Soviet Government has in ~he past repeatedly put forward proposals for the reduction 

of military budgets and has taken unilateral measures to reduce the Soviet armed 

forces and armaments and has reduced accordingly the budgetary items of military 

expenditures. In 1957 the So~iet Government made specific proposals to the 

Governments of the Western Powers for the reduction of the military budgets of the 

Soviet Union, the United States of lilllerica, the • United King¢lom and France by 15 per 
cent. In 1958 the Soyiet side submitted at the thirte.enth session of the General 
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Assembly the question of reducing the military budgets (A/3925) of the Soviet Union, 

the United Sta'tes of i..merica, the United Kingdom and France by 10-15 per cent and of 

allocating a certain portion of the resources thus saved to assistance to 

under-developed countries. Lt the sixteenth session of the United Nations General 

Assembly, the Soviet Government put forward the proposal (L/4892) that without 

waiting for the solution of the problem of general and complete disarmament the 

military budgets of States should be f~ozen, by setting for them a maximum limit 
not exceeding the military appropriations as of l January 1961. 

This consistent and resolute crunpaign of the Soviet Government in favour of the 

reduction of military expenditures by States, and in the first place ·by the great 

Powers, is convincing evidence that the Soviet Union attaches great importance to 

this question as one of the practical oeans to slow down the armaments race and to 
lighten the heavy burden which this race imposes upon the peoples. 

We can only regret that in the past the Western Powers should have shown so 
little interest in this and failed to support the Soviet proposals in this re'gard • 

. As is well known, they continued to intensify their milite.ry preparations and, as a 
result, the speed of the armaments race has increased still further and military 

expenditures have reached proportions unprecedented in peacetime. 

With these immense resources expended for military purposes, it' would be 
possible to raise substantially the standard of living of the population, increase 
old-age pensions, grant scholarships to students and build new houses, schools, 
plants, hospitals and so on. There is no need to prove that all these militarY 
preparations cannot ensure national security, including that of the United States 

and other States parties to the North J\.tlant:L; Treaty, nnd that they are most 
dangBrous for the cause of peace. 

The continuing growth of military expenditures is merely increasing the tension 
in the world, is creating 'an explosive atmosphere of mistrust between States and 

is piling up more and more obstacles in the way tc the solution of the problem of 
general and complete disarmament. The disproportionate military expenditures 
connected with the armaments race impede the normal dev~lopment of the economies of 

States, particularly of those which do not possess great economic resources; those 

expenditures lead to increased budget deficits and to a growth in state loans, and 
are a heavy burden on the shoulders of the peoples. 
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It may be said that not only the Western Powers but the Soviet Union and its 

allies as well are arming and are appropriating very considerable sums from .their 

state budgets in order to strengthen their security. That is indeed so. The 

Soviet Union and the other memb.ers of the Wftrsaw Treaty· alliance are compelled to 

take the necessa~ measures for the defence of their countries. 

However, the SoYiet Government is ready at any moment to reach agreement on 

the cessation of the armam£>.1ts race and on the reduction of that part o:t' . .State 

budgets which is connected with the maintenance of armed forces and with the 

production of the means of warfare. The SoYiet Government considers that in the 

present situation the achievement of agreement on the reduction of military budgets 

or, at least to begin with, the freezing of them, is quite ponsible and should give 

rise to no great difficulties. It is a question of a partial measure, the 

implementation of which will cause no prejudice to the security of States, will not 

give a mi~itary advantage to anyone and will not alter the general balance of fo~ces 

in the world. The implementation of this measure will be to the ad>antage of all 

the peoples of the world. 

The budgets of States reflect in great detail the efforts made by the respective 

Governments both for peaceful and military purposeR. The acceleration of the 

armaments race is inevitably linked with an increase in military expenditures; 

therefore the reduction of budgetary appropriations for military purpo~es or, to 

begin with, at least the freezing of them at a certain level, would make it possible 

to slow down or even to halt the armaments race. That is why the Soviet 

Government proposes as a first step towards stopping the armaments race and creating 

an atmosphere of confidence between States that agreement should be _reached to 

freeze, or still better, to reduce by a certain proportion budgetary expenditures 

for military requirements. While emphasizing that we consider this I'leasure only as 

a first step towards a further curtailment of military production and towards 

disarmament, we would point out, to the delegations that the achievement of agreement 

on the basis proposed by the Soviet Union is greatly facilitated by the fact that in 

this case no question of the categ"ries and types of armaments subject to l';'eduction 

arises, and that States remain free to choose those which they consider necessary 

for themselves at the present stag~ in order to ensure theil';' security. At the same 



EN.DC /PV .152 
14 

(Mr. Tsarapkin, USSR) 

time an agreed implementation of this measure could become an important stimulus to 

make fnrther progress in consolidating peP.ce and to carry on successfully the 

negotiations on general and cornplete disarmament. 

The problem of preventing surprise attack, which has long been on the agenda of 

international life, is also of great importance in these days. We would recall that 

as far back as November 1958 the Soviet Union proposed the adoption of a number of 

concrete measures designed to prevent surprise attack (GEN/SA/7/Rev.l and 

GEN/SA/8/Rev.l). In those Soviet proposals control measures were 0ombined with 

certain partial disarmament measures which could be carried out with some amendments 

in conformity with present-day conditions. It is quite obvious that the danger of 

surprise attack can be finally eliminated only in conditions of general and complete 

disarmament when the military machines of all States have been abolished. However, 

even before general and complete disarmament has been c arried out -- which is the 

·abject of our main efforts -- it :..~ possible and even necessary to adopt certain 

measures which would raduce the threat of surprise attack, would eliminate to a 

considerable extent the suspicions of States in regard to one another, and would 

thereby contribute towards the achievement of agreement on general and complete 

disarmament. 

What does this require first of all? As the Chairman of the Council of 
Ministers of the USSR, ~rr. Khrushchev, said in his speech of 19 July: 

ll we consider it appropriate to establish in certain areas of the 

Soviet Union and of other countries, ground control posts at airports, 

railway junctions, main roads and in major ports. Of course, all this 

must be done on a reciprocal basis". (EN.DC / ll:"..: ... £.:.3) 
In our opinion, the establishmer>t of such control posts might be one of the 

most important means of reducing the danger of surprise attack. It can hardly be 

denied that even wi th the existence of nuclear missile weapons, preparations for a 

modern large-scale war are inevitably linked with the need. to c~ncentrate larg~ 

detachments of troops and a large quantity of armaments and military eqltipment in 

aertain areas. In the event of we.r, only the irruption 1 f substantial lnnd forc e s 

can ensu~~ control of the enemy 1 s t erritory. That is why we propose the 

establishment 'of ground ~ontrol posts to keep watch on the lines of the movement of 
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troops: so -that there should be no dangerous concentration of the large masses of 

troops without. which surprise attack is .impossible. Everyone understands that, in 

order to carry out a military invasion, it is necessary to assemble armed forces with 

effectives, armaments, military equipment and material and technical means and to 

group them appropriately along the lines of attack. It is obvious ·that such · 

preparations, which_ require large scale movements of troops and military equipment 

by railway, road and air and through large ports, practically do not lend themselves 

.to concealme-nt, and the establishment of control posts at these points would make it 

possible to detect any such preparations in g ood time. 

Of course, the establishment of control posts cannot in itself guarantee the 

maint.enance of peace; it would nevertheless be a definite measure aimed at 

preventing surprise attack, provided, of course, that it was combined with certain 

.partial disarmament measures. 

As I have just pointed out, that is precisely the way in which the question is 

stated in the Soviet proposals of 28 November 1958 for the prevention of surprise 

attack • . Such a combination of measures is certainly necessary if we wish ground 

control posts to play the part of an effective measure for reducing the danger of 

surprise attack and relaxing tension. What would be the use of control posts if 

they were not combined with the implementat~~n of other measures aimed at reducing 

the danger of the concentration of troops and armaments confronting one another? 

Tha-t would simply be control wi-thout disarmament, but such an approach to the solution 

of the problems before us would yie ld no positive results; it has been entirely 

discredited, . and I do not think that anyone will insist on it today. 

We must combine such a measure as the establishment of control posts with 

certain partial disarmament measures. Specific considerations in this regard are 

contained in the Sovi_et proposals of 28 November 1958. Life, however, does not 

otand . still and we are prepared to introduce the approprie.te changes required by life 

itself into the series of measure~ listed in the aforesaid Soviet proposals. In 

particular, we agree to the establi_shment of control posts also at ai:rfields, ·a 

measure to which the Soviet Union previously objected. On the other hand, the 

question of aerial photography., which was included in the Soviet proposals of 1958, 

no longer arises today. Certain other reasonable modifications could also be made 

in . these proposals. . But the.re a:re some measures which have not lost their urgency. 
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The question of ensuring the security of the peoples of Europe, arid, conseq1.~ently, 

universal peace, is particularly acute at the present time. The proposal of the 

Soviet Union for the reduction of foreign troops located both on the territory of 

the German DemocratiC'. Republic and on the terri tory of ;festern Germany (ENDC/113) is 

aimed at creating conditions th~t would facilitate the achievement of this aim. It 

is well known that the Soviet Government is in favour of carrying out this measure as 

a first step towards the withdrawal of all foreign troops from Europe and considers 

that, at the present time, :i.n view of the definite improvement in the international 

.situation, favourable conditions have been created for reaching spec.~f::.c agreement 

on this question. 
We are convinced we think that everyone who is anxious for the relaxation 

of international tension will agree with us that the reduction of the number of 

foreign troops on German territory would be of gr.eat significance for ensuring peace. 

ll.s is well known, more inflammable material for war has been accumulated in Central 

Europe than in any other part of the world; it is there that the armed forces of the 

two principal military alliances 1 N.t~TO a,nd the Warsaw Treaty, are ffwing each other. 

It is essential to make.: a start to relax the tension which exists in this powder keg 

of Europe, The reduction and gradual withdrawal of all foreign troops from· the 

territo~ of Germany and othGr European. States would help to normalize conditions in 

the European continent and, eonsequently, throughout the world. 

J~longside these ·measures there is much to be said for the proposal (ENDC/113, 

p.3) to send representatives of the Soviet Union to the troops of the WeGtern Powers 

in iVestern Germany 1 in exchange for the sending of their representatives to the 

Soviet troops stationed in the German Democratic Republic. This measure seems to 
us to be all the more expedient because it would be carried out in that part of ·· 

Europe where the troops of the two grouping~ of States -- NJ.T0 1 on the one hand, and 

the Warsaw Treaty, on the other -- are facing each other. It is not necessary to be 

a highly qualified military specialist to understand that it iD in that area that any 

preparations for a surprise attack would be particiularly noticeable . Furthermore, 
any movement of troops and milita~ equipment in that a -:"ea; even if it is not 

connected with preparations for an attack, might naturally gi.ve ris e to suspicion 

and, consequently, to counter-measures by the armed forces on the other side of the 

line of demarcation between the two military groupings. Thus, the s ending cif Soviet 
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representatives to the military forces of the Western Powers in Western Germany, 

in exchange for the sending of representatives of the I'Testern Powers to the Soviet 

troops stationed in the German Democratic Republic, might to some extent contribute 

towards the easing of the situation in that part of Europe. 
Among measures aimed at the lessening of international tension and facilitating 

general and complete disarmament, an important place is occupied by the proposals 

for the creation of denuclearized zones in various parts of the world. In the 

situation where nuclear weapons threaten to spread to other countries and continents, 
the question of denuclearized zones becomes particularly significant and urgent. 

The adoption and implementation of measures for the creation of such zones in various 

parts of the globe, especially in areas where there is a threat of military conflict, 
would help to reduce the danger of a thermonuclear war, would create definite barriers 

to the spreading of nuclear weapons and would facilitate the establishment of an 

atmosphere of confidence in the relations between States. 

17e see how the idea of creating denuclearized zones is now spreading 
irresistibly with ever increasing force throughout the world, is gaining the support 
of more and more States and governments and is taking hold on the minds and the hearts 

of all the peoples of the world. Convincing evidence of this is provided by the 
proposals for the creation of denuclearized zones in Central Europe, (ENDC/C.l/1) 

in the W~diterraneen basin, (ENDC/91) in Scandinavia (A/C.l/1 297, Add.l,2) in the 
Balkans, in J.frica (1./Res/1652 (XVl)) in Lctin America (ENDC/87) and in other parts of 
the world. The idea of atom-free zones found practical expression in the 1959 
Convention on the ~\ntartic and in the well-known resolution of the sixteenth session 
of the General Assembly of the United Nations on the declaration of the African 
continent as a denuclearized zone, a decision which was reaffirmed at the Conference 

of the Heads of Independent African States at Addis Ababa in m~. (ENDC/93/Rev.l) 

In our Committee also, the overwhelming majority, including representatives of the 

non-aligned States, namely, the representatives of Ethiopia, Nigeria, India, 
Mexico and Brazil, have on several occasions spoken in favour of the establishment 

of zones free from nuclear weapons and missiles. Information has already been 

published to the effect that it is proposed to include in the agenda of the 
forthcoming eighteenth session of the General Assembly of the United Nations the 

question of creating denuclearized zones in Latin America, in the Balkans and in the 

Mediterranean area. 
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Such a vast movement in the world for the establishment of atom-free zones 
clearly shows that this idea is based on realistic factors of modern international 
life and is in keeping with the fundamental interests of all the peoples who are 

demanding the immediate adoption of measures to avert the danger of a thermonuclear 

war. 
The Soviet Union, consistently pursuing the policy of peaceful co-existence, 

has always actively supported and is supporting the creation of zones free from 

nuclear weapons and ffiissiles, being of the opinion that the implementation of such a 

measure would be a valua ble contribution towards the strengthening of peace and the 
solution of the problem of general and complete disarmament. The Soviet Government 
has frequently declared its willingness to help bring about the creation of such zones, 

and has stressed that the Soviet Union is prepared to give the necessary guarantees 

for the maintenance of the status of any given atom-free zone, provided, of course, 
that similar guarantees are also given by the \!estern nuclear Powers. 

We consider that in the present circumstances the adoption and implementation of 

the Soviet Government's proposal to declare the area of the Mediterranean Sea a 
aenuclearized zone would be of great significance for strengthening peace and r educirg 
the threat of a thermonuclear war. The implementation of that proposal, as has 
already been shown repeatedly by the Soviet side, would be fully in keeping with the 
security needs of the countries in that area, as well as the interests of 
strengthening world peace . 

The r ealism and us efulness of the Soviet Union's proposal f or the creation of a 
denuclear i zed zone in the area of the Mediterranean Sea i s conf irmed by the f act that 
this Soviet initiative has received wide support both among the peoples of 
Mediterranean countries and among those living outside that ar ea. The 
Secretary-General of the United Nations, U Thant, has spoken in favour of acceptance 
of t he Soviet prop osal. The President of the United Arab Republic, Mr. Nass er , 
speaking of the Soviet Government's proposal, said: 

"···We unres ervedly support this project in accordance with our 
policy of peace. We intend to support any international agr eement 
a imed at the el i mination of all types of weapons of mass des t ructi on, 
and not only in the 1ledit er ranean ar ea ••• ". 
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The ever-wider support of the Soviet proposal and its timeliness give us ground 

for hope that, given good will, it will be possible to make progress in creating an 

atom-free zone in the Mediterranean and to overcome the obstacles standing in the 

way of this proposal. 
The Soviet delegation further considers that the time has come for us to reach 

agreement on the creation of a denuclearized zone in Central Europe, as the 

Government of the People 1s Republic of Poland has proposed. The implementation of 

such a measure would help to improve the situation in Europe, to lessen the likelihood 

of a dangerous conflict between the armed forces of NATO and the Warsaw Treaty and to 

improve the whole international atmosphere. The creation of a denuclearized zone 

in Central Europe would also avert the threat of the use of nuclear weapons by 

forces hostile to peace end would lay a foundation for good neighbourly co-operation 

in the relations between European countries belonging to different social system8. 

Now, since the signing of the test ban treaty, when the first sprouts of 

international co-operation have appeared, and when we hear the Western Powers state 

that they are ready to contribute towards the strengthening of peace, we must 

redouble our efforts and reach agreement on the creation of zones free from nuclear 

weapons. 

To the same group of questions belongs also the Soviet proposal for a 

declaration on th~ renunciation by States of the use of foreign territories for 

stationing strategic means of delive~ of nuclear weapons, (ENDC/75) 
All these questions are, in substance, not so ve~ complicated. Everyone 

understands perfectly well that, given the necessary good will, agreement could soon 

be reached on the creation of denuclearized zones. The peoples of the world are 

entitled to expect that their vital interests will be taken into account, that their 
demands will be heard and that all these denuclearized zones will be created in the 

immediate future. 
The improvement in the international climate which has resulted from the 

agreement reached in Moscow on the cessation of nuclear tests gladdens the hearts of 

all sincere friends of peace and gives us fresh hope for the fruitfulness of efforts 

to ease the international situation. The signing of the Treaty on the cessation of 

nuclear weapon tests has laid a good foundation, but we must not for~et that this is 

but the first step and that a long and difficult road lies ahead. 
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Concen·trated effo:r-l;js are necessary to ensure that no one wil!. succeed in 

blocking tbe path laid by the agreement between theuuclear Powers in Moscow. 

In our negotia-tions here in the Eighteen-Ne.iion Q()mmittee 1 we must maintein and 

develop further the spi.ri t of neg otiation which was created in i\~oscow and which 

has yielded the first tangibl·~ results. 

I shQuld like to conclud.e :ny statement with the wo1·ds of the Chairman of 

the Council of Mini3ters of the USSR, Mr , :I'::hr·ushcheY 1 who, on the oc.casion of the 

signing of the Test Ban Treaty in iYlos:ow on 5 August. said: 

w1Ve considfT that the 1~ost impo ... ·tant thing now is not to rest 

content with what h as been achieved, llo"!i t,o halt the st.~·l'.ggle against 

the threat of a new war, for the rela,xation of interna.tional tension 

and for lasting peace throughou.t the world. 11 
( ~~T:Q/I::Y...::.l.2G..J!.!2) 

We hope t .hat the proposals we have explained today which a:::e ai.med at easing 

international t ens ion; will be studied carefully by all the members of -the 

Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament. In this connexion, we should like to make 

a special appea).. to the r epres entative3 of the non-a ligned States in the Committee, 

who have always shown unremitting i nterest in the iml?lementation of measures aimed 

at improving the inte rnational situ.ation and facili t a t i ng the success of the 

negotiations for general and complete disar~ament. "ii'e trust that they and all the 

other members of the 0orruni ttee will st.ucly t ,h ese Sov i e t proposals r:arefully, and 

support them, thus contributing to the strengthening of world p eace and the 

s ecurity of the peopl es of all countries c-.ncl a ll continents • 

.iVrr. SIMOYIC (Czechoslova:da) (trans·lation from Russian) ·: In accordance 

witb the procedu:r,e of work of the Coqunitt Ge submitted by the ;.;-Chairmen and adopted 

at our meeting .. on 12 August(.srrnj?\i .l5C, pp. Jl 1 l2)tuday we start once again to discuss 

s o-called ~ollateral measures. On behalf of the Cz echoslovak de legation, I s hould 

a lso like to express ·-- for the time being only in a general way -- our views 

qoncerning certain collate r&l measures. First of all, concerning those, · which have 

a+~eady been mentioned a t ou~ meeting~ by some delegat]~ns in connexion with ' the 

e-:raluation of t he treaty recentl y signed in Moscow, and 'l':hich) after serious study 

~nd discussion bythe Committee , could be agr e ed upon and adopted in the shortest 

possible time. The atmospher e of mutual understanding accompanying the successful 
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completion · of the r>'ios.cow negotiations between· the three · nuclear Powers has · b'~kn · 
unanimously highly appreciated also in our ' Conimittee in ·the ' statements of all the 

delegations. This atmosphere· creates favourable conditions· for a busiD.esslike 

and successful discussion of the c-ollateral measur·es under consideration. : 

But L should like from the outset of my statement to emphasize . that · our ·main 

task, . on: the· accomplishment· of which all our efforts should be concentrated aiso 

when discussing collateral measures' should be to achieve agreement on general and·. 
complete · disarmament. - That, incidentally, has been stressed in ' the preamble t~ ' th~ 

treaty itself, (ENDC/100/.Rev.l} as well as in statements made by many statesmen ~ho · 
. ! • . 

put forward -proposalS . for various partial measures, on which it might be pos·s±ble and 

useful to reach agreement. The resolutions of the -General .Assembly . of i theUnited · 

Nations; iildeed, .put" an obligation upon us to do so~ The peoples of the whole world 

e:x;.pect w:ith- eVery .. 'right - and hope · that ·we will carry out this task · in a Very·;·shOJ..t'/ · · r 

time • . 

The implementation of an agreement on :general and complete disarmament·woUld .. 

f:i.:nQ;lly eliminate ·. the . threat · of a nuclear war; it would :help to bring · about th~ ': 

liquidation of : the means . for starting .and cal!'rying out acts of :aggression; . it 'would 
.. 

release immense material resources which could be used to effect a substantial rise-

in tne ;standard of living of the peoples; · 'it would create an entirely riew 

interz:iational -~tmosphere and help towards the final triunrph of the principles · of 

peaceful co-axis'tence • : 

. ·.It is no ~ecret -- and each .of .us here has mentioned it ·on many ci'ccasidns 

tlul.t $0 far the results of the Conuni ttee 1 s work ·in the field of ~eneral and c6mplete 

disarmament, a.s well as in :regard to collateral measures; have ·not been satisfactory 

or --encouragi;ng. The negotiations whic!h h~ve g one on for many moll:tlhs, even though 

they lia.ve helped -t:o clarify the -re-spective .positions on the questions and -proposals 

under discussion, 'have. in fact· faiil ed · to achie·ve any tangible resufts. Howev er, 

even if we do come. to this cohcJ.usion, we have no intention of belittling the 

importance of the . -pr;:rt played. by- the EiJ hteen-Na-tion Conuni ttee iri' the ·prep~ration 'and 

succ~ss ; .pf_ the Moscow· neg otiati':oils on the ·ce..ssation of ' nucle'ar· tests or· ii:l the' 

achievement of a greement on the establishment of a direct c ommunications ' link 

between. i,Vioscow ~d \-'lashington. ·· (ENOC/ 97) · The hopes· for fui'ther and more 

substantial progress towards general and complete disarmament which, as a result 

of the first successes achieved during the negotiations in Moscow, have again 
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grown strong and taken hold on the hearts and minds of the peoples of the world, 

compel us to consider seriously how we should act in future and upon what questions 

we should focus our attention and efforts in order to reach, by the most practicable 

way, our main goal of general and complete disarmament. 

liTe realize that ·!:,he achievement of agreement on general and complete disarmament 

is an extremely corapli.cated problem, the solution of which will require considerable 

efforts as well as time, of course. At the same time, however, the urgency of this 

question demands that agreement should be reached in the shortest possible time. 

Therefore, the g overnments of all countries -- and not only the members of the 

Eighteen-Nation Committee -- should use all available opportunities, occasions and 

means to settle the question of disarmament once and for all. 

It can be noted with satisfaction that in the world there are now beginning to 

prevail trends towards the reasonable settlement of controversial questions by means 
of negotiation as well as towards the final solution of the disarmament question. 

We realize, of course, that not all responsible statesmen in the West have yet 

r enounc ed their old way of thinking and that on some of them, as Lord Home has said, 

"the nuclear bomb has imposed the discipline which self-discipline should have 
imposed." 

But we are realistic people and know that after long y ears of the cold war it 
is impossible to break the ice al ong the whol e front all at once. Only recently 
the leaders of certain countries were trying to pursue the policy of "brinkmanship" 
and were even advocating the expediency of the concept of a preventive nuclear war. 

I hope that thes e vestiges of the most acute period of the cold war will definitely 
become a thing of the irrevocable past. Our task now is to develop all the new 
healthy growths which are appearing in international life, however weak or imperfect 

they may be, and to develop them so that their positive influence will eventually 
prevail in the world . One of these extremely important manifest ations of the 

ensuing improvement in the international atmospher e is, in our view, the signing in 
Moscow of the nuclear test ban treaty. (EN00/100/ Rev .l) The Czechoslovak 
delegation is of the opinion that we here , in the Eighteen-Nation Committee, should 
now direct all our efforts towards mainta ining the a tmospher e of the Moscow 

negotiations and continue to r esolve other problems as well in the same spirit. 
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., We ,f.hink that a'l the pr-esent time the · most convenient way for eff;'ective and 

constructive work. by cilir Committee would be to discuss and implement certaiin 

collateral measures, which by themselves would contribute to the improvement of: ,the 

international atmosphere' the less&ning of international. tensibn:; the consolidat-ion 

of confidence among States, and which would, at the same -time, c·reate fayourable ··· 

conditions for the settleme"nt of other problems, first among which is the1 problem 

of general and complete disarmament, 

As is well known, the governments . of various St,ates and certain delegations in 

the Committee have Stibmitted. a· number :of proposals concerning such measures. , Not 

all of them, of course, are of equal importance, not ail of them axe · e-qually; --· 

prac·ticable art"d n:ot all of them correspond to the definition of collateral measures 

given in ENDC/1/i:..d.d.l, where it is stressed that su.-,h measures should· be aimed: .. at 

the lessening of international tension, the consolidation of confidence among States' 

and .. facilitating general and complete disarmament. But a number .. of the: ideas and 

proposals put forward are of a positive nature and correspond· to. the.se criter;i.a.: .. · 

The Gomrnittee ought 1 t.herefore, to deal with them in a definite order of .. priori ties. 

In our .opinion~ it would be appropriate to focus our negotiations --:. for the 

time being in the form of a general . debate -'-- on those measur~s in. r .egard to whichr· 

at lea13t in some of their particulars, there is a closeness orsimila;rity of views 

and which give promise of a possibility of agreement. In so doing, it would· be. 

appropriate and practical: to ·conMntrate ou.r . attention first of all on -thos~ · measures 

which,.· can be : implemented without any par-ticular difficulties of a militazy or 

technical nature while yielding re-latively maximum r .esul ts. 

, On the other hand, we do not think that it would be appropriate to discv.s~' . 

those proposals :which by their nature might arouse rni~trust betweenthe ,sides and 

would thus make it all the more difficult to achie...-e progre ss in the nego-~iations, · 

The Czechoslovak del"£!g.ation listened with . gr.eat interest to the proposaJ.s p:ut 

forward, at r .ecent meeti~1gs by the representatives of the So·viet Union, ·the _ United· . 

States.- and other C;Ol.llltriAS in regard · t,o the discU&!3ion o:( the problams of so-called 

qoll,ateral measur€s. ~ . ,We notea. with s atisfaction that ,many of the 'ideas ccmtai.n~ 

in the statements made by the Soviet anl~. United States .delegations were analagous, 

which :i,s ·an .enc oura.ging portent to:r ,fU111.1.re neg? tia;tions. 

We QoAsider .t4at,_ t~k:j,.ng due . account - of .. all t.Q.~ .aforementioned criteria, we 

should first Qf .all .discU;ss a ,pact of non-agg:ces.sion between th~ N.l..'l.'O countries and 
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the Warsaw Treaty States. This is undoubtedly one of the most important collateral 

measures which has many advantages when compared with many other projects. In 

particular: 
- it does not involve any difficulties of a military, technical or other 

nature or as regerds control; 
it calls for no concessions on either side and it in no way affects the 

so-called balance of forces, about which our Western colleagues talk so frequently; 

it could be implemented without any delay; 
it would be of very great import for easing tension and increasing confidence 

in the relations between States; 
it would create a favourable background for the solution of other problems, 

in particular for the achievement of progress in the field of general and complete 

disarmament; 
- the parties to the pact would be the countries of the most powerful military 

group~ngs and would include all the nuclear Powers. 

This pact was aptly described by the Chairman of the Council of Ministers of 
the USSR, Mr. Khrushchev, when he called it 11 a peace pact between the nuclear 

Powers" (.ENDC/103, p.2). I think one ca11 say without exaggeration that in the whole 
gamut of collateral measures the question of a pact is becoming a problem of key 
importance. 

We all know that up to now this question has also occupied an important place 
in the negotiations of our Committee. It is a fact that during the whole of our 
discussions no substantive objections have been or could be put forward against 
this proposal. Only a few arguments on procedural matters have been advanced, but 

even those have been convincin~ly rejected by a number of the delegations present 
here. 

The Czechoslovak delegation welcomed with satisfaction the fact that 

considerable attention was devoted to the question of a pact in Moscow also and that 

the Governments of the Soviet Union, the United States and the Uni tecl Kingdom fully . 

concurred in the view that 11 agr eement satisfactory to all participants" (ENDC/101, p.2) 
should be achieved on this question. 

The interests of peace and security require that the pact should be concluded as 
soon as possible. Besides others, the representative of Ethiopia , Lij Imru, spoke 
convincingly about this need at our meeting of. 1 August, when he stated: 
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11li.greement on certain collateral m'easures ," a realistic non-aggression 

pac between th~ two nuclear Pow~r blocs, settlements in sensitive 

areas of possible conflict and businesslike negotiations on the next 

steps to be undertaken in the pursuit of general and complete 

disarmament will have a decisive influence on those who still 

consider that their security depends upon continuing along the road of· 

nuclear armament." (ENDC(PV.l49, p.6) 

There can now be no (S ronnds for delaying or dn,gging out the negotiations or 

even for speaking against the pact. At the present time it is urgently necessa~ 

to speed up consultations within the framework of the t\\'O groupings and t 6 set about 

the specific formulation of a draft without delay. 

The Czechoslovak Socialist Republic declares once again that it is prepared to 
become a party to the pact and to assume all the obligations contained therein, 
l~llow me in this connexion to quote the words of the Czechoslovak Minister · of 

Foreign Affairs, Mr. Vaclav David, who on 8 l~ugust 1963 in Moscow, on the occasion 

of the signing of the Nuclear Test Ban Treaty, in answer to a question put to him by 

a correspondent of Izvestia, said: 

"lunonJ further urgent measures, for the implementation of which the 
'.I : 

treaty which has just been signed creates favourable conditions, in the 
first plv~ce is the conclusion of a non-aggression pact between the 

member States of Nl~TO and the States parties to the ';7arsaw Treaty. 

Undoubtedly the conc'tusion of such a pact would have a positive iilf'luence 

on the international situation and would contribute to ensurin'g peace and 
. . . 

security in Europe and throughout the world. li 

h number of representatives of other 'countries also spoke in a similar vein on 

the same occasion; e\er-wider c'ircles of public opinion in all countrie s of the 

world are expressing their support for the speediest possible conclusion of a 

non-aggression pact. 

Taking into account the appropriateness, the maximum effectiveness and, 
. .· , 

moreover, the comparatively easy achievP.meut of such a decision, the Czechoslovak 

delegation considers that the Committee should with redoubled vigour continue 
. . 

negotiations on such important questions as the proposais 'for the creation of 

denucleariz~d zones in various parts of the world, particularly in the so-called 



ENDC/PV .152 
26 

(ivir. Simovic, Czechoslovakia) 

sensitive areas such as Central Europe, the Balkans and the Mediterranean. The 

idea of creating such zones is meeting with ever-wider support L1 the world, and 
in a number of areas concrete practical steps have already been taken to carry out 

the idea. I am referring, in particular, to the initiative of the Presidents of 

five Latin American countries (ENDC / 87) and the resolution of the Heads ·of 

Governmentn of the independent African States adopted at the conference in L.ddis 

Ababa (ENDC / 93/Rev.l). I have already had the opportunity of speaking on the gist 

of the question of the creation of denuclearized zones in ~y earlier Rtatements, in 

particular at the meetings of 31 :lviay and. 7 June (ENDC/PV.l39, p.25 et seq., 

ENDC/PV.l4l, p.7 et seg.) of the Committee, and therefore I shall not deal with it 

in greater detail now. In thi~ connexion, I should only lilte to stress that the 

main prerequisite for the effectiveness of a proposal to c~eate denuclearized zones 

is the condition that the nuclear Powers shoul.d guarantee the status of these zones. 

This requirement becomes even more imperative now that a treaty on the cessation of 

nuclear tests hs.s _ been concluded and already signed by dozens of States and because 

practical steps have been taken to prevent the spread of nuclear weapons to other 
countries. Only a commitment by the States already possessing nuclear weapons not 

to use these weapons against countries in denuclearized zones and to fully respect 

the denuclearized status of these zones can lead to the result that no situation will 

come about in which there would be potentially unequal relationships between the 
countries concerned. We noted with satisfaction that this ~equirement was 

particularly ::;tressed in connexion with the 1vioscow ne3 otiations by the United Nations 
Secretary-General, U Thant, 

The next measure which could be implemented wit,hout any great delay and which 
would be of particular importance in restricting armaments is, in our view, the 

proposal to freeze the military budgets of States or, better still, to reduce them. 

It is well known that the process of the systematic increase of military budgets 

clearly reflects the trend towards further accelerating the armaments race. The 

implementation of the aforesaid measure, however 7 would help to slow down this 

process and might even facilitate a direct limitation of armaments. 

Czechoslovakia, as a country situated in the immediate neighbourhood of the two 

German States, attaches particular importance to the Soviet Unionrs proposal 

concerning. the reduction of the number of foreign troops on the territory of the two 
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German States and con~E)r:r.ting a reciprocal ~~change of representatives of. the Soviet 

Union and the Western Powers to be assigned to . . the So'i"iet troops stationed in the _ 

German Democratic Repub_lic and_ to the troops of the Western Powers in the terri tory 

of the Federal Republic of Germany. 

Another serious propos~l to which the Committee should give due attention is 

the que~tion of the. prevention of surprise attack. The Soviet Uni?n's proposals , 

contain a num.ber of pravieions which are close to the positions hitherto adopted 

by the , W'est,ern P~wers, Ls iD well lrnownl both side~· propose on a rec~prooal basis 

to set up in certai,n reg ioN.: g round cor:trol post:J, which would be located n.t 

airports , railway jULJ.ct,ions, motor roads and in cig .'9or·ts. The implementation of 

these measure~ would UI1qi.~estionably _be of great importance for strengthenbg 

confid~:t;lCEl betw'ren Stz.t e s, since i~.:. wJnld render impossible clandestine concentrations 

of large mili ta1·y forc~s and arTDame1l,tc for carrying out a surprise · attack .. 

In QOn~lusion, I should like to assure the Committ~e that the c~ech9slovak 

delegation is a:.so prepared to dis~uss carefully and in .a c :mstruotive sp:i:.;it the . 
: . . . . . . .. . 

o~her , propos ale whieh haYe already bee:1 ,-,r _will . be submitt.ed to .the Commi tt~e, if . 

their content ;i.s in keep,tng with the principles }.e,id qownJn the proc~du=e of _work 

of the Col_Iliilittee adopted on 23 ~'~arch 1962. (ENDC/12) 

t4r, BURNS (Canada)~ , ·rhe Canadian del~gation has always attached 

considerable importarwe to the work of this Committee on what a::-e ca],led ,.collateraL 

measures 1 and of c_ourse is lu.'-PPY t~ai we have decided to devote half of our meetings 
~ . . •. ' 

durin;s the :pres.eut roWld of d,iccussions to that .sl.:..bjeci. Si~ce tne Confe=e~ce began 

in March of l a s-!; y ear it ~as become generally rec.ogEized that in order to .tmprove the 
' .. ' • i ' ,I, • ~ . . ~ .,. , 

proapects for ag r eement on gencr~l and complete disa_rrname~t we must first take s.teps 

to ease international tensions and. create confidence. . ~11, or almos1 all~ of the 

countries of tho .world . ha"."e hailed the Moscow test ban ag.:·eement as a milestone on 

the road to im~ro-ved. r e l ations between StatAs. The Canadian delegation believes . . . 

that in the f ew weeks which r emain before the eighteenth ses~:~ion of the Uniteo. 

Nc.tions Gt=meral J.s:oembly bee'{ ins ,our Committee could. perform useful.. work by 

exploring, in the sa!ll8 const:;.·ucti,~e atmosphere,\~<· b. prevailed t'\.t the ~ioscow ·talks 1 

the p_ossibilities for f~l=the r agreemElnt on collat,!'l r~l . measures; a_ad we ha-ve heard 

the r epresentatives of the United States, the Soviet Union a nd Czechosl ovakia state 

that they are of the same opinion. 
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We have just heard from the representative of Czechoslovakia his views of the 

subjects which could most usefully be discussed and the order in which they should 

be taken, and we have a somewhat different opinion about that order. 

We have listened with careful attention to the very important ste.tement mo.de by 

the representative of the Soviet Union, which contains so much matter that it will 

require fu~ther study. We not,e the various measures which, in the opinion of the 

Soviet delegation, should be discussed amon{5 the collaterc.l measures with which · v;e 

are to deal in this Committee. Some of them, it is well known to both sicles J will 

require discussions with allies, and so far as the NLTO alliance is concerne& I 

think it is known that such discussions have been initiated. They will l however, 

toke some time bef ore it will t e possible for the representatives of the NJ .. TO 

countries in this Committee t o be able -~o take firm stands in r elation to s ome of 

the points discuss ed . I-IoweYer-: :i.t seems to us that there is at least one collateral 

measure to whose discussion in this Committee there is n o obstacle. 

In his statement of 19 July (ENDC / 113) the Chairman of the Council of lViinisters 

of the Soviet Union, l:'.s we hav e been told age.in here by Ivir. Tsarapkin, (supr~: p.l4 ) 

spoke of the importance of making it impossible for an aggressor t o be able to carry 

out a sudden attack. He suggested that, subject to reciprocity, control p osts 

might be established in certain reg ions of the Soviet Union and other countries, and 

at various locations, including aerodromes, hiJhways and ports. We have hea rd t hl:'.t 
repea t ed again by iYi:r. Tsarapkin today; and we hA.ve h eard from him a r epetition of tm 

proposal to station representative s of Soviet forces with 17estern forc es stationed 

in West Germany, whi~.e the Weste rn Powers would hav e their r epresentatives stationed 

with non-German forc es J.ocated in E&st Ge rmany . Then ther e were other propos als 
such as that for cutting down non-German troops in the Feder a l Republic of Germany, 
and in Ea st Germany as well. 

We have r ecei ved an ind ication f rom Mr. Tsarapkin today, at. l east as I understocxi1 

that the thre e measures of which I hav e spoken are in s ome degr ee linked t ogether, 

although he di d s cy, I believ e , that the propos als which a r e simila r to those 

(GEN/ Sli./7/ Rev.l and GEN/ SA/8/ Rev.l) advanc ed by the Soviet Union in November 1958 

at the Gen eva Confe r enc e on measures to prev ent surpris e attack -- wer e subj ect to 

modific ation owing t o changed conditions in the world t oday. The Canadian 
delegation, of cours e , i s ·very encouraged t o l earn that the Sovi et Union r ec ogni!3es 
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the importance of reaching early agreement on measures to prevent surprise attack 

and accidental war. The kind of measures which we have in mind, and which were 

mentioned today by the delegation ·of the Soviet Union, could provide reassurance 

that neither side intended to launch a large-scale attack with conventional forces. 

We heard what i.'ir. Tsarapkin had to say about that, and we are in agreem&ttt with the 

·dews on that point. vie are in agreement that such a meo.sure, if it could be put 

into effect, would help to reduce tension in. a critical area of East-West 

confronte"tion, as he said. We know and we are happy that the United States and 

the Soviet Union, after dis~ussion in this Committee, have taken a first step towards 

the reduction of the risks of accidental war by agreeing on a direct communications 

link, and we hope that it will be possible to agree on more f ar-reaching measures 

which could help to prevent dangerous misunderstandings on both sides. 

While we emphasize the opportunity for agreement on the matter of c ontrol posts, 

the Canadian delegation certainly l'l..oes not overlook the· possibility of progress on 

other collateral measures such as those which have been mentioned by both the 
• . !" 

representat"ive of the Soviet Union and the representative of the United States '· But 
' it appears to us appropriate that the Eighteen.:..Nation Committee should, in the short 

period left to it before. it breaks up for the General Assembly, · concentrate on 

measures to reduce the risk of war 1 since both the Soviet Union and the United States 

have recently been sho'll~ing a pr.rt:icula~ interest in that subject. We understand 

that they share the vi~w that cert~in measures in that sphere which are included in 
their t,otal programmes fo:;..· disannament could be included as part:i.al or initial steps 

to be implemented A.s soon as possible and before agreement on general and complete 

disarmament. \'le feel that both the United Sta tes and the Soviet Union, as well as 

tho rest certa inly of the European countries represented here, hav~ an interest in 
r educing the fear th~:~"t war could break out through accident or mutual misunderstanding 

of actions or intentions. 

Our delegation has always emphasized that this Committee should focus its efforts 

on those areas in which there is a certain degree of c ommon approach, and we are 

encouraged by the f ac t tha-t, the proposals . of the United . States a~d the Soviet Union 

on the substEl.Ilde of the .. surprise attack problem now appear to be closer together 

than they have been at any time in the past. Since the f a ilure of the Confer ence 

on measures to prevent surprise attack held here in 1958 ther e has been little 

progr ess in this spher e , both because the areas of agr eement we;e few and beca~s e the 
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proposals of each side contained a number of meA-sures which were unacceptable to the 

other side. But analysis of the present position of each side now shows that 

recently the gap between the positions has narrowed . 

Members of the Ccnference will recall that in the United States disarmament 

plan (ENDC/30} of 18 L.pril 1962 a number of proposals were made fo_r measures in 

stage I to reduce the risk of wA-r. They were propc3als for ad>ance n otification 

of military movements; obs ervation posts, r,s discu::Jsed tode._y, to report on 

concentrations and movements of militarJ forc es ; exchange of military missions 

betwe en States or groups of States in order to improve communications and 

understandings between them; and the establishment of rap i d and reliable 

communica tions among heads of governments. On the l as t point, of course , agreement 

has been reached. The United St~tes plan also makes additional propos2ls which I 

do not intend to discuss here. ~ll those p r oposals have been explained and 

elaborated in document ENDC / 70, which was submitted by the United States delegation 

on 12 December l as t. 

The Soviet Union has put f orward proposals on this subj ect -- at the 1958 
Conference and by Foreign Minister Gromyko at the General Ass embly in September 1961, 

but not in its general disarmament plan (ENDC / 2) tabled in March last year -- and it 

has r ecently in the past year, added n ew articles to its plan covering some of these 
measures conc erning advance notification of large-scale military movements and other 
points. I have already mentioned the r ecent statement by Cha irman Khrushchev 
concerning observers , r eduction of fo rces , and s o on. 

If we examine the pr esent position certain facts stand out. Since July of l ast 
year both the United States and the Sovie t Union have submitted provisions on advance 

notification of milita ry movement s, and both sides have also tabled provisions on 

exchange of military missions. The Soviet Union has just submitted additional 

proposals (supra,pP.l6-l~ on the l atter subj ect, and now both sides have a lso 

advanced proposals for the establislnnent of obs er vation posts at the main points at 
which transportation can best be obcerved. 

The Canadian delegation is f ully awar e, of cour se, that ther e are important 

proposals of the United States which have no S :.yiet counterparts and that the Sovi et 

Union has made cert ain proposal s which, althou;:;h t hey may aypear to be similar, 

differ significantly f rom the United States suggestions. I certainly do not wish to 

minimize the importance of the p r oposals which have been submitted by both sides in 
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emphasizing our· view :that we' should concentrate on this one particular measure. 

Nevertheless, I .repeat, it seems to us appropriate that the Conference should 

concentrate its efforts on the area where there is a close similarity of approach and 

where the prospec-ts of early agreement are therefore greater. That is what happened 

in connexion with the direct communications link. Lfter a period of intensive 

discussions here the details of that proposal, which had appeared in both the 

disarmament plans submitted by the Soviet Uni·on and the United States, were worked 

out and an agreement was adopted. 

As we understand it, there are still differences between what is proposed by the 

SoYiet Union and what is proposed by the United States concerning observation posts'· 

What should be the first steps towards bringing these proposals closer together or 

clarifying them? We think that although we have had useful information on this 

proposal from the Soviet delegation today there are still matters on which further 

information and exploration would be required before it would be possible to get to 

the final negotiations in this matter. \Ve hope that the representative of the 

Soviet Union will soon provide us with details of 1 perhaps, the number of 

observation posts which the Soviet Union thinks should be established and the general 

geographical area to be covered. We note that he says (supra, P·l5) the proposals 

which were put forward in 1958 are subject to modification in view of the changed 

conditions since they were originally suggested. There is also the rather important 

question of whether the posts proposed would be purely stationary or would have a 

certain radius of action within which they could move, and so on. We gathered from 
what was said today that the proposals for observation posts were to some extent 
linked to the proposals for the reduction of non-German forces in the two Germanies. 

We think that the working out of an agreement on that point is obviously going to 
require very considerable technical preparation, and we realize that .. the-Soviet 

delegation may not be in a position just at present to provide us with further 

detailed information, but it is obvious that clarifications of the kind I have 

!IUggested need to be given in order that there may be effective negotiations. 

We should like again to draw nttention to :the fact that in the Eighteen-Nation 

Committee, with its institution of co-chairmanship, there is a pO'ssibility, while 

we are sitting, of continuing contact and exploration between the most important 

nations -- the leaders of the Warsaw Pact countries and those of the NATO countries. 

This offers a unique means and if use is made of it an extremely valuable one --

of exchanging the detailed information which will be necessary. We understand that 
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consultation with allies on these important matters will be required, and.that their 

agre~ment will have to be obtained before any final arrangements can be made ·in 

these ":"- to the mind of the Ccnadicm delegaticn at least -- desirable developments. 

On going through the various proposals and plans which have been submitted from 

1958 until now the Canadian delegation _has found it useful to prepare a comparative 

study .of the pr_oposals of the two sides, and it occurred t o us that it might be of 

some assistance to the members of the Committee in ~heir examination of the subject. 

Acco,rdingly we request that this document, which we shall submit, should be accepted 

as n conference document,!,( 

In a month's time the General Assembly will begin its eighteenth session and 

the Committee must once f'-gain submit a report on the progress of its work. In our 

opinion -- and as others here have said before us -- we must try to take advantage ·of 

the improved international . atmosphere. The Canadian delegation appreciates the 

comments made b1 the co-Chairmen at our meeting_ on 12 August (ENDC/PV.l50, p.ll) to 

the effect that our work duriJ;J,g the present session must be of a general and an 

exploratory character. W'hile we fully underste,nd that we will not have sufficient 

time during the remainder of this session to get very far in the elaboration of 

specific agreements we nevertheless hope tha:t during the remaining weeks we will be 

able to explore the possibilities of measures t o _reduce the risk of war, and that in 
that field we will be able to report some progress to the General l~ssembly. 

In closing I would say nga~n , that . it seems to the Canadian delegation that our 

best opportunity lies in exploring the proposals f or observation posts and certain · 

related measures. 

1-lr. BLUSZT.AJN (Poland) (translntion from French): In taking the fl oor in . 

the debate on s o-called c ollateral me~sures, I should like once again to stre$s the 

political importance of the Treaty signed in Moscow on 5 August. (ENDC/ 100/ Rev.l) 

Its practical effects a~e already making themselves felt. Not only have we succeeded 

in putting an end to the pollution of the atmosphere, outer space and the seas by 

radioactive fall-out, but a new climate has .been created •in international r el ati ons, 

a climate which should have a favourable influence on our negotiations. 

!/ Circulated as document ENDC/110. 
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We share the view of our two co-Chairmen and of all the delegctions pres en~ . 

here that a first step has been taken towards our final .goal, which is general and 

complete disarmrument. This first step should mark the be~innin6 of a series of 

agreements which will show that the course we have taken is the right one and will 

eliminate the points of friction still causing international tension. 

The history of the negotiations on the prohibition of nuclear tests is most 

instructive. It shows that, in order to reach final agreement, not only patience 

and goodwill, but also flexibility and mutual understanding, were required. Thus, 

the iYioscow Treaty not only indicates a will t o achieve · the cessation of nuclear 

tests in the atmosphere, in outer space and under water, but also affords proof of 

an understanding of all the political implications of this instrument in the world. of 

today. 

I think it might be useful t o add that we should not content ourselves with 

this first step. The world is still far from a stable peace. There are still 

numerous problems which call for urgent solution. Of course, most of them do not 

fall within our Committee's competence; if I nevertheless mention them it is 

because I believe that we should be constantly aware of the relationship between the 

tasks entrusted to us and the struggle for peaceful co-existence and for the 

peaceful settlement of international disputes. It is in . that perspe~tive that we 

should consider the expediency of the so-called collateral measures. We should 
•. : .· i . : 

examine them primarily from the p oint of view of their value as an instrument which 

can contribute to decreasing the danger of another war and to facilitating the 

search for means of solvin5 international disputes in a manner acceptable to all 

concerned. 

I think we may say that, with regard to the choice of appropriate criteria for 
·estimating the usefulness of the different collateral measures, th~re has been a 

serious rapprochement between the position~ of the two sides in our Committee. It 

is true that we do not attach the same importance to the same measures, but the fact 

remain~ that we have the same preoccupations and are seeking solutions for the same 

problems~ Yle are ali agreed in recognizing that the object in view is to set in 

motion a series of political and military measures calculated t o strengthen 

confidence between the two main military groups which confront each other in the 

world today, and to prevent a dispute between them from degenerating into a military 

conflict. 
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Th~ P..:lish delegation, for its part, believes that the principal emphasis 

should be place£!. on political measures. These are P.specially important in the 

context of. the present internatioi1al situation, and 2-lso have -:.he advanta15e that they 

can be solved without great difficulty. I should like to adcl at once, however, that 

in our opinion these measures should be reinforced by military acts giving practical 

expression to the peac eful intentions of the parties. 

I think we can speak of a serious rapprochemen~ between the positions of the 

United States and of the Soviet Uni on with r egcr d to the desirability of political 
measures. This rappr.ochement found expression in the j oint communique is&ued in 
:Wioscow on 25 July 1963 by the representctives of the United Stt',tes , the United 
Kingdom and the Soviet Union on the conclusion of the n ec;oti a tions f or a treaty 

prohibiting nuclear weap on tests in the atmosphere, in outer space and under water. 
The communique states that: 

11 The heads of the three del eciations discussed the Sovi et proposal 
* relating to a pact of non-aggression ,between the participants in the 

North Atlantic Treaty Organization and the participants in the Warsaw 
Treaty. The three governments have agreed fully to inform their 

r espective allies in the two organizations c oncerning these talks and 

to consult with them about continuing discussions on this question with 

the purpos e of achieving agr eement satisfactory to all part icipants ." 
f;NDC/101, p.2) 

There are s everal r easons for the insistence .with which the socialist countries 
are pressin(S for the conclusion of suchan agreement. In the first place, a 
non-aggression pact would stren~then mutual confidence between the States members of 

the Atlantic .Alliance and the countries signatories of the Warsaw Treaty. Secondly, 
it would be an expr ession of the willingness of beth sides t o solve by peaceful means 

any disputes which might arise between them. Thirdly, it would create f ormal 
procedures for mutual consultation between the countries concerned in the event of 

a situation which might endanger peace. Fourthly, by lay ing down a firm obl~ation 

to solve all interne-tiona.! dis putes by peac eful meo.ns and by eliminating resort to 

force from the relations betw~en the c ountries members of the Ltlantic Alliance and 

of the Warsaw Treaty, such a non~aggression pact would raise a barrier _against the 

militaristic and r evanchist trends which unfortunr.tely still prevail in certain 
circles. 

* Document ENDC/77. 
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We stress the need to conclude a non-aggression pact e-.s soon as possible because 

we are convinced that it ce.n become,_ togetll.e;r:. with such other international 

instruments as the United Nations Charter, the basis of the stable and peaceful 

deyelopment of international relations among States with different political and 

social systems. Such a pact would therefore be a kind of consecration of the 

principle of peaceful co-existence on which the international policy of the 

socialist countries continues to be based. 

The second problem we shall have to solve is that of devis.:i.ng a series of methods 

for preventing preparations for a surprise attack. This is particularly important 

in areas where the two military groups, namely the countries of the Atlantic 

~lliance and the countries parties to the Warsaw Treaty, confront each other 

directly. There can be no doubt that it is along the line of contact between these 

two groups that we find the most sensitive areas from ~he point of view of the 

maintenance of world peace. A concentration of armed forces and armaments in these 

areas not only facilitates preparationG for a surprise attack, but also involves the 

risk of an armed conflict breaking out by accident or premeditated provocation. 

We believe that, in order to prevent surprise attacks, not only should conditions 

be created to allow of the accurate appraisal of the n1ilitary intentions of the other 

party, but measures should also be taken to achieve a substantial reduction of the 
military potential concentrated in specific areas. 

That is the background against which we should see the new Soviet proposals on 

the establishment of control posts at airfields, at railway and road junctions and 

at main ports, with a view to reducing the strength of foreign troops stationed in 

the territories of the German Democratic Republic and the Federal Republic of 

Germany, and on an exchange of missions between the Soviet troops stationed in the 

territories of the German Democratic Republic and the Federal Republic of Germany, 

and on an exchange of missions between the Soviet troops stationed in the German 

Democratic Republic and the troops of the 1iestern Powers in the terri tory of 'CTestern 

Germany. (supra, p. 16 ) 
The establishment of denuclearized zones and reduced armament zones in various 

parts of the world is also among the problems which require rapid solution. The 

Polish de·Iegation noted with satisfaction the statement made at our Committee's m'eeting 

of 12 August by¥~. Stelle, the United States representative, in which he re~ognized 
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the usefulness of a detailed study of the problem of denuclearized zones. (ENDC/PV.l50, 

p.6)~ That was a further proof of the rapprochement which has taken place between the 

views of the sides in our Committee. There can be no doubt, as was stressed in the 

statement made recently by Hr. Adam Rapacki, Minister for Foreign Affairs of Poland, 

commenting on the consequences of the Moscow Treaty that: 

"In the new circumstances, the Polish plan for the creation of 

a denuclearized zone in Central Europe once more becomes timely." 

Since 1957, when Poland submitted the plan for the denuclearization of Central 

Europe,-( A/PV .691) the idea of creating zones free from nuclear weapons has gained 

supporters in all parts of the world. Many countries have spoken in fo,vour of 

denuclearizing certain areas and continents. DenuclGarization is being more and more 

widely regarded as an important means of reducing interno,tional tension and establish-

ing peace on stable foundations. Poland welcomes the efforts made by these countries 

and wholeheartedly supports their proposals. 

j:,,Jeanwhile, however,. we regard- the creo,tion of a denuclearized zone in Central 

Europe as particularly important and urgent. From the political point of vi ew, thi s 

measure could be a prime f actor in strengthening confidence and good faith in the 

r elations between the countri es of the Atlantic bloc and the signatories of the Warsaw 

Treaty. Moreover, the implementation of the Rapacki plan would also be vitally· 

important from the point of view of preventing surprise attacks in this part of the 

world. 

The establishment of a denuclearized zone i n Central Europ e would meet the n eed to 

prevent preparations for a surprise atto,ck, because ·it would combine political 

expressions of peaceful int entions with materia l el ements consisting in the elimination 

of nuclear weapons and the controlled reduction of conventiono,l armaments in the German 
. . 

Democratic Republic, the Federal Republic of Germany 1 Poland and CzechoslovakLt, that 

is to say, in a region where the an1ed forces of the two most powerful military groups 

in the world confront one another. 

The socialist countries propose the adoption of a series of measures which could 

eff ectively prevent surprise attacks; these measures would be supplemented by a 

political superstructure refl ecting the political intentions of the two sides, in the 

form of a non-aggr ession pn.ct signed by the countries belonging to the Atb.ntic 

Alliance ahd to the Warsaw' Treaty. 
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As I have just .said, . we see a C€1rtain rapprochement between the posit-:i,ons . of 
the sides concerning the nature ()f the measures which remain to be taken. What we 

have to do ~ow is to determine the extent of those meas~res. There can be no doubt 

that, in the final analysis, their efficacy will depend on their scope. If we 

succeed in reaching agreement on really concrete measur~s, it will become all the 

easier for us to put into effect proposals concerning the reduction of military 

budgets anG. to . take .an important step towards slowin~· down the armaments race. 

The agreement on the cessation of nuclear tests receJ;ltly concluded in Moscow, 

the rapprochement of the positions of the twc sides on so-•called collateral measures 1 

th_e inc~easing support for the cre_ation of denuclearized zones which has become 

apparent th,z:oughout the world, the unanimous support of world public opinion for 

all measures l~kely to reduce internat.ional tension, all these are factors ·which 

lead us to believe that the efforts made in our Committee can result in the conclusion 

of new agreements which would bring us nearer to our final goal, t ,hat of the 

conclusion of an agreement on general and complete disarmament. 

The CHAIRiY.iAN . (United Kingdom): I call upon the repre~entative of . . the 

United States 1 who _has asked to be allowed priefly to exercise .hi:s right of reply. 

Mr. S'n:LLE (Uni,ted States): I l?el~eve my delegation must. comment briefly. 

on one 1 but only on~ 1 ;qf :the ~ubj ects mentioned by the representatives of the ·. Sovi·et 

Union, Czechosloyakia an(l Poland, .namely 1 . that of a non ... aggression_ pact bet.ween : 
pa~ties to NATO and the. parties to the \'iarsaw Treaty. My delegation reiterated the 
United States position concerning discussion of this matter in this Committee m6st 

recently at our meeting on 31 May. 

that time: 
If I may be permitted to quote myself, I said at 

II a host of political problems e,re crying out for solution; but if we 

were to attempt to discuss all of them we should turn this Conference 

into a general political conference and abandon our responsibilities as 

a disarmament conference. 

"This means that one of our real responsibilities is to attempt to 

make the best judgement we can about what measures we can most U5ef~lly 

discuss here in this Disarmament Conference. It is the judgement of the 
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Government of ' the United Stat·e·s ·in cxerc i.s e of that responsibility, 

that the question of a NLTO.:;\Iarsaw T1eaty non-aggression pac t is not 

an appropriate one forcdiscus~ion in this Ccn f erenc e , an d tha t we can 

spend our time much more usefu ily in discussing a ,~ariety of other 

que stions." (ENDC / PV.l39, p.l6) 

That continues to be the judg er1ent of my Gov e rnment. 

More over, I shuu:i.d like t c c it8 the r e f e r enc e to the que stion of a n on-aggr e ssion 

pact contained in the 1viosc ow communique which was i s sued by the Soviet Union, the 

United State s and the United :;ingdom on 25 July 1963 at the c onclusi on of ····· 

neg otiations for a partial test ban treaty. The releva nt section of the communique, 

which h asalrea dy be en quot ed by our Poiish c olleagu e , r eads a s f ollows: 

"The heads of the three deleg ations 'discuss ed the Soviet proposal 

r~lating t o a: -p~ct of non-agg r ession be tween the p a rticipants in 

the North l.tlaritic Treaty Org anize"tion and the participants in the 

t/arsaw Treaty. The thre2 Gove rnments ha ve agr eed fully to inform 

their respectiv e allies in the two or ganiza tions conc erning these 

talks and t o consult with them a bout c on t inuing disc u s sion s ·on -·-ti'iis 

question with the purpos e of achi eving agr eement s a tisf a c t or y t o a l l 

participants. 11 

The United Sta t es, togethe r wi t h t h e Un i ted Kingdom, h as i nforme·d-- its -·a lTie s 

c·oncerning the Mosc ow t a lks , but the consul t .ati on s with our allie s a r e just 

beg inning . My del egation submit s, ther efor e, t hat this is n e i t he r t he f orum nor 

the time f or discussi on of a n on-aggr ess i on a rran,:sement be tween the NATO and Warsaw 

alliances. 
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The Conference deci~_i9~ the following colilll!.'!Ilique: 

"The Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarm::unent today 

held its one hu..'ldred. and fifty·-second plenary meetin.; in the Falais des Nations 

Geneva, under the chairmanshj_'! of Sir Paul Mason; representatiYe of the 

United Kingdom. 

"Statements were made by the representatives of t .ha Uni-~ed States, the 

Soviet Union, Czechoslovakia, Canada and Foland. 
11 The Canadian delegation -tabled a working paper entitled 1 A comparison of 

some significant developments in us~ and USSR proposals COLcerning the 

reduction of the risk of war through accident, miscalculation, failure of 

communications or surprise attack (1958-6 3 )~b/ 
"The next meeting of the Conference will be held on Tuesday, 20 August 1963, 

at 10.30 a.m. 11 

The meeting rose at 12.45 p.m. 

b/ Circulated as document ENDC/110. 




