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ADOP‘I‘IOII OF THE PROVISIONAL AGENDA

- There" being no objections, the LHAJ:RMAN daola.ad the, provisiona.l agenda
adopted.e AR : -

vorsm“m.nom oF THL FESOLUTICN ADOPT’D AP THE THRSE HUNDRED AND TWENTY-JHIRD
PLEmAm VEWTTING OF THE CENGBAL ASSHISLY O 13 IDCEMEER 1:50 (496 V) (CCNTTHUED) ¢
DRAFT RESOLULION SUBMITJED BY THE UNLITD STATES CF AMZEICA (A/AC.50/%/Revels
Alnc 250 /5) :

Mr. DAYAL (Indda) said he had indicaetod in previous ‘statements his .
delegation's genoral attitude to the problem tefcre the Commitise and had .
expressed the hope tlat the Great Povers would bs able to accept in principle
the . proposal to merge the functions of the Atomic Enorgy Commlission and the
Cermissiun for Conventlonal ArmAments into a single Commission, thus ending
 tho somewhat illoglcal errangemsnt whereby two separate bodles dealt with a
ratter wvhich could more appropriately be considered by a single body. That
armédmﬁa was, ; he believed, one reascn why. conparat*vely ‘113tls progress had
een mals in‘the past in the l:lmitation and control of arraments, both atailo
“end conventionals

The adoption of a cov-rect procedure for the considsration of the problem
- wouid at leest prepare the ground for & better directicn end co-ordination of
effort, . though the prcblem of limiting ermaments in & world full of dangerous
tensicng would not themby e automatically solved., khat &s required was the

will and determination on the rart of all concerned, and particularly of the
Great Powers, to bring armamsnts under control,

/His delegation
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His dsleogation hopsd thet when the new campiseion vas set up 1t would
glve earmeat considexation to the problem of effectively basning the use of ths
atomic bowbe If atomlc energy could be used in the widsr Interests of hum&nity,
for the control and cure of disease, for, scisatific ressarch, in Industrial -
procosses, and to awgusnt the world's pove: resouress for domestlc and industrial
purposes, 1t covld indeed uchay in & new era. Wrongly used, 1t could be the
greatost Instrument of destruction the wvorld has yet seens His delegation felt
that the United States draft resolution (A/AC.50/%/Rev.l) did-attempt to offer:
a genuino basis for the coneidoration of the provlem of limitation and control of
a.xjmmahts. while the new commission to be set up under the draft resolution
would derive the fullest berefit from the experience of its predecessors, 1t
would not be bound by previous plens but would be prepared to consider on thelr
merits, any other plans which might be bdrought foxward. In the detailed terms
of reference which would be drawn up, he hoped that flexibility and a spirit
of accommodation, rather then rigidity, would vrovail,. His delegetica wowld
like to see the early establishment of the ccnsolidated commission so that -even
in the midst of tle current ermaments rece there might be a constant reminder
.of mankind!s obJective: & world free from fear and *the spectre of wars In
that hope and bellef, his delegation would vo%e for the draft resolution,

Mr. TSARAPKIN (Union of soviet Soci&lis’c Republics) said that since
his delegation maintained 1ts view that the question of the reduction of
armaronts and. the gquestion of atomic weapons formad an indivisible problem, 1t
did not in Prinoiple oppose the establiehment of & single commission within the
-i‘ramework of the Seturity Council to deal with both questions ’ ‘provided the
basic obJective of that commission®s work was the general reduction of armements
and the prohibition of atomic weapons. :

In view of the lmportance of obtaining una.nimity among members of the
Committee, his delegation wished to propose certain amendmenta which, 1f adopted,
would enable his deleva.tion to support the United States draft resolutions -He
moved the amendments conta;ned in document A/AC.50/5.

- /mhe CEATRMAN
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_ The CHAIRMAN proposed that the meeting should be psuspended to:'allow
time for -the US3R amendments co be c;zhuluted in wr*ting to the.nmembers of the
Committee. o ' '

‘v

- The meeting was szsyended at lO SS a.m. and was resumed at 11.50 a.m.

. . Mr., NASH (United States of America) said he was ndt sure that. he: fully

understood the scope of the proposed USSR amendmenus (A/AC.50/5) to the -
United States d:aft reeolution (a/ac. so/u Rev. 1) _'Tle problem with changlng - '
language in a preemble was that such recasting sometimes had significance for
scme: that 1t did not have for,others. A;though the importance of the preamble .
sheu&dfnot be exaggerafed,‘he 88W no need to’dﬁsertuthe words "the prohibition.of
the atomic weapon" in the eecond end thifd pafaéraphs; the fourth paragraph -~
cf the preamble- adequately covered tﬁat point and had ”the further advantage of -
reproduecing the text of the relevant paragraph of Geweral Aseembly resolution
kg6 (V) verbatim. Moreover, the United tates de;eoation thought that the-
deletinn of the fourth parcgraph mightvce inﬁerpreted as an attempt t6 depart from
a decision of the General Asseﬁﬁd&. Therefore it‘couid not sdﬁpoft the third "
smendmeut. . - . .. | . ,’2 A IR
is delegation had no stromgviews on the proposed USSR amendment. to the

operative, part. of the United States d‘aft resolution. The wording of that
amenément seemed inadequate, however, in that it related only:to 'atomic energy and
conVevtinnal armaments and made no reference to ‘armed- forces. < He therefore
suocested that if the USSR delegation was amenable to “the idea nf omitting all
references to a title, the phrase "to be known as the ‘Commission.-for. the Control
:0f Armaments and Armed Forces in paragraph 1 of thd operatiﬁb part of the
United States draft resolution m*ght ‘well he deleted ‘and “that 4t should be ‘left
for the General Assembly to decide the question 'of tha" ‘£itle ‘tn be ‘glven to any
_~.new body- which might be estaOlished 1n accordance with the propcsals contained

in the . draft resolution. . ) T Mo e e '

- e

"c

-.‘..‘, .

questior by the CHAIRMAN, irdicated that, if necessary, his amendment could be
clarified later nn. o

He understcod the Committee's desire to reach a solution to the problem
of the international control and reduction of armaments which would be

/acceptable
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eccopteble to all the Merber Stetes and the five Grost Powers in particular. He
did rot feel, howsver, that the faeilure of ths Alomic Energy Commission end the
Comission for Conventional Jrmemants to achisve groatar progress could bs
ascribad solely to tae fact that two diflerent bodies had been tackling a problem
vhich should propsrly have been dealt with by crne. Tho more esteblishwent of a
now organ to caxry on the work of the two Commissions would not end the prosent
stalem=te unlsss the whole pxbblam‘ of atomic energy ard counventicnal armaments was
approached with a differsnt attitude. Somo concrets evidence of good fatih
should Ye forthcoming to sudotartiste the avowed desire of some delegations to
get out of the impaess in which the United Nationg?gound 1veelf.

The United States draft resolution, in the fourth paragraph, referred to
a pla'n which had not provided a solution to the problem end which, in the view of
the USSR delegation, would tend to porpetuate the seme evils which had hitherto
prevented the United Nations from settling the qusstion of the internaticaal
control of all axmsusnts and armed forces.

He urged the Cornmitiee to give careful cansideration to the proposed
USSR awmendments and in pariiculer to ths propcosal that the fourth paragraph of the
United States draft resolution should be deleted.

QUESTION OF THE COMMITTEE'S DRAFT REPORT TO THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

Mr. IUNS (Netherlards) suggested that a preliminary draft report of the
proceedings of the first six meetings should be prepared and circulated to the
mombers of the Committoe for their commsnts. The remaindsr of the report could
be drafted aftor tho Committes had concluded its work.

\,

After a brisf discussion, the mesting was aé;ournad'until 29 August,
g N\ R
N

The mesting rose at 12.35 p.m.

27/8 pum.





