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!l~1?-:".::":f.~i":t-:; _ _2f_t_t~-Fo:);.J-Q~"j Ef'L~E-~~~'?:??~'2-.Q.f __ a R:?.~~'_).uti_SJ_:l._Q~_D~rn)nr; the 
General .G\-;r;·..;.1.Ett10"1 a110. Reduce:! on o:i" Arr,lr:L~"t.Jnts ~ 
--·----~-·0'----~·------~~.,--w--·-~---

Paragro.J?h 5 as Adopted in Sub -Co11'4-:ti tt.£_e......lt. 

The CHAIR~!lil.N remo.rkod that the oricina1 l_)aracraph 3 of, the United State 

text (doc1.1ment A/C.l/)0) had been adopted and that tvro proposals vrero now 

before the ])rafting Group for the cecond part; 

Add after parc.graphs 1 and 2 and after the first pa::t of parncraph 3 

(United States text): 

"To ensure the adoption of measures for the reduction of 

/ armnrn.en ts 
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a~e~ts and. 'P?'·ohibi~ion of the u.se 0f atomic enereY for !llilitary 
pu.rposes ar:.d ot.cer ms,.:;or ireaiJor:s adaptable for mass clestruction 
there sba1l be este:hli.s'1ed. ':T:L thin the fr&~.euork of the Soc-u:..·i t~•' co--""cil 

, ., t,. rl <.·L.l ' 

~·110 cea:r <=ws ua:1.n responsibility f0r p€:aca and security. an inte::.'Y!ational 
sys~~em operatin~ thlY~ugh speoja}. crga).Gt w~1ioh o:q,;ans sl.tall G."C)rive 
the~r po~>'ers anc. Gtatus from the Conve~ltion or Conventions un::er ·dhich 
they a:ce established.." 

Ser)ond P~oposal -------
AU.d the irord.o after the resolut:to:n c.a.uotei above: 
11 . 

a."'ld should iJ1clude~ 

11 
(a.) A Coxdseion co.."!l.petent in th:: :x.attar of the rAd:.lction of nx'.tn£.illents 

inclu.<'~ing the e:pplicction of any necessary SJsteLl of cr.m·::;rol. and. 
inspect:!.on. 

"(b) A Cornlill<.Jsion competent :Ln tbe :natter of t:.t3 ·pr.·Clh:l:~:I~·ln.:.'l of the 
use of E'.tc:mic e:n.s:rgy f'~J!" vrarlike p·ll1~poces ar..d. i t.s oor.-trol and. 
SU?Br'"vision fo;:- pet.:-Jetu:l. pnrp(js0s ani :!:1 :r·er:;E.:t.i to the p:>-:'Ohi'Ji tion 
of. othe:r maj ~~r IV'eapons adaptable to r.,3.BS ci.es·cr~A.otion ":: 

Ylr. V'tSfiTlqsKy (USSR) declared he cou.i.d. ad..o-pt the fi:rst pr~:rposal if 

the Wt')rd.s ''of control and. inspectio'..111 -.rere insort.eo. after "international 

system."· He wished. to om.lt the S!7cond Tro:rosal end luave to tl:.e conventions 

vhich 1-rere to be .dre.fted., the definL .... on of these commissiox~.s and. their 

· fUllctions. 

Sir Ea:rtley· SF~r'lCPOSS (DNI'l'ED EJI'fG·OO.M) saicl he wnuld. ar;cevt the first 

proj;losal as amended by 1-~r. Vyshinsky with the ar:.c.i tion of the fol:!.owing 

Eentence: 

HOne cf ths ore::ans estabJ..j.shed e.s part of this system sh?.ll have 
power to prohi"oi t the use of' nevr major weapons as oocaeion r:my 
require." 

Mr. VfSH!TlSK"f d.id not object to the substance of this ac.di tion 

becau.oo he 'WaS sure one of the colllll:lissions to be estaulished wouJ.d. receive 

under a -convention .t..'J.e·-po;-;er to prohibit. Re oppcsed its insertlon in the 

resolution· ao an unnecessary attempt to o.ef':L-::e ti:e povrers of a Co!II!!lission 

which would be sat forth in the . convr;mti•Jns. T'ne last clause of the first 

IJrcrpoeal "'Which . • • • • -esta.bJisheda Vd.S a general formula on which the whole 

COir!llli t tee oould. ag..."'ee without entering into further data Us • 

Iv'.r. CONNA.!JJ .(i.Jif!'I'ED STATES) aamnn8cl that the wrd "c:ontrol" in 

Mr. Vyahir.Sq's pm"'ase ''of control. and inspection" meant tlae widest poss:l.ble 

type o.f co:"ltrol which mig.b.t be spooUied in the conventions and would 

relate to the entire subjectmatter. 

/Mr. 'VYSHIT~SKY 
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Mr. vYSHTh"sKY tuss:R) ::t-eplied··t-hat Mareha~ S~ali!l.-\lE!.d said. the~e must 

be a stronlt i~ternational control, · This Dlf,lant e.ft:ective inte~"nationa.l. control. 

Sir Hn.rtley SRAWCROSS (u~"'TED KlN(',DiJM) pressed fer the tnclusion of .· 

his idea '\-These substa."lce Mr •. Vysh:i.nsky appeal"ed to have acoept~d, &"li pr•:Ypoaed 

that the following alternative amen~~nt be a~ded at the end of the first 

· propo~:~~l: 

"The said conventio::J. or conventions shall contain provision for·· the 
11 • 

p:-ohibi tion of other major weapons a.a occasion ::nay require. .. 

: :tv~. 'PA...'10DI · ·(FRA.i~CE) and the C:trfo_IR1AX1 fe:.t this text was sa tisfacbry, 
~ ' 

• 
but V..r. V'ISriD~K'l rejected it. 

. . 
Mr. CLJ:lvJE:~TIS ( CZECROSLOVAEIA) proposed to insert "no;-; or L"'l the 

future" after the ·w-ord "adapta"!Jle". 

Sir Bartley SRAWCROSS (UNITED KllTGDOM) declared he would accept this 
'·. '' ,... 

proposal if tJ:.~e wo:-d 11prohibi tiCJn" were aclied to t..l:te words "co:t?-trol a;Ild 

. ~ .iJ?.Spactto:n.11 '"hich Mr. Vyshinaky had suggested. M:i.~. Vyahinaky' s · def:L"li tion 

_.,:·of a· system .as one of "control and inapection" did not give the power of· 

prohibition .to any control COlDIIliSaion to be established. · Since the, setidnd 
~· ' .... ~ . ' 

,lil,le of th~_ proposal inclucled t!le wore. "prohibi t:±.onii, thet-a hiiou~.C.· be-·no) : 
, . . . . ~-- .. . . . . . 

obJ~·~1~qn,t~ its innertion !ater on to show clearly th~t-·one ·orge;n -wctud' pe 

entitled to prohibit any riew major weapons. U=i.less such a- pol19r· :were- vested 

in a control organ, t!1e Securi.ty Cov;.~cil veto :m1c;ht at some time prevent· the 

proh:+bJ tio~ .Qf newJ,.y invented weapons. ,,-,,· .... . : -~.) 

Mr~ VfS:triNSXY (tlSSR) _opposed the U:c.ited Kingdom Delegation's suggestion. 

The idea of prohibition was alreacly t:.;;ntioned in paragraph 2 ar.~.d in · . - ' 

paragraph 3. 'l1he convention coi.t!d give the power of prohibition t(..) t'he 

commission. It should not be inserted in tl:le resr)lutich unC.er discus&i6n. . . ·• . ~ . 

The Drafting, Gr-oup had alraad.Y concluded at its pr(nrio:Us mes·~ing that . ~ . . . 

prollibi t+on was a.n objecti Ye, wherea•" inspection and· control wer13 methpds· of 
. . ' 

work. The three could not be treated _on the BSJile plane. 
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· M'l:'· Vyehinsky<f!:)lt'Mr• Clemantist -proposal to insert '~now or in the. 

futura
11 

covered the e6:.J.tit.gency of newly ~nvented weapor:.a against whj,.ch 

Sir l:Iartiey Shawcross ~rished to provicle, 
/ 

The CP.'A!Bf.ti.I\N · l?ropo sed. to change the wo:::-da of the first prope>aal attar 

"peace a.11d. security" to t~1e follovring~ 

"a system which "rould. work thro"v~3h special o'~g~s whon.a po·~·e:r.s., 
includirlg the prohi9i tion of ne·" ma,jor •reapo:-:,s as need m:1y a:d.se will 
ber deftned. by' the Convention or Conven.tic.~;c .. s u..'tlder. which they are 
establiB~ed.11 

• 

The Delegations of France an.cl the United Kir.[sdom d.ecla.:red this text 

accevta~:Le. 

Since the Chairma~ls propqsal was not acceptable to ~. Vyshi'tlsky, 

I 
Mr. SPA.fl.K cfferG1. the alternative of i.Dse:rting Mr. ClE)mantis? idea as a. 

final clause to be aclded to pat'acra-ph 2: 

"including the p:rohJ.bit,ion of ato::nill Emd aD. ot..."1er major weapnl.1s, 
present or future, adaptable to :nas~ destr"J.ction11 • · 

Mr. CO!J!iAL.'tY (UN.L'L~!D S~r..A'.rE3) o1?ae:':'-v$d. that Mr~ Vyshinskyis definition 

of an international. syste!ll as one "of control ar?.d ins'pection1
' exclud-ed the 

power of prohi'bition from a co:m:uission to be established by treaty, That 

po-w:er was nacessary to e.void turninG ov~r tl1e question of prol'llbi tion to· 

the possibility of a Security Council veto; Therefore, either "of control 

or of ins:;:>ection11 must be omitted. or the-·United. Ki:1gd·Jm Delegation's 

amendment should ~e inserted in the seo~nd part of para~~aph 3. 
I . ' ' . '. , . 

Mr. PARODI (FRAWCE) agreed with Mr. Yysainsky that there was no r..eed to 

repeat 1n paragraph 3 the idea of prohibition already expreSsed in 

paragraph 2, and proposed to insert the fo.l.lowing clause after. 

"international systell!": '!as mentioned. at the end of paragraph 2 11
• 

S;tr Hartley 811..'\.WCROSS (UNI'i'.m!l' li:INGOOM) ::a.graea. to this pr:oposa:l. 

M't'. 'V;J."'S:aNS.F...Y (t1SSR) accept(ild t~~is formula on condition that th~ 
. I 

amena~nt to the last clause of the second ~ragraph adopted at the previous 

•' 
meeting should be changed to read: 

'./"for· the c.reation 



- "for the;~~tlof+ ... of. ~.n.l.n~~~~i?Jl&l sy~tem .of, ~?antral .a.pti: 
inspa?tion and. for the· prohibitfon - - - • · -

t:. 

The CHAIRV.AN po:i.nted out that Mr. Vysh:tnsky meant a c6ntrol :sy~t~tn ·could 
. _;.. ' .•· ~ . ' .. ! ' 

control or inspec-t;:.,'but could r..ot prohibit. The prohi:biti~n was to:~e 

established by a convention. A system of' control would superv.ise '\;he 

prohibition. 
. : '",- •. < ...• :. 

Mr. PARODI (FRJl..NCE) reposed the problem before the Drafting .Gl;{)UP· If 

a new major weapon were discovered after the original conventions -p~ovided 

by the Security Council had been ratified, must a new convantic:::l 'b~ ratified 
• 

to prohib~t such weapons or would the commission esta'b1ished by.the original 

convention have the power to prohibit the newly discovered weapon? 

Sir Hartley SI"i.AWCROSS (UNITED KING!)OM) moved that "of colltrol and 

inspection" be removed from the first proposal and the following inserted 

in its place: 

"as mentioned at the end of para·_3raph ~~ horeo:". 
· .. :.; 

Ho asked \'That objection l'ir.' Vyshinsk;y could have to the adopted text 
'' 

in puragruph 2 if he agreed that the commission which prohibited atomic 

weapons would also.be in charce of inspection and control. 

Mr. VYS!IINSKY (USSR) remarked that one or more conventions would.cioncern 

the prohibition of atomic and other Jn£jor weapons 1 whilo the aume or other 

conventions would establish commissions of control·/ and inspection• ' :S:is 

objection was to place control,· inSpection and proh:i'bitior{~~ the. same' 
. ~--· • : . -. .. ~ <:!': •• ' ...;· ~ ··.J·- ~~, 

footing~ Control and-.inspection werG methods, while prohibition was "ari · ·-

obJective. There could be no ~ystem of :prohibition. 

\-tou.l.d supervise prohibition, therefore he proposed to change the textf"'~F,.. 

paragraph 2 after the words "convention or convention~" to.the.following: 

"for the creation ('f an international system of control and ., 
inspection, .these conventions· to include provisions f~. the . 
prohibition of atomic andla,ll other major weapons present and 
futur~ adaptable to mass dQatruction". _ 

. • . ' .' .- j' • .. •. 

. : '·• 

The Drafting Qr~up acc:e,Pted the pr.opoaal of the delegat~; .for th,e: 

United Ki~dcam ·to insert "ana anned forces" after the words ''reduction of 

armaments" in the first proposal. 

/The CHAIRMAN 
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\ The CHAIRNAN the~ read the final approved version of the second part-
., ' 

of paragraph 3: 

11 To ensure the adoption of measures ·for the reducJcion 
of a!"1::l.3mc:nta and a:."med forees a::1d prohibition of the 
use of ai:iomic ene1~gy for milits'.'Y ~apoaes and of other 
maJor weapons a.ci.apte.') le now or ·:tn the futuro for mass 
destr-c::.cti(m there sha:!..l be established wi t~1ir. the :fz•amework 
of the Security Co:-:...'1Cil, who 'bear tne mai:..1 respons:lbi.lity 

·for :peace ancl secu::-1 ty, an i:ltern.etional system, as m."3ntioned 
at the emd of •?arag:rapn 2, o:parat:Lng throt<gh special organs, · 
which organs shall d.er!. ve thoir :po·i~ers and. stains fron tl1e 
Convention or Con-ventiox:a wider which they a:::-e esta'b'lished." 

Mr. REID (CANADA) e.-~resse'd the vie1? the Committee shoulc not repeat 
'· 

in the second part of paragraph 3 the l~nguage at the close of p~rag~aph 2. \r 

He proposed t:1at t~is seconi part co!(J:jlence: .-./ 

11 And to set up the international syste!l'! recorrJ!Jlentled at 
the end of paragraph 2 •.•.•• "· 

Mr. Reid also believed the lengu.age of .paragraph ~ did not E~.dequately 

cover the use of atomic energy for peaceful purposes, an i:m:;;>ortant term of 

reference of the Atomic Energ;y- Commission. The firs·c sentence of paragraph 2 

covered all the-phases of ·tl1e Atomtc Energy Corntr.~tssion's w-::>rk as set forth 

in Section 5 of the Assem11ly resolution, but in i-l;s second sente:n.ce the 

conventions specified did not include among their objectives the control of 
~· 

atolnic energy for·peaceful purJ.)oses, 

The Canadian Delegate finally agreed to e.rop his first suggestion. He 

was unable hm-Te7er, ·to accept. the ·views o! other speakers the.t .adequate 

reference to all the ·objectives of the Atomic Energy Commission were 

contained in the first pa.rt of parag::-aph 2 and therefore rese!'v:ed h:ta position 

on the· second .Canadian suggestion~. 

Mr. PARODI (FRMiCE) asked in the name of the Atomic Energy Commission, 

of which he was Chairman, that nothil'lS in the final text shmtld prej'lldge 

· · the Oommissi_on' s findings. If the Atomic Energy. Comm.ieaion should decide 

that a control e;x:ercised fl~om the outa1.n.e upon atomic energy produotfon 

wa~ 1im~;t'act1-cable and. impossible .at some stages and order an inte1"1tational 

·,/Atomic 

,. 
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~.. • . •. . . • ~ . • .... • · .. , r- . . .• '· ,.· ~- •• : . ••. •.· • r· ' . . -~ . ~.- ...• • . ·,. 
disarmament resolutf-orf~ "Mr. Parotli "'eXJ;tessed will1n8Iless ·'tb accept' the··' 

paragraph's ·wotding, .:achieved ~th .. so mlich.c.i:iifidulty, but· in.'th~· '' 

~Understanding that lioemtrei·~· should h:nre the b:roadest :P-:>'soib'1e meaning· end 

should include the poastbi i1 ty of an interna t!ona;l author:f-cy managing . the 

prodlicti'on at· atlo:cifc ·ene~gy. 

'Th~ b:a'Am~·.~·:iflled that the Cmnmt'ttee agreed with Mr, ·Par~di'a·· .\) 

inte~etetidn. The Conmii tteet B resoluti;il did not pvejudge the a·yateri(idf 

commtssions to be :set up in c'onventions drafted by tho S9cu=i ty Counbil tn 

the llght;df: the .. ~epor~s of the ·Aton.ic Energy Com::rlsaion~ · The reaol~tion 
.. 

neither provided fbr nor prohibited a;ay organ performing the work of' direct 

ma...:,.aee~nt. · · 

P~~~'i:'4/ cn...:t.:h~ ]~i..A ~f··~ ~!J.gJ.R:.'l TeJf::L!~9~t·2.~...£l Su"b·Q~i!tee 3 and 
. ~endme~V.ll.:k£~ tted 'by the !:SZ£jia."2;_8:1~~t~~~.!.~.~ .. P.~.~~~~~~: ... 

Mr •. YYSE.INSK"l '(USS:rt) :proposed to.amend the second sentence, to ~ead as 

follows: 

• .'i •. "It reQoromenda .. the Governments t9 unclertake tne. J;>!"0/3re~gd v~ ~n<;l 
bala;..1.e~d · v..d. thd;~·a'A"al:of for-c3a s {.l tioned in terr 1 tor:: ea ilnd t!le · 

. immediate wi thdre:'ro.l of forces atatio:i.1ed in t:ne 'terr:i. tories of 
Sta tea· Uembere .·of 'vhe Ub.i ted· Nations v.1. thcmt thef:rJ cor.J:lent ·' ·. .. . 
consi&te~lt wt th the Charter and· the corresponding reduotion of 
natio~..al armed forc.ea'!. · · : · "1 ''. :;·y. 

Mr. ~SRTijSKY explained that the :p:b.;case "i:n. due course" vas use,d'' to'· 

provide, for suob epe~ial ci'rcumstances as were' invoived fn 'the. trobp' :;.} 

Withdrawals :planned t~· take place w1 tf.dn · three mo~ the:' after ;;'he honol~~Ibn of 

peace .·.treaties· with Italy and. the ex-aatei·u te states'~ .:u'Th:e 'other ·~jor·· .. ~ 

change was int;;na~d.;; th make cl~ar the.t 'tlie ·~rdgre~a'i'y'~· withdl"'S.Wal of troops 
. ~ 

I • ' ' '·~ ' '.,, • 0\1 ~ .• !· ,• f ;· ,. •· ',•1' •' :' •''! : •• i• r '·'·'"·' ·. I' • '. •' ~ •''' •• ' • : 

and tJle progressive reduction Of ··:national torces' ~toU.!d proceed stde by· aid~. 
' : . '· '. • ... • • . .: f'') ' .. '· ' . •.• > .. : ~ . . . . . . . ' ' . 

. The Dra.ftiilg Group accepted tne hhostitutlon or·· ·n ex-enemy" fbr i•t6re1gn". 

After obj~c~t:t~· h~d b~e~; ~cie. t;· the' s~gestioh 'of. delay in the :phrase 
.. . . ' ( 

''in due' tiine", th~ .. c'omlrii tt~e· a~C"epted' the' follo.dng text' ·propcis.ed by . " . 
: _l_; ,.· < . :,: jbtr. · Parodi 

. ~ .... ., ....... ' \ ...... '·'• .... 

• 



· :Mr~ Parodi to take care ·of. the· problem: ~.r. Vyshinsky · had:_lli.entioned: ·: "The 

teni tories, taking into account t.l}e noeds of oocupatton". 

Sir Ifartley Sl:TAlvCROSS (tmiTED KINGDOM) felt that· the Soviet 'l.i'riion'J a· 

amehC'iiDent requiring "published treatit'a" wa.a un.."l.eceasary, ·· a:t::.c.e tb~ Charter 

in.Article 102 required pu"blioation of all t~eaties. 

In ?is opinion,' the free consent to the presenGe of foreig.'1 troops'·, 

Oxl a· nation's territory was \the problem of that SO'Tereign state alone. 

The .A,esenbly could o:nly state that the: presence of f'ors!'g::~. troop$ ehould 

·not be ld thout a na t1on n s free consent. He also objected. b:> t!1.e :?~!r:'l.~e 

in the Soviet Uhion? s a.!l'llind.'!n.Qnt ~and not CO!ltrad.icting international 

He considered the proposed amen~~nts were outside the Canmittee~s 
~ 

terms of refe:::oence, sinoe they raised the nevr it'l.ca of limiting d.e:'llobi:!.ization 

of national forces to the to·tals of troops wi thfu.~a~tt.n from stations abroad. 

Mr.· CO!~f!ALJ:f (t'Nl'TEiD S'E\:11]:.3) did not appro\Te of the suggest~d 

requirement for "pu~olishod. treaties;'. Registration of treaties wae 

directed by t~e Charter. Consent to the presence of foreig~ troo~s in its 

territories was an act of sovereignty that could not be abridge~. If a 

oou.."1.try <;'bjected. to the presence of troops, 1 t col'.J.d. protest. This point 

of-view had been the basis fm· the Unite~- States D3legationFs araend:m~nt 

to this pare..graph, ·whi-ch the Committee had adopted th~ previous day.. The 

:~amendment had been drafted to allow such cases as the ruaintenanoe of . . . ' 

United States troops in the Par...ama Canal zone on land leased from Panalll?-. 

Mr. CONNP.LJ.JY ·also pointed out ti!at the p.t'Gposed Ip.dian a:nend.!nent 

had intended to recommend general disarmament. 'r.ais refleoted the 

generally approved objective of ,a re,:!.uction in the pres~:nt hv.ga standing ' 
armies. . lie inquired whether Mr. Vyehinsky1 s. a:mencl:iiwnt ai!nsd at raducing home 

a.l'JD.ies on);.y .to the exten.t of troop l.'"ithdrawa.J,.s fl-om. territox-ies abroad, 

. Mr. FA\'ZI (EG!l'T)· felt that if the text clearly L"ldicB.ted that all 

/treaties 

• 
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treaties or agreements were to be "consistent w:t th the.~ Ohart.er"-; ~the problem 

of "published 'treaties" ·would be removed; 

Mr~ VYSHTI!S~cr (USSR) explained that the instatence on. ''published 
. 

treaties" was to guarantee the bona· fi.des of the agreements~·- He pointed out 

that_ Article 102 di~ .not insure the pubuc·ation of all treaties, as 
.•. 

Sir Hartle;v Shawcroas had _remarked, ·ceoause its second paragraph definitely, 
.. • :··._(· ... . . 

. ~nvisaged the possibility of unpublished treaties. The phrase "a:J.d r .. ot 

contradicting international agreement.s" had been drafted in the light. of 
' ' ' ' ·,' , • , . . I :·, . . 

such an accord as that of December 1945 by the Council of Foreign Ministers 
.. . ' \ . 

;Providing for the withdrawal of botl .. United States &ld Sov1.e·t; tbio:n forces. 

from China. Although the Soviet Union's troops had been wit;hdra·..m, he did 
. . 

not think that.this was the base with those of the United States. To provide 

for such a case as ~his, the Soviet Union's amendment said the presence of 

troops ~ast be in accord ~~th internation~l agreements, 

The. link esta1)11shed by the am.end:nent between wi thdrawa~ of troops from 

abroad and the reduction of natio:.1al forces at horr.e did. not inrplu, that 

demobilization Of national forCeS WOUld be lim'lJGed to the total bf thoSe 

wi thdra"m from· abroad. 

Sir H?-:t'tley SHNtT\L\~38 stated that his delegation did. not want 

demobilization to be li~:ted to the total of troops withdi·a~ from abroad, 

but wanted home· forces so recluced as to do a"t'le,Y with h'Jge standing armies. 

That was the purpose of the whole disarmament proposal. 

Theref'ore, he suggested he could agree to Mr. Vyshinsky's amendments 

' if the :following f'urth'er ·sen-tence ·were added: 

"The Assembly fU:rthBr reco:mmands the progressive demobilization 
of national forces." 

. . . 
Mr. VYSRTI~SK.Y (ti"SSR) declared the Soviet Union. ~f3:ndme>nt to the .Irldian · 

draft_ was base.d on three proposi t~ons: 

(t.t) 

-~-'{b). · Troops. should not be located in foreign terr1 toriee in c6ntl1.ct 
' .·.• - . . , ,, 

' ·-. 

/with 
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with international treaties j 
~. • • f - i. ' • ', ,· '~ .• 

(c) As troops were· wi t:rill.rawn ::' .rom abroad 1 thl7re should be a 
balanced reduction 0f national forces.. Xh:!.s bala.""lced reduction 

. would onl.y be a pa:::-t of the ge~J.eral disarmament· to be provided for • 
by conventions referred to in paragx'aph 2 of the resolution ... 

· The CHAIR~ observed that a free and public cons~;nt. was·.IIlO!_'e. :1mpo;r:tant 

than publication of treaties giVing that consent. ·,Theref-qre he ·felt tb:e 

phrase 11 consent freely and publicly e.JCpressed" could be·substi'tuted for the 

phrase o{ the Soviet Union Delegation 11oxpressed in published treatiee.-" 

Mr. SPAAK then pointed out that the India:n d.raft .genere.lly approve~ by 

the Committee at its previous meeting clearly expressed the ideas of 

·pro[;l:'essi ve and balanced withdrawal of. forces from abroad and also the . id.ea 

of a .reduction of arma:meats, but established no link betveen _these tvTO points 

To make reduction of troops dependent on wi thdrmval of troops from a'J;lroad 

·ra-ised a nelT issue and might change the substance of· the adopted. text. 

The U'.tiAIRMAN then proposed the f'ollolling revised text for para3!'aph 4: 

"The C-eneral Assembly, re3a14 ding the :proble!ll of 
security as closely co:P.nected vrl th that of disarma.-nent, 
recollJln.€mds the Secnri ty Cou..'1.cil to accele:4 ate as much. as 
possible the placing at its disposal of t:r..e armed for·ces 
mentioned in Article 43 of the Charter. It recommends 
the Governments to ~Ddertake the progressive and balanced 
't-Tithdl"lllffi.l, taking account of the needs of occupation, 
of the.i.r forces stationed in ex-ene!DJr territories, and 
the 'J:;_·'.:hwa'l·tal without dslay of forces stationed in the 
te:c:c.i·sories of lV.ember States vr:'.thout the,ir consent freely 
and p1.•.blicljr expressed in treaties or agreements consistent 
with the Charter and not contJ>a<iict.ing international· 

·. agreements~ ·. It fU:l.4 ther recomm.er:.O.s a .t;oxresponcling 
rcd.uctio:n of national armed forces, ana. a general 
progressive and balanced reduction of these national 
a.riOOd forces." 

··.: 

The Delee;;ates f6rc~the Soviet Union, United Kincdom and United States 

proVisionally accepted this text but reserve« their positions • 
.'," · 1 · 'r 1 .. • ··.: ···:,: 

Discussion of Additional Soviet Union Amer0ment 
ffic"~~riDTc ."f]_@ Ad£f.:J"c0r:;:!T--· ----·---

The CHA~1 read the proposed amendment: · 

"The Gftneral Assemb1Y1 dG<::J:ms it necessa:::•y that all States 
: · 113mbers of the Uni'ted ·l'mtions s.:1ould. submit inf'o:r.mation to be 

submitted when the Security Council shall consider the propoaat 
for·. general reduction·· of armainents 11

• 

• . /Sir Hartley SRA\-TCROSS •. I 



'. 

A/O.l/Sub.3/W.lO 
Page ll 

Sir Hartley SHAWCROSS (UNITED KJlnl~l) said he did not oppose the 

amendment but :proposed i te redrafting thus: 

"The General Assembly conoid.ers that: all States Members of 
the United l'Tations should perio·:lica.lly sub:mi t inforlna.Mon reGarding· 
all their armed forcos and a:::wmaments. This ini'ormation should be 
submitted to the Security Covncil when the same has entered upon 
the consideration of proposals ~'or d.isarmament and has established 
machinery for the verif'ioa·tion of such informa:hion, The in.for!ll!l.tion 
oho.ll be in a form to be specified by ·~he Security Council. '1 

Mr. V"Y&'RINSKY (USSR) stated that the USSR amer.J.dment did not propose 

periodic reports but the submission of. information to the Security Council 

in connection with the general plarJlln~ of disarmament. Tnerefore, he 

could not accept the United Kingd.om delegation redraft. 

Sir Hartley SHAWCROSS (WTITED KINGDOM) replied. that periodical 

aub:i:nission of information would make sure that States were reducing· their .. 

armaments in accurdanoe with general disarmament :plans. 

The meeting rose at 3:40 :p.m. 

NOTE: This Summary is an unofficial rec0rd for the use of the 
·secretal'iat and has not been ver.ified. by the Delegati'"~ns. 
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