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The CHAIRKAN (United Xingdom): I cell to order the seventh meeting of

the Sub-Committee. Does any renresentative wish to speak?

lir., DEAN (United States of imerica): The statement mzde by iie Soviet

representeiive at the last meeting of this Sub-Committee /IDC/8C.1/2V.6, nage 20/

-

including his reading into the record of the Soviet Government message of 3 fpril

A

1962 to ihe United Nations Disarmement Commission regarding s nuclear tesi den,

1

/ZNDC/2C/Tev.1/ was, I submit, snother vain abiemnt to conquer s terrible hendache

with magic incantaticns., In this insteance the Soviet Union suffers from a
terrible headache: +that is, from the formidable, indeed almost impossible, task
of trying ‘o defend iis really indefensible nast snd preseni record on negotiations
for o nuclear test ban ireaty.

The megic incantevions which will not worik cre the endless, tiresome and
baseless clichés hurled at the Jest nbout alleped agpgressiveness, promotion of the
arms race and conduct of espionage —- all of which, I submit, the Soviev Union
knows full well is nonsense.

Since vhe facts will support neither such charges nor whe present unreslistic
Soviet nosition on & nuclear test ban treaty, the facts are now freely discarded
by the Soviet Union in favour of whatever inaccureacies serve the Soviet needs of
the moment.

the Uoviet delegation even itrioed to give the appeerance of introducing a

-

rare note of reasongbleness into its harsh words, when it said:
"fhe Soviet Union, for its part, is reedy to examine zny proposal which
would provide a mutually-acccepirble solution to this owroblem. Admittedly
ve are still far from agreement, but it does not seem thot every avenue
nas yel been explored, and we believe that we shall ultimately succeed
in recching agreement, if only the United States and its partners do not
insist on their groundless demands for international control end insnection',

(SIRC/SC. I/PV. 6, page 30)

Undoubtedly all this was intended to ccuce lopes to rise. One might have
thought, nerhaps, that Ir. Tsarepkin did have & smell quantity of flexibility

in his nosition after 21l. The interpretation might be nossible that the

Sovietv Union opposed only those ospeets of the United States insistence upon

international control and inspection which the Scviet Union considered to be
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"unjustified”., 3But, unfortunately for ocur hopes, lir. Tsarapkin was all ‘oo hasty
in dashing bhis momentery illusion.

Just & few paregrephs later, after describing the Soviet approach to o
nuclecr test ban trealty, an approach based solely on so-called national means of
detection, he added: "In the present circumstances this approach appesrs not only
regsonable, but the only one possible.” (ibid, 5.31)

It i1s indeed amazing thot after this pronouncement, after having wmade it
perfectly clear, as Hr. Zorin anlso did at the plenary meeting on 4 April

ENDC[PZL;g7, that the Soviet Union will sign o nuclear test ban treaty only‘bn

its own unscientific terms and that those terms, however unreasonable, are not
subject to modification, ¥r, Tsavepizin still found it possible ot the last Sub-
Commitbtee meeting to accuse the West of posing sn ultimatum. ¥r. Tsaraphkin described
this supposed and non-existent Western ultihatum 2s consisting of a Vestern threat

to resume aztmospheric tests unless the Soviet Union accepted 211 Western nuclear

test ban treaty proposals,

I can only wonder how far the facts can be twisted. v is indeed true that
we loboured for three years and that we broughit forth our draft treaty of
18 April 1$61/ENDC/9/, with the cmendments that we have since proposed in order
to meet Soviet suggestions, Indeed, we are gquite proud of this treaty and its
amendments as e document, But efter 211, both the United States and the United
Kingdom have often said, and I shall repeat it yet again today, that we are not
completely wedded 1o any specific proposal or formula. We heove never tried to
propose an ultimatum. Our only standard is an arrangement which affords
reasonably adequate acmounts of technically sound, cobjective and impartial control,
which can of course only mean international conirol, involving both detection
and identification and o realistic number of on-site inspections for unidentified
events,

I am guite convinced that one can understand current circumstances in regard
to a nuelesr test ben only by seeking the broader perspective of recent years.

The United States, the United Kingdom and the Soviet Union 211 stopped nuclear

wegpon bvests in the autumn of 1958, Thereafter, for some time, we know —— and,
because of cur completely open society, the Soviet Union also knows -~ that the
two destvern Powers did not conduct sny tests, 3Because of the closed sociely of
the Soviet Union, we cannot know whether or not the Soviet Union abstained from

testing during this ‘time, but we do know that it claims that it did not test.
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L% wzrious times from 1958 on, one or anovher of the three Powers issued

-

statements on whether it was unilaterally renouncing tests cr on whether it

considered itself free to resume tests. We in the West believe, as I exdnined in
o detailed onelysis ab the fourth meeting of this Sub-Commities, that the Soviet
Governmmen’ was still subject to its own pledge cf self-ebnegntion from testing

as late as August-1961, thot is, uatil the Soviet Union unilaterally and without
previous warning announced its nuclear test reswaniion on 3C ALugust 1361,

The Soviet represeniative here hos denied that the Soviet Union was so subject
to its »ledge, and by his words ot “he sixth meeting of the Sub-Committee he told
us that unilateral pledges, not being signed international agreements, are Iree
to be broken whenever itv suits the Stote making the unilateral pledge., I find
this very interesting. I may say, incidentally, that the Unitved States will
remember “hat point of view henceforth when it is urged to indulge in unilateral
moratoriz on nuclear test bans or any other dissrmsment mecsure prior to the
conclusion of a formal, signed agreement with ddequate invernational convrols.

The fundamental foet is, however, that without regard to pledges =nd
morstoric, there were no tests -~ or at least, so far as we sre concerned, no
known tests -- of nuclear weapons for almost three years. “Je are cll cwore that
this veriod is much longer than is required merely for test »nreparations ofier
one series of nuclear tvests before another round of such tests is uaderitolen,
Hence, uiis period represented somedhing more -- 2 period in which one vezy
sensitive aree of the Zast-West orms race had spparently cuietencd down.

This ecculd not hsave heppened if Prime kinister Maocemillen, President IZisenhower
and Promier Ihrushchev had not decided in 1953, 1959 and 1950 +that freedom from

12

tests, vaich means renunciation of the development of new nucleor wensons, was

thorougily compatibie with the nctional security demends oI their respeciive
countries. . iech was willing %o tolcrate the svcius quo in nuclear weapons of
Hovember 1958, 4nd, as my citation ot our lost meeting from the speech by
Premier Ihrushchev on 14 January 1360 showed, tze Soviet Goverament, ob leasd,
considered what despite the laock of testing tho Joviet armed forces had uanaralleled
and unprecedented military power —- ot least thet is what chey seid.

i g situation like this, it is really irrvelevent whether the Sovicd Union
was stronger than the United Stotes in nuclear siriking sirength, or vics vers

.y

It is irrelevent whether the Soviet Union arrvived at its strength by conducting
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ﬁore or fewer tests than the United States. The relevant point is thalt some sort
of rough and ready gtabus quo in nuclear weavons had been reached in 195¢ and
wes nov heing actively challenged.

It wes this one aree of Zast-Test calm vwhich the Soviet Government, for
reasons of its own, deliberately decided to disrunt unilaterally about eight
months ago. The Soviet Union was determined to breck the sitatus_quo and Vo seek
to goin nilitary advanteses in this field over the two Western nuclear Povers.

The statement of the Soviet Union of 31 August lest /GEN/SﬁT/Ilf7 was in fact

utﬁerly fronik in announcing o desire to perfect new and more frightful wespons
so as to intimidate the Vest for the military security of the Soviet Union.

To be sure, the Soviet Union, for its part, declared thet £ll of this wes
being undertaken in order to advence the cause of neace, ALccording to the Soviet
Union, since the West was allegedly behaving in an unfriendly and -- even
aggressive fashion towaords the Soviet Union, increased Soviet strength would, in
theory, dever the Vaest from continuing such pelicies.

Indeed, Hr, Tsarapkin defended Soviet tests in the same terms at our very
last meeting by saying thet the Vest hed in foct adopted o softer tone since the
Soviet nuclear tests and as a direct result of dthem. Again I find this very
interesting. ‘

The world might have ascribed any so-called softer tone or less =zcutbe
internstional tension to the Sovied Government's withdrawnl of an ultimstive
dendline ot the end of 1961 for TWostern acceptonce of Soviet terms for seitling
the series of Soviétéinsﬁigated and manufactured Berlin crises.

How is one really to reason withi ¢ person or g nation thet cen only sce &
situation through its own prejudiced eyes? BSoviet nuclear tests, we arc Hold,
are tests not only for its own militery security but zlso for world peace. That
is what the Soviet Unicn tells us. Dut what shout Western tests? Well, mirsbile
dictu, ‘Testern tests on the other hend, the Soviet Union tells us, are aggressive
preparaticns for war. On the part of the Sovied Union, peace; on our part, war.
Soviet scientists who develop and test nuclear arms are, os Fr. Tsarapkin
‘proclaimed &b the fifth mecting of this Sub~Committee, men of peace who are working
for peacc. But whot cbout United Stetes scientisis? Well, these horrible
creatures, United Statcs scientists in this business, are, lr, Tsarspkin soys, the

militaristic tools of predatory and profiteering monopolisis. Is this not drecdful?
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o doudd we would uncdersvend all this jargon bevver if we gpproached it irom o

lierxist idcological nlatform instecd of from whel my Soviel colleague would scorn

0

as a bourgecis desire for facts and scientific cbjectivity. A4All this is, of
course, cictheme to the Soviet mind, But I regred that I nust wern my Ooviet
colleaguc that I shell never be able to see black cs waite, white as bleock, top
as botvuom, snd green as red.

7o already know wact the response of the Soviet Government would have been if

n

the United States hod resumed nuclear tests after o long peried of thrse yeors
without tests. In fact, the Soviet Government cnd its delegotion in Geneve
forewnrned us seversl times during the nuclear wost ban Conference. ‘e were
informed thot if we in the West oven detonated & nucleor dcvice underground for
seismic research purposes, the Soviet Union would immedigucly resume atmo"jherlc
tests., This of course wes not on ultimatum -- perish the thought!

It is thus apparent that by the very stenderd proclsimed by the Sovies
Union, the United Kingdom and United States Governments wculd have been morce than
justified in responding to the Soviet tests of 1961 with immcdiate atmosjhceric
nuecleor vosos of their own. 7VWithout regard o which side wos chead or behind
during tie no-testing period of clmost three years, ond widtaouv regard o which
side moy de¢ ghead or behind now, tihe principle amnounced by the Soviet Government
in 196C ond 1961 ond agein recenvly in the Soviet repnly last week to the Jomecnese
Prime lLinister, was that a test series by one nuclear Power was an abiempi to
improve its rclative position over its rivals. In this light, therefore, such
testing by one Power put its rivals into an unccoucl position and justified
resumpiion of tests by these rivels. If this is the case, then so it is now with

the position cof the.United Stetes ond the United Tingdom in response to ‘the most

<%

recentv scries of Soviel gbtmospheric tests.

levertheless, in spite of these clear-cut circumstances, the Western Powers

have chosen o more respensible and sbtctesmanlike path. They heve been determined
not to wermit the cpportunity to »ass to attemnt once ageain o bottle up the

evil genic of atomic tosts which the Soviet Union released upon the world in
September lest. They have been quite willing Ho allow the Joviet Union 4o Xeep
vhotever moy be its ill-gotten goins in the ficld of testing if —- bub only if ~—-

dest

L1 o " 3. . - . -
she r Powers can really be assured that this time all tests will ond cnce

-
o

ond for £ll., To nchieve this certainty, not only a solemn interncuionsl treaty
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is needed, but also si adeguate international control system which, by its effective=-
ness and impartiality, will be cerizin to deter any potentisl violations of the
treaty.

The Jestern Fowers are convinced that only o system of internetional controls
will have the requisite effectiveness. Only such an arrangement, we subnit, will
give the Testern Powers an amount of security equal te the exira security which
they would bhe surrendering by renouncing the projected sevices of atmospheriec
tests which, by any standards, they are more than justified in cerrying out.

Cnly in this woy will the Test be certain that the Soviet Union is not
conducting new clandestine nuclear bests to capitalize on and to build upon the
new weapons information which the Soviet Union obtained during its 1961 <ests.
4s Presidend Kennedy pointed out in his speech on 2 larch lost [ENDCng;, any
guch Soviet odditionsl testing in seeret, while the United Siates and the United
Zingdom sdhered to their no-testing commitments, could have most serious
consequences for free-world security,

It is at this point in the debete that we are told by the Soviet Union that
it, too, bhelieves in conibrols over a nuclear tesd den. However, it seys that
so-called national controls are nll that are required, because netionsl conirels
-can uncover any type of secret bvest in any environment, that is, in outer space,
in the stmosphere, underwater and underground, The Western delegations, both in
this Sub-Committee and in plenary meetings, have natiently aand clearly exnosed,
time end time again, the complete falsity of this claim. There is no need, I
submit, Lo rehearse again the full gamut of reasons showing why this is so.

It should be enough %o recsll once more that the Soviet Union itsell was
speaking in fevour of international controls until July 19€1l., Certainly its
scientists ond its Government subscribed to recommendstions for sn internntional
control system in August 1953, iHow what has hoppened? Well, the alleged change
in the techniceal sibtuation has most miraculously coincided with this period of
resumed Soviet tests; - that is, there was no chonge as of last July, when the
Soviet Government unreservedly reconfirmed the velidity of the 1958 experts! report
gEKP{NUC(237, but the alleged change had become complete by Hovember lest, after
the Soviet Union had rosamed its series of tests. The Soviet Union assures us,

of course, thet there is no connexiocn between the two events,
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To cur regret in the West, the Soviet scientific breckthroughs -- which
nresunchly must have occurred in those four moanths if they ever did occur -- are
net even described to us, and we have been denied ell hope of having o caance to
questicn o live Soviet expert on these matters, Instead, well-known ocnd unquestioned
scientific facts are distorted tc suit Sowviet needs to disprove well-csioolished
scientific conclusions, and in an undisguised cffort to prove potent folcehoeds,
Trlze, for example, the statement of the Soviet Government of 3 Aoril

/EHOC ab/iev.i7. It speaks of the capabilities of nationel systems "Icr whe

e

ietection of nuclear explosions™, or "for recording nuclecr tests", or "iox
ording nuclear cexplosions'". It never mentions —- not even cnce —— whe crucial

factor of identificntion of tesis, because identification cs=pabilities cervainly

dc nob exist under eny form of non-international world-wide system fcr ony size

nucleor vests underground, underwater or in ocutver space, or for smaller, dut

mportant, nuclear tests in the =aitmosphere.

kS

I

Ix. Yserepkin knows full well th

at the representatives at this Conference now

£

clecrly understand thet recording or detection is not identification ot £11. dence,
iz the second parasgroph of his introductory remorks at our last meeting, bLefore
getvbving wo his Governmment's statement of 3 April, he specks of using “notional
meens of detection and identificstion" (ENDC/SC.I/PV.6, pege 20), whick he calls
"adeguote™, His Govermment was o little morc accurate when it omitted oy cleoims
regording identification. Can it be becausc the less well-trained audicnce cutside

the Geneve Conference would not cebtch this deliberate confusion of termc?

+

Boulr Ur. Tsarapkin end his Government cgeoin have tried to misrenresent the

United Stotes "Gnome™ shot of 10 Jecember 1961, For some inexplicable rocoson,
they cloim that this shot was an cxperiment tc test the decoupling or muffling
theory. They talik of its heving Deen detonated in & large cavity and vien, having
set up Vhis straw man, they procced to knoecl iv down by noting that no scismic
weves were actually rmuffled, becsuse they were recorded shrond.

siewevever, as I said clearly ot the sixth meeting of “he Sub-Commitice

/S50 /3C.1/2V.6, pages 18 et seq./, the "Gnome" shot wes solely for peaceful uses,

(2
a)

sec waether heav could be trapmed underground after o nuclear blast Tor the

- Ayt

generovicn of electricity. Under the decounling theory, = detonation c¢f 5 kilotens,
toe size and depvh of "Gnome", would have required a large cavity, of ohout

QT N T . B i : ]
©OU,UVL cudic metres. "Gnome", however, was detonated in o snace of sboud 20 cubic

metres. I'o muffling was intended, and none was achieved. It was whod <re call &

il <
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fully~tammed shot in salt rock. As such, this "Gnome" shot bears no relctionship
to shots in large cavities either in salt rocl or in volecznic rock. <nly with
the latier type of shots could the theoreticol calculations of the Unitved Stetes
scientists in Technical Working Group 2 in December 1959 be proved or cdisproved.
/GEN/DIR /737G, 2/Annex IV/

T

lioreover, as I zlso pointed out at our last Sub-Commitiee meeting, the

"Gnome shot could nod in any circumstances have been identified as o nuclear
explosion merely from an expert interpretaticn of the seismic recordings clone.
If there had not been, as indeed there was, on sdvence United States aznnouncement -
of "Goome's" date and time, it would heve appecred on the seismogrephic records
a8 just another carthgueke. Of course, ifr. Tsoropkin seid thet he would have
been suspicious of it in any event bdecause "Gnomé's" seismic signals weuld have
been geographically leceated in =n oseismic zone —- that is, llew Mexico. 3ut I
subnit that this ecgain is irrelevand, becsuse obviously no Jtote trying to
viclate 2 treaty would conduct 2 clandestvine underground nuclear test outside a
seismic gres. Therefore no sueh clues to ideniificotion on the basis of
aseismicity would be available in o case of clomdestine vesting as werce available
for the "Gnome" shot. Indeed, 2ll this only demenstrotes further the soundness
of the recent United States offer to reduce the possible number of on-site
inspections in the heortland of the Soviet Union, which is aseismic -~ an offer
which the Soviet Union has refused even to discuss or consider.

Cne lost peint: The Soviet Union keeps veiturning to the offer of 3 September P61
by Prime Lidnister sscemillan and President Kennedy for an stmospheric vest ban,
because both then ssid the following in regerd to such a ben:

", .. the United States and the United HKingdom are prensred to rely upon

oxisting means of detection, which they believe to be adequate ...7

{G21/DHT/120)

It is the Soviet claim that this use of the word "adequate pust have boen intended
by the Jestern leaders as o judgement that exisbing systoms were scientifically
adequate for an atmospheric ban =~ I repeatb, an stmospheric ban only; no other
environments were mentioned. In any case, I must challenge such an internyetation
of the word "adeguate". Wy explanation of this ot the lost meeting wos very

clear: the word "edequeote" in this centext could only hove meant “sufficient in
the circumstances” —— thot is, in the circumstances of Soviet escceptancc of the

.

3 September offer before it expired, in accordence with its terms, on 9 Oeptember.
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Ua 3 September 19€1 it was ocur combined judgement thot, in spite o

-

techniezl gops in the simospheric test ban whieh the lack of intermntionnl conbrols

At

vedil, we could tolerate the risks thue created i the Sovietv Unioin

5

secenbel the offer immedistely. This was because an immedictce Sovied zeccurtonce

-

woull hove restored the status cuo cnte and would heve meont o reverscl of the

Scviet wolicy vo resume testing; it weuld have been a sipgn of Soviet geood faith,
sood will ond good political sense. It would probobly hove nrossgel oncly

= . )

amont on a compreiensive tesv ban treaty with internctional controls wizich

puarorcesd the preservetion of vhe nre-existing nuclear balence, Our oigls

" £}

with cxzisting systoms of controel would heve boon temporery ond becraole.

o Fm .

The 3resent situation is czitively difforent. Ve heve hed no sign of Soviet

good Toidth -~ indeed, guite the condrary; - wo hove every ovidence of on nvild

wovizy desire to continve to immrove its nuelonr weadons ot asny price.  lis
could wovide o big motivetion for the Soviebd Union to attempt secret tesits, in

viclodion of oany trecty, in order to improve iws position relative to the Test

may hove done during the 1961 scrics., The only protection o

[

more bhnn 1 ~oinst

such o risiz would »ve on effective —~ that is, an internationel -- conizcl systen,

gops in anmy non~internaticacl systen would loom very large indeod to us.

5

Yaus it is thot the sclution of the problem of arriving ot a sound %sst ban

e

agrecmen’d still eludes us, despite 2ll our efforts. The Soviet Union, from which

gesture of aeccommodetion to the Vest on this subjeet is long overdus, nob

nerely rofuses to budge from ivs unfair and uanreasonable positions, but indeed

Cemends wver more of the West. Ve can point to oll our mamy nast concecsions and
to She ovidence of our continued ressonablencss and flexibility, but unfordunately

the Sovied Union remcins unmoved. VYo have +told +he Sovieds Union thad wo are

Proporec 96 sign the 10 April 1901 treaty with ids amendments (ENDC/9); +we have
cficrod Yo negeticte on that trenty and the amendments. The Soviet Taiosm as,

b -

cf being unyielding, but we in the West are indeced flexible. Tz are

in one thing only, =nd bhat is in our great desire to be able vo

conelude o nuclear test ban treaty under adequate ond effective indters

Jo s39ill hope thet the Sovied Union will recognize the haorm its cleomont andl

illugienl Dosition is doing both to itself ond 4o all the » ples of <o world
ia whose Juture it so often professcs a grest interest. Here would he

L2

PO N - . . I o s .
proceicnl wgy in which this alleged Soviet concern for monkind could hHo demonstrated.



ZHDC/SC.I/2V.T
12

(lir. Dean, United States)

A1l thot is required is that the Scviet Union returan to the agreed ne”cvluulng
basis of loss than onc year sge ond reimstete oll the many agteed treoty t xts
B
v

which exisbed at thot time. Then, ot 1lest, we would be well on the woy wo rapid

agreement in this most important sphere of discrmeoment.
I therefore appecl once agein tc our Soviet collengues to meet with us, to
consider this objectively, and bo sign with us on adequate and effective nucleer

test ban treaty with offective international comirols.

bir. TSARAPKIN (Union of Soviet Socinlist Republics) (translation from

Russizn): You spid to day, Mr. Deszn, that the United States wants to bottle up the
evil genie cf atomic tests, which, cs you put it, the Soviet Union released upon
the world in September last Z;ﬁpra, page .,.2;7. But to whom are you addressing
this remerk, Mr. Dean? - For the members of the Committee zre not babes or ignoramuseé.
They heove memories; in particular, they remember developuments in regard to J
nuclear weapons, and when and where they occurred. It is you, Mr, Dean - not you
personglly, but the United States - who released the evil genie of nuclear tests
on 16 July 1945, ot Trinity, Alamogorde, New Mexica, where you exploded your
first stomic bomb. Less than a menth later you dropped twe atomic bombs on
Hiroshims and Nagaseki. It is you who released the evil‘genie. Please do netu
slander the Seoviet Union and try t¢ transfer the blame fram “the guilty to the
innocent.,

In the course of the discussions in the EighteenmNatioh Commitbee on
Disarmament and in the three-Power nuclear Sub-Committee, the Soviet delegation
has already produced much evidence to show’fhaﬁ the solution of the problem of the
discontinuance of nuclear weaspon tests does nob hinge on the technical aspects of
the problem of controel cover the discontinuance cf such tests, which is the
impression the United States and the United Kingdom representatives are trying to
create. The solution cf this problem is beiny frustrated by the United States
and the United Kingdcm Governments, which are obsﬁinately Pursuing their pclicy of
continuing the nuclear arms race. 7 - B

The deal concluded in Bermucdn in December 1961 between the United Stotes and
the United Kingdom Goverments on the resumption of nuclear weapon testsvby these
countries was completely unjustified and expcses them ns opponents of the dis—
continuance of nuclear wenpon tests. This desl provides %elling @Vldincu of the

aggressive policy of these two leading North Atluntlc bloc countrles.
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Yihc sconetimonicus speeches poured out by the United Stotes ond the Unidted

-
i
<

ninglon redresentatives both in the Sub-Commitvice and in the Zighteen~iiciion
Commivvee osserting their Governments' desire %o conclude nn cgreement on the
disconuinucnce of nuclear weapon tests are mercly o cover of screen dosigned to
lessen thoe peoples! indignotion ot the United Stotes decisicn te resune cimospheric
nucleor wreopon tests in oddition to the underground nuclenr explosions which

they heve clrendy been conducting for socme considerable time. The asscriicns by

sreement

the United States and the United Xingdom of theiz wish t0 conclude an o
are intended os = means of misleading world publie opiniin concerning tae real
wine United Stotes and the United Kingdom Governments.

i‘ae foets, however, demonstrote that the efferts of the United States and
the United Kingdom sre wholly aimed at frustrabting agreement on the discontinuance
of nuclecr wegppon tests ond thus obtaining o pretext for CTrrying ouv Hae Cecision

A

taken =% the Bermuds conference to conduct simospheric nuclernr wespon tesits in

i

Lpril. Proof that the United Stntes Government considers the present momoent

cpproricie for the resumption of otmospherie nuclear weedon tests and is

le]

onfidenv of its success in blocking all possibility of venching ngroenent ot

Uensvo on the discgntinuance of nuclear weopon tests is to be found in <he fact
that tae United Stotes has slrendy warned the whcle world thoit the vessels end
eirercfy cf oll countries should nvuid the orec of Christmas Isleand, wheros the

atmospheric nuclear tests ore e be resumed, from 15 April onwards. This werning

was given oy the United States Goverament on < inril.

5

3

A

e gualifying stetements to the effect that the tests will perions not

o

e coenducted if agresment is renched cre hardiy likely to mislend anyone, since

pe
ot

is opparent to everyone that in reality the United Stoies does not wont ony
agreement con the discontinuance of nuclear wecohon tests and hos blocked o1l

avenues, oll possibilities of agrecment.

S

is very simple: 1o conduet a new series of nucloar wespon -

)

poess, wo bronsfer the responsibility for this step to the Sc

v
in order to frusirate agreecmenty on the discontinuance of nuclear weopon tests
and thus 1o remove the obstacles in the way of continuisg such tests, thxe United

States Government and those respensible for United States diplomsey are doing their

utacst Uc invent as many pretexts zs possible to justify suckh nction,
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Bubv he who tries to prove too much ends up by provipg nothing., The United
" Btates, féfﬂgxample, states that it intends to carry out = new series of nuclear
weapon tests so as not to lag behind the Soviet Union in respect of nuclear arms,
But this is o rather strange pretext, the folsity of which is immedistely
apparent. For gquite recently, in November 1961; after the provoeeative ond
~eggressive policy of the United 3Stotes compelled the Soviet Union to conduct its
own series of nuclear weapon tests, the President of the United States,

bir. Xennedy, stated that that country possessed many times more nuclear power
then any other country in the world and had ot its disposel sufficient nuclear
weapons of all types to safeguard the security of the United States and, os he
put it, of the whole "free world!". United States statesmen and militery leaders
have nlwoys asserted that the United States leads the Soviet Union where the
power of sccumuloted nuclear weapons is concerned, Just recenfly the United States
Secretary of Defense, lir. lincNomara, agein boasted to the world of the present
huge superiority of the United States’in stretegic nuclegr weapons. Yet the
United States, despite this superiority, has decided to conduct e new series of
nuclear weapon tests both underground and in the atmosphere in a few days!t time.

But if it is true that the United States, s its leaders state, considerably
surpasses the Soviet Union in the field of nuclear arms, its argument thot it is
necessary to carry cut o new series of nuclear weanpon tests so as not to log
behind the Soviet Union in this field is fictitious; it is completely spuriocus
and its sole purpose is to justify the nuclear arms race policy, = pelicy
designed vo keep the world in o svote of tension and to aecustom the peoples to
the ideo thsat the world must inevitably be on the brink of war;_

Ancther argument which the United States is using os o préfext for preventing
agreement is that, without internstional contrel, it cannot be sure ithed 2 treaty
on the discontinuance of nuclesr wezpon tests will be observea; In this connexion,
the United States and the United ZXingdom representatives reiterate ot one meeting
after snother that the United Sitntes cannot trust the Soviet Union's word because
the Soviet Union ollegedly violated the agreement on a meratorium. ir. Decn
has repeated this idea ageain todsy for the umpieenth time. We have alrendy
repeavedly nointed out that such assertions are completely baseless and that the
United Stotes is maliciously distorting the real state of affairs. Te heve

already drown your obtention meny times to o document which makes it clear that



SIDC/SULI/ V.S
- 15 -

(ir, Tsarcoiin, USSR)

) . . . o
the morsborium was repudiated notv by the Scvied Union bub by the Uniten ointes.

On 25 Jocember 1959, the United Stotes anncunced +to the wicle world through its

T .

Presiden’ ot thot bime, lir. Biscenbower, thav from 1 anuq“" 1960 the United States

5 e |

considerad itsclf frec of omy obligeticns under dice mor %3:ium and invonded to

: i

test its weespons b any time it thought necesssry in order to sefegunrd s
country's security.

o

Tou sce whet conditicns the Unived Stodtes 1oid down feor itself? Tob iix. Dean

incessently cttnacks the Soviet Union because U “resumed b3 follow exccedly thoe same

course ns the United States, i.c. beesuse, oftor that date, it toc could not
ccnsider itself bound by any obligsbions in resnect of the discentinucnce of

nuclecy weepon tests. I should like to call your attendicn once azain to the

fzllowing soint.,

£
[

Lt 4he dime the President of the United Stotes, Mr. Zisenhower, repudinted the

moraterivm cn nuclear wenpon tesbs, was the United States really faced with the

L

problem of not lagging behind the Soviet Union in nuclear nxms? For os e know,

the Unived States hed by then ccaducted a2lmost four times os meny nucieor weapen
]

tests ~g tue Soviet Unicn, and the imericans themselves ccoleuleted thot tae totel

2

yield of +the explosicas set off by the United States clone nccounted fox 2% of

1

the yield of all the nuclear explosicns hitherto set off thrcushout tue werld,

A

These frcts and fizures clearly demonstrate that in Decempver 1959 the United States

RS

was not Toced with the Droblem of eatching up with the Sovietv Union in Jthe field

\J
o
N
H
d.
[l
=
[

of nuclerr srms. Yet the United States officinlly stated vhat 1t wos xog
the morcvorium on nuclenr wenpon tests and considered itvself free to rosume such
o P L.

tests ov roy time 16 cuose,

Therefere, when the United Stantes and the United Kingdcs represcnioiives now
1

j
C
L}
[N
€
«
[BR
e8]
ot
=]
[
o
i
O
I.
o
5
—
<
w
e
j
m
n
L3
(6]
©
B

wut forvord calculovions of the wouel yie
crgunent vo justily their own tegts, they cre cbvicusly introducing cn irrelevant

issue in on adtewnt to find swume grounds for the continustion of the ~uclicor arms

race, waico they were unwilling To renounce in L. Zisenhower's time in

December 1559, and are unwilling <o rencunce o7,

L) R
LA

. ]

United Stotes has not caly repudisted the moratorium on nuclecy weapon

tests bLut hos also made extensive Dreparations $o reswae nuclear weanon vests

The excoavoticn at o zreot depth of numerous shiofis ond covities for walerground

nuclecy testing hos not ceased in the United Stotes for o single day. The United

o t - . . .
States Congress has increased appropristicns for nueclear weapon tests yuon after
a2

yeer. “mile negotistions cn the liscontinucnce of nuclecr weapon tests hove been

in propress at Genevn, vhe Univel States has continued ©vo threaten the world with

o resumpsion of nucleoxr weapon teswus.
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In %his connexion there is o faoct of which I should like to remind both
Mr. Deon ond lir. Godber, who repeat at every mceting the same cld story thot it is
not the United Stotes but the Scviet Union which has been preparing to resume
nuclesr wespon tests. On 7 iay 1960, a few months after President disenhower's
sbobvement repudiating the morstorium, the United States Government informed the

whole world that the United States intended Yo carry out the so-calied research

programme known as Project Vele, under which o series of underground nuclega

[0]
5
e
'—J
o

sions wos to be set off by the United Svntes. 4n aporopriation of + 66 million

was mode in the 1961 United States budget for the executicn of this project, a

1.

sum nearly seven times greater theon United States expenditure for such purposes
the previcus year. Porticular interest in this series of underground tests was
shown by the Pentagon as the consumer of nuclear wespons cnd by the United States

-

Atomic inergy Commission as the producer and supplier of nuclear weapoans to the
United Stotes Department of the Army. This fact in itself convincingly confirms and
underlines the military significance of Project Vela.

Cn 17 July 1960 the United Stotes Deparitment of Defense, not a United Stotes
civilion scientific orgenization, published detciled informotion on the conduct
~of uncerground nuclear explesions under this programme, waich you tried to make us
believe wes for peaceful purmoses. But we know very well whot sort of »rogramme
for necoceful purposes the Pentagon was in facd directing., It was obvious from
announcements by the Pentagon that this series cf nuclear explosions woas mainly
intended o improve nuclear explosive mechanisms -~ under the pretext, of course, of
studying methods of detecting nuclenr explosiocas.

It is no coincidence that, aos the Atomic Znergy Commission has admidted,
numercus shafts and tunnels were prepared for conducting underground nuclear tests
in the United States as far back as in 1960.

The precise moment for the resumption of nuclear weapon tests by the Unite

[#2]

btotes wes merely o motter of its Govermment selecting the sppropriate time. The
intensity with which the United States has been preparing to resume nuclear bvests
is evident from the mere fact thot more than twenty-five underground explosions
have been set off in the country since 15 Septemver 1961. It is a matiter of
common kncwledge that the preparation of each shaft, of each undergrouad nuclear

weapon explosion calls for a huge expenditure both of time and mcney ond involved

the emdloyment of experts and a variety of equipment on on enormous sczle,



IDC/SC.I/2V.7
- 17 -

(v, Tsorcoizin, USSH)

Therefore, when the United Stnotes representatives try 4o acccuse the USSK of

<4

negotinbing dishonestly with the Jestern Powers since, they ollege, 1% wos

> for nuclear exnlosiocns during the negoviations, they are deliberately

uttering n gross lie in order b conceal the true facts

7 sholl new turn to the gquesticn of naticnsl control. I do not projose to
repent the orguments which ccouclusively prove tct naticncl systems of devection
are comlebely salequate for centrolling an ogreement on the discentinunnce of

auclenr wenpon tests. These facts have not been refuted by cnyone here. Te have

s

~Irendy cuoted the oxumwlg of ‘e United States "Gnome" shot te show how She

theory Zabricated by Dr. Teller ezad his collen about tie Bcssivilivy of

concenling o nuclear exzlosicn in salt rock hos been refuted in practice. Vhot

bir. Dorz $0ld us todny sroved abscelutely nothins ond mexely doemcnstroted thot

the United States jugsles with science to suiv its own polidtienl aims. ‘hen

A LN
speslzing of the ability of naobicnol detecbion systerms to register underground

e a

nuclecr explesions ot distances mony thousends of kilometres from the ceislosicon

F\

site, we jpointed out thet on underground aucloar explosicn sed off in the Soviet

3

Union was registered by the United Stotes, I refer to the explosion set off on

2 February. Io an obsompt vo minimize the sig of this fact, (. Dean

Sun--Conmittee:

>
c_{»
=g
@

nede the Tollowing stobement ot the fifth meeving o
"Ls for the Soviet underground exnlosicn of 2 Februsyy 1962, we

Itnow that it wes not o small shot but guite = large cne.” (ENDC/SC.1/2Y.5,

Sud whe truth is bthet bir. Dean end his colleagues ot these negobicitions were

DR

misled vy their scientific cdvisers on this osccosion foo ond were given incerrect
infornciéicn on the yield cof the Joviet underground nuclecr ecxplosiocn. 1 snould

like to drow your savbenticn to the fact that, coutrary o 1, Dean's assertion,

o

Baie)

sreund explosicn sev off in the Sovied Union on 2 February wos of low

yield. “his point is alsc mnde in vhe messaype dnted 2 A;ril 1262 from
lir. ¥.8. Xarushehev, the Chairmas of the Council of Hinisters of the UITL, to

dr. Iizedn, vhe Prime Linister of Japsn. Since this messsge hos a dirvecd Lo
on cur nezcblaticns,

L/

virte Scecretoriat to issue it os o Commishee

dceumoen v The fact that the Unived States detected the Scviet luw-yield
wadergreund nuclenr expliusion once cgaln conclusively confirms that the United

& system of Jdedection which registers underground exnlogicns at

L 19
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The capecity of notional systems of detection to verify compliance with an
sgreement on the discontinuance of nuclear tests is confirmed by the stolements
of many qualified scientists in verious ccuntries, including the United Stntes
and the United Kingdem.,

I drew attenticn at the Sub-Committee's fourth meetiag to the speed ond
success with which new methods of detecting ond identifying underground nuclear
explosions are being developed in o number of countries, sarbicularly in the

United Zingdom, In this connexicn I referred to reports Ly the scientifice

corressondents of the British news»Hnoers, The avening News ound The Sundoy - Times.
e el 4 £

lir, Godber admittedly did not confirm this informetion, bub neither dil e refute
it., However, with o persistence werthy of o better couse, he has joined forces
with Lir., Jean in meking strenous efforts te prove the inadeguacy of novional
detection systems for the purpose ¢f controlling an agreement and tc mislend
people whe are ill~informed szboud this problem, He and his United Stotes coclleague
sre pubtbing forward the idea of the need for o meeting of Soviet and Testern
scientific experts to discuss the cobility of emisiting netional detection systems

te identify nuclear explosions, L. Godber hos even asked us whether or not

we ore willing 4o agree to such o nmeeting.

Je hove already given our views, both in the Sub-Commitiee and ot plennxry
meetings of the dighteen-Nation Committee, on the iden of holding further
technical discussions. We would find it difficult to understand why $he United
States representatives rpise the some question of techniccl discussions over and
over ogain if we did not know from sad experience the aim the Western Fowers are
pursuing in our negotistions. We see how their representstives are doing their
utmost o find some kind of justification for their refusal to accept our
reasoncole and realistic proposal to use naticnnl systems of detecting nuclear
explosions for contrelling compliance with on spreement ca the discontinuance
of nuclecr tests. 1In this connexion I should like to repcat whet I said ot
the fourth meeting on 28 Warch:

"eeses 21l the Western Powers' tollh of the need for further bechnical
discussions is, purely and simply, a diversionary manceuvre, an abbempt

to evade o politicel sclution of the problem of discontinuing tests by

subsvituting futile discussions on the technical aspects of the nroblem

of control”. (ZNDC/SC.1/PV.4 ,pege 15)
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. e TTer 4 nE e
Te mow from experience thot, vhenever ths United Stoles hos loclked orguments
o supsert its political position, it has pub forward technicol argunents of cone

3 o o e T
kind or cnobther ond hes wressed for the holding of technieal couferences. It

s invited to these conferences scientists, who, disregording the cciucl scientific

facts or bosing their sititude on unsupported hynetheses, hove tried bo supnord
- © Pt . - T k]
their Government's sosition with sriuments which were loter ceompletely disproved

[

it i no coincidence bheat various articles ore now ojpecring in ohe

o o . . . s
United Odtoies press, csserting, on the basis of references ve scientific and

. . ca s s vy
technicnl scurces, that the equipment ot present cveilsble is incapasle of
detecving tezts. Fuor excmple, The Hew York Times pHublished

i
Furthor vesenrch into the quesvion of detecting nuelea
£

t Vels "hrs confirmed the conclusicns of

o

United Ohoates scientists on the difficulties of debecting clondestine underground

}..J.
k5
ol
(el
%]
5
ot
I
o v
o
o

explosicns of nuclear wespons.™ v is alsc sign

, at o meetving of

the Sub~Tommittee, lir. Vean shoull ogain aove gterted saying scomething which was

~ =5 )

sadid a long time oo by United Svnves scientists like Dr. Yeller, thet well-knovm

advoecote of the use of sotomice weanons for agoressive purposes, namely, thot it is

S

i
cither imyossible or very difriculs to detecl nuclear explosions if they ore set

o for o in ssace, for exmmole, | ¢ 10 noen enus. 3u thinis thot
pin ut in s , for le, boyond the noen cor Ven ut I

Y

dr. Decn nmust realize what thi

]
{d

is o complebely frivolous asrjument, becouse id

would nevexr cccur o aayone to set off nuclear exnlosions thicre.

In his statement ot the previous meeting 1. Dean secclded the Sovied Union
for refusing to consent to tho holding of aew teclinical conferences and made the
Iudicrcus charge thob we are scolzing "be diserediv all sciontists of 211 ccuntries™.
-

his idee wos echcoed in lixr. Dean's statement todey. Ho, i, Desn, we ore not

Vel

seeling vc do this, nor heve we ever set curselves such o goal. e hove no wish

ia hd

to quesiion the sincerity or the mrofessional integrity of o1l scienbists in the
United Stctes or ¢f o1l scicntists throughout the world., Cn the controry, unlike

you, we nove o profound belief in the power and efficacy of science, o mrofcund
apsrecinvion and resneced for scientists of intesrity. e Imow that seience haos
clrecdy furnished us with relichble methods of conitrelling complinnce with an
agreemont on the discombinunnce of nuclear tests, nemely, with nationnl metheds of

ricelly o sed o scientific ond technicnl

seing used to disvupt important solitical negotistions
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s

and vo nending over the settlement of the question cof discontinuing tests Lo
scientific experts who, as we know, will deliberately do cverything in lheir

sower %¢ justify further competition in nuclear weepon tests and to drive vhe

s

negotiations on the discontinuance of nuclear weapon tesis invo an imsasSse.
o

In iais connexion, azn article by Dr, Lewis Don Leet, nrofessor of geology

vt Harvord University, oHublished in the 9 April issue of the United Stotes weekly

e

The ilationsl Guardisn, is of grest interest. Dr. Leet is nct only ome ¢f the

2

cutstonding seismologists of the United States, but has o world-wide repuiction.
Since 1331, that is for o deriod of thirty-one yeers, he hes directed Uie seismic
stotion ot Hervard Uriversity. In this arvicle Dr. Leet sheds some lighv on the

nrinciples and methods governing bhe composition of the vechnical groups setv up

in the Unived States tc discuss the question of the discontinuance cf nuclear

wegpon tests, and con vhe sort of renorts furnished to the =suthorities reshonsible

for United States foreign policy by these United States technical experbs, who are
connecved with the Pentagon and the powerful Tnited States monopolies. Cne only
needs o compose these facts to see thaot &1l Uhe evidence given hes boen designed

1.

to prove the impossibility of detecting underzround nuclear explosions ond thus to

‘N

justify the United States in its reofusal o comclude n treaty on the discontinuance
of nueclear weepon tests. ‘
Ddr. Leet contends in his article that the position the United Stobes has taken
dguring %he negotiations on the »rohibition of tests with regerd to the question of
detecting underground nuclear ex:zlcosions is scicentifically umscund., i stateé, »
lir. Dean; thet if all the facts were knoewn —— I repeat, if cll the focis were
known ~- the United Sintes and Soviet participants in the negotiations cculd reach
agrecment on the prchibition of Jvests in a matiter cf o weel:.
Ze meintains thot the United States Deporiment of Jefonce is taking en extremely
pegsinmistic stend on the Jevection of underground Yesbts. He goes on 4o soy
that the United Stotes Department of Defense izmores the opinions of seismologists
and misuses technicel data in crder to bolster up its own olitical pesition. e
adds bthot while the Government moy well merely be seeking o oHrebtext to osiz for
inspections in the Soviet Union, it is not ecnbitled to usec seismclogical dote to
Justify its position.
s doubt on the scientific scundness of the 3Berkner rodort
gGEHZDHTZGS;, which wos and still is the basis for the United States nHosition with

regard vo he ability of seismology Vo detect undergreund nuclear explosions. He

Dr, Leet cas
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rofwbes vie validity of the conclusions of the Sexkner srous and of 2xcjcet Velsn,

v i% shoulld

ae osays oot the Berkper group hod such mesgre dotp ot its dispe

P -

sy agserbtions whotsooever. Yed iw vouched

its conclusions. The Jussiaons tool zlence ot whe meterisl it nroldueccd cal durs

L
> L
cut leushing, and, I nmust say, with good zesson. Any self-respecting soismologist

would alsce burst ocut Llaughing.

D, Leed states thot no nrofessiocnal seismclogists tooi part din v

~eried cub by the Zerimer and Vels groups. The conly members of the Jerime

(“
-

L ]

grous with the slightest knowledpe of seismelogy were electronic engincers who

. ot
;loy sczemcl zists

re suseriicially sequointed vitlh dhe subjeclt., Frilure to

working ov seismic stotiuns in carrying oud such srejects is tantemount o
revising tne system ¥ weighis and nmeasures witloud consulding the Burernu of

T

o uun“\ TS

Sr. et offered lids services in connexicon rith Proiect Veln

J

R -
DUY a3l CIEol

-

£y

was vejected, Bubt vhen e went Yo TVashington Zor tolks on the subject, Lo wes
agsized in Government circles: "IT your theory is correct, would we recuize =
1

lorzer or o smaller number of insnections in the

Leoet veplied that

©

smeller number wrould be recuire

we colled unon if needed. Professor Leet is s5till waiting; no one

upon oin, wad no csne is interested in him in United S4nics Geovernmend cizelces.

itude to seisnology, bc science and “enuine

)

seismoelosical expervs, Dr. Leet wrobte that he had been naive enough ¢ heliove

thot scicnee, in nco matter whose hands, was olweys cbjective, but thet the
conclusionsg of Project Vels were as full of holes os Swiss cheose. Thvoo mendhs

3

vedore no hod not even Xnowm thot bhese conclusicns would be sut to uze o0 Genevs.

A2 2

, . . o s o . ce e S - o
fow, 2o osled, is such o thing sllowed to heospen?  This, . Jeon, is She spswer

KW

of one of yeur own indelendent scicntists to your comment shoub the Tnited Stratos

scientisty working for the Pentogon ond for the supsliers of nuclear woro ons

(LA RGP OE IS

< musy point out thot Dr. Loet's views on bhe comparotive ense with vhich

ST N &

explosicns can be Zetectod ore shored by scicmiists frogm othex

might draw your attenticn to cerininv other focis menticned by the

T bl m Y Ty an ] - - RN : > T 3 Aemetoa e - .
dgviouadl susrdisng- for example, the Chief Sciontific Adviser b¢ the &

of Delonce — by which I mean the United winzdom Ministry of Defence -

Sir Selly Zuckerman, ond the heod of the leserrcl Groun of the Unitec

hvcmic nergy huthority, Sir Villiam Penney, med government scientific PRpT:

Hashingbtea from 16 Yo 2C inrch ond submitted evidence to these experts Shnt the

NP M S e Yoo s -
British aod detected ~11 the recendt United Stotes underzround tests.

[
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3,

es ¢ny weight with the Unived States, since it

e

wowever, none of this carr
cnly retnins what can be used Jo support its pocidion izm favour of tae nuclenr
arms race and discerds everything thot does notd support this oositicon.

i should agein like to peoint out thet otier similer feets whieh I liove

not discuss bodny demonsirabe the groundlessness

£u

menticned ecrlier bub whieh I di
of the cssertions by the United Jictes representatives thot complisnce with an
agreemen’ on the discontinuance of tests camncl e verified by means of nsvional
systems.

w11 Slhiese facts orovide Further evidence thoet, if cur Vestern poriaers aod

shovm gocdwill, an sgreement on the discontinuance of tests would long since hove

been signed. But in this netter the United Stotes Government continues to take
line vhich bodes nc geood for the future. Iv states thot unless an ogreement is
oneluded on its terms, on the bosis of so-called internciicnal contrel, hat is

-

c
to soy, on cgreement which would give it the righit to hove 2o ospionsze network

n the territory cf the USSH under the guise of internsiiorel comtrol, <the United

stetes will not agree to any other bosis for comtrol ond will start in Lowil to

"8

CR

carry ous the atmospheric nucleor tests it Loz planned. Such designs on the part

-

of thne Unitved Stotes con cobvicusly only deejpen the rift bedween us ond sHrovide
further srocef that the Testern Powers do not wish to distlay o reascandle and

realistic opproach to the question of discontinuing tesbts or to meke o stvort in

Av Bhe fifth meeting of vhe Sub-Commitiec iy, Denn wos so concerned bo prove

e need for the esteblishment of indternaticnal econtrol over the disecontinusnce

s,

Cid mov hesitobe o distord the true nosition of

{u

of nucleoy weapon tests that he
the Soviet Union., For excaple, he stonted:

¥ eeses the Soviet idea thot no contrels ot 2ll are reslly needed Doecnuse

o+ .,

tewoes will sbile by their drenty nledses hardly nerits serious abbention.

17 onlzen literclly it would undermine tie institubicn of dhe United Hotions

ivgeli, cr of ouy inbernstionsl eontrol crraagement for sny disormoment
4
meosure, and acd merely for o nuclecr dest san trenity. It Le.n. coneradicts
b .
tiae sixth of the disarmament Hyinciples alrendy agreed upon by tie United
. je P
Shoves and the Sovied Union on 20 September 1961 ....."
(ZC/8C.1/PV.5, wome 26)
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Tant comment con cne moke on these arguments of Iir, Dean's? In the first
alace, ho Soviet Union never hns nsserted that no controls are needed over an
pereencnt on the discontinuance of nuclear weoncn tests. On the controry, we

have strtod and continue to state thst strict contrel is needed, but conirol of o

type wirici would oxelude any possibility of esticnege and intelligence worl in

the territory of the States parties to the cgreement. In oresent circunstences,

when the Dreoblem of dissymament is still unsolved, such ceontrol can ounly

noticnal ccentrol. Proetice and experience have shown that it is perfectly possible

to devect oll nuclear weopon expleosions in the atmosphere, under water and in
cuter sunce by means of national detection systems. It i Elso perfectly nossible
to detect underground tests. Te hove already given you relevant informedicn on
tais subject on more than one ccension. You are familiar with it,

ir. Jeon asserted that the Scviet Union's idea that international contrel is
not needed aordly merits serious sttention. I must make it clear that ¢ cannot
agree withh such a theoxry, To adopt this way of locking ot things might hove the

effect of nullifying the conclusicn of any agreements. But sgreements oxe

concluded in crder to be observed. This is s rudimentary orinciple of international

law. Julging by his remarks throughout these discussions, Iir. Dean is clearly of

o different cpinion, but this is his jpersonal cpinicn. lowever, the majcrity of

interncvionel jurists and legnl exnderts in the civilized world continue to odhere
A

firmly bo this rule of internsaticnsl law, nsmely that trecties are concluded to be
3

observec. It is on this understanding that we nre conducting negotiations with

the Western Poewers. If, as one is led to believe from ¥r. Dean's persistent

o4 1

asserticng, the United States has on ulterior motive in negotiating with us and

o

intends, «fter the conclusion of an sgreement, Ho toke steps to infringe and evade

=

it —= t2is is the very sort of situstion the United States is continurlly brandishing

before toe Scviet Union in the abbtemnt to convinece it of the need for somo
iaternnvicnal control —— it had better say so heonestly ond openly. Then it will
be clecr that there is nc peint in our sitting here and wosting time,

in vhe second place, lir, Dean's assertion that the Soviet propossl ic use
nationel sysvems of detection contradicts the sixth of the discrmament srinciples
zlready cgreed upon by the USSR and the United Jtates is oovicusly a fnbriection.
It is for-fetched and irrelevant. It is obvicusly meant for Deople who ore not
very fully informed about disarmsment questions. But everycne familinr wiih this
problem mows thet the discontinucnce of nuclear weapon tests is not o Jiscrmament

mesaosure,
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If nuclesr tests were prohibited now, this fect would not in itseif stop
the nuclear orms race or reduce aormies by a single man; it would not lead to a
reduction in nuclear arsenals by o single atomice or hydrogen bomb or to the
destruction of weapons of war., It is for this very reason thot the problem of
verifyiny compliance with an sgreement on the discontinuance cf nuclear wecopen
tests should be solved in g diffevent way from that of verifying control over
disarmament, Since the diseontinuance of tests is not 2 disarmfment mecsure,
control should be of o different nature: in other words, it should not be
internationnl control, whieh shoulld be spplied to Gisarmament measures, but centrol
on a nabicnsl basis.

I wish tc emphosize once agein thet we in the Soviet Union are in favour of
striet internstional conirol over disarmament messures; but when it is o metter
of discontinuing nucleny tests without an sgreement on general and compleve
disarmement, such control —— I menn internationcl control — provides extensive
opporbunities for espionsge and intelligence worlk, This is why we have odopted
the position that control measures should be closely co-ordinated with disarm&&ent
measures. Je consider thet the contrel which we hove proposed: namely, control
over the discontinuance of nuclesy weaponitests 5y means of national systems of
detecting nnd identifying nuclear explosions, ensures control over compliance
with an agreement, Our position, kr. Dean, does nct controdiet point 6 of the
Agreed Principles.

So £rr from undermining the institution of the United Hations, the conclusion
of an gzreement on the discontinuance of tests on the basis proposed by us would,

4

on the contrary, stréngthen this Orgonization, wmcke for confidence among States
and reduce internaticnal tension, Such an agreement would do much to Dromote the
success of the Eighteen Laticn Committee's worl on the elaboration of & treaty on
genersl cad complete disarmament.

Je hove still not lost hope thot the United Stctes, which we believe is
closely following the course of discussion in the Eighteen llotion Committee and in
this Sub-Committee and which is fnmiliar with the unanimous demand for the
disconiinucnce of nuclear tests, not only by the non-sligned countries thav are

-~ A

members of the Commitiee but by the pecples of the whole world, will summon up

st

sufficient wisdom and goodwill to dake o first step and concludem agreement on the

discontinuance of nuclear weapcen tests under which natiocnal systems of control would
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be used Yo verify compliance with such an agreement., This would be a scuacd measure
=nd woculd bring about ccnditions more favourable to the nressrstion of on sgreement

‘on genersl and complete disarmament.

“he CHAIRIAH (United Xingdom): Perhass I might say just a few words in

my capoeily os representotive of the United Kingdom. Iy Iirst comment is that,
in view of iir. Tsavapkin's great reluctance to speak todsy, I think he hos done
sretiy well. I shudder $c think what the length of his sneech might have Deen had
he vome reclly prenared Lo make one to us todsy.

3ut I would say 4o my cclleagues here that cur duty in the Sub-Committee is

)

not so much Yo make speeches ab cne gnother: it is to negodticte. It is for thet

reescn thot I find the attitude sersistently andonted by the Soviet delegation here

o very denressing. Ur., Tsargpkin said ot the beginning of his statemenv, referring

4]

ok

o remarizs of the United States representative, that we are nct children. Tell,
Tistening tc some of his argumenuvs bodaoy, I woendered if he thought thov scme of
those who were going to read his speech were children, For I found some of his
arsumenvs so wholly ~t2ficiel and so wholly unsatisfoctory that they could
convince ncovody.

He conference con make progress — certainly cannot succeed —— unless there
s some common ground on which to negctiate. Thet is a simple, basic faci, For
three years we had such common greund, and we were therefore able to malle nrogress —

- -

end we &id come within sight of a vvreaty. This common ground was provided by the
political decisions of ocur three Govermments ithalt nuclear weonon testing should be
discontinued cn the hosis of o system of internsticnal debecticn and internctional
inspeciion, ‘

.

The Scviet renresenbative seems to find great difficulity in his sheeches

nowadnys in distinguishing between Jetection and inspection. I do not believe he

(O

e

really nns great difficulty in distinguishing in hie own mind; but it is o pity

that be. does not distinguish more clearly in what he soys, Lecouse there is o

1

great deel cf Adifference in the criuments relaobing to the two. There is o srest
deal of need to clear our minds on what bas been shown in the discussions ~- not
ere, but in plencry tco -~ to be the adsclutely esseniizl noture 5° hoving
en adecusbe internabional system c¢i¥ identificatica. Certcinly it is very important
te bave internstionsl Jetection, tcco, over - very lorge wort of the field, but over
the whole field there is no questicn that internsticncl identificotion and the need

to verify is o basic fact.
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The Soviet representetive said at our lest meeting, end I think he was right
in saying so, that the problem before us is bosieally political end not dechnical —
although, of course, oolitical decisions must be teken in the light of technical
considerations,

The trouble is that on 28 licvember last the Soviet Govermment itself
announced o change of nolitieal policy ~— namely, the sbandonment of any form of
internaticnal verification in the nuclear test field. The reason given wos a
change in the international situation. But at the very saome time the Sovietd
Government wes affirming its willingness to sccent internctional control in the
field of disarmament ~-— and to accept internsbicnel control in one field which is
not disermament, that is, in connexion with surprise attack messures, to which I
referred in s speech in the plenary Conference vhe other day. This was set out
very clearly in the lost of the eight points in the memorandum Mr. Gromyk
submitted o the United Naticns last September {§ﬁ30514;. in other words, the
Soviet Government was reaffirming political decisicns to sccent internetional
verification both in and cutside the field of discrmament, but, at the seme time,
in the field of nuclear tests it revcied a Jecisicn in the same sense which it
had maintzined for over three yeors.

1

Th %

s was a basic change in policy which hos never been adequately justified

ft

and which involved attempting to change the whole basis on which our discussions
were toking place. As all the representotives here know perfectly well, the
whole besis of our discussions was the agreed exserts! report which 1nid down
clearly the need for international verification. Yet the Soviet Union sought
unileterclly to overthrow this wihcle basis of approach. I can imagine whet their
aettitude would have been had the Test sought 4o Jo anything like that an an
earlier svage, how they would have poured scorn on such o project, how they
would nave said it was necessary to have internstional agreement as the basis of
our discussions and how wrong it was tc overthrow it in the middle of our work.
But thet is exactly what they did cn 28 Nevember, =nd they have tried time and
again since tc¢ ecver up this fact. '

]

dven this afterncon, at one stage Mr. Tsaorepkin said thet the United States
A - ~ »

Government stated that "unless nn nsreement were concluded on its terms' ....

etc.; DLub these were 2lsc the Soviet Union's “erms until 28 Hevember los st; they

were our joint conditions for reaching agreement. 4nd I do not think thot simply
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Secnuse She Soviet Unieon chose umileterally tc cionden those conditicas the Soviet
sled to nccuse us of Dol feith or insincerity. I would
suggest thet they exomine their owm consciences in this reycrd; becouse, uatil we
cen pet o sound, ugreed basis for our dis.ussions, how can we make progress?

MY 2 +1 C -

This nfterncon dhe Soviet renresentative hes brought wpy ell sorts of stories

[N
bely
‘*"3
&
5]
[
]
o

culled from the Jestern jress —— which & z free »mress in which mony dif
peints of view are put forward —-— %o try to justify his own hosition. If he is so
sure tans bhe scientific basis has changed, he should be prepered to hove this
argued oud here in this Sub-Committee or by experts meeting sgain to discuss the
R

metter oroverly. This is ne substitute fer o proper discussion of the matver; 1t

is merely o smoke screen to cover up the weakness of his own crgument, oad I am
¢ sure ne realises that very well indeed. Whis really will not further our
discussicns at 2li, and I am very scrry indeel thot the 3cviet representovive has
once groin followed this negative course.

I should like tc refer for = moment to the remorks made by the representative

Ll

oL

3 o

the JSoviet Union ot our last meeting. On thol cccasion ne guoted frowm one or
twe of the speeches made by representotives of the new members of the lisormement
Committees, Dut I noted that those cuctations were related to cne aspect only of

the nucloar test priblem; he quoted c¢aly those nasssges in our collecsues! speeches
which conezled for no further testing of any 'iau, he mede no veference o their
cther suzgestions., 4And os regards the question of having no further tes’ss ot sll,

I was omozed again this afterncon ob the quite ineredidble way in which e Jismisses

cut of hond the fact that his own country brsie tihe three-year self-ioncsed restriction
I admit ‘there was no agreement about this; It wes self-imposed Ly each country,
Hevertheless, his courntry broke iﬁ; his country started this race agsin; ond his
country ond no other must bear the full responsibility for the results of that

1,

because, nad his country nct restarted, there would have been no question of the
Jest's restorting, His country dil this and brought this race into being cgein.
nd 1t 1s no geod telking os he did today ond ot our previous meeling, For
instence, when he geve us =211 soris of figures tc show thed there had bHeen more
vests in tle Jest than in the East. The storting-point for suckh = discussion must
©vhe simmle fact thot his Government, like the Vestern Governments, did epree
that there should be no more tests and did therefore «cce““ the position

three yerrs oge, however many tests either side had carried osut. Both sides he

3 a
e A . 2 ' o - < N .
accepiel vaet position, and it is only the recommencement of bests three yeors later
thet one exs

o really censider to be the basic reason for cur Sresent difficulties,

end bre responsibility lies very heavily on the Soviet Unicn.
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I do net want Ho go on melking this wneinit, whieh is abundantly cleor to all
our collegsgues in the Committee as o whole. I cm not interested in all these

cement for the

references to the nasv; I am inverested in ivrying tc get
future ~— ond that is why I am so depressed obt vhet I have listened ito once more
today. }

&% our meeting last Thursday cur Soviet cclleague, referring to the remarks

made by our colleagues from the non-committed countries, mede no mention whatever

s

of the suggestions put forward by those representatvives 1

Vo enable us o find a
wey out of the impasse we have reached. He ignored those suzgestions, he brushed
them aside, I gather from this that the Soviet Union does net think these
suggestions werthy of sericus ccensiderstion. A% our 1las?t meeting I tooiz the
trouble <c¢ nick out these statemenis ond to remind ny collegpues in this Sube
o

Committoe of the various suggestiocns mede by the revresenboitives of the none
58 i

committed noticns, I bthought they were very revealing and interesting., I

£

certoinly thought then, snd I think now, thot they are helnful and wortay of
fuller exémination than they have sc far received from the representaitive of the
Soviet Union,

I should like to ask him agsin whether e ies chosen deliberately ©c ignore
these preposals and thinks there is nc value in them. There were the >rovosals of
Indin, Athicpia, Burme ond Sweden —— I reminded the Sub-Commitiee of =2il +these at
our last nceting -~ and there werc olso the valuchle comments of Mexico, Irezil
and the United Aveb Xepublic. A1l these sre bhore in the verbatim record of our
last meeting, and all ore deserving of our atdention. Through 2ll of them runs
a2 thread, ome coherent thought - the absolutely essential need for on-side
inspection. Vhatever the Soviet Union says, thet has been accepted by impartial
Jjudges here in our Disarmament Conference as on ¢bvicus need for which o case
has been made cut, and nothing the Scviet Unicn has said has caused these secple
to chenge this view in any way. I would call them in aid of the views expressed
by my United States colleague and myself on this score.

I here, therefere, that further comsiderstion will be given to $his basiec
need for on-site inspection., This is the cnly wey of sebiling amy disoube as bo
whether any event has oceurred ox nct. This tallz of espiosnoge about which we hove
heardvso much —- I am glad we did not hear so much of it today -- has alrecdy been

shown to De completely folse and hellow. I hope we shall not hear any more such
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charzes. I am sure it hos been shown te be illeogical enywoy, because oI what 1

o

reczlled %

Ex

o my colleagues o few moments ago —— thot if the Soviet Union is willing
to contem:lote this in other spheres, including spheres which ore not vnose of
genernl and complete disarmament, there can be no validity in its asservicn that
there is o dongercus element of espicnage hexe,

To return to the guesbicn of the need for o mcliticel decision dn vegard to
our digcussicns, I would say thot I entirvely opree with thav need. 3ut wiot we
require Irom our Soviel ccllengue is a positive pelitical decisicn, ngs o negative
cne suck og vhot with waich we ore now confronted. “hat does the Soviet Lecision
amount wc? hat precisely Jdoes it mean? Apparently it mecuns that the Jovernments

) -v

sheuld ¢ sc as an 2cv of

[
et

wnich engoze themselves in oblizstions not o

o
faith., Joving signed o wtresty, i, Tscorapkin scoys, no greot Power —- o indeed
any fower whkich is o signatery to thot treaty —-— would dare to break its obligaticn.

ga
2ut this really is nob in line widh whot r. GromyXo himself hos ssid. Se dceld

us in cur ecrly discussiocns at Dlenory meetings thot he will not trust us, the
West, in vhe field of disarmement znd thot he doses not expect us to trust zim,
Presumcnly when a political decision o sign o Jisarmament treaty is toizen, it

nust De Sosed on the crection of scme form »f ccnfidence. 4And, as we Incw, it is
accepted Ty both sides in the discrmoment discussions thot this confidence can only
be ereated znd is to bDe created Ly internaticnal supervisicn,

If Lr. Tsarapkin con sugzest ocny other weoy, we shall De cnly too izd to
consicer it. The same applies, of course, to nuclear tests. There is nc reason
whatsoever why, 1f the ides of an imartisl, internationsl check on the observance
of o digermement treaty is accepied, it should not olso De nccepted in thce cese

of o nueieor test ban treaty. There is ne renson why, if 4he Soviet Uni-n sccepts
the idecs of internsticnal contrel -~zainst surprise attack, it should nch also

accept such control opoinst nuclecr tests,
£17 cur difficulties here, the whole preblem of stomning nuclear Sesbing,
b I

cemes Jdown o this:  will all the sorties concerned nccedd scme form of izndernstionsl

supervision of their obligoticns nct to test? Jo have beea emphasizing Shis

cardinal peint. for three years. e hewe saild tuol we are willing to diccuss and

[

- PR I .y LR T E FURE & S 3 g M
¢ megovicie on any »roposals il cnly the Suvied Union will cecept ndegunio inter—

SNVESS

W
-y

netioncl sugervisicn, The Genersl Losembly of due United lndic ons, by overvaelming

nmejorivies, nas laid similar emphesis cn this soind, It is nod good easuli: for
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lr, Tsaresiin to.read. out one- pw*a:?a; , out of its centext, from rescluticn 1648
(AVI) of the last session of the Feneral issemdly. That porcgroph did indeed

earnestly urge Stetes to refrain from further test explesicns, but it urged them
to do so pending the conclusion of necessary internaticnnl binding agreements in
regard Lo bests. It olso expressed in its third saregrash, which I do nct think
¥r, Tsareokin read ocub, confidence thatl the Stntes concerned would resch ogrecment

actionel contrel., That is the

‘.'\)

cn the cessation of tests under appropriate inver

oint. I&. Tsarapkin chooses to centinue to i

LN

HJ

more it. But it is s vitoliy
importaont Hoint and cne which the majority of thainking peoile, nct only asere but
in the world ocutside, do not igncre; nor do the majority of the ccuntries
represented here at the ITighteen Iotion Committee cn Disarmoment igmore it.

-+

So I come back o the fact dhot if the Soviet Union sincerely desires an

(.

immedinte end to nuclear testing, let it acknowledge freely here and now dhat it

cen hove it ot once, All we ask is that it should accepd whot the rest of the

world is mrepared tc accept -~ reascuabdble, imparticl internmciional sudb“"151on.
That is really the bosis of whet we nre asking.

1 <do not prspose to go back cver the rather sbale and sterile histcry that
¥r, Tsproplin has'given us ggoin and ogein., It is not in crguing cover nuances of
nest discussions that we ore going wo solve this problem. It ds on locking at
these simile basic facls and accegting thet there is = genuine need, which is
ccknowledsed by cothers os well as by us, thol we are going vo make progress, if
we are b0 maoke any ot 2ll.

In the earlier part of Lir. PTsarapkin's speech this offerncen he soid that

the "Jest had blocked all ovenues cnd ell pessibilities ¥ sgreement (Judre, page

This secms o me to be & fantastic sporoach. e hnows perfectly well thod only one

:

delegation =~ his own —- bloecked Uie rond when iv ;ut forwerd, on 28 ilovember 1961,

A

this entirely chonged baosis of discussion. It —mud that forwsrd in the guige of o
new agreement, or basis for o tresty. Bub it must hove known at that time that it

wos wholly unreascneble in expecting its collespues in the discussions here to

U3

change the whole basis without werning, suddenly Lo accent ot face value the simple
claim of the Soviet Unicn that now, oll ¢f o sudlden, naticnal stations rould sclve
")

ell sur needs and thob bhere was no need for inbternationsl Gotection or imspection

E

in sny form. This is = wholl unrealistic auprosch, and cne thot is not worthy of
e H .

#

serious ccnsideration,

)n
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see nc necessity toc go cver =11 the stole arguments which were sroduced
agein veday, and s I reburn to Shis s1m“1e S0int, thet we oll declare e womt to

ston testing. There is an effective way to do it, the Dasis on whien yo il

1 -~

egreel to Solk and i which we crme very necr e aochieving o trecty onllr o few
months ooc. No clequabe resson hos been given as to wiy blere can be o

nationcl verification procedures, ond we have bod nc justifl 3zicn for

that in She Pield of nucleéar tes¥s it is wicked =ond immorcl 1o seen toe
+ g

for naticnonls of cther countries tc enber the territcry of dhe Sovied Jnicn under

the most stringent and strict szlfeguards, in order bc¢ aoscerizin whether “.ore has

bDeen any viclation. 3ui we have been given nt resson why in no circumsinices

A

should ther be’allswed on that tervitury when of e sag
is realy o receive them nct only in the fiéld
as I hove recalled, cn ir. Gromyize's showing, Sub in
wvhicn ore aossceciated with disarmament, but which rcre ¢
neasures themselves. There is o complete illogicoiity here for which we goe no
justificoticn.

Thereiore, if the Soviet Unisn is seriocus in its desire for o dest

2 oA

let it sihow that seriousaess streisntowey and lotb us get down to discus

details of o treaty, ond nct wercly mnke long molemical shecches at cne nncther
which ccin achieve nothing towarls the ends which I believe the whoele worll is

wenting us So achieve.

v, DIAN (dhlue& States of America): I wish to ossociate myoold
entirely with the excevulunwlly copent remaris wiich you ove just mede, i, Cheairman,

in your copo 1ty as representative of the United Tingdom, IJuring the tiroo years
1.

of these negotiaticns I think thot we have tried to confine curselves to foctual

statemenvs cnd lote in o sincere endecwour to srrive =t on effective nucleor test

I must sey thot I was astcuished at the clmost complete Cisterticns of the

record inm wiich our Soviet colleg, engazed whis afternoen. 1 am infeod very
orry %hov e has done so.  As cur Soviet collesgue is well onware,

3 e e

President Jisenhower's statement of 25 December 1959 with resnect to the nmoratorium

wes followed two weelts later, on 14 Jonuary 1950, by o statement of Ch-oirmeon ihrushchev,

M

wio vepenved that the Soviet Unicn would abide by its uledme not to resunc vests if

e -

vhe Unived States ond the United Zingdom did nod do so first. It is oloo well
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known that bthe Sovied Uhion, withous any reservobtions at  thet time, coproved the
United Stobes research programme in nrinciple —--— ot the two hundred and seccnd
meeting of the Conference on the Jiscontinucnce of Huclear Veopon Tests in ilay
1960 - including underground dedonsbions /GI1/CIR/PV.202, poge 67 The only
condition wos thot the Soviet Uniocn could examine the nuclecr explosive devices
inside =nd cutside. The Uni egreed vo this without reservation,
completely unconditicnolly: ~rch 1961 /GIH/DHL/PV.275, page 67L iloturczlly,

t unne 1"\.. 1{;

writh the

the United States went chead with its

implemeniotion of this programme, aporovel

I wos happy to see that cur Soviet colleague,

ing in

enticination of

of the Soviet Unicn

alth

-
Ui

e indulged in scome

3
Soviet Jistortions, did sgree this afterncon with the velidivy of this important
foet: mneomely, thet the only United States preporctions for nuclear tesis boefore

the Sovied resumpticn of tests cn 1 September were for underground resenrch shots
in our neaceful programme, whick we cnnounced $o vhe world and to which, os I
have said, the Suviet Union had gorecd in principle,

I vwos also somewmat surprised ot the sitotements made this afvernocn
by lir. Useoraskin, because he hknows very well thot, on Dr. Zerlmer's ponel saud in
Technicnl Terking Group 2 here in Geneva, we nad Jr, Franiz Press of the Celifornia

Institute cf Technolegy, Dr. Cliver of Columbic University end Dr, Carl Zomney —-
three of the cutstanding United Stoves seismologists, The mere mention of these
nemes ig encugh to puarcntee thelr complete cecentanility os objective scientists
throughout the world Go far as I am awsre, =2nory from the more recent citbitude
of the Soviet Unicn thot notional debtection systoms ore sufficient, thiere is no
fundemental disagreemenv between international seismclogists on the fact vhat by
distant instrumentatiocn, whateverits ability to detect, one connot idencify
explosions as having been nuclesr in origin.

I am not personally familicr with the Hoticnal Guardicn from whicha
¥r, Tscrcpitin guoted, but my infceometion is taanbt it is o smell weekly which
generzlly follows the Communist Pordy line. If I am misteolken ond it is en
objective scientific publication, I shkall be very happy to be corrected.

In the report doted 10 July 1959 tc the Geneva Conference con the Disconti-
nuance of lluclear Tegpon Tests by the Technicnl Jerking Greupn on the Jetection and
Identification of High-~iltitude ifuclecr @xplosions /Gai/DiR/HA2/8/ statements

were mode, without comsradicticn,

ve the necessity of hoving far-earitlh satellites
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(iz. esn, Unitol Ciotes)

A

~nd sclor sotellites, It was scid bthnt even such detecticn systems could not

oat be corvied sub behind the moon or e sun,

detecv nuclear explosioms which mi

awny from She earth, and that unszieldled nuclecr explesicns in these rosicns

mizht Do Jetected Dy the installedion of the sclor satellites for whidea we
srovidel in cur treaty. 4nybody rezding thetv rodort will find that w L have
seid is clearly set forth there, wivhout any contrediction.

wr. Csorepkin also told this ofternocs thet the Soviet underzround shot

n hal

of 2 Februcry 1962 -— dhe shot that Choirman Dhrushchev soid the Sovied

ol

et off in crder to deceive us —- was small., Tell, Ysmall® is o relavive verm.

»

L

is true thot this Soviet underzrocund shot of

E<l
T

Z Februaxry this year 7os smell in

4
o

e

relaticn o the huge megoton shols -~ in terms of millicus of vons' ecuivalent

KRN

of T «—w of the Scvietv abimospheric series. 3uv [ am sure st Mr. must

thnls Soviet underground sict of 2 Fehruery wos cleorly much lozjer than

r
<
2]
(13
1]
<
h

'
3
Ct

the aimospheric explosions of the Jecond =
hardly Ge¢ regerded os smzil,

iz you sald, kr. Choirvman, it is cur puroose here o wxy to wet soune
egreement on on effective and ndeguete nuclesr test ban trenty, which e Delieve
snould hove objective and effective internstioncl centrals. Je ore uzndcr
instructicns to repcrt o the Conference in slenary meeting corly this soeol.
Countin: vodey'!s meetins we have hal twe meedings since the last discussicn of

)

the nuclear test ban in the full Coanference, Perheps the Conference could

discuss ocur wepert, which could consist of the verdotim records of the lngl two
meetings, on Vednesdsy morning I oub thot forwerd for ceonsiderativa; oal os o

.

oroposcl waich we mzﬁ;t moke to the Soviet co-Chcirmon., I do not, of courne,

mean Lo shut cut any other revresentotive who misht wish to sseak this ofiornoon,
out I omighv suggest, suviect to onyine else's g c bo spenir this ~fboerncon,

thot the zext meeting of cur Sub-Committee mizhd be set for Thursdey ob .30 5.m

S,
(AN o oy " fd T T 3 :
iaese ore cnly suggescions, Hr. Choirman, waich I ud forwerd for considerstion
oy yrurself and my Soviet collecsue,

The CHAT=ULIT (United Zingdom): On this point I sheould cerdoinly be

i

glad 4o have the views of the other representobives here. I saould =iss bo oled
to kacw whether our Soviet collesgue wishes to anddress us cn furbher subsi-~abive

e

points Defore we proceed to the quesiiun of the next meotin~.
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lir, TSARAPEY (Unicn of Soviet Sociclist Republies) (transloticn from

I

Russian): I listened with deep regret to todoy's statement by the United dingdom

representative and bt the first and second stotements by the United Stotles

representotive.

These statements clearly represent the lost stages of o diversionax

>

.

pagenda menceuvre before the resumption of simospheric nuclear weapen vests on

PrOL £ i

4 | [N

Christmas Island. The statements by the United States nnd United Kingdom
representetives contain not a glimmer, not o ray cf hepe vhot the United States
will refrein from continuing nuclear wespon tests, from resuming atmospheric
testing, Undoubtedly, they — I refer to the representotives cof the Unived States
end the United Kingdom ~- are continuing their efforts to lead our negotistions
here to o final impasse, tc block 2ll and every DHossibility of reaching cgreement,

&) hx)

slthough we cen reach agreement.
The Scviet roposal of 23 Hovember 1961 opens up wide prospeets for such
egreement. Bub, as is clear, the Jestern Rowers do not went this. The responsibil-

ity for bhe consequences will lie wiclly with thcse Powers.

The CHAIRILY (Uniteld Tingdom): Are there =ay further comments on the

substonce before we decide on the next meetins? Ls there are none, we moy

N

censider Phe proposal put forward by iir. Dean thav we submit our verdatim records

. s .

ion ot ibs meebing on Wednesdey morning,

ot

to the plenary Conference for considera
if the co~Clheoirmen ogree, It is nob for us here vo decide that, I think, but, on
the asgumpbticon thot we will need tc have some such timetable because we were

instructed to report Lack early this week, it seems o not unreasonable suggestion.
If thet dces happen, I understand Shet the second proposal is that we should meet

as o dsud~Committee on Thursdey av 3.3C p.m. Are there any comments én Shis, or

(L

do we taize it as agreed?

It wos sc cdecided.,

The meeting rose ot 6.5 »n.nm.






