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The CHAIRMAN: Since I am in the Chair, perhaps it would be convenient -

| for me to make a few remorks about the discussion that we had yesterday, whe.n we
discussed the adjournment and future meetings of the 'Su'b-Comn:Lttee. I pmpdsed‘
then that the Sub-Committee should adjourn this weefc end meet again in New Yofk |
either on 1 October or at the end of the general debate in the General Assembly, -
whichever db.te was the later, and my Western colleagues agreed with that proposél.
Mr, Zorin agreed that there should be an sdjournment, but proposed that the Sub- °
Committee should not meet again until after the debate on disarmament in the ' |
United Nations, and we did not come to any decision on that point yesterday,
' That is the position’ss I see it, We still favour the proposal that I made
yesterday, and perhaps I might ask Mr, Zorin whether he has anything further to
say with rogard. to our future meetings,

Mr, ZORIN (Union of Soviet Socielist Republica) (translated from

Russian) I cannot add anything %o what I said yesterday In the opinion of
_ the Soviet delegation, it would be advieable to adjou:m at this po:mt and not to
fix the date or place at which the Sub~Committee will be reoonvened until 11

di sarmament questions have been discusaed in the General Assembly.
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M. STASSE'.!\I”(Uniéed""‘t‘a{‘ee ofAmerioa.) i should like to ask the
representa.tive of the Soviet Union to reconsider his position. - I wish to make it
clear that the Um.ted Stotes delegetlon, in supporbing the proposal that the Su'b-
Committee should reconvene on 1 October of th:.s ycar, is not suggesting tha.t any
work done by the Sub-Comm:Lttee should Ye a subst:.tute for cons:.dere.tion of the
subject in the Disarmament Oomm.ssion, in the F:Lrst Commtte,e or in the plena.ry
. Assembly, Quite the contre:ty it is our view 'bhat there ahould e thorough ‘
consideration of all matters relating to disarmement in the D:Lse.zmammt Conmiss:.on, :

in the First Committee and in the General Ass embly. - It does not ‘seem probable

thet such discussion could beg:m by 1 Octo’oer, and the timi.ng of the Sub-Conmittee' ’.'_('ié_;

meetings in New York can be adjusted to whe:tever schedule is adopted 'by the

General Assembly. .
We could make use of the time between now and 1 Octobers  All Govezq;meﬁ%s\ )_
would have an 0pportunity to review the proposals that are before us. "The Soviet el ';"'
Government could give further consideration to the very eona‘bructive and fér-rea.ch:’mg
proposals (DG/SC «1/66) of 29 August, névanced by Canada, I‘rance, 'the Unitecl Kingdom
and the United States, Our C-overnmonts could rev:Lew the Soviet sta.tements and : ‘

Propos als, and when we convened cn 1 October we could mpidly asoertain whcther

we cculd make further progress in the Sub-Comtnlttee at thot u:uno. . W | i
As I say, this is not in any wey o proposal to :Lntcrfere with or suggest e .
substitute for consideration in the Disarmement Commission, the First Comittee

end the General Assembly, In fact, each of those bodics has a full right to -
take up i:he subject; a.nd a.ny member of any one of them com bring it UPe Thero
is thus no question but 'bhe.t :.t will be nhoroughly cons:.dered by the Disaxmment |

Commission, by the First Comma.t‘bee and by the General Assembly.
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(Mr. Stassen, Uni'béd'Staféé)

But we do not feel that we should deley, We feol that it would be in the S

: servioe of our search for poace to persevere with this negotiat:.on in every
AR pra.ctica‘ble wa,y. Therefore, I would like to urge the Soviet delegation to

. reconsider its position or to make some counter proposal on exactly how we could

1 best prroceed with our work in the Sub-Committee so as to make further progress at

" the earliest possible’moment.

" him speak. first,

,l_(;r_,_____ (France) (translated Prom Frencl;) If Mr. Zorin will let h:unse]i‘

'be moved by Mr, Stassen's statement end wishes to reply to him, I shall gla.dly let

Mr, ZORIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Rusaisn):

" I think the proposel put forward by the United Kingdom delegation at our last

meeting for the adjourmment of the Sub-Committoe's work is & sensible oné and
conasistent with the present state of affairs, I do not therefore see any reason '
for changing it in eny wey now. \

~ As to the date of our next meeting, I d not see how we oan fix it now,

. since we cannot pcrod:l,ct_ the results of the General Assembly's debate on disarmament;

fwo do not know what concluaions it wil]. cane to, - We camot fix .the date in

. .advenoce, It would thus be. ina.dvisablo for us to decide now when to meet a.gad.n.

‘I cannot suggest anything elae at -present, I fully support the proposal
Mr. Noble made yesterday sbout the adjournment of the Sub-Committee's work,



that we must cal" a halt to our mrke. ‘ I should 'likc to ma.ke a few observat:.ons

‘ to, and some about the situatlon in general. N j Y :
In the first place I e compelled to say 'bhat I dcaply regret the wa.y our
'balks have ‘gone dur:mg this sess:Lon. ,; We began vrtth perho.ps too h:.gh hopes, and .

we are endmg in A new sta.lema e reminmcenb of the cold war. : The appmach of

in some of Mr, Zorin 8 statemen'bs. 1 I w:z.ll conf;\_ne myself 1:0 the facts. Thase
may be summarized as followso For tne irst *Lime in five years the four Westem
delegations have  repl a.ced bhe general plan.s x:u'bmitted by one or other of them ‘by

a Jjeint pla.n Bubsczﬁ.bed to by aJ.l of them, and for the very fn.rst time thim



(Mrs_Moch, Frence) . = -

I will not dwell on the fact that the very existence of a cammon attitude -

among the Western Powers means that some of them have moved towards Soviet views

and that the gulf between us today seems on the Whole less wide than at the

beginning of the secsion. It is because differences still exist that Mr. Noble, '
spealdng on behalf of the Western delegations, urged that the Sub=Coamitteets
work should be mterruptad for as. short a period as possible and that the session
should be resumed on 1 October or, if the general debate was not over by then,
imnedié.tely after the end of that debate, ‘

The Soviet delegation yesterdsy rejected that suggestlon. It has just _’
re,)c,ctc.d it egain twice today, despite Mr, Stassen's plea.d;.ng It thus rcgards,
the session as clo.aed and does not want another untn.l ‘after the disarmement |
debate in the Assembly, as Mr. Zorin has just reiterated., If I may be a.llfowed.
to say so quite dispassionately it is asstmdng a heavy responsibility in adopting

such an affitude. I very mach regret that the USSR will not cgree tou the

- Sub~Committee's being reconvened st an unspecified date, becausc this

will prevent us from oking o final cfforﬁ to rcach a.gfeemen‘b before the subject
is examined by the Assenib]y. It wili tims have to embark on that examination on
the basis of present differences, that is to say with less chanpe of success,
‘because I wculd remind you that in disarmoment ma.tters, as d:.at:.nc‘b from many
other matters , NO vote that is not unanimous can have any pra.ct:.cal effect, s:’mce
the ma;jority oannot impose on the minority any measures which the latter consider

would end.anger their future. Do I necd to remind you of the fedlure in 1948 of

vhat was then known as the Baruch Plans A1 dﬂlegations voted in favour of this Plan

cxcept the Soviet group which voted against it, and becau.,u of this dissent it hins
renained a dead letter for nine years to the very grect detrincnt of..hux:ax:l.ty,«

since it is during these nine yeers that atomic production has been developed.



That ie why we must, to thc. Vt,ry c.nd and nthout ever g:i.v:v.ng up hope, seek
sgreement smong the five of u,,, for- th is. 1s & nuce ary thougn by no meanu‘ a
sufficient condition for J.E:I‘CC‘XU\.J}.t omong; ughty-onc. By :.ts unn.ll:mgness ‘bo
make this cffort, the Soviet delt,ga.t:x.on is w«-.akcn:m" thc chences of arr:a.vmg a‘bl “
an agreeument in the General he sembly, and thereby sacrlflc:mg, 11‘ I may .a\v,—_sq,,;'l
eff‘icn.ency to propaganda. and poss:.ble. success 'bo ‘certam but futlle gestux;é'é‘.

We cannot force the Sov:Let delegat:.on to agree to an’ early resumpt:.on of' |
the Sub-Committec's session or to new ncgo‘hia‘b:.ons bcfore the General As.;embly

sgins its general debate. We must therefore give up the 1dea. of a v‘egumptlon, ':-'.
.unless Mr. Zorin changes his mind, But we would'mqst regrétfully'dethe- th?L L

Soviet delegation responsible for fhhis con‘binué.tion of the woi'ld'.,s rp;i'esent‘

A

inse&..trity. .

Those are the: procedursl rerarks which I wished 'bo make. PR 7,

In order not to have to speak again at this meetn.ng - which should be the :
last of this session - I should like to sey a fow words on the general situat:.on |

as I see it.

1

I do not wish to lay too much stress on the d:.ffcrences ‘Tbetween us, nhn.ch
migh‘b have been the subaeot of those new ‘bg.lk..‘vh:.ch we rc.grct we cannot have. "v":
I wi]_'l., however, outline the chief points of J.wcrgoncm L

In the f.'irst place, it is not true that by reaect:mg uncond:.tional proh.:l.bi'b:.on

of the use of nuclear weapons we are 1ega1izmg thcir uses unyone who' respects -

the United Nations, Charter w:Lll be protected fran o.ny threats = If Mr.‘ L.or:_m

/
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(Mr. Moch, France)t

admits that cvery °1g,natory oi‘ the Charter v.iIL'L a.lwqys observe it, then the two
texts — hic and cursg— have exactly the same mea.ning. If, however, a State :
ic';oml:i.ts an aggression, how can we, without violating A.r‘bicie 51 of the Charte;',.. =
deny the victim the means of self-defence? How, by forbidding him to resort to
i"certa.in means, could we envisage the encouragement of aggression in violation of
the Charter? No answer has been given to those questions. |
| ‘ The second point is that cut-off of production of fissn.onable materials for
‘mil::.tary purposes is the only way of halting the nuclear armaments race. The ,
;~Sovie'b delegation will not agree to it. Ask the man in the street what he would ‘
think of a syster7 which would let everyone continue to produce fissionable _
‘material for military purposes without limitation and to give or sell it to his

: neighbpurs or friends, He would say that the other measures were worth nothing
ek oll, The Soviet delegation says: "I reject this cub-off of production of
:Vfissionable materials for military purposes unless accompanied by destruction

of existing stocks." It lmows, however, that this des’ruction could not be
‘_“ controlled, and for that reason could only ﬁork properly in more favourable ,
ciroumstances, :ln which the establishment of effective qontroll in other spheres -
“had restored a minimum of confidence. If carried out as an isolatefd measure,
. ‘the stopping of teats will not therefore in any way slow down the ‘nuclea.r‘ arms ~
‘( i'ace nor prevent the accumilation of such arms both by the Powers which pé.ve been

‘;Ac‘onducting experiments and by others which will obtain them from the former,
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a.s Mr, Zorin alleges. Had he e.groed to the prooedure we propose, we: could have ‘

c?ntinued our session in New Yorl' in October and together trled to worlc out a

scattered in various parts of the world. That is only' reasonable, as. the‘oov:.etl ‘
Government must be the first to admit.
Fifth point, We are . anxious as Mr. Zorin to secure ai roductlon in
military budgets, We want :Lt as mueh as he does, > and Francle;‘ prob;bly more than
he, for the Frenoﬁ Government intends to make szzeab"e cut., :Ln it., m:z.l:.tary
budget in 1958. It is, however, :lmpo.mi‘ble to work out in a:lvance a valid
formula, appl:.oable to all countries, .n.in.ld.ng a peroentage rednctlon :Ln
- appropriations with the reductions in force levels and equipment provided for "..
in the treaty., Honesty bids us say th:.s, but our frenlmesu must not be e
mte!'Preted as meaning that we rei‘use to reduoe our natlonal defence budgets. :
’.l‘he sixth poi.nt of differ noe is this. The Weetem Powers aro aware that
the USSR desires to dismantle the defen31ve orgzmize.tion callea NATO, to reduce
the num'ber of bases on foreign soil - to adopt :ln a word, everyth:mg that we
have desor:.bed. as reg:l.onol moasurcs. But suoh decis:Lon wh:.ch :.n an ent:lrely
different clime.te and a:t‘ter 2 start had been made with oontrolled d;sannament would.
be Guspioious in themselves » can be only a result nc:t 8 canse, of S re'birth of

.mutua.l conf’ idBnce. If a.dopted too soon they would far from cmati.n.g securz.ty,
increase the feeling of insecurity of - peoplee who, s0 long as the world is not
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(kir., Moch, France)

My scvenfh point, The Sovict delegation has never dcfined control except
in vaguc, summery, incomplete fashicn: one linv in one plan, five lines
incampatible with this in enother; four types of fixed ground posts at one
moment, threc only today. 4ll this gives those who are most deeply devoted to
‘ the purcuit of a disarmed and controlled peace the impression that the USSR speaks'
- of control but refrains from specifying what it would be, so as to avoid supporting
it in fact. We of the West « the United Kingdom, France, both together, and the
~ United States — submitted in 1955 and 1956 documents constituting fairly Getoiled if
‘not exhaustive etudics of what the c;on’cxjol orgenization and its functions, powers
and riutiés should be, We héve nover had a word of reply; and wl;xcn we have ; .
pressed our Soviet colleague he has said: "Let us begin by reaching agrccment on
what the control qrgan will have to iﬁspcct , and then we shall sce how to inspcct
it."

‘That ig a concept which we cannot share. We believe that control, precise;l.y
because it would demonstrate the sincerity of all parties, would be the most
powerful and effective way of re-esteblishing a modicum of confidcncc among us
and th;:reby ena.bii.ng us to make further progress towards disarmament. ‘

We note that to this day our Soviet colleagues! definition of control is
contained in a few dozen completely vague words.

For all these ressons the gaps between un are still both numerous and
important, That is why =~ just becaust wc are rcsolutely determined to make
progress - we were anxious to go on trying to bridge them during fhe short

time wé should have between the end of the general debate in the Assembly and
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bei‘ore the beglnmng, of the dn. arm;unen‘b discus :,onq in the F:Lrst Comm’ctee. o Th
| Sov:.et Governmont's rdfusal to oontmue th;; d:.scuss:.on before the;“end of thé ,'
‘lis:.ss'szm'bly’f~ sesgion will delay, as’ I have alréaﬁy sa:Ld the further effort We C
should Lave liked to ma.ke.. On behslf of the French uovemment and w:vth very deep
and sincere regret, I will merelj put that fac‘h on’ record. . |
But I wish to conclude as I dld e:Lght dgys ago, When I presanted the foux\-
Powver document together with wy th:cee colleagues. On 29 August 1957 I :na.:.cated
that we smcercly cons:z.dered it impossible to profose more in the pre.,ent uncertam ;
and m:.strustful sta‘be of ‘bhe world bu'b that .we were cer‘ba:.n tha.t what we Were o
offering was of immense scope anc‘i that Sov:Let a.cceptance Would open Vezy wule the
way towa:cds peace dong which we had been trudg:.ng for so many yenrs. Thc oov:.et
rep]y was given immediately and was then repeated each timé as :an:z.s:.ve as .a (:
knife thrust, It reminded me in many way.a of the eq_ually trenchant and concz.ge |
reply Mr, Malik gave us here three years ago. Now that I have heard the reply, If
would repeat what I said earl:.er on the as.:ump‘blon that it would be less completely: :
.n%n.’c:wc,. We retzun intact our idea.l of peace a.nd our w:.ll to ach:n,cve peace by L
disarmament, and we .shall continue to we.lk ’ch.rough thc. real towards the idea]. .1f'
I may again follow Jean Jaures, as I aid- c,:.ght dsvs agO. oo '
Carre vmat may, the French delegation, saddened though 1t is: by the fallure of‘
thé long negotiations vhich are end.mg today, w:Lll never - sbandon its eff‘orts to . \"
secure a start on disarmament, tha‘c :i...,, to djm:l_rnsh the deadly perils now" ‘bhrea:ben:mg

~

mankind as’ areultof‘hwnanfolly-m -
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The CHAIRMAN: I wonder whcther it would. be convem.en‘b if we could deal

now with the. point which is at issue, nemely, the question of the adjcurrment and

’ the time and date of our next meeting. Aftcr thet, we could make any further

“statements we have to make,

Mr, RITCHIE (Canada): I agree with your proposal, Mr. Chairmsn. It would
be better to discuss this matter now. Afterwards, I should like to make a short

" statement,

The CHAIM ‘Does any representative m.sh to make a further statanent

- on ngr proposal and on Mr. Zorin's countezsproposal?

Mr.'RITCHIE (Coneda): I should like to say a few words. We were very

. sorry to hear the proposal made by the Soviet representative that the Sub-Commitbee's

meetings should be brought to a close without any dete being set for the resumption

of our warke We agree that now would be a suitaeble time to suspend our meetings

~ “for a short period, but we see no reason why we should not use any time that may
be available to us to comtinue in the Sub-Committee to seck agreement on substantial

measures for a first sto.ge of disormement.

Yesterday Mr. Zorin mode some referecnce to the attitude of the sm&'ller Pcmer.,

in the General Assembly. I do not want to argue with the Soviet delegat:.on about

Y_ which is the greater Power, the Soviet Union or Canada, but I think I heve quite

as much right as the chairman of the Soviet delegation to refer to the a:b‘titud§ of

the smaller and middle Powers in the General Assembly, - For our part, we are looking

' forward to the opportunity which the Genersl Assembly, both in its plenary meetings
and in its Comittees, will afford to explain the Western proposals in detail. We

feel sure that many of those smaller and middle Powers like Canede will consider



'00. After t.ll, this Sub-Committee is the creature of' the IGeneraJ. A.ssan'bly, and we
‘have been meet:.ng to carry out the tasks which thc Genera.l Assanbly has aus::.gned to
us, We should in our view, continue to‘ do everyl:h:mg to :join m.th the .:oviet :
delezaticn in attempting to make pmgress on those te.sks unt:.l the dJ.scussion on
dise.mamg,nt takes place in the General Assembly. 4 | el RN ' o :

. : Mr, STASSEN (Unitca. Stv.tcs 01' America) I also would express regret, on
bchalf of the Um.ted States delegation, that the Sovie‘b U‘nion is no‘h will:.ng 'bo
resume our negot:z.o.t:.ons at the earl:.est poss:.ble date. As we see i'b, that date
WOuld be apprcnc:.mately l October, and the most conven.{czrk pla.oo would 'be the |
United Nations Headqua.rbers in Ncw' Iork. If the acviet Union is not will:mg to
agree to that —= and since, o:f‘ course, our negoti&t:.ons cen go fomard only by

unanimous agneemem: - may I ask what is :rbs cuunter-proposal if we are to oonolude

i
)

tl.:l., rerticular serics of meebings i <.cr.mr'm, * reces 52 L \‘,‘4 ﬁ : oo
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(Mr. thchie, Canada.) .
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We wish to make mofe progress, and we feel that‘ the United Nations 'Y'rdillf, 1:.ke :
us to make more progress. The draft report which we have before ‘us contains‘,‘ :Ln |
peragraph 7, thé following: ) ‘ '
"Ci?he Sub-Committee has decided to recess and to reconvene at United

Natio‘n; Head&uarters in New York on 1 October 1957 o'r; in the event that the

general debate in the plenary meetings of the twelf‘th. session of the éeneral

Assenbly iz not concluded by that ‘date, then immediately after its éonclusion. "

As 1 indicated, ‘We would be willing to add a specific sentence, if that seemea
desira?:le, as follows: | A

"The meetings of the Sub-Committee shall in no event interfere with

the consideration of disarmament by the Diszrmament Cdnndssion, the First

Committee or the Generel Assembly," \

ir the‘ Soviet representetive contimies to refuse to agree to that paragr‘aph. 1
what does he propose with regard to its wording? ‘ould he agrec ﬁo state thet the
Sub-Committee has decided to recess and to reconvene at a mutually convcﬁimt date
in Jenuary, or would he agrec to state that the Sub-Committce has decided to recess
and to reconvene at the earlicst possible date to be esteblished by mutual agreemen‘b
in the Disarmement Commission or in the Genercl Assembly? I would ask what wording
the Soviet Union proposes for this parsgraph, so that we might givg consideration to
i‘bs' position? ' '

" Ve recognize, of course, that we can proceed fruitfully only by means of unanimity
in the Sub-Carmittee. We have irdned out many procedural questions during these months,
and by so doing we have made progress on the subst;snoe. Therefore, while I regret the
position of the Soviet declegation, I invite it to make a specific preséntation of its

proposel so that we may now consider it.
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Mr, ZORIN‘ (Union of Sov:.et oocial:.st Republics)\tronslsted from ;
3-5’5.’;&“_) For the moment I merely w:.sh to spealr on the quest‘:l.on we have‘to ‘
settle, and I reserve the :'ight after thls question has been discussed and
settled, to return to what has been said by Mr. Moch and my other coll‘e'agne‘s.'
As regards the adjournment of the Sub-Ccnm1ttee s work; I must call
attent:Lon to what Mr, Stassen said a little earl:.er. ,. He made two points. : It:'
does not seem Probable, he said, that cmsn_derat:.on of c‘!isannament matters z_-.-‘{'
could begin in the General Assembly on 1 October. H:x.s second po:.nt w‘as that
the d:.sa.mament problem could not be solved S0 rap:.d.ly, Whlch means that the
question of how our Sub-Conm:Lttee s report m.ll be su’bmltted to the Genera.l e
Assembly cannot be settled so rap:.dly. : § : | | Lo \ ‘
I think these two sentences revesl the crux of the matter. they show that
the United States, and apparently also the other delegatlons, are-in fact
‘presuming thet the General. Assembly will to.ke dlsamement last. |

"‘Ihat does that expression mea.n: "It c'l.oes not seem’ probable that cons:Ld.eration ’

of disermament metters could begin on 1l October?" 'x’hy does - :n.t not seem proba.ble?

If we sutmit our report today, 7 Septem'ber, we have three weeks to 1 Octo'ber.

Disarmament Comm:i.sslon. Tha.t can certa.inly be done,- There sre no obstaoles, |
since the Commission already has before it all the docwnents relating to the
first part of our session; and on the second part it will unfortunately have _' :

- very few documents to examine and can therefore deal with them rapidly

In other words, so far as the progress of our work is- concemed, the qpestion

can be considered on 1 October or me@mtely after the end. of the generelo .
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(Mr._Zorin, USSR) !

" Qcbate dn the First.Comittee of the Genoral Assembly, provided only that the mador |
s Powera, uhich ere pa.rticipati.ng ‘in the Sub-Committec's work, desi.re the repcrt to
;  ‘bo excm.ined. But this depends cn all of us, ‘
! Mr, Stassen said yesterday that in the last enalysis it is not we who w:t.ll settle
' ~the issue, but the First Comrittee of the General Assembly end subsequently the General
I ;*ssembly itself, This is correct, But all the Powers represcnted here are members cf
-_v'the General Committeey and if after our five months'! work we all statc that we wanf the
Idismxamen‘b problem to be i)laced ab the top of the First Committce's agenda, does -
. Mr. Stassen rcally b'eliéwie that any one in the General Committec will object? © I. -
.( éonvince& that they will not, The crux of the mat'.l:er therefore is that consider. -ion
"of the disarmement problem in the General Assembly primarily dcpends:.on our good will,
- The United States represcntat:wo's a.,serticn that it is "not probeble" that |
consideration of disarmaement problems will begin on 1 Octo‘bm' end that this quéstion
" cennot be decided so ‘quickly is merely proof of the United States Government's
‘mwﬂlingnes's to discuss this question in the General Assembly at an early date and
" as a matter of priority. Thet is the crucicl iséue.
In the ciroumstances, thcro are absolutely no grounds for accusing the Soviet
- Union of not wenting en carly debate or progress in disermament, On the'cor}trary, the
V,chiet Union could accuse the United Stetes end the other Western Powers of not |
 wishing to discuss the disermament quostion in the General Assembly os an.it.cm of first
priority, end of attempting to use a continuation of the Sub-Committec!s work -

" to hinder o priority discussion of the question by the Assembly, That is the crux.
;, of the matter. '
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wise proposal whlch has been put forwardﬂ that we should ad;ourn our work and
submit all the documents of our b-Cozmnlttee to the Umted Nc.t:.ons Da.sarmament_
Commission and subsequently to the General nssembly. This is -a sound proposal
and in line with the whole course of our wark, Whlch as Mr. Noble sa::.d at
yesterday s meeting, has not been very construct:.ve. That is a truthf‘ul
statement. It is the fact, and we should not waste time d:.scussing quest:.ons
here when it is perfectly clear that the vWestern Powers' proposal ca.nnot help
matters forwa.rd That is our fimm conv:\.ction. This quest::.on must therefore be
debated be’meen all those countnes which ere :mterested in d:.sa.mament no- less B

than ourselves, The question has been incluued in the General nssembly's agenda, 2

and it depends chiefly on us whether th::.s :Ltem is chscussed eo.rly or put off t:.ll W
the end of the Assembly. Unless you want to delay 1t unt:.l the end of the et
Assembly, you cennot object to the submzss:.on of the :neport at once and its ;

discussion by the General Assembly as soon .as the First Comittee sta.rts its"'»- s

)

Worko

One comment on what Mr. Moch sa:.d about th:.s. He said thdt‘ the Western'
delegations desxred to seek further agreement bef’ore the debo.te opened. .'Ihe is‘;

preventing this? Submit your new vroposr.ﬂ.s, if you are seek:mg a,greement ’ and

give Governments a chance to discuss. them. ns soon .&s the Generel f.ssem'bly

PN
)»

beg:.ns its work we can have a prel;mmury discussion end subma.t a Joint pmposal to

the General Assanbly, if you want to. By all means, ‘“ho is obaectlng? If‘ you a.re'.
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reelly looking for agreement, sulmit new propos:tls end discuss them in the. General

‘ Assembly., Submit them on the first dey: pleese do, In that forum we shall

perhaps find more common zreund. bBut to think that after five and a helf months'

work we shall, as Mr., Moch cné Mr., Stassen suggest, be able to consider problems
for two weeks end reoch an egreement which we could not reach in five e¢nd a half
months is inmny view raive == unioés, of course, thé Western Colegations do in fact
seriously reconsider their positions. ‘I‘I‘ they do so, then we car; aebate the
maetter in the First Camittee; this will not be very difficult. e scek agreement,

we desire it. ile have shown this more than once during the Sub-Committee's work,

'If there are suitable proposals from your side, ire sholl never refusc to diécuss

Ehem. However, what you cre now propos;ing fér discussion we consider quite
pointless at this stage, because these pro;ios;ls have alreedy becn disqussed for
four months and their unreality, and in particular their irrelevence to effective
disarmament, have been demonsfrated. You may'not cgrec with that, but it is our
view. It therefore seems to me thit this crgument, too, fells to the ground.
What, then, '.i.s proposed? In the draft which has been distributed there is a
paraé;raph 7.. I propose thet this peragrash 7 should stop at the end of the first
sentence: "The Sub-Committee has decided to recess", and that there we should put
g full stop. Thet is my proposel, I think it is an cntirely sensible one, Ve
sho' 14 not thereby be prevehting a speedy Ciscussiocn of the question il.‘l the General
Assembly;A we ";Hould“not be tying either ourselves or the Generel Assembly by fixing
detes for the Sub-Committee's next meeting, ond we should be encbling the General - .

Assembly to discuss the q_ues:‘tion pfoperly during the opening deys of its session.



(Mr z:mLUSSR) /-

This seems to me to be onti.rely sound and to ar:..:e cu'b of' ‘t;hn rca.l state of a.f'f'airs.\

I

..

Conscquently all the regrcts wh:.ch the Iustcrn rcTrx.scntat:.ves have becn express:.ng :

scem to’ me scmewhat far-fetched, The ‘bhlnf- to rcgre’c is not th:Ls, but our fa:.lure to :

rcach wn agroeascnt owing to the pos:.tion tak en up 'by the dcstern Pcwers. Thls the
Sovic.t du.le,gat:.on genuincly regrets, R ‘
That is 811 I wanted to say on this'mat“ber. '

’

Mr, STLUSEY (United States of !mer:.oa.) . I wish to make clear 2 fact of
which I assume overyone is awere, nemely, that 'bhe subject of disannament will ) _:
withcut question, be discussed in the Gencral Assembly even before 1 October, | x
The various Foreigm Min;\.stcrs, chairmen of clelegations and perma.nent representat:wes
of the eighty~onc Mcembers wn.ll be taking up this very importent subaect even in the!

genecral debate, There is no question of deleying consideration of d:. arnmmen’c.- Tha‘b :;,_-{‘3

congn.clcru.tion con bc'r:m vith the very first acdress in the "encch. deba.tc, and. can .‘ :

continue in any manner that the United m.o:.ons Geperel Assenbly or :.ts Gcmm:.ttees may “
decide. Thercfore, the cornents of the boviet representatlve in tha.’c ccnnexion aeem .
to me to be entirely bcside the po:.nt. B L e & L
It seems to me, further, that unless the posi'b:.on of the Sov:i.et Union 'ls mcre
fer—reaching than would appear from the way in Nhlch it has been cxpressed so f‘a.r,
paragraph 7 necds some words in nddition to the first rhrase, Is it suggested s
that the Sub~Committee should reconvene when mutually ag'eed, depending on the agenda

N ~-\1""!

or the course of censideration in the Un:ubed Nat:.ons General Assembly? In other words "fi

5]

AJ



(ur. Stesaen, United Statcs);ﬁ'

¢ lthe Sov:Let rcprescntatn.ve's obscrvations arc not bomc out by his suggest:.on for

;'?‘paz -agraph 7. . Does he have nc further words to suggest —— no further fornulation for
L.;‘émbod.y'ing his proposal in the farm of the report?

The CHAIRMAN: I wonder whether I might just meke cne suggestion to my

?:o].leagues. I agree with Mr, Stesssen, It would scem to me to be a pity that
"‘bua@aph 7 should just sey that the Sub-~Commnittee had decided to recess without,

: “'Ivberhap.ﬂ, giving any hope for the future, I wonder whether my colleagues might not
find acceptable some sentence such as this: "The.Sub-Committee has adjourned its
sesﬁion" ~ or whatever words ere preferred —"and expresses the hope that it will be
" l-withorized by the Disarmamcn:t Commission to resume its meetings at the earliest

_possible date,” I wonder whether something to that effect would-be asceptable.

Mr. MOCH (Frence)(trenslated from French): You have seid exactly what I

] Awés jt.;st going to say, I should shﬁﬁiy like to poi.nt out that the wording préﬁosed
" by Mr, Zorin is the best that could be deviscd for discouraging the entire world from
continuing to work for disermament, This report, whioh will be published —~ :H'. will
" be pubq.ic -— will th;.n end with the words "The Sub-Conmittce has dcclded to recess" —
full stop, It will not rcsume its work, There is no qugs’clon of that. There is no
‘mention of it. It has decided to xiecbs;. That is all. wén, I cennot acoept this;
‘V I ‘shall not wvote for it. 'I.f we could find a farmula alcng the lines suggested 'by our
kCh.airmsn, which is, strictly speaking, more accurate than Mr, Stossen's, since
~ the Sub~Committee has no authority to mect again before the Disamainerrt Cammissicn

instructs it to do so, for 1ts mandate expires with the opening of the Assembly — if



Hr, Zorin" will agree to some >'1ch .;ddﬂvt:.on mdlca’c:mg, tha* we are no‘b suspend:.ng

sork indefinitely, then I will agr oe.; Bu+ :Lf re”'a:cc, e.skea to use thiu gu:.llot:.ne

) n , . :
formula "The Sub-Committes has dec-:ulc,cl to recoss s my answer is No. o

Mr, ZORIN (Union of Sovif::‘b- Solcialz‘.sty Re'pix Aios )(ira.nslated f‘rom Russ.n.a.n)

Tt B
<

I am a little surprised at this :Lnaccnracy o .:hoch’ 3 oart.. The :mterpretat:.on

myy perhaps have been at fault, u* he app cared to be oaJ:mg that thc proposed tex

of paragroph 7 states that the Sub-Co'mu.ttee nas dcc:z.ded to stop, to termlnate it.s.ﬂ,
works  Mr. Moch is most expericnced and has be=n & manber of the Sub—Ccrrm:Lttee for X
long time, I feel sure, therefore, that there :nus‘b havo :been a m:.stake in. iR
‘interpretatlon. That is not what paragraph 7 s&ys. The Russn.an tcx‘b of the paragrap
states that the Sub-Committee decided to- ad,jom:n I know that Mr. Moch is perfectly
well eware of the @ifference between the words "ad,)ourn“ "stou" and "tenmnato" X j ;,;4

They are different words \-ith d:.fferent meanings and, in my v:u.w, the. text before us

correctly conveys the action we are tak:mg. Inci:lbntally, I _am not responsible for

talks on the subject cff adjournment, In 'ny m*in:r.:n the Seoretarlat has correctly
expressed the ides w e 21l have :Ln nfmd, whloh :L., t aet th:, Sub-Comn:.ttee ha.s decn.dcd‘
to edjourn, The 'cht docs not say that the Sub-Conmlttee ha.s conc'l.uded i'hs work tha:t
if has brought it to a complete close~ it ..:mely san that the Sub-Conmﬂttce ha.s o
adaourned. That ‘is exactly what we are doing f- we ere adgourm.ng. : Tne a.dd:.t:.onal,g

Phrascs wh.ich have been suggéstcd dec not help matters, They, attempt to- place e o

~
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‘aii“fercnt construction on the action we are now taking. They are intendeé, I might sé;y,
to eet o ,certa;n trend for the future interrretaticn ‘of cur intcnficns, cur

ideas and so forth. That, in my opinion, is, quite out of." piace. We must state what
‘w'é ere doing at the present time, Ve are adjourning at the request of the Western :
delcgations. We egreec to do so. We associate ourselves with this préposal. I

consider that no uscful purpose would be served by spending any more time on the
discussion of this question,

The CHATRMAN: The last time the Sub-Committee submitted a report on o

rather similer occasicn the final paragraph read: "This report was app;*cved by 1l
members of the Sub-Committee at the 86th meeting" ~- and here the date was given - -

. "end iz hereby submitted to the Disarmement Commissicn as a rcpert on the

Sub-Cormitteel!s werk to date,"

Mr, STASSEN (Unite;d States of America): Is that the end of the report?

The CHATRMAN: Yes, that is at the end of the report.

~ Mr, STASSIN (Unitcd States of America.): May I ask whether the
representative of the Soviet delegation is cpposed to expressing the hope that the
Committec would resume its work? |

Mr, ZORIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (Itranslat'ed from Russien):

"If I em not misteken, end as fa; as I understand, Mr, Noble has read cut approximately

. the wording used in the third report: "This rcport was erproved by all members of the
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..aa-Cornrittcc at the ... mesling sl ds nordby s unmi u,l h- 1;:—;; Dis arms:x'ent Ccumxi.;s on-

as a rcport cn the Sub-Cummnittec's work to totol® .Lf tlf..:.:: ie '-o*'rcct ’[ have no
ocbjection, : , .
) . L ’ o '-. N T .
Mr, ”_QCI i (¥resce)(trausleted from French): I, too, secept this wording,

The CHATHUM: T would be prepared to accept this wording toc,

Mr, OTLSSHN (United Stetes of hmerica): Does that mean, then, that the

whole of paragraph 7 would bu crnitted?

The CHATIMAIT:  Yos, that iz wint T understood,

v, STLOSEN (T’m ted Stotes of lmerice):  In other words, the report would .

end with thc words "work to Gatl¥?

.

ThC (/IJJxIJ.uJuI‘ Y(:.’S. ’ o -,

Ire there any objections to cur coreluding our repert at the cmﬂ of poragr;.ph 6

as it apperrs in fho areft?

Mr. ZORIN (Union of Suvict Sceinlist chublics)(trnnslatcd from Russian):

I am sorry, Lut I think thut porarraph 6 nerely rext..d‘ the same po:m‘b "I therefore =

think that this werding should e substituted fozj peragreyh 6,
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Mr. MOCH (Frence) (trenslated from French): I take it then,

Mr, Chairmen, that we are combining the paragraph you have just read out from our

. third report with paragreph 6 of the present draft by simply adding to the end of -

pa.:ragraph 6 the words "to date".

Mr, ZORIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from

Russian): May I ask you to read out the full text? _ o

1

Thé CHAIRMAN: I think I have made it clear throughout our discussion

- of this subject that I would like to see scme mention of our future meetings, and

"I have made it clear also that I thought it o pity that we should not usefully

employ the interval = however long or however short ;’Lt may be — between 'bhe".'
general debate and the disarmament discussions in the United Nations, Agein I
would say that it seems to me a pity that we are not going to use thet time, ’
However, as we cannot agree, I would be prepared to agree that the report should
finish with paragraph 6, that is with the words "the Su'b-Comittee's work to
date", Is there any obJjection?

Mr, ZORIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (franslated from
Rusaian): I did not quite understand Mr, Noble, I took it that you read out
last time the wording which was used in the third report, If it is the wordingl

of the third report, it is acceptable and I have no objecti’on.

The cm.:mim: I think the wording that I rcad out, which was 'the last
paragraph of the third report in our dreft which lir, Protitch geve us, is

paragraph 6, which is the same ﬁord:‘mg.

Mr, MOGH (Fronce) Except for "to dates



'.(,‘

Mr, ZORT (Union of Soviet Socialist Republ:.c.s) (translated from

Mussian): No, this is not qu:.te correct. , PR

BN

the CHATRUAN: . Perhaps i, Protitd;'»édtﬂ&-eacj;lain.:'f 3

Mr. FROTITCH (Representat:we of the Secmetary—-General) In the case of
the third report submitted in 1986, the pos:.tioz‘ was not ‘bhe seme beoausa the

Sub—Com:.*tee had not then su’bmtted o previous progress report as it has this

years  Thus the paragraph 6 :mcludcd in the draft wh:.ch wa.s circulated yesterday
is quite an obvious onc, because it rfers to the furbher progress report, namely
the fifth report, which the Sub-Committee is subnu.tting +h13 sessi.on. ‘T- The wordj.n.g
has to ve different from that used in the. th:.rd report. . BUt Wh&t 5-5 the same, ‘ o
8s I understood the Chalman to point out, .is the last phrase of th&t paragraph, ;

hemely, the phrose Wthh reads: "report on the &lb-Comittee s work 'ho de.te" ' ;

“hat is exactly what is contsined in paragraph 6 of the presen'b draft. The re:t‘erenoe

to ¢ further yrogress report in necessury because this 1s.another.reporf of thie S

P
.

Sesaion, A . ;

. Lo ' R . .
. )

Mr, ZORIN-(Union of Sovidt Soci.zl,.st Repum ics) (transle.ted from

ssian): I agrco with what hr. Proti‘!;ch has suggestcd and will read out the

=d

fUssian
texti as follows: "This report was approved by a.ll ‘members of' the Sub-Commlttee" ‘-f-~

é"

on a certain dote == "and is’ hereby submitted to the Disaxmment Connniss:\.on as a f'urther 3

4«

report on the Sub-Committec's work to da:tc.“ Is that correct‘7 N°: that 18 not L

parasra}h 6, I am rc,adn.ug paragraph 5 of the 'bh:er report. Paragraph 6 does:
not read like. that in Rus.,:.an. ) . . .\‘ =
On the whole I am in favour of the text I have read out from the.\ third.

report, as amended by ycu, That is the text I favcur,



™

ST e - 26 i

fYey

Mr, STASSEN (United States of America): If all the other representatives
‘ are agreed, I can accept the language which is contained in paragraph 6 of the

draft report before us and agree to the cmission of parcgraph 7.

Mr. ZORIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (trenslated from Russien):

In other words, I understend that there is disagreement between the United States

~ end the United Kingdom delegations, If, however, the United Kingdom agrees with the .
United States, then I will agree too.

The CHAIRMAN: I think there is agreement.

. Mrae STASSEN . (United States of America): On the basis of the English
text — I have not looked at the other versions —- I would suggest that the
. . . [

Secretariat should now produce & fresh draft, omii;ting'pgragmph Te

The CHATRMAN: We Just need to cross out paragrﬁph Te

Mre ZORIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translnted from Ru‘ssiax.x):

" The neﬁ text Mr, Stassen is referring to, the final text, that is, must, o.f‘ course,
include the additional material we have decided to insert in our report. - This
has not yet been inserted becousc this wrs not requested until yesterdcy,
Thié,. of course, mﬁst be. done in the final text.
I do not think there is ony need for us to delay a decision on this
question any longer". . We have agreed on thé text, Let us leave the Sccretariat

to put it into final shape so that it can be distributed to us todays

’



The CHATRMAN: Is there genercl greement thcn, thct the - rep or't shoum‘ u

be brought up to date to include materlal that was a.;ked to be mcludecl ycgterday, i

and that it .,hou-d finish at the wid of p:ragmph 6

Mr, SPASSEN -(United States of .»'unericzzi): " I assume it will include ’coday's“i g

material ?

A

c CHATRMAN : I toke it, Mr. Probitch, thet it will imslude any of

today's material that it is wished should be included,

Mr. PROTITCH (Reprosentative of the Secretary-General): Yes,

~

The CHAIRMAN: Now that we have disposed cf that problem, are there any -

S

further stetements to be made on the genercl points of discrmament?: SRR

Mr, STASSEN (United States of ﬁme'rica)f " At yesterday's meeting the
Soviet representutive made £ rather extensive stabement Vexpressing some Vviews,. :
vson ourt negotintions and our situation, =nd upon the positic;n of‘ .thej'United S’ca‘bes
in these negotiations, I will not‘mak'e an extensive reply. I hove rced the
pProvisicenal verbatim and have prevlously cxpresscd ny re grcts the.’c therc is not
agreement to resume the session at an earl:.er time, but I m.ll make th:z.s br:.ef

comment,

It is our view Jhat we have made substenticl prouzz.s.> towards ag::eanenb :i.n N
this series of meetings, We have taken time; we have at times moved slowly, ut
Wwe have moved towoards agreemert ~ towards a s:xgruf‘:.cant agreement for partial

measures,



(Mr, Stassen, United 'Stl'.e.‘(:-e'sv")";",‘_“

We ha.ve the outlines of agreement on a two-year suspension of tests und.er o ,
intenmtiona.l control, w:.th in...pection posts in the respactive territories of our W
Sta:bes. We have agreement on levcls of forces of 2.5 million, 2.1 million and - -
1.7 million for the Soviet Union and. the United States, and 750,000, 700,000 and
650,000 for ‘Fra.nce and the United Kingdom. We have the outlines of agreement for
‘a i‘.z.rst reduction of amametrhs through lists to be exchanged and negotiated, the
a.rmaments then to be placed in disarmoment depots under mtern..t:.onn.l coentrol, Ve
have agrecuent to begin an inspection system that vill include both ground end air

;c;?n?poncrrbs, end which will sefeguerd against concentrations and agoinst s.urprise,'a.tﬁack,
but we ctre without zgreement £s to just where thése initisl zones are to be,

""" In our viow the most important diffevence and the most important obstacle to

: the successful conclusion of our work in this series of meceting, has been the
umvil‘.l.incmess of the Soviet Union to agree ‘bo the ending of the production of
fissionable mterials for the memfacture of more weapons — atomic and hydrogen
bomhs, rockets and missiles and other weapons of that naturce Thisappears to us to.
be really the key difference in relation to recaching a conclusion on partial

measures.

There are meny points of diffez‘enoe, and on those e.reas where we have moved
close toge‘bher there are still matters to be resolved, but it scems to us, as we
review the reoord, and as we review the most recen*b statemont of the Soviet .
representative, that all the other issues are within what would seem to be a
mamgeable ra.nge of nego‘biations.

\J Ve

: . However, on the matter of the cessation of production of f:.ss;nonable ma.tex:i.als ‘

for weoapons purposes, wha.ch is the one key, practlcal move towards the enaing of -

the manufacture of nuclear weapons -~ ond which, in our proposals, is to be follcmed by the
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: vrcc‘.uctions in the qum t:.’cy oi‘ nurlear vrc,u:oons i

oconsidered at length, We have endeavoured to moderate :Lt to varv :Lt ’in the ho

/ Cel

obaect that it would require too much 1nspect:|.on. , 4e heve proposed that the

that is, the time of the cut-of’f - even as long e.s two years e.fter the aoreemen‘b

became effective, The covn.et Union has not given any suguestion o:f‘ a date. The :

&
'S

Soviot Union has constently compl:.ca.ted tm.s by eno.eavour:i.ng to oonneet it vn.th
other measures which it has agreed are :.mposs:.ble of atta.:.mnent a.nd whlch :Lts
officials have agreed oannot be controlled. It J.S practioal measure, 'lt :Ls one
on which we believe &1l the Members of.‘ the Um.teo. Natlons, e cept the uOViet Una:on
would wish to see accompl:.shed. It woulrl chan,ge the outlook of ’che world. , I‘b :

[ Tt '~,"‘.

would be e very mportant step. f', o o .7

.
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© in this matter) and consider whether it cannct be affimative on this key issue in
the General Assembly, in the Disarmoment Commission, in the Sub-Committee or in the
. First Committee — wherever it may decide to present its further position,

It would seem clear to us that the Soviet Union has an ample quentity of

nuclear weapons for purposes of defence. This i8 a0t a matter of making a proposal

. that the Soviet Union should wealen its defences.. Its government and military

leaders have often said that it had an ample quantity of nuclear weapons for purposes

* of defence, It does not appear to us, then, that there should be any insuperable |

difficulty in-egreeing first in I;rinciple to the cessation of production of

fissioneble materials for weapons purposes, then, concretely, to co-operation and to
scientists meeting to des'ign the system, and, finally, to moving towards the actual
cut-of £, if these preliminary moves can be successfully implemented.

If the Soviet Union would move on th:.s one very important point, I believe that
all the nations of the world would epploud the move, ond that we would find that; the
remaining ‘issues were definitely in the range of manageability, so that ‘Gh? |
remaining -gaps could be quickly negotiated through, treaties could be drafted and we
could move to the point of the cessation of nuclear testing, the reduction in force
levels, the reduction in armaments, the reducticn in militaxy. expenditures, the
reciprocal safegunrds agoinst concentrations of military forces a.nd the potential
danger of surprise attack, the lesscning of teredons, the releuse of more resources
and menpower for peaceful and constructive purposcS, and a rﬁutually desircble re;ulf:

in the interest of &1l aations,



(Mr. Stasgen, U‘u“bed S‘hates

When the extens.wc comment of the r”presentat‘lvg of tne ;.)O‘V:LP'ﬁ delegat:.on
is 'xna_l\y.;cd it seems to me that thl.: is tbe :.ssue wh:).ch otzmds out and it lS -
the onc which, without indulging in any extreme of claims or making any. asserti‘ons
or any charges, Wé simply surmarize for‘ the consideration éf ‘the Soviet Government

in the coming days, ,

&% the some time, and in ’che'sa;ne spirit, I say that the United States
'Govemment will review all the other matters that have come up in the varlous '
Proposals and the gaps which remain for ‘consideration, and that ,itv will 1qok
forward to our advance, at the earliest .posgibl'e date and in ‘any availa’.bie‘mapnéif,:; ;
towards a sound, sﬁfeguarded and mutually desirable"agreemenf that will imprcvé

the prospects of peaces

I do not intend to make a lengthy speech either, for z.r.uch has been
said during all these months of the Sub-:Comnu.‘btuo‘s work, and 1t is hardly l:.kely,:
that we sholl succeed in convinecing each other now thn:b so to spea_k, the whlgtlei:‘
has gonc. . ' '

I should only like to make a few observat:xons on thc statemcnts of Mr, Moch
and Mr, Stassen, since they touched upon c::r’ca.m points relating to the '-'ubstancel
of cur work, ond also to try to scme extent to assess the results o:f' our work. ,

First, as to the assessment of the situation., I must say that Mr. ‘Mo‘ch's
stifnate did not coincide with Mr. Stassen's. |

Mr. Moch stated quite fronkly that the divergencies reman.m.ng ‘betmen us iwéi_f'e‘/ .

many. and inlportanf.
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' (M. gorin, USR) Ll

Mr., Staésen, on‘ the gther‘ hand, tried to convince us that we have really e
'made some progress, that we have already prepared the outline of an agreemen'b-, -
. that we are agreed upon many questions,and that there is on_w. one question on

~ which we have not yet reached sgreement. |

| It seems tt;a nme that ‘bhis' is a rather different estimate, ' It should impel

; 1;15 'to consider what is the real situation in the Sub—Committee, This is the firét
" thing I wanted to T\

Secondly, regarding what Mr, Stassen saici on the most important or "key"
dssuc s.::.‘hc calied it. The most importont obstacle to cgrecment, he said, was
the wwillingness of the Soviet Union to agree to ending production for mi_:litaxy
. purposes, This is unquestionably a misreprcsentation of the Soviet position.

The Soviet Union is in favour of cutting off production of all types.of atamic
and hyd:ogen ’weapons and,A at the some time, of banning atomic weapons z'md
‘eliminating them from the arsensls of Sta‘b_es. This is precisely the task set us
.by the General Igsgembly. I would remind you all of the wcll-hown unanimous
General Lssembly resolutic;n 808 (IX), which proclaimed as e task the proh:‘g.bition‘ of
nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass destruction, in crder to ensuré the use
of a‘t}orﬁic energy for peaceful purposes only. It also set the te.sl; of prohjrbiting the
uée and manufacture of nuclear w.eo.po{u:s;; and weapons of ,m;“SS dcstructiqn of every )
type. ‘
The whole trouble is preoiéely that the United States and the other
' Wesbern Povers do not wish to fulfil this most irportsnt tesk laid wpon us

by the General Asserbly end by life itself. They isolste onc aspect



o

\

of this whole problem of banning etom:l.c weapons ancl try to deal W:Lth :l.t

/ r/

separately, This, not any op: «OSltZLOﬂ. of ours to 8 cut-off of productlon, 1s the-'
core of our disagreements. It c'loee not f‘.Lt the f'acts. ', ".."e have repeatedly expresse

in the Sub-Committee our regret and dlspleasure at tm.s very fact tha.t the estern

Powers, heeded by the United ewtes, do. not even m.sh to shoulder the tc.SzC of
banning atomic weapons and elimine t:l.ng them from the ".rsenals of otates. :‘hat is.
more, they do not wish to adopt a decision to renounce tne ‘use of‘ atom::.c weapoxts,
in essence they now also’ opposc a rea.l:.st:.c settlanent of the issue of hdtmg atem:.c
Weapons tests. That is where we disagree. \"hen Mr, IvIoch asserts thv—.‘b latterly
there has been a note of propaganda in the speeches of the Sov:\.et representatlve,,
then I must reply that what Mr. Moch said end what we have been hemng from the.
Western delegetions throughout these lest few weeks is 3.tself pronaf-anda. aga.:.nst
your position, The fact thet you say that you mnnot renounce or proh:.bit the
use of atomic weapons m.ll ‘not be to your advantage, of tha.t e may be qun.te sure.

You say that you ce.nnot halt tests as an 1sol..1ted a sepurete mea.sure

R i

because this would not end the armements race; thot will not help you either. _
You yourselves supply propagenda agam.,t your own/pos:rbion. . Ve do nqtf rieed o |
' special propaganda in this metter; we need only show th_e positien which yott |
occupy. | : - .‘ o
If you sey thet fot'ce level reductions ‘;.;_.14e re&}. on yeui' side, an€ add that\
you may later state more precisely how trarisit:i:on from one ste.ge to the next is
to be effected, that, too, 'is aéainst your cé.se;r that is yowr propagenda aga:mst
yourself, Lveryone now gealizes thut transitioﬁ from one stage to Itte next 1s x;..

linked to the settlement of major political issues, anC that the tremsition '
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(Mr._Zorin, USSR) -
| -is by fhis very fact dclaycd,”because' cveryone understands that major political
| issues cannot be settled overnight but that time and irmense effort will ‘
. -obvicusly be required from all Powers interested in their settlement.” Hoenee the
a _frénsition to subsequent stages, 'f viewed from your pocition, is in practice
o not feasible, We propose simple steps —to draft our text in such =z way that
o there shall be no obstacles cxcept tﬁe actual exccution of each stage. That is’
~all, Mr. Hoch's allegation of propeganda, therefore, is in my view devoid of
any serious foundation, and may rather be turned against yourselvess
I should now like to soy a few words more specifically about the
;vSub-Committee's work and some of its results, .
. The Sub~Cammittce!s present scssion has gc'me on for more than five mon?;hs'. It
’ m;ust, alas, be acknowledged that it has vroved incapable of caxrrying out the
important task entrusted to it by the United Netions General assemblys. It hes
‘failed to, nrrive at a constructive .clc:cision on any problem of disarmement, not
ev;;n on the urici® crd acute problaa of stlopping wtomic and hydrogen ‘
vcapons tests. VWhat is the cause of thiz abnormal situation which is giﬂg -
rise to profound concern among the widest circles of the world cormunity? As, in my view,
the whole course of the Sub-Committuels discussions has drrefutably shown, the
couse lies in the fact thut, whilev the Sovict declugation has untiringly'directed
its efforts towarde sctting the Sub—Committec's work on o businesslikc fobting; '
and mobilizing 211 available resources with o vicw to a practicsl scttlement of
the urgent problems of disu.nﬁamcnt s the Western delegstions have unfortunately
V:im;_pedcd progress by sctting various conditions for the settlement of the lkey |
problems of disarmament, thereby creating artificial obstacles to the attainment
of agrccment.

-



The Soviet Union's proposalc, Wh:.ch were 'based o a sobe:r appra.isal of ‘the
oituation and which, in the interests of facilitating agreemm‘é were mot:l.vatcd by a
desire to take account of its Western partners' wishes, did not meet with the )
reception they deserved frem the Western Powers, Instcad of responding to 'bhc chiet
Union's efferts at conoiliation ty meking corresponding concessions, the Western .'-‘ -
Powers unfortunately resorted to delay:.ng tactics and laid down imumerable condi‘bion
obstructing agreement, | . o

In the belief that in present oi.rmmatanoas the execution of praot:!.cal measurcs
¢f disarmement comnot be futther postponed, the- Sov:le'b Union put forward a programmc
of minimum end,even in present conditions, wholly practiceble mgasure_s of partisl -
disermament, | | . . |

The Westcrn delegations were compe.‘L‘Led to recognize 'hhe grea'b pract:.cal
value of the Soviet proposals of 30 April which opened the door to an ch
azreement between the members of the Sub-Cormnittee. -In view of the pressing need _to.', ~
pat a stop to hydrogen weapons tests the Soviet Unicn introduced on 12+ June ‘a". s B
straightforward and cleor proposal to suspend such’tests far twe or three years,

This proposel would have permittcd an ‘early settlement of the 'oroblem of halting

nuclear tests,had the Western Powers evinced any real desire to halt thems
Bu’c unf‘ortun..tely the Western Powers have not évinced such o desire in relation -

either to the halt:.ng of tests or to other higbly important partial disamament o



heames. As a remlt of this attitude of the:rs to the talks, the Sub-Comittee
"f‘liv'has been uselessly marking time, frittermg time away, and now :x.ts work ha.s come to “
 a standstill, . . | Ry
’ The unwillingness of the Western re.presentie'.tives. to cansider the views of S;cafeg
»which have displayed their anxiety .to consclidate peace and to settle the urgen‘b

i : ‘.pro'blems of ‘disarmement with all speed is gz'aphicz;lly demonstrated, too, by their

:,' opposition to the Soviet Union's propossl that an opportunity should be given to -
countries wh:.ch are not reprcsented in the Sub-Committce but have su‘mm.tted proposals
on disarmament to explain their views to the Sub-Conmittee.

" Vhile denying these States Members of the United Nations their lawful right to
c;ontribute to the solut:.cn of the disarmament question, the United States, the
/United Kingdom, Frence and Canada have at the seme time conducted negotia‘tions o
e behind the scenes with the leaders of the NATO militery bloc, whose plans ere all
- directed, not towards furthoring disermement and creating conditions favourable to
it, but on the contrary towards preperations far wer, \

The Western Powers have mede the Adenauer Govmnent vir*bually the arbiter in
-1';he settlement of the question whether or not there is to be a slerious_ agreemer*t‘.
Qon disermament, The Western Powers! obstinacy in defenﬂihg their old poéitian,s, .
‘vhich ellow no progress towards disermement, and their continugti;m of frultless .
ddscussions in the Sub-Com\itt.ee, have spread {1llusion ond 'deceiw;ed world public

opinion, |



agreement and enable us to find means. of remov:.ng them.‘ Any attempts ’co :meede a

be camouflaged, will mercly indicate that those Who msort to them feor a general
dlscussmn of the dlsammncnt problem and clearly have’ no desire t° solve lt
constructlvely. , ' g

The Soviet Union, for its part, is in f'wour of a broad dlscussmn of the

taken without de lay.

The Soviet Union will, as always, make stnenuous efforts to secuna o .
such an agmermnt and to settle the pmssmg problems of' disarmament 1n the‘
interests of peace and the securlty of peoples. Although we are<not
satisfied with the Sub-Committee's Work, ang although espec:xally of late, '.

the approaching end has made the dlscuss:Lo:os rathor more acrlmonlousf I ﬂf??l :

bound to sa& on behalf of the Soviet delegation that _the co—operation sl;oy@ Py .

s
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(Mr; Zorin, USSR) "
1l

the various delegations —— I would say all the delegaticng — in the Sub-corninittéé

.

deserves high praise. I shculd alsc like to express my perscnel thanks to all 'bhe
’ part:.cipants in ocur commen werk; we are, of course, all entitled both to cr:.tlc:.ze one
another and to meintain the pesitions which our respective Governments consider the
mosf corrcct. In my view the common task of us all is tc display a spirit of ..
co—cperation in fubire discussions, so as to facilitate scttlement of the enormous -
problem now confronting us, the solution of which concerns literully rnillions of _
persons, Thet problem is to halt the mmts race, yrohibit atqmic and hydrogen
weapons, renounce their use, and teke measures necessary to relax as cerly as poésible
the present tension in international relations -~ first and foremost in Europe —— and |
1o’ estoblish and cansolidate peace, which concerns the whole of mankind.

\ie believe that the settlement of 21l these problems -- cr at least a first step
towerds it ~- cspecially the cessation of atomic and hydrogen weapons .tests, céuld
establish a new climate in international relations end eliminate mony of the causes

of friction, and so facilitate internaticnel co-operation in the interests of peace
and the progress of mankind.

Mr, MOCH (France)(transloted frcm French): The rather short speech we

~have just hcord fell into two ports: one typed and prepared in advance, the other
hendwritten and improvised in the course of the meeting, If I moy say sC, I much |
prefer the second, which introduced a new note, “to the first, which merely restates
ideas we have heard before., But the second impels me to answer Mr, Zorin in a kindly

vein.



unanimously favoureble tc his ideas, as he believes, and that living as he does\

‘exactly twonty-three, including five youngsters who spent their nights, with great

(Mr. Moch France)

,'"

A long perhamen’cary 1ife = T wag f1rs+ elected tha.rty years ago ~— has, V
taught me o be dlspass:l.onaté. ‘Vhen I was young, I believed that everythmg my ;" :
party proposed was adlnlra.ble and everything that anyone else proposed was execrable::
I have grown up a gocd deal since: then. Ae for Mr, Zor:.n, he has remained yc-ung, e
very yomg. “He believes that everything that the UbSR proposes is "real:..,t:.c" ;

"concrete"”, perfect and that everythmg, ’che Western Powers propose is bad -- ‘thls

is the line he takes in the typed part of his speech ~-- contributes noth:mg, towards
the Sub-Coma.ttee s progress, is des:.gned to '.unpede its work, te.,tlfles to the ‘
Western Powera' unwillingness to d::.sam, or to call a halt to atomic explosions,
and so on, But in these matters polemice must give place to a dispas-sioneteh
approach, | | . -

I wanted to tell Mr.' Zorin in a friendly spirit thet the situstion in the ~

world at large is not as he sees it, that public opinion is neither wholly nor

somevhat in isolation and within a rather circumscribed nﬁiieu, even when in the
United Kingdom, he may pechaps not be fully eware of what people thihk 'outsiee, .

I should like to give a brief example., One doy a high—ramdng Soviet
official vei.th whom I was aspeaking cited the example of a little town in Fx_*aoce,
which I willvnot name, and %o prove‘to me thet public opinion was favourable to

his Govemment he drew my attention in passing ~- we were in a dar -~ to

:mscripm.ons insultmg one of the countries represented here, vhitewashed on a wall.
There were a dozen of these cn our route. "You see", » he said, “this is what
French public opinion says". I made & few enquirdies a.nd learned. that in that

community of 35,000 inhabitants the political group favoursble to the USSR numbered. T
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| devotion to the cause, in walking about with a pot of white paint and a brush and ‘j ‘

‘7 defa,cing walls by painting oﬁ'ensive slogens on them, As these slogens could 'be

seen, :?t was concluded that public opinion favoured that line of policy, which :Lt
r.;fdid not, | L
- I epologize for introducing this detail, whidh is not directly relevant to our |
work, But I should like to tell Mr, Zorin that one of our very great aifficilties
. is precisely to get public opinion in our countries to admit that serious work can

T 'be done with the USSR, = A'few days ago I went into my departement, where I saw

- militent workmen who reproached me for wasting my time here and said: "How do yéu
suppose anyone cen ever agree with the USSR? Iook at what is happenmg in other

j fcountries next to the USSR, what has happened in Hungary; how can you have th'e'
slightest trust in the USSR?" | o
— I do not sgy this to offend Mr, Zorin and the Saviet delega.tion. I want him\
* to understand that much will have to be done to stem the current, and that we shall
: };ave to restore confidence in both directions, not only in one, . |

| When I hear Mr, Zorin say, for example, that the Wostern countries, headed
Z‘by the United States, do not want atomic weapons banned, I toke leave to reply

" that his words as used are both unfeir and untrus, They oro untrue bocause the

" United States is not et cur.heed, I do mot consider myself in any way the
é\@bord.inate of my friend Mr, Stasseh.‘ The French Government is entirely :Lndependént
of the United States Government, These two Governments ere allies end friends but
" have equal Tights. This notion is perhsps b little Gifficult to understand in

* some parts-of the world. I cen assure Mr. Zorin that it is the one we hold in

K the West, |



When he adds that negotlations have ‘oeen conducted beh:.nd the- scenes vm:h the[;

heads of (}svernments a.nd the mllltary 1ee,ders of NAE[‘O and 1s surpr:«.eed I must
cxpress surpr:Lse too, :f‘or I am compelled to conclude from h::.s sm'pr:. e 'bhat when
he proposed to us. certam a.er:Le.l insPect:Lon zones mostly oover:.ng States w:r:bhm
the Soviet group and excluding all but a very smell plece of the Sov:Let Um.on, )
these Gorvernments had not been eonsulted prev:.ously and hed not g:.ve.n the:.r essent
That 1s not our wa.y of work:.ng :Ln NATO, and when we spee.k strong];y on behalf of
a certain number of Governments, that means that they have glven their prlor assent.
to the proposa.ls we are puttlng forward. Between that and say:..ng that we have ma.de f
the head of one of 'theee Govemments our arb:.ter in matters of . dl..a:mement there is
a whole world of d:.ff‘erence, an mfmite gulf which I will nct attempt to: ‘brldge.
To revert to pu’blic opinion, It is very difficultv to persuade the mon- .
Commnist world tha.t ccntiruing to prcduce ﬁssior able mterials for m:.l:.taxy puxpose
helps to rut en end to the nuclear IMS races Ycu have been very ld.nd
to us! ‘ycu have shown us thnt we were making propagonda ageinst cureelvesv.:
s1lovr us to be the better judges of what we cught to 8oy’ because what RN
we say we believe to be the truth, The Soviet proposal would mean either thet l '
tests were stopﬁed. while the production of fissionable materials for m:.l:.te.ry o :
purposes, with all its dangers, went cn; or that this cut-off of pi‘_educ‘bion,of o
fissionable meterials for military purposes was 1:l.nked to0 measures (for instance, B
the el:lmination of stoc.ks) q_uite ou'bside the rea.'l.m of control -~ in other words
with measures which would pre—suppose a confidence between ‘you and ourselves S
which, as I showed you .)‘ust now, “does not exist, I qan ‘assure you that wherever I :
go ‘and explein this, public opinion will be on my side and not ageinst mes th _

"I do not want to dwell on this,



o

| I now ‘oome‘to the improvised part of Mr. Zorin's stai
think it reflects him as he is much more than the printed
regard to this first part, I will merely reiterate our hoj
of the Soviet Government will change during the coming we:
fo which T have often referrcd. My most fervent hope is ¢
- who-represents his country on disarmament questions in the First Committee w= I
do not know whether we shall have the pleasure of seeing Mr. Zorin or Some other
. representative of the Soviet Gwement on the other s'ide of the table - m_'l.l
| make a violent and inflammatory statement against us twenty-five or thirty pageé
long, ending with two pages of concessiqns to show the Soviet Uni.on's gopd will.
That .is what Mr. Vyshinsky 4id in 1954, and I, already fan_rlyfaml;ar with hisl
method, was delighted to hear his violent attacks rolling for’t:.h throughqu’c the
first rpé.rt of his speech, because I was waiting for ;Fhe second part , the
- conciliatory one. This is the. hope.arou_ged in me by thé ‘.f‘:ilx.'st part of
| Mr. Zorin's statement,.-. , ) _ _ ,

4s regerds the second, I said just now that it mtroduced a new no*be. ‘

Mr. Zorin said that all delegations have shown a .,pint of co-operat:x.on - I |
thank him for these words on behalf of the French delogation and I do not think .
I shall be trespassing upon the province 61‘ the other three Westem couritries if
I associate them with my thanka — that he was grateml to all his fellow .
negotlators for their effoz‘bs in that direction. I, in turn, a.amn.t that our
discussions. with Mr, Zorln, though sometimes animated, have generally been

amicables I am convineed ~ and in this matter I am perhaps one of the



(Mr. Moch Franoe)

Westerners ledst 111-1n.f'ormcd on Sov:.et opm:Lon — that tpf: Soviet Govermnent '
for a series of reaaono Whlch I do not propose to. claborate, \s:mcere]y des:res )
peaces I think that it has not so far .taken the 'righ‘b road because it has
failed to realize the depth of that ocean of mstrust T mentioned ;just ncw,

But 1 believe, I still cherish the hope, that, better informed by Mra Zorin on

his return to ioscow, it will appreciaté the need to modify its position in -

order to narrow the gulf between us. ot any rate ’ we for our pert will untiringlyx;__:

' pursué the search for peace through controllecd disarmsment, -

The CHAIRMAN If no other reyres cnt 'L:va wishes to gpedl«: nov, perhnpu T

might say a brief word on behalf of the Unitecd K.mgdon delega’clon. .

Now that we have decided to adgourn wc must present 'bhe Dlsamament
* Commission and the General Assmmbly with our rcoort and w:x.th ‘an accoun‘b of tne
differences which exist between us as they exist now. He z;hall }NGlCOﬂlb the

comments and the views of both those bodiecs., We have no heéita'bion in thus

<

submitting our proposals to the appraisal of World opinion. We know that these A

proposuls are an honest attempt at a.Lgamamcnt and we are conflden‘c that the

et e

United Nations will recognize them as such. is M, Mooh sald, it is disarmoment ~ ,

\

that we are interested in, and not propagancz.

Moy I ¢lose on a note of regalism? We have made same progress this year :Ln S

the Sub—-Committee, if only in tHat' we now understand each other's positiong better?

but there is still a long way to go. There are major differences to be reconciled -

before we can reach agreement, even in principle, and if such an agreement :Ln

principle were reached a vast amount of detailed expert work would remain to be S
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done =~ work of the hlghest importanc: -~ beforc agreement in principle could be :
tzfartslated into agreement ‘in fact. My delegation has constantly advocated a starﬁ ’
:on this detailed work in those areas where we have been nearcst aérecmen‘t ’ and
we regfet that the Soviet Union has not yet fei‘a able to agree to this, Real
5 sermament will never be achieved as ‘long as it is sought as a means of
militury or political advantage. ‘Roal disarmement must give a roughly comparable
: increase of' security to all, and must demand roughly comparable sacrifices from
all, We believe we have achieved such a balance in the Western proposals, and it
':' is the lack of such\a balance that constitutes our main objection to the Sovie"c
_pr6posals. If wec can come to agree on this concept of balanced disermoment we
shall have made a really decisive step forward. .
Finglly, Gentlemen, it happens by coincidence that I am the representative
- today of the host Government and that I am also occupying the Chadr, and
th&efore it remains for me in both these capacities to express the warmest |
thanks of the whole Sup-Cmmttee, if I may, to the members of the United Nations
Secretariat for the most efficient and helpful scrvice that they have give'n us
) throughout this session. I fear that we have kept them here a great deal longer
than they expected, and we havé-. at times imposed some hoavy labours upon them,
They have résponded to the task nobiy, and we are very grateful to Dr. Protitch
and all his colleagues for all they have done for us.
Finally I would like to thank ny four colleagues and theb members of their
delegati.onsﬁ for the pleasant personal relations that have always existed between
~use I wish my cclleagues good luck and T look'fcn}érd to sceing them again as

soon as possible in the hopes of a fruitful resumption of our work,



Mr., STASSEN (Un:.ted St'\tes of Ar‘cr:l.'.,a) I'ay I make a vem- brlef commentf

on substance? T wish to~ ta.]\e note of the conmen‘ts made by the Sov:Le't represen’catlve,i

and partlcularl'f his al lus:Lons to our consul'i:atlons w:r.th other S’cates. - L would llke
to say that the Un:.ted Sta‘tes dele[,atlon took par‘b in 'consul‘tat’ions‘-with--gmany -o"ther'
States during these flve mo*uh H in every- J_nstance 1t \:as for the purpose of
advancing ana facilitating our worl: “L‘owards awreement The consuM:atlon was not only
rlth other States associated ’corether in NATO, but also with many. other States not -
associated vith NWATO. 'In every.instance we found that the G—overnments -Qf the ‘qthe‘x; .-‘J
States ccnsulted were in f’avoﬁr 'o_f reaching an agreement for pa.f‘&i.al n‘zeaeﬁ-..reé of
disarmament. No Gevernment we consulted was oﬁposed-to agreemen‘l':;“ No other
Government was pgiven a veto in any way over the policy of the Un:l.ted Sta‘bes :Ln
these nerotlatlons. Other Govermments were consulted in deference to the:lr v:Lews
and in deference to their rights in relation to the:.r own sovere:.gn te;c'rltory, ‘
where it might be involved in inspection zones or otherwise. I mig fht add that A
every one of the States consulted, so far as I recall,' is in favéur" of the
cessation of the production of fissionable materia.ls for weapons vpur.poses. .
Every one supports this key aspect whlch I referred to ea.rller, and whlch :Ls so
important for the successful conclusion of our work. |

We, too, look forward to resuming our work at the eerliest possible t;i.rrie .and“ §
under the best constructive ciroumstences. I't-is our undefsta.ﬁdirig that, as the

matter has auw been left, at eny time the five of us are in agreement on a.

construct:.ve resumptlon ot work, whether 1t is for one day or for a number of days,
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t as thcre is some other decision of & parent body to the contrary We would hope
- that the situation might arise in which we could mutually take adva.ntage of our ‘

Jur:.d:.ca.l rights and cont':.nue our work,

\ie deeply apprec:.a.te the hospltality of Her Majesty s Government, and I wish

- to express to our Chairman of today, the representative of the United Kingdon

delegation, and through him to his Government, the appreciation of the Government
and the delegation of the Unitcd States for the exceptional facilities, the gracidus

hospitality, and the efficient arrangements that have been provided during these

| ma.r\y months in Iondon., I presume that it is not only the Secretariat that we have

utilized longer than was expecfed, but also the facilities that the United Kingdom

has provided -- th‘ese excellent fncili‘tieé at Lancaster House which we have used

for a longer périod than was foreseen when we werc originally invited to meet here,
I would like also to take note of the genercus comment that thg rep'resent’a’cive

of the Soviet Union made on our working relationships. I express eppreciation of

" that comment and I reciprocate with thanks for the co-operation in our work

together during thesc lon;; months, and appreciation also of the manner in which we

attained better understanding of views and formed the working basis for advancing

in these important problems.

I should lﬂcé to add, from the standpoint of the United States delegation, a
further \7ord of appreciation to each of my assocmtes and to each of the members
of all the delegations in the Sub-Committee who ass:.s‘ced in these long endeavours.
In addition, I state our appreciation to the Secretariat, to Mr, Protitch and his
staff, to the interpreters and translators, to the verbatim reporters and tol all

of those who have performed such efficient and effective service.
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Mr, NOCH (France)(j:ransleted ﬁ'om Frend'x) - ﬁIr. Cha:eran, I have not asked ',‘

for the floor to speek on a po:.nt of. sx..b..tance, but mnrely — and very br:.efly —to
"assoc:.a‘ce ny delegat:.on With your worde of apprec:.at:.on,which have been endorsed b& ;
M. otassen, to Mr, Protitch, h:m :urmedlate stafi‘, the uecretam.es and translators,
not to mention the simultaneous :mterpreters in ’che.:.r glass ca ges who bear the bmnt
of cur discussion and to Whom we owe a great aebt of gratltude.‘ : ‘
I should like to add that, for the th:.rd un.me in mccessn.on, we have a.'L'L been
pm:'t:.cula.rly gratef\;l for the welcome accorded us by the Un:x.ted Kz.ngdom Govemnent
for the accompodation it has prov:.ded. in this bu:.ldn.ng wh:.ch is so Well su:.ted to our‘
needs tho.t we have remained in it much longer than we expected, and for the lcmdnese
" shown by all representatives of the host Govenunent to the fore:xgn delegatmns whose
members never had the impress:l.on that uhey were exiles on Brlta.sh so:.l but really

\ . [

felt themselves almost ab home Thor's wer . 7, Chelrmans

Mr. RITCHIE (Ca.na.da)'; I would Just like to say, as a vezy recent newem;er
to the Sub-Committee's work, what o privilege it has been for me to be assocn.ated
with those who have so much longer an experience in this field :.nk tlge pursm.t of
our common aims. ‘ ‘. ) . ' - R

I should like, on 'behalf of the Canadian delegat:.on, to echo 'bhe thank.s eacpres.xsedM
by Mr, Stassen and Mr Moch for the hospit&lity extended to us by the United K'Lngdom
| Government, We are rather in “he posi tz.on of people who came to stay perhaps no
more than a few weeks and who atayed for :f:we and a half months, which might be \ :

expected 'l:o put a slight strain on the host. But our host's kindness ha.s been equal

to the occasion, end we are very grateful for i‘b.
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Mr, ZORIN (Union of SQviét sbciaiist Republios) (translated from'Rus’siéhi)’: )

I would mere]‘/ add a few words to express the Soviet delegat:.on'f- gratitude to Her

Ma.]esty s Government for inviting us hwe, and to all the staff of the Foreign

;ijffice » who have attended to all our problems and needs and provided us with

pléo.san‘b and 60n1fortabie premises and gll the necescary conditions for our work‘; o

which has unfortunately not been as fruitful as it might have been in such good .

conditions. |

At the same time I wish to thank‘a.llrmembers of the Secretariat whe have

" ensured the contlinuity of our work and seen that the documents ;«vez"e acaxrate\

: :\ Jand properly ci.roulated; ‘this has heiped us find our bearings in 'all our work *

\ _:-. Ir;c.)re ggflcldy. :
“Before we close the meeting, I should like to ask another mirbr practical

question, ‘We must » 1 think, Agrée on the date of publication of the report, |

This is what we did last time, and I think we must decide this question nows .

What cen Mr, Protitch tell us on this point?

The CHAIRMAN: May I say how much my colleagues and I appreciate the

thenks of the other delegations for the services which we have, of course, been
' happy to i)i‘ovide here in Lancaster Hbﬁse in London, Ve look upon it au a great
| . privilege to have the Sub—Cannri.tteé" working here 'in London,
Before decla.rlng thb l‘37th meeting olosed I was go:Lng to ask Mr. ProtltCh
‘the very quc.gtlon that Mr. Zorin has Jue.. raised, and to a.scertain what he

/ sugges‘b.a with regard to the publ}cation of the report.



{

Mr, PROTITCH (chrc,.,c,nt»tw:. of the ccre’cd.ry-ucneral) - ‘I:Lll you f:.r

» allow me to. eXpress, on bonalf of my colle,agur-f 'md n*‘eelf' ny thanks to you all
for the }'md words you have said abovt 'Lhc Seurw*’cnua‘b"- work hcrc, and modestly

'.ni

to tell you that We were very prou:l to ;_,;;c,x,_,'b jOt’ .Ln your - mpor’bant Work on the B
- problem of usa.rmament. | v ) -
So far as thc rcport ic concerned my under.,tanda.ng 1s that :Lt hes been
4pproved with six paragrapho in Al, A thy qppccr in ‘the, d.ra_f‘t before you,l; ¥
“and tha.t we have tc add to the existing or'xft the thre,e.. documents whose c:.rculatlon
was requested yesterday —— namely, the clocumc,nu I‘L(quboth by the representatlve of‘ |
the USSR, containing his etatenent of I+ and. 5 Septn.mbc.r, d that requested by
the representative of France contaa.m.ng his statement of 5 September. s
Regarding the question ofv rclease,» I ’ch:mk the only Luggested date could be
next Wednesday at noon, ! Jew York timeve The reason for that is to give- us - ‘
sufficient time to fly these documents a.nd the rcport to New York and to reproduce

them there, Of course, the records will be re.produced as qua.cld.y as poss:.'ble, ‘ s

has been done in connexion with the fourth re,port.

'

Mre ZORIN (Union.of Soviet Socialish Repubhcs)(trmslated from Russ:Lan) "

Does that mean the tenth or thu elcventh"

. Mr._PROTITCH (Representative of the Secretery-General): At 12 o'clock

noon, New York time, Wednesdoy; 11 Scptembor,
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| .- The CHATRMAN: I gather that today's cawrmnique will follow the usual .

lines but that instcad of zaying when we shall mcet again it will state that thé -
Sub-Ccrxmit*:cc adopted the rep'or't and reccsscdj.' . |
| I gathcr there are no objcctioﬁs to Mre Protitch's suggestion with regard to ‘l
‘the report, | :
. The commnique will read: ‘

YThe Sub-Comndttee of the Disarmament Commission hbl('l its one hundx;edl
and fifty-seventh meecting on 6 Scptember 1957,E at 3.30‘ peme at Iancaster
House, under the cnairmanship of the Right Hon. Allan Noblc, Minister of State
for Foreign Affairs, and contimued its discussions. | |

The Sub=Committee adopted its fifth report and recessed."

The meeting rose at 5.50 p.ma ‘






