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Redrafting of the Following Paracrarhs of a Resolution Cencerning the

General Peﬂu78t1ﬂn aud._Reduction of Aruansntss

"Paramraphs 1 and 2 as Adovnted in Sub--Committee 3

Parsmraph 3, on the Basis of Texts Submitted by the United States.
USER, United Kingdom, Irench and Csnadian Delesations;

Paragraph 4, on the Basis of an Indicn Toxt Adophed by
Sub-Cormittee 3 end Amendmenis Subrothea by the Boypiian aad
United Ctates Delegations.

Paragraph 5 as Adopted in Sub-Committee 3,

Secend Part of Parapraph 3

The CHAIRMAN remarked thet the original peragraph 3 of the United State
text (document A/C 1/2C) had been adopted and that two proposals were now
before the Drafting Group for the second part:

First Proposal

Add after paragraphs 1 and 2 and after the first part of paragraph 3
(United States text):

"To ensure the adoption of measures for the reduction of

/armanents
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armaments and prohidbition of the use of atomic energy for military
purposes and other major veapons adaptabls for mass destruction

tper? sha}} be estahlished within the fremevork of the Socurity,Council
W0 cear tae maln responsibility for peacs and security, an infe"“aniOn;l
sys?em operating through special organs, which organs éﬂall deri;; i
their powers anc status frowm tie Convention or Conventions un&er‘wkich
they are setablished." ‘ -

Second Propesal

Add the words after the resolution quoted above:

"end should include:

[} . . .
{(2) A Commiscion campetent in the matter of ths reduciion of armements
ncluding the epplication of any necessary systen of conhrol and

inspecticn.
Lt . N - W e
(b) A Commissinn competent in the matter of ths prohiniion of the
uee of sttmic energy for warlike pwrpoces and ite conircl and
supervision for peaseiul purposss anl in reesrd to the prohibiticn
of other major weapons adarptable to nass destruction.”
Mr. VYSHIASKY (USSR) declared he couwld acopt the first proposal if
1" *
the words "of sontrcl and inspecticn” were inssrted after "internationsal

1 . . ' )
eyster, - He wished to omit the sscond rroposal and leave to the conventions

which were to be .drafted, the definil.on of these cormissions and their

- functions.

Sir Hartloy SFAWCR0SS (UNITED XIMDOM) said ho would arcept the first
rropoeal. as amended by Mr. Vyshinsky with the adlition of the following
centence: |

"One of ths organs established as part of thais system skzail heve

power to prohivit the use of new major weapons as occasion may

" require,” ‘

Mr. VYSHINSKY did not obJect to the substance of this addition
because he was sure one of the commissions to be estallished would receive
under & convention .the power to prohlbit, He oppesed its insertion in the
resolutien-aa.an wnnecessary atitempt to dsflne the powers oan Commission
whiéhiﬁould.be,set forth in the,conventions. The last clause of the first
~ proposel "which .... estabiished” was a general formula on which the whole
Comunittes could agree without entering inte further detalls,

M?. CORNATILY (iR{ITED STATES) assumsd that the werd “coatrol" in
Mr. Vyshinsiky's phrase "of control and inspection” meant the widest possible
type of control which might be specified in the conventions and would
relate to the entire subJect matter,.

[Mr. VYSEINSKY
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Mr vYS HINSKY {USSR) - replied {hat Marshal: Stalin. had said there must

.be a strong internationai contro -~ This meant effective internetional control.

Sir Hartley SEAWCROSS (UNITED KINADOM) pressed fer the inclusion of
hia 1des whese substance Mr. Vyshinsky appeersd to have aooepted, and proposed

that the following alternative emendment be adled at the-end_of»the‘first.»

‘proposéi4 ;

"mhe said convention or conventions ghall contain proviQion for the
pronibition of other major weapons as occagion may require. :

"Mr “PARODT - (FRANCE) and the CHATRMAN folt this text was satisfactory,

'but Mr. VYSHiJSKV redected it.

M. CLIMEATTS (“ZHCHO%LOVAﬁlA) proposed to insert "now or, in the
future after the word "adaptable”.
Sir Aartiey SHAWCROSS (UNITED KINGDOM) declared he would aooeot this

proposal if the wo"d "prohibition wsre added to the words ' cuntrol and

:}inspeotion rhich Mr Vyshineky had suggested Mr. Vyshinsky's def‘n*tion

of a system as one of ' control and 1nspection did not‘gite the'ﬁowei of -

prohibition to any con trol commission to be established. - Since’ the sencnd
line of the proposal incLuaed the word. “prohibitxon , ‘thetrs sﬁotid'bevncf:
objection %o its inse“tlon Tater on to show c1early that ‘otte orgen weuid be
entitled to prohibit any new maJor weapons. Uhiese suoh ‘a pover were vested

in a contrcl organ, the:Security Couuicil vetc might’&t’soﬁe*time‘pfeVentfthe

ot

~prohibition of newly invented weapons . CE T T

Mr. VYoHINSKY (USSR) opposed the United Kingdom Jelegation ] suggestion.
The idea of prohibitioanas alrealy rontioned in paragraph 2 and in

paregraph 3. The,convention could give the powsr of prohibition to the

- commission, It-should not be inserted in the resolution-under'diﬁcuséion.

The Drafting Group had already concluded at 1ts previous mesuing that

prohibition was an obJeotive, aerea* insPection and control vere metapds of

work, The three could not be t eated on the same plane,

./Mr' Vyehinaky'
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MY, Vyshinsky*féiﬁ'mr.fClemsntis'"proposal to insert "now or in the-
z future covsred the con+1ngency of nawly invented weapons against waich

Sir Hartley Shawcross - W1sned to p“ovwce,
7

The CEATRMAN® propvsed to change the wovds of the first proposal alter
"peacg and security" to the following:
"a system which would work throuzh speclal orgsns whoas na&era,

including the prohibition of new major weapons as need may arise will

by defined by the Coanntion or Conventions under which they are
esudbllu“ed”

The Dalegations of France and the Uhited>K;ngdom‘declared tals text
acceptable, ’

Siace the Chairmgn?s propesal was notbacceptabls to Mr, Vyshinsky,
Mr. SPAAX cffered thé alternative of Inserting Mr, Clemantfs?;idsaras-a,

final clause to be added t0 paragraph 2:

"ineluding the prohibition of etomic and all OQher me jor weapvns,
pregent or futwre, adaptable to mass destruotiﬂn .

', Mr. CONNALLY (UNITTD SmAT 3) ohae“ rad, that Mr, Vyshinsky's definition
of an international SJSteA as one "of co?trol and inépectibn" ekcluded the
power of proniaitlon from a comm1séion to be established by treaty, .That
power was necessary to avoid turning over the qucstion of proh;bition to |
the possibility of a Security Council vetp. Therefore, either of control
or of 1nspection" must 56 omittad of theﬁUhited Kingdom ﬁelégation’s
amsndment shouvld be inserted in the smecond part of paragraah 3.

Mr. PARODI (FRANCE) agreed with Mr Vysninsky that there was no need. to
‘repeat in paragraph 3 the 1&6& of pron‘bition already expressed in
'paragcaph 2, and proposad to insert the following clause after
"international syster': "as mentioned at the end4§f paragraph 2",

Sir Hart;ey’SHAWCROSS (UNIEEDVBINGDOM):agréea.to this fropoé%l.

Mf. V?S”IFSAY (USSR) accepted-tiis formﬁla'oﬁ 6onditioh that the

améndmegt to the last clause of the second naragraph adopted at the previous

meeting shoul.d be changed to read'

" /"for the creation
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: "for the. Qr¢atian of an internauional sygtem of, contrcl and.

inspection and for the prohibition - - -". -

The CHAIRMAN oo:nted out that Mr. Vyshinsky meant a control sys+em could
control or inspect but could rot prohibit. The prohibition was to be
_estahlished by a conveqtﬂon, A systnm of'control would supervise the
‘prohibition. o l |

Mr.‘PARODI (FRANCE) reposed the problemn beféreﬁtne‘Dfaftinéicnnﬁp., If
a new major.weapon;weré discoversd aftér the nriginal conventions'ﬁﬁovided
by the Security Council had been ratified, must a new conventica be ratified
.to prohibit such weapons or would the commission estatlished by the originel
convention have ths power to prohibit the newly discovered weapon? ..

Sir Hartley SEAWCROSS (UNITED KINGDOM) moved that "of control and
" inspection"” be removed fram the first prcposal and ths f0110wing inserted
in its plac : ' '

Mg nentioned at the end of paré*raph o uereof”;

Ho asked what obJection lir. Vyshineky could have to the adopted text
‘ in puragraph 2 if he agreed that the commission which prohibited atcmic
weapons would also,bg in charbe of inspection and control. | ‘

Mr. VYSHINSKY (USSR)'remarked that one or more conventioné wouid.édnéern
the nrobibition of atomlc and other maJor_weapons, wﬁile the same or.othef
¢onventions would esteblish comissions Of controlfani inépéction}'}His
ijeqtion wes to place control,‘inSPection and prchiBitiqnaén théwééﬁé'x'
fodtingi Control and-inspection wereqméthods;‘whiie prohiﬁitidniﬁégﬁéﬁiﬁ
:h.bbaectiVe. :Théﬁe'bould be no éydtam‘ofibfohibition. A s ystem ‘of contrnl
would supervise prohibition, therefore he proposed to" change the text of
paragraph 2*after the words "convention or’conventlons" to the following:

' "for thé;création of an international system of control and o

. inspectlon, these conventicns:to include provisions for the .
prohibition of atomic and‘all other major weapcns present and
'future adaptable to mass destruction., ‘ o _ y
Thelprgfting'Grgupigccepted the prppqsal of the;delegatﬁjfor,thgt

United Kingdem -to insert "and armed forces" after the words "reduction of "

- aymements" 1n the first proposal.

- [The CHATRMAN



A/c 1/Sub 3/w 10
Page 6 .

{ The CHAIRMAN then read the final approved version of the second part -
of paragraph 3:
"To ensure thé adortion of measures for the reduction
- of armuments and armed forces and prchibition of the
use of avomic energy for military purposes and of other
- magjor weapons adaptablie now or in the future for mass
destruction there shell be established within the framework
of the Security Council, who bdear the main resvonsibility
‘for peace and seca“ify, an International system, ag mentloned.
at the end of °aragvepq 2, operating through spevial organs,
vhich organs shall dsrive their powsrs and sitatas Tronl thae
Convent101 or Von»ren*'ions urider vhich they ere established. "
’ Mr. RLID ( ANADQ) e;pressed tne view the Committee should not reveat
'”1n the second part of par agraph 3 the 1anguage at the close of parag*anh 2,
He proposed that thls second part conmence ;.

"And to set up the international system recommenued at
the end of paragraph 2 ......":

Mr. Reild also. believed the language of paragraph did not adequately
cover the uge of~atomic energy for peaceful purposes, an importent term of
reference of the Atomic Ene¥gy Comm?ssion. The first sentence of parsgraph 2
'00vered all the phases of -the Atomic Tnergy Commission's work as set forth
1n Sectxcn 5 of the Assembly resolution, bat in 1*ts second sentencevthe
conventiong’specified did not include among their ohJectives the gontrol of_
atomic energy for'peaceful'purposes. |

The Canadian Delegate finally agreed to érop his f rast suggestion, BHe
vas. unable hovever, to accept the views of other speakers thet adequate
reforence to all the objectives.of the Atomic Energy Commiesion vere
coﬁtéinéd in the first part of pearagreph 2 and therefore reseived his position
7fon“¥hefeecond.0anadian euggestion;, | " o

-Mr. PARODI. (FRANCE) asked in the name of the Atomlc Enefgy Commieeion?
of which he was Chairmen, thatihothing.in the'fiﬁal fext should érejﬁdge
«:vthe,dommiseion’s findings. 1If the Atomié Energy,commission ghould decide
thet~a eontrol ekércised’ffom the ouﬁsi&e"upon‘atomic energ& product;on
wao,imgpacticablevand impossible,at»somefstegesland o;dei‘an international

- [Atomic

¥
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Atimic Develophbht' Authortty to take* Hi¥ect ‘tHarge of production, 1€ shétitd
not be hampered in éxecutirg such a decislon by any clause in the ™ T’
disarmament resclution, M#, Parcdl expressed willifigness t5 accept thé'

paragraph's wording, ‘achleved witn so much difficulty, but in the

"'undei'sﬁaﬁdin'g' that ""'6bnﬁrbi"‘ should Love the broadest possible meaning and

should include the possibility of an internati one.l author" ty managing “tHe

production of atomitc ‘energy.

g CnAIRMAN replied that the Comnittee agrsed with Mr, Parodi' ft
1nterpretation‘ "Tue Committes!'s resolutio'n did not‘pv'e,judge the s‘yateni“%‘f
cormissions to bé ‘set up in com ventions draf'ted by the Sscurity Couticil 1n

the ngﬁﬁ '8¢ the reports of the Atormic Energy Comalssiou. The resolition

‘neither provided for nor prohibited any organ perforaing the work of direct

manegenéat.

PH“‘%__&J}_'ZL h ‘on_the Basls of an Indian Text Ac’cmtnd by Sub-Committes 3. and

1

Amendm0n m.m‘omltzea bv the Eg:,'ptlazw azll Uﬂilf’:nl tatem ud a&at* oi8

Mr.,vvsm«sm (USS?) proposed to.amend the second sen+ence to read as

fo 1lows :

, "It recomnend.s .the Governments to undsrtake the p“ogv'eag;iVe end
" balaaced withitawal of forcss stationsd in territories znd the'

. inmediate withdrawel of fcrces stationed in tne *territories of
Statss Merbers of the United Natlons withons their Comsént’
conglstent with the Charter and the cor"espon\ ing. red""tionﬂ o'f‘ .
national armed fomes AR

Mr, VYSETHSKY explained i:hat the phrase "ia due course" was used to-
provide, for such epecial circumstences as wers iavolved im ‘the tioop’
withdrawals plenned to teke place witnin three months' after :‘Eﬁ’éﬁ_ conciusisn of

peace treaties wi th i{',aij' and the ex-sdtéilite states’, "~ The 'Sthe‘i*y‘miajoi‘"'}

: change was intended. to make clear that ‘the progrossiVG wlthd:awal of troops

and the. progreseive red.uction of national forces woutd pr.ocesd side by side_.
' The Drafting Groupwacéépfédi‘vfﬁﬁé‘""‘gﬁbét‘ﬂuﬁion of ex-enemy" for "foreign".

After ob,jection had been made 'bo the suggestion of" delay 1*1 the phra,ae

"in due tima", the Committee aocepted the following toxt p:‘bposed by

* i
- e . - i YL T TR 3 [PEN . LT I‘,«-‘
g AN ‘_'r g." ? Xf". PR
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" :Mr, Parodi to'take‘carefbf>the*prdhlemiMr.'Vyshineky-hadimsntioned:?;"The

progressive and- balaticed winhdrawal of forces stat 6ned In ex-eremy"
territories, taking into account the naeds of -occupation”,
Sir Hartley SHAWCROSS (UNITED KTHZDOM) felt that.the Soviet’Uﬁién?s“

amendment requiring "publisHed treatics" was unnecessary, sinée thé Charter

in'Article 102 required publication of all treatics.

In his 6pinion; the free consent to the presence of foreign troops

on a nation's territory was»the problamn of that govereign stats alone,

"The Asserthly could only state that the: presence of foreign troops should

not be without a nationis free consent, He also objected to the phrass

in the Soviet Uhion?s amendmsnt “and not contradicting Intermational

‘agreements’

He considered the proposed amendments were outside the Committee’s
terms of reference, since they raised the new idea of limiting demobilization
of national forces to the tosals of troops withdrewn from stations qbrnéd.
Mr.'CdKﬂALEY (THNITED STATES) did nnt apprbvé of fhe éugéested
requirement for "published treaties". Reglstrat jon of treat;as vas
direcfed by tae Charter. Consent to the presence of foreign troops in 1ts
territories was an ac£ of sonereignty that could not be abridge@. ‘if a
country ijedted to the presence of troops, it cowdd protest. This point
of - vievw had béen the basis for the Uhited States Dslegationfs amendment'

to this paregraph, which the Committee had adopted the‘previous day. The

ﬂamandment had been drafted to allow such cases as the malntenance of

United Stateé troops in the Panama Canal zone on land 1eaeéd from Panamg}

Mr. CONRALJY also pointed out that the praposed Indian axsnément
ha& 1ntended to recommsnd general disarmamant Tais reflected the
generally approved objective of a reiuction in the present huge suanding N
armies. Ee inquired whether Mr, Vyshinsky's amendiient aimsd et reducing home
érmies«only'to the extent of troop wvch’”awals from terrltoriss abroad
 Mr. FAWZT (EGYPT) felt that 1f the text clearly indicated that all

/treaties
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treaties or agreements were to be "consistent with the:Charter"; the problem
of "published treaties" WOuld be removed

Mr. VYSEINSJY (USSR) explained that the insistence on: "pnbl*shed

utreaties" was to guaxantee the bona f*des of the agreements. He pointed out
'that Article 102 did not insure the publicat on of a’l treaties as

, Sir Hartley Shawcross had remarked tecause 1ts second paragraph definitely

envisaged the possibiliby of unpublished treaties The phrase "and not

y

: contradicting interuational agreemence" had been drafted in tne iight of

such an accord as that of December 1945 by the Council of Foreign Ministers
providing for the withdrawal of botn United Suaues and Sovieu Uﬁion forces.

from China. Although the Soviet Union's t*oops ‘had heen wi Ldradn he did

anot think that this was the tase witn those of the United States. To provide

for such a case as this tne Soviet Union's amendment said tae presence of
troops must be in accord with internationai agreements. ‘ J

The. llnk estabiisned by the amendment between wi thdraw 1 of troops from
abroad and tne reduc+ion ef na ional forces at home did not implv that
demobilization of nationcl forces would be limieed to the total 02 those
withdrawn from abroad. o | : |

Sir Hertley SEAWTACSS stated that his deiegation did not went
demobilization to be limited to the total of troops withdrawn from aoroad
but wanted home forces so reduced as to do away w*th huge standing‘armies.

Thet waa the purpose of the whole dai earmament proposal.

Therefore, “Te suggested he could agree to Mr, Vysainsky's amendmente

“1f the 'following further“sentence were added:

"The Assembly further recommends the‘progressivezdemobifization
of national forces.™

. Mr. VYSEINSXY (USSR) declared the Soviet Union' emen ament to the Indian

.dreft .was based on three propositions-

(a) Free consent should be expr ssed in written publiehed inst"umente,

(b) Troope should not be located in foreign territories in conflict

»

/wi th
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with internatlonal treaties, fj f
(o) As troops vere w1thd“awn rom abroad there should be &
balanced reduction of netional -forces, . Th*s balanced reduction
would only bte a pant of the gensral disarmament to be prov1¢ed for .
by conventions referred to in paragraph 2 of the resolution... :
' The CHAIRMAN observed that a free and public censent,waegmoregimpqrtant
then publlcation of treaties giving that consent. -Therefore he ‘felt the
phrase "consent freely and publicly expressed" could be substituted for the
phrase of the Soviet Union Delefatlon 'oxpressed in published treaties."
' Mr. SPAAK then pointed out that theAIndian draft generelly approve@ by
the Commlttee at its previous meet;ng clearly expressed the ideas of .

'progressive and balanced withdrawal of forces from abroad and also the .idea

of a reductlon of armaments, but esteblished no link between these two points

"TS‘ﬁake'reduction of troops dependent on withdrawal of troops from abroad

‘raised a nov lssue and might change the substance of- the adopted text.

The CEAIRMAN then propossd the'following revised text for paragraph k4:

"The General Assembly, rezarding the problem. of
security as closely connected with that of disarmament,
recommends the Security Council to accelerate as much. as .

"possible the placing at its disposal of the armed forces
mentioned in Article 43 of the Charter. It recommends
the Governments to undertake the progressive and balanced
withdrawal, taking account of the needs of occupation,
of their forces stationed 1n ex-enemy territories, and
the ~rmithdrawal without deslay of forces stationed in the
territories of Member States wlthout their consent freely
and pvblicly expressed in treaties or agreemsnts consistent
with the Charter and not contraiicting international’

" agrecments, .. It further recommends a scrresponding
reduction of national armed forces, and a general
progresgive and balanced reduct¢01 of these national
armed forcee.

Tha Delegates for the Sov1et Union, Uhlted Kinodom and United States
provisionally accepted th1s tett but reserved thelr positions.

Discusswon of Addetlonal Soviet Uhion Amerdment

' ,(d0uum5nb A/C 1/87/7Ad4d. ;/Core.l)

The CHAIRMAN read the proposed amendment:»

) "The General Assembly; desms 1t necessary that all States

- Mpmbers of the United Wations should submit information to be
submitted when the Security Council shall oonsmder the nroposas
for general reductlon of armaments™,

. ‘ /Sir Hartley SHAWCROSS
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Sir Hﬁrtley.SHAWCROSS (UNITED KINGDOM) said he did not oppoae the

amendment but proposed 1te redrafting thusi
"The General Assembly congiders that all States Members of

- the United Nations should pericdically submit information regarding
all their armed forces and armaments, This Information should bs
submitted to the Security Council when the same has entered upon
the conslderation of proposals for disarmement and has established
machinety for the verification of such information, Ths information

. ohall be in a form to be specified by the Security Council."

Mr. v:rsfﬂmsm (USSR) stated that the USSR amendment did not propose
periodic reports but the‘submission of information to the Security Council
in connection with the general planning of disarmament. Therefors, he‘
could not accept the United Kingdom dslegation redreft. | |

Sir Hartley SHAWCROSS (UNITED KINGDOM) replied that periodical

submission of information would make sureithat States were reducing their

aymements in accordance with general disarmament plans.
The meeting rose at 3:40 p.m.

NOTE: This Summary is an unofficial record for the use of Fhe
Secretariat and has not been verified by the Delegatinous.
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