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Present:

Chairman: Mr. Spaak (Belgium)
Rapporteur: Mr. Clementis (Czechoslovakia)
Mr. Ferrer " (Argentina)
Dr. Arce (Argentina)
Mr. Martin Australia)
Mr. Harry Australia)
Mr. Valle Brazil)
. Mr. Wilgress _ (Canada)
Mr. Hsu (China)
Mr. Soto-Del-Corral (Colambia)
Mr. Fawzi (Egypt)
Mr. Parodi. (France)
Mr. Chagla éIndia)
*Mr. Amador . (Mexico)
Mr. van Blokland (Netherlands)
Mr. de Morgenstierne  (Norway)
Mr. Winiewicz 2Pola.nd)
Mr., Zurayk Syria)
Mr. Medved (Ukrainian SSR)
Mr. Vyshinsky (UssR)
Sir Hartley Shawcross (United Kingdom)
Mr. Connally (United States)

DISCUSSION ON THE AMENDMENTS TO THE RESOLUTION ON INFORMATION ON ARMED

FORCES OF THE UNITED NATIONS, REFERRED TO THE SUB-COMMITTEE AT THE FIITY-

~ FOURTH PLENARY MEETING OF THE GEMNURAL ASSEMBLY. (Document A/203)

Mr., VYSHINSKY (USSR) suggested thaet the Sub-Cammittee begin the
discussion on document A/203/Add.1, the United Kingdom amendment to the
resolution (A/203) on information on armed forces of the United Natioms,
and on the USSR amendment to this document presented by Mr. Molotov
verbally at the Fifty-Fourth Plenary Meeting of the General Assembly.

Sir Hartley SHAWCROSS (UNITED KINGDOM) seid he preferred to start the
discussion on paragraph 3 of document A’/25)+, a text of the resolutiom in
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which an attempt was made to include the United Kingdom and USSR amendment
He had made it clear in the General Assembly that his agreement to the

USSR proposal to submit information on armaments as well as on armed

forces was conditionai‘on the establishment of an International Supervisory
Commission, Sﬁnde he would have to vote against the inclusion of armaments
in the first paragfaph of the resclution if the adoption of the

Supervisory Commission in the third were uncertain, he suggested the
discusslon start on what was to him the vital third paragraph,

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that document A/203/Add.1 had been withdrawn
and replaced by document A/25k,

Mr, VYSHINSKY stated that his delegation would be in a difficult
Position if document A/203/Add.l were withdrawn, for the "gentlemen's
agreement"” in the Fifty-Fourth Plenary Session of the General Assembly
depended on it. The USSR delegation had suggested the addition of
armaments to the United Kingdom amendment (A/203/Add.1) calling for the
verification of information on armed forces. On the basis of the
United Kingdom acceptance of this USSR amendment, the USSR delegation had
accepted, in principle, the establishment of the International Supervisory
Commission in the United Kingdom additional proposal. The USSR emendment
had been made to documsnt A/203/Add.l. The n=w document (A/254) replacing
A/203/Add.1 was completely different and if A/203/Add.1 we£§ withdrawn he
wished ©to be free to adopt a new attitude.

Sir Hartley SEAWCROSS declared that, as indicated oun page 445 of
Supplement A to .Juur2al 57, the recoad of the Fifty-Toorth Plenary Meeting
of the General Asserbly, he hed made an additional rroposel defining
specifically an In7tzraational Superviscry Comnission, the estaﬁlishment of
which was the condition of his accevt.ng the USER aneudment to include
informaticn on e.mzpenta, Mr. Molotov had sccepned thins Aclilional
proposal in princivie, and the Gencral Assembly had referred if 10 the
Sub-Camittee togetasr with documeni A/203.

/Document A/254
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‘ Dooument A/25% replacing A/203/Add.1 had been drafted by the

Un:ltéd. Kingdom delega.tion in order to facilitate the work of the Sub-—
Committee. It included the USSR amendment cn armaments, and in paragraph 3,
the identical language of the United Kingdom proposal introduced in the
Assembly, with the addition of one sentence linking it to the draft
resolution on disarmament accepted at the Sub-Camittee’s previous

meeting.

He wa.'s prepared, however, to withdraw A/254 and base the discussion
on what had been agreed in the Plenary Meeting of the Assembly, returning
later to document A/203 to make any necessary changes.

Mr, VYSHINSKY observed that page 452 of the record of the Fifty-
Fourth Plenary Session showed Sir Hartley had proposed referring
document A/203 and A/203/Add.1 to the Sub-Camittee. 4s indicated by
Mr. Molotov's remarks an page 456, the USSR delegation would vote in
favour of A/203/Add.1 on the condition that the USSR amendment to add
Tarmaments® were accepted. SubJect to this addition, the USSR delegation
also favoured in principle the second United Kingdom proposeal.

The new document A/254 differed considerably from document A/203/Add,1
in the order for the submission of information since it called for
iﬁférmation on armed forces immediately, but on amaments not until a
month after the International Supervisory Commission had been established,
The Security Council might never establish this Commission and there
would then be no obligation to submit information on a.rmaments. The
General Assembly 1tself should decide this question. The new United
Kingdam proposal made a clear d\istincticn between armed forces and
armements s:ach as atomic‘weapons, rockets, etc. and the USSR delegation must .
insist that information on both be submitted simultaneously. | A/203/Add.1v

‘had been clear on this point, and if the United Kingdom and the
United States agreed to submit information on all armaments, the USSR
wag ready to accept the proposal, He thefefore thought that discussion

Jmust -
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must be based On A/203/Add.l.

Mr. van BLOIC[AMD (BE'I!EERIiAI\HJS) pointed out that the origlnal USSR
proposal under ‘rticle h3 of the Charter for 1nformation on armed forces |
of Mbmbers on non-enemy territories had ngWn by logical steps to include -
armed lorced in ex-enemy statee, armed forces at home a11 armamsnts and
finally a system of control The original purpose of the resolution in
document A/203 was to speed the imclementation of Article 43, but he

doubted whether information on troops which dealt with totals not types
‘would assigt the Military Staff Camittee in this regaxd, . The idea of
| including armaments was good in prﬂnciple but he also doubted whether the
dif'ferent information supplied by different states in accordance nith this
broad resolution would be of any assistance. |

He therefore questioned the utility of thisbresoluticn. The
implementation of Article 43 and the related question of troop withdrawal
was laid down in paragraph 4 of the Resolution on Principles Governing
"~ the General Regulation and Reduction of Armaments adopted at the prerious
meeting., Either there must be a very~detailedvexamination or the question
should be abandoned and the Sub-Camittee should limit itself to the
resolution Just adopted. | | o |

Mr. PARODI (FRANCE) observed that fram the begimning of the discussion
he had pointed out that balanced and progressive stages in disarament were
of fundamental importance. This balance must be maintained in each of the
.necessary stages The original USSR proposal to report.information on
armed Torces abroad not including ex-enemy states, had not been balanced,
ano the lnclusion of ex-enemg states then of troops at home and finally

"the guestlon of armaments, all in an attempt to reach a balance, had led

to the present difficulty, Elther the idea of a resolution in addltJ

‘ to that on disarmament should be given up, or, better, the Securlty Council

‘might be recommended to see& information for the enforcement of that part
of paragraph h of the disarmament resolution which called for the
‘progressive and balanced wlthdrawal of troops abroad, Information on

/armed forces
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armed forces abroad might be collected first' in which caSe‘only the Tirst

three points of the resolution in document A/903 would be retained.
. Lo ;A . .
Mr, CHAGLA (INDIA) recalled Sir Hartley Shawcross’ Btatemanm that '

wdisarmamen.t mnst be progressive end in gradual steps. Either the
. oo .
Sub-Commwttee could seek the larg st comman measure of agreement on this

. W
L‘_ 64

b‘addatlonal resolution or scran it as an independent resolutlon because
the disarmament resolution already covered the question. He did not think
it nas.poseible to achieve unanimitv on this additional resolution and |
sugoasted the disarmament resolutﬂon which had itself been a long step

iorward should be observed for a year or more. The Sub—CommJttee, therefore

T

should go to the Gereral Aseembly Vith only one resolution, “The Principles

. PR § :
GOVerang the. General Regulation and Reduction of Armaments " ywhich could

be acceoted by acclamathn, v
Thm CHAIRMAN assoc1a+ed hims 1.!. with the rema.rks of the RepresentatiVeg

v;of the Neth rlands, France and India. The resolution under dlSQuBBWOn‘ B
L A/203 had alreadv been adopted by & large majority of the First Committee
;and had been referred by the Assemoly to the Sub—Committee only to clarify

the text as a result of many ccmplicating amendments. He pocnted out to
the USUR representative that 1t was not practical to believe that thc naﬁor
‘ states could give information on all their armements by 15 December 10h6
nor th&u the Security Council could set up a Supervisory Commission by o

l“ January 1947 ‘The Atomic Energy Commiss*on had been debating for
e * 3 ;r?

months on the cuestion of atomlc weapons alone. He asked the representative
of the United Kingdon.ii he really believed the Sub-Committee could agree
in a few hours on even an inter:m International Supervisory Commwssion.
The great powers would certainly not accept inspection unless they were
sure it was carefully worked out. . o | v

In his opinion nei the1 the USSR or the United Kingdom amendment was
'practical and the only solution would seem to be to add a paragraph on e

InTormation to the Resolution on the Principles Governing the General

/Regulation
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‘Regulation and Reduction of Armaments. This resolufiqn;went even further
“than the original proposal of the USSR requiring infofﬁﬁtionﬁah troops, for
it called for their withdrewal. Tt might be well to recommend the Security
Council to report on information received in accordance with this resolution
in order to mske it clear that the resolution was being implemented.’,The
important thing was the decisive step teken at the previéus meeting in
adopting the resolution oﬁ-disarmament.l
‘Mr. MAKIN (AUSTRALIA) pointed out that, whatever the ctrcumstances, the
© United Kingdqm and the USSR representatives had épparently miéunderstood
‘_eaqh other. He believed the Sub-Cqﬁmitteevshould adopt the course suggested .
be the representatives of the‘NétherlandB, France, Indla and the Chairmap.
Sir Hartley SHAWCROSS (UNITED KINGDOM) noted that he had been saying |
thrgughcut that information such as regquired by the resolution in A/203 was
almost valusless and of & transitory nature. He fealized that at the Plenary
Session there had been difficulties of confusion, tension, and 1hterpretatiog
but page 446 of the Journal Supplement showed that his second verbal |
emendment differed from A/203/Add.1, and that information on armaments was
;ito be submitted only after the Supervisofy Cormission was sstablished. His
Vremarks recorded on pages 449 and 455 showed that there had been no chenge
of attitude by the ﬁnited.Kingdom delegation, The only possible value df
the resolutioh in document A/203 might be not in the actual information
‘supﬁitted, but as exhibiting the confidence among the Great Powers.
| o Mr, “VYSHm_SKY (USSR) dented Mr. Makin's suggestion that there had been
m;supdéfstanﬁing. The USSR proposal was clear in asking that information
qﬁ armed forces and armements should be submltted simultaneousiy,
| Sir Hartlej'a hurriedly submitted proposal had been only for &
_temporary Superviosry Commission and the USSR .delegation made no objJection,
The USSR delegation would approve any date mutually acceptable for‘submisaian
of‘inforﬁgtion on armed forces and armaments bﬁt the mein question‘was that
“r\arméd forcearand'armamants were inseparable. Some delegatiané now thought

b | ' [there had

4
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‘ 'there had been too much ha.ste d they could not a.ccept the proposal. Mr.

RO [
Y AT

E Molotov had made the poeition o:f the USSR deleéation: clear at the Plenary

’\4‘
.. N

Session‘on the proposai. to submit informatim o’ a.ll armed forces. a.nd
1armaments1 a.nd the USSR delega.tion would like to hear the answer of the_“
1 United Kingdom and the United States. ’I‘here nad been no change in the *
“position of the’ ﬁSSR delegation, which in.sisted that the two aspects oi’:the

same’ queetion be treated uogether. - Other delegationa however had appar.ently

Dane o 3
T ':J

; _:!changed their positions. o
~ Mr, VYSEINSKY eaid he could not aocept ‘the suggestion a(lvanced' by ‘some
;; delegatione of adding a new paragraph to the Resolution an Principles '
' ’Governing, the General Regulation and, Reudction of Armements ‘because he
-Aconsidered the ‘resolution a.lready complete and additione might lead to
.diseension.‘ ' S |

o Mx COM\IALLY (UNIIED S‘I‘A’JIES) thought the comprehensive resoluticn which
'he.d Just been ado_pted f‘ully met the need for disarmament a.nd he would regret
to see anything interfere with or impede fthiis mommental achievement The
"measures now: beélng considered weie temporary and the Security Counoil would
call i‘or all-appropriate- information when 1t todk up the whole. problem in the
near future. |

‘Sir Hartley SB:A.WGROSS (UNITED chnom) wished to amphasuze that his

proposa.l did not depart i’rczn the principle oi‘ eouity. He had agreed that

4

x,».

information should be given on armammts and armed forces at the sa.me time
and had made Jt clear that the United Kingdom wa.s prepared to give full

informatim 5 but OIllj e,fter a system of international control had been

[ ¥ 5

. establi shed.

The CHAIRMAN a.ppealed. to the Sub-Comm:Lttee $0 adopt the I'ndian proposal |

; ) . r DY l .
to decide that the reeolution in document A/203 was eomred by the resolution

O disarmament Unanimity, including the United Kingdom and the USSR was

necesaar’y to avoid resuming the debates in the Firet Committee and General -

Assembly and the Indian propoee.l was 1ogica.1 consistent and conciliatory.

/W‘mmmz
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© Mr, VINIEWICZ (POLAND) pointed out that the terms of reference of the
Sub~Committee were to cbnciliate the points of view expressed by va.rilous
delegations on the resolution in document A/203. If this could not be
accanplished, a statement such a.s"tha.t.ysuggésted by the representative. of
India could be adopted or the failure of reconciliation be reported to the
Assembly. Perscnally, he favoured the latter course which he would put in a
formal motion to the Sub-Camittee.

Mr. VYSEINSKY (USSR) observed that the original USSR proposal (document
A/C.l/B'i") had been greatly cha.ngedv‘ end consequently he had voted in the First
Camittee against the resolution in document A/203. The Rules of Procedure
must be followed and a decisioﬁ should ‘be teken on the question referred to
the Sub-Comittee 'frcm the General Assembly. The USSR délegation conld not-
- agree to‘the Indian proposel merely to secure unanimity and would therefore
‘maintain its position. |

‘The CHATRMAN then suggested the text of & new resolution, refer,ring to
- .peragraph 4 of the Resolution on the Principles Governing the Generael
L R’egulafion and Reduction of Aymaments a.rid to replece document A/?.O3; Hé

~ added that in the absence of unanimity the Sub-Coammittee must proceed ’pb.a
.vote,

DECISICNs After makmg'aeveral drafting changes, the Sub-Committese
adopted the follow:mg resolution by 15 votes to 2 with 3
abatentions:

- THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

- DESIROUS of implementing, as soon as possible, the Resolution of
December 1946 an the Prineiples.Governing the Regulatiom and /

Reduction of Armements,

" CALIS UPON the Security Council to determine, a&s soon as possible, the
informatiom which the States Members should be called upon to furnish,
in order to give effect to thié Resolutian. _."1::‘-:‘,7
It was agreed that Mr, Clementis would continue ias Rapporteur for this
redélutic’n and explain to the First Committee the proceedings of;‘the _
Sub-ccmni‘btee in full.

The meeting rose at 8:10 PeI. ‘





