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I 

~r • ..J2&.~!! (llni tt;d i;tr-..tc.:.s :,f /.meric11): The; s~ri•-.,us inte:nticn of the· · 

Unit<.:d Stutes t:.:, pr,..,cee;d in r:. p.)sitive ,·my t: nl:lf~:,ti'lt6 lL!l n~reeme:nt for partial 

r;1cr-.sures .,f diso.na!:!r.'lent is res:1f'firmed. It is ,;ur viC::Vl thi:tt the vrrJrking paper 

(DC/sc.1/66) presented on 29 i~ue:u:.t by tht:: delc:cr.·.ti1 ;ns of Canada., Fronce, the United 

Kinedcm nnd the United r:trites fnrms the br.:.sis f,:,r the ~ffimative approach to such 
. 

nn n.c;ret:;m1::nt, cspeci11lly v1h1;n it is tclc,::n in c, ... ruiexian .,·,ith the pr~pt:sals that had 

been presented ~n 30 .. pril nnd 14 June by the dclE:gntfon -:,f the Soviet Uni0n. 

,,e have reviewed th,; striter.:ents ,,in.de.: by th<.: s~;viet r~prus1::ntn.tivc ·at the 151st 

meeting, nnd at the 153rrl mcetine. In 1.r.1r,h~1sizing thd sound p· ,p·Js.-;.:s mo.de by Canada, 

1''r.rmce, the United Kinedcr.1 Md the United Sto.tes 1 I shculd like t~., cc,rnment on them 

in rdlntit.n t:, s-::.ime ,if th-3 st~t•Jntmts r.1".?de by the representr.tive ?f the Soviet Union, 

In making this stn.te.r.u.mt t-:d~y I wi:.h first t;; plncc :!rent emphasis upon the 

confirmed devoti•.)n of thl:! Un~.tcd Stc:.ti?s tu t!10 objective -:,f peace -- a just and 

durnblt! pcr!ce, Thlo is the c,·,nfir:'lutl ~nd clenrly st!\'te;d p0licy of our Government. 

On 28 i.ueust the Pr-::s:1.den1: r1;•·e:m_!'llo.s:1.z,.,d th~t: s:J i'lil" 110 the United States is concerned, 

we l'lhnll never ren:Junco cur -,ffurta t·) find ,·,o.ys o.nd me!llls t,:i so.ve mankind fI'.()m the 

dnneer ni' wnr 1U1d to ~stnblisn a just ancl lnstina pea.co- The Prusident was referring 

to our negotintic-ns hei•e nnd t.· thu • comr'1cn-~r. ·if th~ r~prescnta.tive ~•f the Soviet Union. 

The objL"'("tivo r.,f pencr:: h1.s buE.:n reflected, v:e believe, in the cvnduot of our 

Government, in \,;ur rri.pid dm1.:.;bilhr;.tion r.t the end .,£' the Second 1:0rld 'ilar, and in the 

restraint we have shown in n:n.y ri tue.tion which mip)lt hnve involved the use of force 

since. th11t time. It in nl~~:-, ,m :·bjective which reflects D.nd is strengthened by the 



.. tnL•~ri)~:~~iiJt~~f 1ii/i~!lf iJ1f i/~;ilit~ l~tii\J 
.. · :.' > , · _(.Mr. Stassen; United States):·:~::~<'.~;? 

•~\ • ' ', •,, > • ,,' II • ;,• ✓ ,•'.:• \":,, •,'.'~ ,V',,.,_• • ·••,<\.'•\/::~~}'; 
broad religious foundation of .the peoples ·of our:c;untry~ · The· great r;ligions'.whioh·(!};~' 

are adhered to by the ov;en,helming majority of 6ur PeOple ~ .. ~ peaoe as theJ.i • . ;@{; 

objec;:v;~~ .:• ~: :::::~v:::i~::~. :o:s ~:::rI t::~:evisi~Hi 
transmission of' a meeting held in Times Squ~e in Nevi Y erk. by one of, our re~i~i~~s .. ':;];)/ 

le·aders, Dr. Graham,;· It was a great service in our first city.: It included·an_,' '· ;;!,; 

' . ' ' ' ; ' : : ;~_~·:?ti 
emphasis on this devotion to peace, ·and on-our belief' in God, in relatiori-tothat .. \-1:\~'2/? 

objective. . _._._?//}• 
Consequently,, I do not wish to pass over the record of the 15ist .meeting withoui\r~ 

. . . . . , . . •' -, ~ :.:"j~- ·~ 

. "imying in the most categorical. terms that the implications of the Soviet•representati~~> 
., ' • • ' •y' 

. ' 

as to the intentions of the United States have no foundation in fact. 

tragio if the Soviet Union should base its own pqlioies .upon such concepts. , .. 

The military efforts of the United· States a.re devqted to defensive purposes •. 
. ' ' . . 

.. ·· ' . ., . 
We lmow of no stntement by General Norstad of .the United States, 'the P:esent,. · ... : 

Commander-in-Chief of the .'NJ .. ro ·forces, that would' ju~tify comtnents suoh. ~~. those m~de_:_ . ":: 

by the Soviet representative. If the Soviet Chall'rrian. has· the .. impression that such:.: : .· 

statements have been made, then that impres~ion should be corrected~ .If he had in.:.· 
', , I 

~!·,,­

mind the testimoey of General Norstad before the Senate Committee on.Foreign Relations; 

on 7 June, he must have been referring :.to partial sentences or distorted report~. ·, ·. 

' . ' 
I quote significant excerpts: f'rom that testimony. General Norstad said: · 

"I mentioned earlier the fo.1Jt'tnat the ·Allied f'oroes 1 had a political 

authority just as national, forces have~ ·ana from this political author~ty: · 
' . ' 

were received political directives.· From those directives we derive our 

mission." 



nc/~c.1A,,i·.isK't.; /'.·~-:. 
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. (Mr.· Stassen, United State~) ' 

He also said: 
. . . 

~Our mission in general has··been a constant cine since· 1951 and 

its b_asis is found in :the North . .\tlantic .. ~reaty it~elf. Our first task.· 

is to deter aggression, to prevent a. war; and. our second mission ·is to 
. ' 

defend the liATO_ te:-ri tnry, th& N.A.'.ro pe0plee, it the deterrent, fails." . . . 

Then he went on to speak of the prospects of peace and of' ·the-outlook.from .the 
. . 

Soviet standpoint. He spoke of' a Soviet planner and of' our· deterrent to war, and ~e 

said, "He (the Scyiet planner) must always f'aoe the decision: 1If' I deliber~tely: . 

.start a war, I will be destroyed'"• I think he is f'ac~d with that today, and it is 

something that we ?ught. to be very certain Vfe al,cays keep in mind. That is abso3=,~~.eJ..v 

essential. 

· . General Norstad contimled: 
. . 

"I would like to point out that tl-.is is not dependent upon whether or not 

he has an atomio capability as long as we have the capability, the known 

cnpab!.:.ity, and the will to use ·it. Yi~:th ·the foroes in the ::.hield, plus the 

retaliatory forces I have described, I believe we oan have an effective 

deterrent and make_ a great contribution to the prevention of' war. 11 

This is very different from the stat~ent the representative of the. Soviet Union 

made about f'oroes for striking a first blow at the Soviet Union. There i~ no_ suoh 

inter.ti-:n. There has been no suoh declaration. There· are· no such preparations. 

Our objective is peace; our mission is defence; our aim ·is the prevention of war. 

If there has been some misreading', some· misreporting, or some mistaken onalysis 

it is important that it be oorreoted. 



~~~itii~ill~1.:tl1:ill~~!1ltttttf iJ¥/1!8f }l 
.. ,1. . ~,. · 1 , · • .. , .. ,,.i,,_, ,.,:, · (Mr Stassen United Statea).,' 

· , ·: :•. ,: · ,. - · · . < · >, :>:.'> : : :<::~;';:t;'~(~/:-_:0:~:.: '-'. ·•: . . · , , , ' .> ·,,. i; ;, ': . ,./:;.;_:: 

If the Soviet representative had· inm:lnd s,ome _othe~ statement~-made by.:', <>tJ:i:}: 
• / l : 'I ' • • j 1) , '_ \• ,, ,, ,' , ,,. 

' • I ' ' , '\, ' J ·•l ,,. /'' '::·<·'.r:'"':·1',jw 

Gt:neral Norstad, I wish we could be told.what· they were .. so that their source could•:,,:: 
" . ' . ~- >!J::1' . .,~. •' ·.'-,,'~~,. ,,. ,-, ·. ,~-. ,.· . ·.,_·_- ', .. -.. ·.·.1,-/{: 

be analysed and their -complete . context brought f'oIWard so as · to establish clearly :-: ·_;,: 
' ' . '. ' . ~ ; . ' . . . ' . . ;·_y -:,, 

' ' • , ~- > ' • :,. . ~ • , 'A:-~::-:.:: 

the defensive nature of. our military forees. The ~v~ry faot, '.l;hat in the ~ake ~:f': >:/'; 

I. the Second World War we reduced our armed. for~es. to-~uoh -~ v~iy _low ~~?el, and our''i_ 
' . • , . I ', • . . -••. ,.- •. ,' , .' ' ''• -, , . . ;' I , . , . - .. . '• . ' • ~ ~ ,'' ~:, : ;.:, ,_• _ 

whole history with, as I have said., the religious foundations and belief's of' our-:•·. . . ' - ... · . _, - .. ,._, . :· ·. 

people, should leav_e no doubt that 'we are not a people which prepar~s for war, ... · 
: ~ I 

against any other peoples. We a.re not a nation whioh ·has. any _warlike intentions, ·· 
\ ·: - . ~ 

We are a nation that. will make great saori~ices to p~eserve peace,. to defend others 
.;•·· ',' I ,·. ' •. • , • 

against aggression and to defend our own territories ·ana: our own vital interests. · 
'. . ' ' ' - , . ' . - . 

. ' ' - . . .. . . ~ : ". 
It is in the light of our intention to improve the prospects of. pea.oe that we: are· 

engaging in this negotiation. 

The Soviet repre~entative indicated that. I had not clearly understood his 

speeches anc;l that I should read them through more thoroughly• I would say, after : ' ·. 
•· ' ' • •' \ \ F •.(• • ' , f 

rereading them, that. I still do not understand them: .The· general tone or' his · .· . : ' . '.' . . . 
\ , ' 

spe~oh at our 151st meeting and the nature of'its ·approach seem to be that of a 

speech designed to-break of'f negotiations; and yet, at., i;h.e same time, it contains · 
, ,, 

' ' 
a passagE:9 auoh as this: . •,., ' 

"There are_ a.t :the present time real possibilities for the 
' ' ' . . - i 

attaillment of an agreement on some of the more _urgent measures relating 

to disarmame~t and the removal· -of the threat of' an atcmio war. The . '·., .. ... ..... · ... ,. 

op~~ty-.must, on no ~ccount be J.et slip._fl . (DC'/SO.l/pY.151~ p. 30) 

Those are two sentences with which the United .States is· in full accord; but we 
. ,··,; 

cannot understM:d the relations~ip ·of that paragraph to the_ tone and nature ~f '. •,;,1 

. so much of _the rest of the speech •. 
,': "\' 

~~ < :· 



(Hr. Stassen, United. States) 

If' the Soviet Union does wish,. to proceed ·t·o· an agreement we do need answers •; 

· .on hqw to_ interpret its po~ition at .the present time -- particularly in relation to 

the oonorete proposals which, Canada, France', . the United Kingdom and the United States 

have advanced in an-endeavour .to reach such·an: agreement • 

. Af':i;er very careful.· and thoroueji consideration, and in a move to meet the 

position: of the Soviet pnion, we· have joined in a proposal for· a twenty-four months' . 

suspension of nuclear weapons testing. Is this a proposal that has value in the 

-view of the Soviet Union? • Is it a proposal that the- Soviet Union can accept? We 

do place som~ conditions upon it. Which of' the conditions, if aey, are unacceptable? 
. . 

· \1 e need to have a concrete and clear underntanding of positions if' we are to pz:oceed 

suooess:ful'.cy in our negotiations. · 

We divide the twenty-four months' period into two ,periods of' twelve months with 
. . 

the expectaticn that certain matters would be accomplished within the first twelve-

_.mon1h,s' period. Agreement would be reached on the installation and maintenance or 

the necessary controls, including inspection posts with scientifio instruments 
' 

located within. the territories of the Soviet Union, the United Kingdom,· the United 

Sta.tea, th~ area of' the Pacific Ocean and at such ether plaoes as may be necessary, 

with the consent of the Governments concerned. Vie had understood that the Soviet 

Union waa vrilling tc agree to these pro-.."isions.· · At one point the Soviet delegation 

indi~ated the.tit did not intend tha-c there should be·any-delay,in the installation 

of these inspection posts. It noted our oomment on the possibility of a longer 

period of teE:t S\lSI?,~nsion if these posts were promptly installed. Now that we have 

made this oonorete proposal, has the Soviet Union changed its po,dtion in this 

matter? Is the Soviet Union willing to cease testing under :the cona.i tions set 

forth in eeotion V of the wcrld.ng paper submitted by the four delegations? 



;:j·lf2~1il'i;;!~~hl:\~~~;'. 
t'•·i 3lc,:;:····~t1.::\Irr::::\l)'~: . 

. ·,J ,' '-,; , ~- ).: 
1

~ ~/•( ,~~•;:.' ,,;' J, ,:: ✓:I;~-,:·;_•_. -, •.- ,,:• ,,:.~•,{: i~ I.}} ,\(,t~\):tr; 
,.;;<• . ' '' . . ,, _;._(Mr.' Stassen~ Unitea.'state~)~;-;J 

,. · '" . , · ' ·~ ~ . ·, . ~ -· . :, : ~· · .. ,·~-,. \' · ·, ·,. · · ~ - _: · · : ··.. <" ,·> , . "_.· /-;·., ::;~).\<:{1\3 
at one point. :in our discussion of' the matter of the work "of technioal experts i'P ;·::~(;: 

· · · • • -. • • ; - · , • · ~-- ·- · - • ·~ j ·• · - -· • - .- .: • ~ .. · r .. ;::1{ •:::~~~· 
it was ray understanding that the ohaiman of' the Soviet delegation said that if we ·;5i~}~ 

' ' ' . ' . . ', '··. ' '·. ·. , ... · ,_··.· '·. ' •.' ,,_·.·:·,;.'}'i{tt· 
agreed on a period of t:ilne for the suspension of nuclear_ testing then it would: be' \_\/'.?'.~ff 

frui tM. for teohnio~ experts to ~eet~ We have' 'a~~~d ~n a wo~y~ar peri~d~:. ,/t;{{?f tl 
. · .. '. . _· ' -. . . '.·. - ' ... ' . ', J.' : ~ . , .. ,,<.<:J;)_;i;}-t>f~/ 

If that agreement is sustained at this stage of our negotiations-, oan teohnicai": :~~_:;;(}!~:: 
• , • ' - • ' ', • • • , •. e • ,' :• .~ ;,. <; •>:~·1\•.~:-~{J~.//J:( 

experts then go to Wl.'rk, as originally suggested by the Foreign Secretary of· the. · · ,'.: ~tf({.: 

United Kingoon? . . . . . . ...... ·. ~ ;::,{~iJf: 
With regard' to the second twelve-months' period, there is a req~irement that. ~;'>7[t:7~ 

. ., . , ., ~-· . ' ~;,} :_ ~·~~ {' ''. 

the installation of control for the suspension of tests should have· been oompleted,/:;o~,,,.! 
• ' , , . . ~ • -. 1 . , ' ,, - • ,•,' _, t : :· ;--;~;, _,., ?':i !';; : 

Is that condition satisf'aotory to the Soviet Union? 

Then we have a further provision."".'- "if progre,ss satisfactory 

oonoerr.ed is being aohieved in the preparation of·. an inspeotion system for the '· 
' I • , • • ' , , •· -, , • , ''. ~: 

oessati;n of the production of fissionable materials for ~eapons -~oses un~r .. ~>{ 
• • • I • , ' • ~ ,; ',~•'- :•:• }\\ :, •:: ' 

paragraph IT A 1. • •• " (Dc/s0.1/66·~ para. V D) I have noted the Soviet represe . . : . . . . .. -; ·._ 
,· 

adverse comments on this requirement. I am not certain how ·extensive this adverse· 

view is. Is the Soviet Union opposed to having experts o_f our countries make an ,: · > . 
, . ' '. . '' . 

endeavour to work out a,n inspection system which oould provide for the cessation_ 
' ' 

of production.of fissionable materials for weapons purposes? Is it unwilling to . . 
attempt to :fulfil that objective unless that objective is itself connected V[ith .. · · 

I ' , , ~ ~ 

a ocmplete elimination, whioh, as I _have understood, was agreed by all to be 
' .. , ' - ' 

uncontrollable? In considering this aspect .of the situation, it is very important: 
' . '. ' ' . .. ' ' -~ ', <-:, >,: 

that we clearly understand the. position of the Soviet Union at 

not to "let slip" the opportunity for agreement.· 



' ' . ' . 

... "' .. . .. (bir. Stassen, United States) 

Hnve we, ma.de progress in these negotiations towards reaching: an agreement on . 

a two-year period of test suspension; or when the Soviet Union spoke of a two - or · 

~ee-yea.r period and· of a 1flillingness to ·have ·inspection posts in ·the various. 

territories in conjunction with such a suspension were·those not -reJ proposals? 

Is it that the link to the oessa.tion of production of fissionable m~teriala for 

weapons'purpdseb ie completely.unacceptable to the Soviet ijnion and. that it is not 

willing to attempt to devise a syotem, through the work of experts?. We have not 

inaluded in our proposals, a provision·that there must be a guarantee that.the.experts 

•wou1d attain a suooess:f\lJ. result. No one oan guarantee the results of such a task, 

which is complex and unprecedented. We have stated that we would not Bl:lSPend. tests 

beyond the two yea.rs unless the effort to prepare· an inspection system was successful 

and unless a out-off could be implemented. ls the period of two years una.ooept~ble 

from the Soviet-standpoint, or is the entire principle of a.· cessation of production 

Qf fissionable materials for weapons purposes unacceptable? 

· · The question ·has been raised of the production of nuclear weapo~ in gre_a.t 

' quantities after the out-off with materials produced previously. The Unit.ad States 

has not now and does not intend·to·have produced any large stookpiles of fissionable 

materials that would continue to be used for weapons purposes a:f'ter .a. out-off. 

The fissionable materials of the United States have either been pla.oed in weapons 

for purposeo of defence or have been promptly devoted to peaoe:f\lJ. purposes, either 

for our own non...,eapons use~·1n our own programme or in our international ~o-operation 

through· the· "Atcme for Peace" programme, through the ·International. Atcmio Energy 

Agency, or through bilateral agreements with c.,ther countries for ·no11.-weapons 

purposes. 



~-;3:•~t(.!;:~~-·~[~~l~~~'.~~tc'~~~~~t~(,~f ~%i~[~f ~{f 1~1f lt[~f ~; 
, ... ·•:'·( ~. •. ,.., ,.t .,·. , · . , .. • ... ,1,•,:::-1,:~. ;·_ Mr •. , Stassen, .. Uiu.ted States) d.~""i,,-~~ 

· .. · Th0 Unit ca Shtes has taken :t.epsi :: tJ?L '~x~Ci;Silore · is avali~ ritt 1:~ 
for all the variws P\lll?Oseo that can .be fo~es~ml for\h~.:ef(ten ye.;,S.)~t}~~iflill 

' ten-yeo.r supply .:)f 'uro.nium' ~re would ~ot ~ffect. 'the.' ~t--0f£' for v~eapons purposes~">:~::, :'.·ill~] 
- - . ._ . -- .· -· . . ! .-• . -•. · · -' .· ift{F:(t1 

~\lite the contrnry, the cut-off vould come at the production plants.; ·ana. the uranium-c'.:{j\J\1 
I . . '.' ' ·_, ~ , ·f.' ·:·." •... ,°,·•:' ,•··. ·.',·.· .. _·.,. ·, ,_)i.:({'/f('1{;; 

ore, of which there is a 'supply av£lilaole, would itself' be. cut ioff from weapons . ~{<~';fWl~; 
. ' ' . '. ' ·. ·-•· _· ....... ' . : '. . . :·•·f\l?Af:f{i: 

purposes. The uranium' ore would be refined exclusively for nori...ljveapons purpose~/ r;~::-/:}tWi 
. ,.. . . : . . . . .· .' '.' ·. . . ·-: :: ,}j{_::;~/~:~: 

under the propo:..als wh::i ch the Uiu.ted vt:·.t.es, togetner: Y/J.th Canada, France and the:: ~t~;;J:tf{ 

Thlited Kmgdan, has rnnae. ·. . . · .. •... . ... · . ?/Ii1ft~ 
Of course, if the cut-off itself is completely unacceptable .then that presents·~rk1;ifJ; 

' ' ' . . . ' . . .·· ··' . ' • ' _· ... · ... . .. ''.;< ·t: \~,'f(J 
us ·.tith one situo.tion; but if there arc certain circumstances under which a cut-off, n?:'}{ 

. ·• , • · ·. = .'<. ~ · ~:~:< '·7·?1:tf(~~~ 
• • ~ ~ < } '~; I 

is acceptable,· then the question a.rises as to. the proposal for future transfers :f'rom · ,,-'._\;, 

"eapons purroses to non4veapons purroses in specific . ratios, W set out i~ the .·· -•f J;~U~ 
worlwlg paper. The Soviet' Union, so fFXr as I lmow-, has never responded.to this>;;.,.:).'}/\·/, 

particular aspect of our proposals~ 
' ' ·. ·.' .' . ' . . •. ' . • ' I '?·: ,.:·,;),~I·Jf·~ 

Are they completely unacceptable? Are .ther,e ~ ';::)h~::,;f 
• · · - · · ·- · · .. . . / < .. >\r_~~if:.)~·?t/ 

conditions under which they would be acceptable? In order to proceed constructively· ·U,\:) 
' ' • ' • ' I • • ' ".';'ft{ 1••:t,:1:~ 

~n these importrutt negotiations, we need ·to know the specific vier vf the Soviet·. Un!o~ ;:.J': 
upon these proposals. . . . . .·.·' :'. ·m;i'.(( 

I have noted, too, some critical comment regarding the provisions against ; ; ·:;,: f".~C::'f; 
. . \ . . - . . . ->· .-. : ~. ·, ·: .. < ~r::~} ~~ 

transfers. There were statements that the United States had transferred weapons :to.;},;: h~; 
' ' . : . . , . . ·. . -, < . ·. . ,_ <) ;, }I/:~~ )i 

other States. This is not correct. · The United States has not transferred nualear,:,;:;<:t'{·' 

weapons to any. Other stnte. In fact,. the laws. of the Unit.ea states p~ohibit Wei,. :)f J;lli 
transfer. These provisions against transfer, qualified as they are, .are part of.· ;:~/\t~.r,; 

. . . . . ' . . j};J if ft'. 



.. 
' ' . ,; , ' 

u./.;'.0·.1/~v.154: · 
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' _, ! .. ,, 

. (?.ir.,' Stassen, United Stateo)·· . 
• 

o;:.re:fully developed plnn::s to brine the -;;hole nuclear weapons situation gro.uually 

under control :i.'!'1. the future· und to dec1·ease the danger of a modern war. Are 

provisions of' _this kind acceptable to the Soviet Union? They. are moderate provisions· 

aguinnt trD.n::.fcr, but they constitute n. definite step tc,,vards bringing the nuclear 

weapons situati;::111 under control. 

With rci;o.rd to the renunciation of use, as· outlined in section III of the 

f our..J?a.ver proposuls, it is believed that this is sound and logical anci·.tlw.t it will 

be supported generally by the Members of the United Nations •. ,It cannot be ·exp_ected .. 
tho.t when, us the result of an o.nned attack, States are placed in a sj,tuation of 

individual or collective scl.f-dei"'ence they would can:.tl.dcr thcmselv.a::. to ha:-.c 

renounced the use of weapons or ony type in their defence.. In fact, the :frequent 

~ovict reference to the chemical and buctariological provisions of' the treaties and 

protocols of 1928 ca.u~€;d u~ to note that its ovm protocol::; at that time were not 

to apply to any Gt~1te thnt used either chemical or .bo.cteriol weapons, or to o.ny 

State ru.licd with o. Stu to thnt wed them. It wu.s not a oomplctc renunciation of use 

from the Soviet Union 1D ut&.ndpoint. i;iu h~Lve ru.oo invited a fonnulution on this 

perticulnr ~ubjcct. thnt would t)e mutually r .. cceptu.blc in .the viev, of tho Soviet Union, 

emphasizing thnt we ,,o,·.i..d not nc.ccpt ~, o:-:•mplc.'t~ rf:nuncia.tion of use. 

In the United Nt~tions Charter there nre ccrtru.."\ rcstraintu vn the use of ony 

-.veo.pons end, likcl.'liso, certo.in rights -:.i' inclividual or collective nelf--d.efence. . . ' 

The statement of' the Soviet represento.ti ve indic ..... ted thr.i.t sOJTLe of. the prt:ced.:i.ng 

cliscussion:j o:?." r-ro1::i.:>::.~..ls on this subject were mor~. to his liki."liz; thon tho present 

fo.rnailntion. I.; the Soviet delc~D-1,ion prepared to uccept one of the preceding 

formulations? Is it prepared t,., h,t the matter rent r.olel_v mi the United Nations 
' 

charter itself? Can we hnvc .r:1ort:' rirr•ci:..inn i7ith rogo.rc.1 t•~· the JJO~ition ol"' tho 

Soviet Union in thio importunt mo.·..:ter·? · 



In tha mu.tte:r of. force levels we cl~. haiv·o ~.greement::~ the f'irst~step -l~efs"\.·i°;a{f· 
: : • ~ ' ' -.-, j ij ?_'i.,'.'_.. }~ f',~ 

of 2. 5 million and 750., ooo.. :','le do not have agreement on: th~ .ccndi tions under; '.:~;;rn:l/:i 
... •· • • 1 ~ •0 • ,,i 1 //:> •-~.'.(j~\J: 

which., or v1ithout which, the loY;er levels arc to" be ~ttllined. ' Here :;.gain th~~-. _;:r/; 
• ~ <'.; • 

United States delegation '"'1?uld v,elccme a more precise ~tatement'· of -bhe Soviet.·:":.· 

:/{~ 

:::~: :i~:~~:~• :::a:;:t:d A::•::~n:~:ns~a: ::~',}!(f ;\ 
provision for progress tovrnrds solution of political issues makes_ the o.tta:inmmt ~-:. ;: .. 

. . "•', 

of lower levels impossible. Does the Soviet :Union rule out progress towards- the' J · 
, . 

solution of political issues? Must ·not progress tmvards the solution 6f politicaJ.. ·; 
. -··.· . . 

issues be a mutual objective if there is to:be a batter prospect of' a lasting. 

peace? 
. ' . \· 

We do not look upon the reference to other . .' essential States becoming parti°es" .;_: 

to the conventiol'\ as an obstacle or a bnr., but ro.ther- as -the statement of' a 

logical requirement. Would not the Soviet 'Union :iJ:oo ·be interested. in the force · ',:'<'\· 
levels of' other States irLrclation to reducing.to lc\rer levels at later stages? ;-->. ·,:;" "•: 

We do not specify rigidly, in advance, which shill· be ~he other ess~ntial · Stu.tes. -· ,;:~> 
' • ' . ! ·- ,. . :, 

Thus the quosti,:m cc.n be cvo.luntell between us c.t the· time. ~!e rcg:.1r<1 -thin riot 
... 

as a step backvvarcl but, rath~r., as the spelling out of. the ld.nd of' conditions we " ,,. _-

have always discussed in thfj Sub-Co:nm:i.ttee ~s being the conditions that would lead?~{:'~. 
~ ' _ .... , ,'. ,, ' 

to a better prospect of' poace Md, at the same time, to the lower_ i'orce .. levels that-
, ' - .... -

we would be pleased ~o reach c.t the earliest. po3~ible c:late uncler sound conditions. 
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(1·."1r~: Stassen, United ·states) '. · 

Is it the position of the Soviet ·uni·m thGl.t unless the lower levels are specified 

·in its a.m terms it is not vlilling to accept the 2.5 r.iillio'n and 7501 000 levels and.· 

that, therefore, we ho.ve no r.greement on first-step levels at all? Here again ·.,e 

would like to have a clearer und.erstending of the position of the Soviet Union. 

On section I B, which deals vdth placing armaments in storage de.:.1ots, I have had. 

the. imprezsion tho.t we were agreed. Is that still. the situr~tion? With regard to the 
I 

reductions in military expenditures, the type of nr .. agreement that is made and the · 

.question or· how many of these partial measures are fitted together - and under ,·,hat . 

tenns - will obviously affect the amount of reduction of military expenditure. How 

many of these provisions is the Soviet Union Yrilling to accept in a partial measures 

agreement, nncl whnt is its position on vthat reduction m military expenditure should 

be accomplished in the first ycor in relation to the partial measures? We have the 
l 

ir.lprcssion tho.t the United Stu.tes has lllllde greater reductions in military expenditure 

from the levels of the Second "iforld War than has the Soviet Union. We believe the 

situation in the future under c. diso.rmament agreement such as we have proposed would 

be thut, provided security ir'l'."oved, the United States would be mo.king extensive 

reductions in military expenditures. 

Section VI of our vrnrking pn.per provi<les for a study of the control of the use of 

outer space, Is the Soviet Union ,vill.1ng to engage: 'in ,such a study, or is this an 

unacceptable proposal when linked t.) 4;he other provisions: 

We have interpreted the Soviet rcs:,onse on section VII to be thD.t the broad 

proposals for the opening of our entire territories to the beginning of inspection 

are rejected by the Soviet ~nion, and I gather by the ensuing comment that the Soviet 

delegation has confinned tho.t analysis. 



~ ·f-t ':,'.;, -·~'\_:•:, ·1 i','.; --~.-:~'<~JJ:·1tf.\ ,::;{,''•(~! 
<·; 5::;;x· i':f/ -,. ; ,y.:f ·i 

(:~l!~l~~(Jri~f f; tt1I x:~;,ztt~;;J;.,rt;;ItJ~~i~ft~'\! 
Yi t; h!lVC not int~rprot~d tho· c~r.c~ir;_ :~1;ol :\1-:i'. {\ii;:; ;ioh~. ; iii ti1l -b·:.}16 f !J!?i~~j~ 

hu.s 1ucri_ u dt.-v'J.l.uatio~ of tht,; ~ail 1 ~~ne j_lro_;;o~tll~.,. I'•':. "i. t ,:.th'' i_-. •· ·,; ,' ,,. · .·· ;\l?:,:t\hc/;;,t{t,¥-~i~f,j 
. - . , on, c. prorX)s:.1. ·. a :-s~.:--.. :f-P' 

might b~ fitte<l into the portitl' me=~:;,. ode th:ri. ,: co~•Cl'"~~·~ ':u;:·t;'.~m;li 
connexion? It ·aill ·be rectlled. th~lt the propo~~:l (DC/X-~1/:i:i) of f~ Ar,'ril ·re:Jue;~·ta.✓;t{ 

~at· very ext~n~ivo territory of the Unit~d 8t:ii;1;~ - incluci?JiG l1{;hzy indu;·~~{dj:tt;J{r 
' • I ' • _' , • ~ , -•, ,·, ,': ,:,'•~:::•{-~: ,-,,;f::"''.''.~~~~;fti 

i.iren.s, n.tani.o tenting plo.nt:;, misrdle testin~ st-i.tions, n.vi~tion f:1cto:d'es \nc:Lat;k:G:iE 
. ' . - . . , :' . . . ' - , ,.. ·. ' .-·- ,' ' " , ',,.·: :,-.:.:);y;t:,.\>~.·{~~<f) '. 

plants -- should bu opened, and th::i.t only los:-.: ut:Neiop0d torritocy of the ·sovift;>.~;1}1:f 
Uni~ •i:=d be opened. The a1ternativ~ proposal in thu ""~~a p~pur ◊f' )9 ;.f!;'lf.Jj 
~Ut:,Jl:Ct3 lcn::; developed terrl toriec on both :::.iden .in ·:,hich a beginning. coulcl be: unde~~?l 

·' • ~ '_'-. 1 ' .·, 1,,. ·,-.. ·[·. \-'. -., .• .r:;•,:_.~/~b\,1~\.r,~ 
Tht; ore~::: gcnt:,rnlly in Alanko. r.md. Eru;tc:rn ~-~ib<.;ril'. wcr..: included. in ,the Sovi~t dobuni&fit,J 

' ' . . . . ,. ·. . . ',. . ·.·:,:::; ';,,!}(t?; 
of 30 J~pril. C·::.n a bt:6inning be m:.do in this ·re;;:::poct i,.::; r.i _po.rt of the pro--tiaJ.,:ineariures 

· · . · \ _ '. : ·• >· · - ·.~ :·>,·t}~~:r~~.Z·i.f:il 
ncre:ununt? From :mch · a.· beginning - t--v<::n though .the· Soviet. tTnion :r.iay consider -this--1"/i', :: 

. - . - . -- -- -· , ·. , , -_ ; -" ~- --i/:l/t{~( 
_not to be significnnt. territory - could muthodn b;_~ dcm::lopcd ~.nd the·- exoeriC;nce', of'.?:f'') 

•• -~ : f ,.-1:: :~::. •>:;:.1::·:)lt~'. 
working togt)thl;r be o?tn.inod in a wny thnt .,-,culd lend tm1r.:rc1s more sienit'ioant .1,;~ ±\}· 
action? • •. ·. · · '}'~~ii# 

Ylo note;d tho Soviut comments rt:gnrding tI1c,; BuroptJ::in ~ur.1.. . It will be •·oen " ; ' ~ · ', ' · . 
. '' . . . . . .. ' ' : <j; ' -'\//)/:·{: 

:f'ran se::ction VII pnro.gra.ph E of our vmrking po.pc,;r thnt if tho· broo.d propos:us vrer~ ·· ,.o/!,: ~~-{ 
, ' • " ' , ,• • , • 1 . l ;· } ~~ ' ~::<:i ::.;(~\ ~,-·,~ 

rcjuct£;d o. more llmitc,;d zone of inspc.;ction in'r:uropu· could. be discussed,· but,·only-_ont(.~ 
• ' ·, • • ' , , • ' , • <' ' ·: ·-· •• ; :,)~:;: tt>~/~-: 

thu undcrstoncling tho.t_ thin·. would -inol~du. :. :..:iGnifio:mt p~.rt of _th.,; territory ,of _th_<3/~f:\ 
\ " •, - • t, ~ ' i . < . :~:, ';<~-(~>;>t:\<::\: 

Soviet Union ~s woll 1.s tho othvr c·ofmtri~r: of' 1,;-~_:1turn Europ.::. ls thir. a. matter th:it. ;;' 

ohoul<l nmv b• uxpl~? _ . . ' ; :}i}!ift1 
So fur ,:i,s. the i'oroen in f.'urop<:: ore; conc.:.;rn~d in r~l:."1.tion to tnc pro_pos:tl:_z ·_9f ('.,{:J,,} 

' ... ' ~,: ~- -,, ; . /;; }~\~'< :~~-; 
30 :~pril, rE~ductions of forc\'3 lcvuln> lowering of exJ)El:lditures, and cutting dam:· ::;~:<t? 

•. , • • ' , : ' , I ' ' ~ ~ ' • ' , • • ' : ' j : :,_ :' ,\ ~ ~·:,:~~r ';~~~~~t 
cumrunents \Vill bn.ve as· theh-- no.turn]: consequence, f:rom the standpoint of the_:: • .. ·•"·· 

, . . . ; . , 'f 
Unitud statt.1s, a snalJ..;r numbt:;r of f'orcco buyond our bordr..:rs end a smaller IlJJIIlber. \ s 

·' . 

.. ,,I, 

t ·:· \ (: 
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'' 
of baoes. '.'le wculc1. li.ssume that from the standpoint of the Soviet Union the 

reductions of ita [!cneral force level::; ·,,o'.'.ld. likcr;ise re:mlt in a smaller number 

of its for<?es beine; in CE;ntral Europe beyond its borders •. Is this a satisfactory . 

x::ethod · - moving in the fir ct lir.lited. stcr,, ancl then gairdns from that experienc~? 

··~le ho.ve made it cleor that ~ pror,osul for a onc:-third recluction in Germmiy vras not 

in our view n matter that should be a part of a ::;tep to reduce to the level of 

2.5 million. There o.~o.in, a more precise sto.tC;l!lcnt of por;itions is the best 

method. of ensuring thnt the OPl)ortunity for the atto.inment of a~reement shall not 

be "let clip'1 • 

In den.ling with the v~.rious in5pection rnc::tsures ,re hu.ve endeavoured to make 

it cleo.r that o. sto.rt v10uld be mucliJ in o. limitccl manner tmd groYrth and development 

\11.>uld occur by mutual azrcemcnt and consent. .ie hti.ve endeavoured to make clear 

not only our vtillingnc:.s to rnuke broader beginnings but ulso our recognition of 

the r,reuter likelihood. of mnall bcgi.nninr,s. 

Vie have broucht these rno.ttcrs tr,gothnr in c.ne working po.per, not in order to 

mrJce nny one part mor~ difficult to achieve, but, ro.thcr, in order to increo.se the 

likelihood of fittinu, together smnll ·moves -- some of morE: interest to one side 

than to the other -- and combinin,; them into a purtio.1 measures treaty that _wou~d 

be in the interest of both sides. Our entire approach "is based; o.s I have emphasizec 

on tho. desire to improve the prospects of peo.ce. 

\fo are convinced that the worldng paper p1--escnted on 29 August, viewed in the 

light of the earlier Soviet proposo.ls of 30 April ancl 14 J..me, does form a basis 

•which, if there is a mutual will to negotiate an o.~reement, could lead promptly to 

frui tf\ll negotiations to-.1ards that end. It woulLl be an agreement th:it was Yrorkable, 
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. !•':", ... 

•::,~:?\~:_;:{r,ii--.i=St~~~~;•'trnit~·a' S~at~~)_::,_, 
. : ,\ ,'' ' -~, ,, , ' { , 

It vrculd end .th~, c;l,wen years ·of. f.,.riltiI:tl ·to ag~ep.:-, It?/,. 
. - . . pr~ctical, ond r~tlist:i.c. 

would mark o. nt.NI bt::g:inning in tho reln.tion:.i ,betv1c-0n the nn,tions of the world in _: .; ,, 

this o.tomic a.go., 

Mr. MCCH (France)(tronsla.tvd..from French): 
, ~ I ' 

Once a.gain I will refrain 

from deo.ling with ~he subste.nce of the debate and.from ;eplying.to M~~ ~OFin'c 

extemporize~ criticisms. Mr •. Sto..ss,;Jn h::.u.1 just done so with gre~t precision, an::i 

I should only be able· to repen.t what he ho.s juat said on the topics ubout which 

Mr. Zorin commented. 

I should like simply to say th~t Frnncc wmta disc..rma.mcnt and·w~to it 
' . . 

unonirnously. This indeed is one of the subjocto on which ru.1 Frenchmen ::i.re firmly 

united. Scculo..r no.tionz, too, Md not only tho~o inspired by rcJ:igious feelings,·· 

are co.J.ling f?r pen.co through dis~'.lIIlc~t. 

They hnvo nt least four motives. Thu firr.t in respect for humc.n life; a 

principle to which n.ll men of go~d vii.11., whether religious, sucul:u::, 3.(,f!10S
0tic or ··. :·~ 

o.theist., subscribe. The second is the men.cry of suffering~ undergone., of 

bereavements ·like unheol$d wounds, of ruins. strevm over o. lnnd which h::.s, nlas., • 
' ' 

b~en a clt:1.3~io bo.ttlcfield nt any rn.to since the Romnn ciong_uest and the :1-Il.V'M_ion 

of the b~bnri:m hord~~ from th~ East, dmm' to the infinitely more arucJ. inv.'.lSion 
- • • f 

by Hi tlcr I s cmnit3::i. The third motive is· the feo..r of what a. w::i.r would be like in 

the present state of scit::nce -- a war likely to d.~stroy ev~cy vei:;tige of life 

over bro~d tracts of the globe~ The f~urth is economic ruld. materialistic: ·the 

im:owledge that it is pointles;· to npend hundreds of thouso.nds of millio~s of 
. ; . 

. dollars evary year on \lllproductive work when so many sociol. tn.sks could usefully 

be n.chieved.. 
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'.' _,f-: i· .... 
' ~ ,-

(Hr. Moch, France). , . 

Having aaid this, I will add that the situation here today seems to me clear, 

On 29 August, we made, on behalf' of' the four Powers represented around .this table, 
. ' 

definite proposals which are in part similar, in part parallel, and in part 

contradictory to the earlier Soviet proposals. I readily recognize -- we. all 

recognize - that since the beginning of these conversations the Soviet Government 

has modified its initial positions; but the same is true of' ourselves, as 

· Mr. Stassen has emphasized, and this movement has been particularly marked in the 
" . 

case of some of' us who departed considerably from our original position in. signing -

· this joint doc\lment. Thus o.11 that can be said is that the respective positions 
\ 

set out in the latest four-Power document and in the Soviet documents are less far 

apart than were certain initial individual positiono of 1955. For me, in spite 

of everything, this is a reason for optimism. Mr. Zar~• s last speeches do not 

,move me to complete pesoimism. At our mect~g of' 29 August I quoted a precedent: 

that of Mr. Malik, who in the suzrmer of 1954 rejected out of hand an Anglo-French 

plan which a few weeks lo.tar we.11 ac~epted no a basis for discussion by the Soviet 

Government • 

. · I believe - I wish to believe - that the £oviet Government desires peace 

through disnrmrunent e.s sincerely as we do. It is because I believe this that I' 

earnestly ar,peo.l to ja. Zorin to make himself the interpreter of our oommon ideas 

concerning future p1-ocedure. Needless to say, if he has any questions t~ ask us on 

,my point of this document in :>rd.er to elucidate anything he may find unclear, y;e are 

at his disposal to reply to him for as long as he may wish, without any time l~t. 

If, ho\•rever, he has ~ot, I do not see what practictlly useful work we C?uld do here 

until the Soviet Government has completed that exhaustive study which I em sure, in 

pursunnce of' its practice of methodico.l ,wrk, it will not fail to_make of our last 

proposal. 
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: 1 The French cwlt:lgation ,fill' iladly_ allovr i~ :)11 thc:tiirie, if:mey;'neeci for sucl{~ :. \C•_ij 
- ··-- .. ·. . -->·•.: ·; - . --·:<· :·:<:,; .-'-.:;<, . ·-, :;:,: :r/};:; 

on exhaustive stud.;r; t=:incc w0 in fact_belicv~ that_the 1ess __ hasty;its reply;: that· ~-,•ii~< 
' '' '' ,, . '. . <J11:: 

is to soy, tho moro closely it is based. on· nn ~xhau~tive study,.the gre~ter~the 

likeliliood that it' wi.11· p~rmit a' resumption of ne~otii,.,tions. · .. ;;' 

I nru::;t confess that during the six years I·_have be~: ~Tmen'iber of the· 

Disarmament Commission or its Sub-Cornmitt€:0-I have displey~d. a patience of which :,·· 
' ' ' . , . i , ' / 

I should not ho.ve thought myself capabl_c o.t ·the· out:Jct::of · ~- work. I am, 
. ~ 

however, willing to drav1 further on irry rc:J~l"VCS. to sust~ ~e through a few mor/ 

weeks in the anticipa.tion of o. Governm.:;nt reply 1 which I camiot believe vd.ll be > ·. 
completely n~gativo •. Pencling its receipt, I wonder wheth~r any useful purJ.)ose'' 

, . . . . ~ . ' ' 

cnn b·e served by· continuing our exchange of yiews -here/ apart· f'ram replying to 

any questions which may be put to us.· That is· another.matter. on which I would. 

urge each one of us to ref+ect. 

The C!-u~vtlili: If' no other repre3cntative wishes to speak, I, take it_· 
> l ' • 

that we should consider the question of our nc~ct meeting. - J~e there ·any. suggesticm.s? .. ?i 

Mr. STlLSSEN !U:nited State;o of Junerica): I would suggest 3.30 _p.m. 

tanoITow. 

. . . . . ' . 

Mr. NOBLE (United Kingdom):_ Befor0 wo :proc~E;d with the' discussion of 

next meeting I- would. just like' to r(:mind the ~IDb-Committee ,that o.t our lo.st 
' ' 

meeting I did SoY tho.t I had listened with. disappointment, 'azia bonsiderable. surprise 
. . ' ' ~ ' . ,. ' ' . '.. ', . . ,· - . 

i ' ' ' : ' 

to ti1e r'!t-c:.:ptr.-ry remarks with which Lu-.· Zorin u-ppaored. t~ reject the worldng 
\ 

paper (ro/sc.J/66} on pnrtiaJ. clisarm~ent m..:n.surt.is f:~bmittod ~y the four Westernv: 
' ' . 

delegations at the beginning of that mc~ting. It goci. without .:::nying1 of course, .·.-
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(Mr. Noble 1 United King~au) 

that J:Jr. Z.=rin hl:\.d .giv~n hi.J !';-~r~·..;rnr.icmt no time to consider that importMt document 

,vith it3 set of bo.l::l1lced proposnls, or to digeat the fact th~t it hud the general 

· :Jupport of no fewer thm fifteen. countries, before spealci.ng of it ~ so cavnlier 

:i. f~hion. J,.t the end of' the meeting I asked Mr. Zorin whether wha.t we had just 

hellrd fran him was the final Soviet reply to our proposals. Mr. Zorin did not 

·reply. L:iter on he snid th:,.t he would be prepared to meet today to discuss "basic 

problems of disormnment". I wonder whether he would like to nnsv,er zey- question now 

before we discuss our next meeting, because, as Mr •. Moch so.id just now; the point 

·orioes: Who.t ore we going to dioouss a.t future meetingo of this Sub-Comnittee? 

. The CHIJBM.i,N: Are there ony further speakers on this question of 
I 

substance before we conclude our discussion of the date of the next meeting? 

Since there do not· o.ppe'.U' to be 3l1Y ~her speakcrn on thn.t ,}Ul~stion, the 

Sub-Committee nO\v hD.S before it Mr. Sto.osen•:~ su3.;_:c::::tion th1t it.:; next meeting 

&hould. t:ike. plo..ce at 3.30 tomorrow. Is there :my objection t<.l that, or ony 

r'1tcmative sugge~tion? 

\ 

Mr. NOBLE (United Kingdom): Perhn.ps I micht press my point aeain. 

Mr. Zorin oaid ~tour l:1.!3t meeting tho.tho would be prcp!lr~d to meet todoy•to 'clincuss . 
"b:.i.nic problems of disormwnont". Io he going to diactts:1 11 bo.sic problem:; of disormruncnt" 

' 
tcmorrow, because he hnn not done so tod.cy? . 

Mr. ZOHilf (Union of Soviet Socinlist Republics)(t~o.nsl~tcd frcm Russinn): 

I can answer Mr. Noble ctr!light ra,sy - I do propose to do co. I intend ·to discuss 

basi<' problems·or disc.rmEUnent, which in TJl3' view are not oontaincd sulely in the 

proposols :JUbmittcd by tho Weott:rn dcl.~p;n.tion:., 'but r.L,.lno in tho::;0 !,)resented by the 

Soviet Union. 

I am prepo.red to r.iect tcmorrow ut 3.30 p.r:i. · 



The CHlJRM!Jl: 

.to be agreed to meet _to?OOITOW °.it 3.30 p.m.,, it rcmn:ins for us m~ely to. app~ove 

·the usual. communi~e, which reads: 

I I 

"The Sub-Canmittec 'bf thci' Di:3a.rrnornent Commission. ~eld its, one hurrlrecl 
. 

and fifty-:f',ourth meeting on 3 Scptcmbc:r 1957, . at 3 .• 30' p.m •. at 
under the chairmnnship of lilllbassador c.s.1 ... Ritchie and continued its 

discussions. '\ 

"Tho next m00ting will be held on Wednesday,, 4- September 1?57~ at 
\ . ' ' ;' ' ~.-· ' 

The meeting rose at 4.30 p.m. 

\, 




