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An agreement smong States to limit and destroy the means of waging war
has long been the cherished Adream of mankingd. Long before it experienced the
herrors of world wars, disarmament had been proposed and urged by public figures,
statesmen and the parties most closely connected with the working people.

The adoption of effective measures to achieve disarmament is in the
interest of every State, large or small, irrespective of its social system and

way of life. There is not a nation today that does not view with a deep sense

of slarm the present rivalry among States in the prcduetion of armements, a

rivalry that has taken on unprecedented proportions, particularly in the development
of ever more destructive and lethal weapons of war. There is nothing the

nations desire more earnestly than to end such rivalry, fraught as it is with

dire consequences for the fate of the world.

General and complete disarmement is the way
to save mankind from the scourge of war

People have cone to think of the armaments race as a spectre always marching
a step shead of war. That was the case when Europe, arming feverishly, moved step
by step towards the First World War. The same pettern‘was rereated in the thirties
vhen "guns instead of butter" became the keyword ina number of countries and
the flow of armaments again began to £ill the arsenals to capacity. Everyone
knows how that ended. The nations were plunged into the Second World War which
brought them disasters and hardships bteside which those menkind had experienced in

the darkest periods of its histéfy paled intc insignificance.
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The war ended and yet men and women were still unable to find peace. Almost
the very day after the last battles had been fought, the world was again gripped
by the armsments fever, but cn this occasion the danger to mankind was greater,

_because preparations for nuclear warfare were involved.

Never before has the armaments race been fraught with so much danger asg
it is today in the era of the atom, electronics and the conguest of ouber space.

However horrible may have been such means of extermination as rapid-firing
automatic weapons, tanks, long-range artillery and aerial bombs, they cannot in
any way be compared with atomic and hydrogen weapons and missiles. A1l the
means of destruection available to mankind throughout the centuries, tsaken
together, would constitute but a small fraction of those now at the disposal of
the twe or three Powers which possess nuclear weapcns.

In fact, it is common knowledge that the discharge of a single large
modern hydrogen bomb releases destructive energy greater than that of all the
explosives menufactured throughout the world during the four years of the
Second World War. '

The introduction of stomic weapons end missiles into the armaments of
military forces, the training of military personnel in their use and the
adeptation of military strategy and tactics to the new types of weapons have
already reached such an advanced stage that any future military conflict between
the Powers may well bheconme a way in which every weapon of destruction now aveilable
to the belligerents will be empleyed. Quter space, which was inaccessible to
mankind only a year or two ago, can now be used, just as the sea and the air
were used before it, to deliver a nuclear attack against any point on the gicbe.

Generally speaking, both‘world wars broke cut between neighbouring ccuntries
with & common frentier. Today war can break out between States which are
several thougends of kilometres apart and may involve whole continents.

In such a war, if it cannot be averted in time, distances would be
reasured in thousands and tens of thousends of kilometres, time in minutes and

gseconds and lesses in millions, tens of millions, and hundreds of millions of
human lives. It would be a war in which there would be nc distinction
between front and rear, between armies in the field and the civilian populations,

between soldiers and children.
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The emergence of militery alliances that virtually cover the whole globe and
are hesvily armed against each cther hags produced a situation in which a small
spark, an incident seemingly of local significance, would be encugh tc unleash
the holocaust of war. Although the general system of military commitments
has so far nct been set in motion and the brakes have held, there neither is
nor can be any guarantee, that this will continue to be the case in future.

Never before have so many States and individuals been involved in
wilitary preparations as at the present time. Teoday tens of millions of persons
are in the armed forces. If we add to the numter of those iﬁ‘military service
the men erd wemen commected directly or indirectly with the production of
armaments, military research and cther activities relating tc the provision of
supplies and services for the armed forces, we find that hundreds of millions of
men and wormen have been diverted from peaceful employment. A vast amount of
human energy, knowledge, ingenuity and skill is, sc tc speak, being sunk in-a
bottomless pit, is being swallowed up by expanding armaments. _

The armaments race has alsc spread to 3tates economically unable to support
the burden of armements, a burden which, from the military standpcint, is
Jeopardizing their very existence. Military bases in the territories of
foreign States and armed forces staticned thousande of kilcmetres from their own
frontiers provide clear procf of this.

On the cther hand, the stockpiling of weapons of mass destruction in the
argsenals of some Powers and the establishment of alr, naval and missile bases
increasingly close to the torders of other States compel the States against which
these military preparaticns are @irected to take the necessary steps to strengthen
their own security and safeguard the peaceful 1life of their peoples. The
Soviet Union, all the sccialist countries and many other peace-loving States
would like to undertake a complete conversion of their economy and resources to
reaceful purposes so that they can provide thelpeople with ample food, clothing
and housing. However, they cannot devote their entire efforts tc peaceful
censtruction without mortally endangering the vital interests of their pecples
and their OWﬁ very existence. When one gide arms, the other side must do
likewise. The guantity of weapons of mass destruction 1s steadily increasing and,

at the same {ime, the danger of a military explosion is growing.
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Today atomic and hydrogen tembe are rot conly telng stored in ultra-secret
depots. They are being fitted on bombers which make flights over the territory
of many Western Eurcpean countries. We are nearing the stage vhen extremely
powerful and long-range weapons can be launched not only on the orders of
Governments, but at the will of individuals posted at the control panel of these
weapons. But it is unlikely that a State on whose territory a nuclesar cargo
is dropped .as a result of evil intent, technical failure or accident, will
investigate the cause of such action; it will be compelled to react as it would
against a military attack, against an act of war. Can we allow the issue of
peace Oor war to be settled by blind chance? Do all these facts not provide
further proof that we can go no further along the road of armaments? The
Soviet Union by no means considers that an symaments contest is completely
inevitable and that it must at all times be a concomitant of relations between
States. The Soviet Union has based and s%ill bases its foreign policy on the
assumption thet it is possible to prevent the future development of human society
from taking the course which has led to two world wars and to ensure that
the history of human society ceases to be a chronicle of sanguinary wars.

Weapons are created by the hands of man. The same hands can also destroy
them.

The problem of disarmament has already bqen under discussion in the
United Nations for almost fourteen years. It had previcusly been considered
for many years by the League of Nations and by the Disarmement Conference
cchverned by the League. However, no practical results heve so far been achieved
in terms of agreed decisions among States.

Much could be sald about the causes of this glocomy situation that prevails
with respect to disarmament. But what we need to do now is not to delwve
into the past and become further embroiled in controversy but to remove the
chief obstacles on which ell previcus attempts to reach an agreement on
disarmament héve foundered.

The whole course of the negotiations on disarmament, which have lasted for
many years, shows that the problems of organizing control over disarmement has been

advanced as one of the chief obstacles to the attainment of such an sgreement.
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The Soviet Government has always stood, and still stands, for the
establishment of strict international control over the fulfilment of agreements
on disarmament measures when such agreements have been reached. Every Soviet
propesal on the prohibition of atomic weapons and of the testing of such weapons,
as well as on the reduction of conventional armaments and armed forces, has
invariably been accompanied by specific proposals for the establishment of
effective international control. The Soviet Government has, however, been
consistently opposed to the control system being converted into s programme of
measures unrelated to the actual implementation of disarmement, and more
particularly to the control organs becoming organs for the collecticn of
intelligence data on the armements of States under conditions in which disarmament.
would not in fact be taking place.

In present circumstances however, the organization of comtrol does involve
real difficulties quite apart from the complications which have been artificially
injected into the problem. These difficulties will become quite c¢lear on
reference to a problem such as that of the prohibition and elimination of
nuclear weapons. _

As we know, the same fissionable materials can be used at the plants
concerned both for the production of nuclear weapons and for peaceful needs.

This means that in present circumétances, when atomic energy is being increasingly
used 1n the economy, scome of the fissionable materials may be surreptitiously
diverted to the precduction of wespons. ’

To avoid, in the present atmosphere of disgtrust, all suspicion that some
State or other was concealing its use of atomic materials for militery purposes,
foreign controlliers would have to be granted access to & very large number
of plants in each country, and that would in fact emount to establishing a sort
of foreignh trusteeship over a large sector of the country's economy. At the
seme time and for precisely the ssame reason - distrust among Stetes - not one
State 1s prepared to admit forelgn controllers and inspectors to its enterprises,
particularly those engeged in military production.

Clearly, in the present circumstences, with the continuence of the armaments
race, internatiocnal tension and lack of confidence, the essentisl conditions for

the establishment of over-all control are absent.
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S0 long as distrust prevails between States, the oppenents of disarmement
can easily make any disarmament measure subject to control conditions which other
States cannot accept. Indeed thoge States which for that or any cther reason
raise such far-reaching demands regarding the powersg of control organs have
themselves no inclination whatever to acceﬁt such control terms if ever they
are put into effect.

In such circumstances any deliberate attempt to advance inflated control
requirements and especially to put the establishment of control before disarmament
as a ﬁferequisite for any disarmameni nmeasures, ls tantamount to blocking all
approaches to the solution of the problem.

The Soviet Government considers that the time has come to meke a sober
aggegsment of the situation that has developed and to admit that since the
approach used so far in seeking a solution of the problem of disarmament has
failed to produce the necessary results, the proper conclusions should be drawn
from that fact. The Soviet Government believes there can be but one conclusion:

that it is the duty of all States and of the United Nations urgently to seek

a new way of solving the problem of digarmament, which is the burning problen

of our time.

What is thie new way? How cen an end be put to a situation in which gresat
wealth extracted by man from nature, and transformed by sciemtific genius, by
the skill of engineers and the efforts of many millions of workers, is wasted
on producing means of destruction snd extermination? How ig it possible to
prevent tens of millions of pecple who are at the peak of their creative force
and energy from bveing torn awsy from useful work to serve in the armed forces
and to train for a war of devastation?

The majority of statesmen and public figures as well as the broad masses of
the population of all countries already recognize that another world war would
be a fearful tragedy for everybedy, and for some countries whose area is not
large but whose population denaity is high it would be a disaster threatening
their very existence.

The task now is to find scme means of preventing mankind from being

engulfed in a nuclear missile war.
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In the present state of international relationsg and at the present level of
wilitary technology when any military conflict may lead to a nuclear missile war,
the only wey to ensure the security of all States is to exclude the very
possibility of war. As long as large armies, air forces and navies exist, as long
as there are nuclear and missile wesapons, as long =& young men on ‘the threshold of
life are trained first of all in the arts of war, and general staffs work out
the plans for future militery operations, there is and can be no guarantee of
peace between peoples. The most effective and golid guarantee of peace, in
keeping not only with the loftiest ideals but also with the urgent demands of the
people, is not the balance of armaments, which every State endeavours to
interpret in such a way as to turn it to its own advantage, but the inability of
States to waege a war for lack of material means.

After carefully considering the present international situation and the
experience of earlier disarmament negotiations the Government of the Soviet Union
has come t¢ the conclusion that the best means of solving the disarmament problem,

which is the chief international problem of our time, is complete and genersal

disarmament by all States.

By complete and general disarmsment the Soviet Government means the
renunciation by all States without exception of the mesintenance of any kind of
armed force apart from minimum contingents for internal security (militia, police)
equipped with small arms end designed to_maintain order in each country.

This means that lend armies, navies and sir forces will cease to exist;

general staffs and war ministries will be abolished, and military training

establishments will be closed. Tens of millions of pecple will return to peaceful,

constructive work.
Foreign military hases now established in a number of States, which are
detrimental to sovereigniy and security of those States and extremely harmful
to the cause of internationsl cconfidence and co-operation, will be abolished.
All atemic and hydrogen bombs in the possession of States will be destroyed
and their further producticn discontinued. Energy derived from fissionable '

materials will be used exclusively for peaceful econcmic and scientific purposes.
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Military missiles of all ranges will be eliminated, and missiles will remain
only as & means of transport and for the exploration of cuter space for the
benefit of all mankind.

Guns, tenks, shells, end torpedces will be melted down to provide metal for
the needs of peaceful construction work. Warships and military aircraft will be
scrapped.

Stockpiles of chemical and bacteriological weapons accumulated by some States,
esphyxiating and poisconcus substances, and cultures of lethal bacteria which are
potential sources of severe epidemic diseage will all be finally and irretrievabliy
destroyed.

Sueh is the disarmement programme which the Soviet Government suwbmits to
all States for their consideration and firstly to the Members of the United Nations,
proposing that it should be put into effect withous delay.

This is a radical programme, but that is precisely what gusrantees that it can
be carried out iIn the present circumsiances. The existeﬁce of blocks of Powers,
opposed to one another, in which dozens of States are committed to mutual military
obligaticns, together with the dizzy pace et which military technology is
developing, demands bold and far-reaching decisions if peace is to be ensured.

The proposal for complete and general disarmament 1s to be distinguished from
ell other disarmament proposals, since its realization would completely exclude
any inequality and would rule out the possibility thet military advantages of any
kind would be created for any State. |

Hardly anyone would deny that if a radical decision was taxen to bring =bout
the general and complete disarmament of all States within a short firmly established
time-limit and if that decisicn was put into effect, the entire international
situation would change completely. Relations between States, including countries
belonging to different social systems and to opposing military end political blocks,
would be put on a completely new basis.

Fear of possible aggression by any State would in fact be removed. The
readiness of States to undertake complete general disarmament would be convineing
factual confirmation of the absence of any aggressive intentions on their part

and of theilr sincere descire Lo base relations with cther countries on the principle
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of peaceful co-existence. Furthermore, with the destructicon of armaments and the
abolition of armed forces no physicel pessibility whatsoever would remain that
States could pursue any policy but that of peace. The abolition of the means
of waglng war would provide an even more solid basis for co-existence tetyeen
States as relaticns between States could no longer develop along any obher lines.
General and complete disarmament would remove the disgtinction between the
victors and the wanquished in the 1lmst war. The significance and internaticnal
prestige of Powers would be determined not by their mititary might but by the
extent tc vwhich they participeted in creating the wmaterial and spiritual riches

cf mankind. The prestige of individual States and the importance cf thelr

contribution to the history of mankind would be measured not by the number of their

divisions, bombers or rockets, the tonnage of their warships and submarines, or
their stockpiles of atomic and hydrogen bombs, bubt by their achievements in the
production of material wealth, in the improvement of the working and living
(conditions of the people and in the struggle for the prolongation of life.

Naturally even after the completion of a general disermament programme,
contradictions between States will remain, particularly between Stabes with
different sociasl and economic systems. Tﬁese contradietions will not, however,
be resolved through military clashes but by peaceful econcmic ccmpetition, by
the struggle of ideas, and with the help of other peaceful means as prescribed
in the United Wations Cherter.

General and complete disarmament will remove also the difficulties connected
with control. In such cireumsisnces States will have nothing to hide from each
other, and their will be every oppcrtunity to carry out checks or inspections
if there is any doubt about the good faith of any State in fulfilling ixs
disarmament obligations.

Ir other werds, the decision in favour of general and complete disarmement
would %t last make it possible to break the vicious cirele cof distrust between

tates, which now fetters them in their negotiastions on partisl disarmament

measures and prevents them from making any progress whatever.
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Wnen general and complete disarmament has been achieved, a new and much more
favourable stmosphere will be created for the solution of many complex political
problems still outstanding, including those in Burope.

Lastly, the achievement of general and complete disarmament would offer all
countries new prospects of eccnemic development. There would be unprecedented
opportunities for a rapid improvement in the living standards of all nations,
since funds could be put to gocd use that are now being spent by States on the
maintenance of armed forces and the manufacture of armaments,

The cpponents of disarmaments not infrequently try to discredit the very
concept of disarmament asserting that the cessation of armaments manufacture would
inevitably cauvse economic difficulties and bring unemployment to many people now
engaged in the armament Industries. But this is a specious argument.

Surely, current production of lethal wespons consumes vast sums of public
money, which could be used for building houses for the population, new schools
for children and free hospitals for those needing medical treatment, and for
providing or inecreasing old-aée and disability pensions. Surely the use of
these funds for peaceful purposes offers the fullest opportunities for employment.

There can be no doubt that general and complete disarmement would create
condivions for the material end intellectual development of all countries at & rate
rELY times in excess of the present one. The thousands of millions that would flow
- like a torrent into the civil economies as & result of the cessation of military
expenditure would be used in far more favourable circumstances than those
Preveiling at present. The artificial barriers with which States isolate
themselves and jealously guerd their scientific and technological achievements for
military and strategic reasons would graduslly fall away. GScienbists in all
countries would be able to devobe their work exclusively to the service of society
and the improvement of living conditions. The unimpeded exchange of information
would give new impetus to scientific, technical and economic progress in all
States, at the individual and at the collective level.

If all States pooled their efforts and provided the funds needed for waging
an all-out offensive against such enemies of mankind as cancer and other serious
diseases which still resist treatment, these diseases could soon be defeated.
General disarmament would furhish the prerequisites for such a concerted effort to

improve the health of mankind.
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The gresber mutual confidence between States resulting from general and
complete disarmament would favour the extensive development of international trade.
The artificisl berriers in the form of discriminatory restrictions, lists of
prohitited goods, ete., employed by certain Powers to prevent the extension of
this trade, would disappear. The industries of such countries as the United
States, the United Kingdem, Western Germany and France would at last be able to
avall themselves of the existing wide opportunities for securing large foreign
orders. Mutually-beneficial trade would have a favourable influence on the
econcmies of trading States.

General and ccomplete disarmament would also create new opportunities for
providing assistance to States whose economies are at present under-developed and
need help from the more advanced countries. The allocation of even a small
propertion of the resources, released by the cessation of military expenditure
by the great Poﬁers, for assistance to such States would inavgurate a new era
in the economic development of Asia, Africa and Latin America.

The following exsmple will suffice:

The Aswan High Dam and the hydroelectric installations associated with it,
now under construction on the NWile in the Egyptian part of the United Arab Republic,
rrobably constitute the most impressive project now being carried cut in any of
the under-developed countries of Africa or Asia. If general and complete
disarmament is achieved and highly-developéd industrial countries set aside say
10 per cent of the resources thus saved Tor assistance tc under-developed
countries, such allccations from the budgets of two Powers alone - the United
States and the Scoviet Union ~ could finance the construction of several such
dams every year. '

Tn 1958 the direcﬁ military expenditure alone of Member States of the NATO
military bloc totalled 60,000 million dollars. One-tenth of this sum, if used
to help under-develcped countries, would finance the construction, every year,
of more than ten ircn and steel plants, similar to these now being built in India.

Such are the opportunities for promoting the economic progress of
under-developed covuntries on the basis of general and complete disarmement. The

Coviet Unicn is in faveur of meking the fullest use of these cpportunities.
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This is not the first time the idea of general and complete disarmament has
been put forward. The Soviet Government made proposals to this effect in the
pericd between the two world wars. The interests of rival groupings of Powers
attempting to turn the military might of aggressive States against the only
sccialist State then in existence prevented the adopticn of that Soviet proposal,
with disastrous éonsequences for peace.

Opponents of the proposals for general ahd complete disarwmament were then
wont to say that the Scviet Union hed maede the proposais because it was
ecocnomically and militerily weak. This falce sargument may have misled some people,
but it is obvious to everyone today that totelk of the weekness of the Soviet Union
is absurd, and that the new Soviet proposal for general and complete disarmament is
prompted solely by the desire to promote the estgblishment of lasting peace
between nations.

The Soviet Union, the Chinese People's Republic and all the socialist
countries are sharply opposed to wer and to the manufacture of weapons of war.

It would, however, be Ilncorrect to imagine that States with a different social
system have no reason to support sincerely snd unreservedly a proposal for general
end complete disarmesment. Destruction of the means of wagling war cannct, and
will not, be detrimental to the national interests of any State. Ko Government
with genuine concern for the fate of its country and its pecple can adopt an
unfavourable attitude tc a proposal Tor general and complete disarmament.

There are over a 100 States on the political map of the world. The States
are at different levels of eccnomic development, they have different political
end social systems and their peoples have different iiving conditions and levels
of culture. But, despite the different circumstances in which the peoples of the
various countrieg live, they have one thing in common: the desire to prevent
another war and to secure everlasting peace on earth. When no State is physically
able to take military action against other States, the course of international
reletions will be dominated by genuine mutual confidence.

In the belief that all these lofty aims can and must be attained by the

concerted efforts of all States, united in the spirit of the peaceful principles

/...




A/4219
English
Page 13

of the United Ngtions, the USSR Government submits for the consideration of the

United Nations a proposal Tor general and complete disarmement:

Programme for general and complete digarmament

A programme for general and complete disarmement must inelude the fellowing
nmeasures: '

The disbanding of all armed forces (land, naval and air forces} and the
prohibition of their re-establishment in any form;

The destruction of all forms of armaments and military supplies both in
the possession of the armed forces and in depcts;

The elimination of all warships, military aircraft, and all other types of
military equipment; .

The complete prohibvition of atomic and hydrogen weapons, the cessation of
the manufacture of all types of these weapons, their eliminstion from the armaments
of 3tates and the destruction of stockpiles;

The complete cessation of the manufacture, and the destruction of all types
of war missiles, irrespective of their range, including military space vehicles;

The prchibition of the production, possession and storage of the means of
chemlcal and bacteriological warfare, and destructionlof stockpiles of these
types of weapons; '

The abolition of military bases of all kinds - army, navy, and air force -
in the territories of foreign States and gll missile-launching installations;

The cessation of military production at war plants and at war production
units in general industrial plants;

The terminstion of all military courses and training, both in the
army end in public organizations, and the enactment of legislation abolishing
military service in g8ll its forms - compulsory, voluntary, by recruitment, and
so forth;

The ebolition of war ministries, general staffs, militery educational
institutions and military and paraﬁilitary establishments and organizations of all
kinds;

The discontinuence of the appropristion of funds for military purposes in any
form, whéﬁher from State budgets or.from public organizations and private

individuals;
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The prohibition by law of war propeganda and the military education cof young
people, and the enactment of legislation prescribing severe penalties for the
infringement of any of the measures enumerated zbove.

Stafes shaell retain at their disposal only strictly limited contingents of
police (militia), the size of which shall be agreed upon for each country and
which shall be equipped with small arms and be used exclusively for the maintenance
¢f internal crder and the protection of the personal security of citizens.

For the purpose of supervising the timely implementation of the measures of
general and complete disarmament, an international contrcl organ ccmpcsed of all
States shall be established, The staff of the control organ shall‘be recruited
on an internationﬁl basis with due regard to the principle of equitable éeographic
distribution.

The internaticnal control organ shall have at its disposal all the facilities
necesgary for the exercise of strict control. The functions and powers of this
organ shall correspond to the nature of the dizarmament measufes being implemented.

The Boviet Government proposes that the programme of general and complete
disarmament should be carried out within ag short a time-limit as possible - within

& period of four years.

The following measures are proposed for the First stage:

The reduction, under appropriate control of the strength of the armed forces
of The Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the United States of America
and the People's Republic of China to the level of 1.7 million men, and of
those of the United Xingdom and France to the level of 650,000 men;

The reduction of the strength of the armed forees of cther States to
levels to be agreed upon ab a gpecial session of the Urited Nations General Assembly
or at a woerld conference on general and complete disarmament;

The reduction of the armaments and military eguipment at the disposal of the
armed forces of States to the extent necessary to ensure that the remaining

auantity of armaments corresponds to the level fixed for the armed forces.
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The following is proposed for the second stage:

The completion of the disbanment of the armed forces retained by States;
The eliminetion of all military bases in the territories of foreign States;
troops and military personnel shall be withdrawn from the territories of forelgn

States to within their own natiorsl frontiers and shall be disbanded.

The following is proposed for the third stage:

The destruction of all types of nuclear weapons and missiles;

The destruction of air force eguipment;

The entry inte force of the prohibiticn on the production, possession and
storage of reans of chemical and bactericlogical warfare. All stockpiles of
chemical and bacterioclogical weapons in the possession of States shall be removed
and destroyed under internaticnal supervision;

Scientific research for military purposes and the development of weapons and
military equipment shall be prohibited;

War ministries, general staffs and all military and paremilitary establishments
and organizations shall be abolished;

All militery courses and training shall be terminated. Stetes shall prohibit
by law the military education of young pecple.

Tn zccordence with their respective cornstituticnal procedures, States shell
enact legislation abolishing military serviee in ail its forms - compulsory,
veluntary, by recruitment, and so forth, and prchibiting the re-establishment in
overt or covert form of any military or paresmilitary establishments and
organizations.

The gprproprieticn of funds for military purposes in any form, whether from
State budgets or from public crgenizations, shall be discontinued., The funds
mede available as a result of the implementation of general and complete
disarmement shall be used to reduce or ebolish taxation of the population, to
subsidize natiornal econcmies and to furnish extensive econcmic and technical
assistance to under-developed countries.

For the purpose of supervising the implementation of the measures of general

and complete disarmament, en internaticnel control organ shall be established.

[ase
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.The extent of the control and inspection exercised shall correspond tc the stage
reached in the thased disarmament of States.

Upon the completion of general and ccmplete disarmement, which shell include
the disbandment of all services of the armed forces and the destructicn of all
types of weapens, including wespons of mass destruction (nuclear, rocket,
chemical, bactericlogical), the intermaticnal control crgen shall have free access
to all cobjects of control.

The control organizetion may instituite & system of serial cbservation and

gerial photography over the territories of States.

¥EK¥

While the programme of general and complete disarmament is being carried into
effect and until the final disbandment of all armed forces, States shall maintain
the same ratic emong the various services of their armed forces as existed
at the time of the entry into forece of the disarmament agreement.

The programme of general and complete disarmament shall be carried out by
States in strict conformity with the time-limit specified in the agreement, and
its implementation may not be suspended cor be made contingent upon the
fulfilment of any conditions not provided for in the agreement.

To énticipate possible attempts on the part of States to circumvent or violate
the agreement on general end complete disarmement, the égreement shall contain
& provision stipulating that any question of its viclation shali be submitted for
immediate consideration by the Security Council or the General Assembly of the
United Nations, in accordsnce with their respective sphere of competence.

It goes without seying that the Soviet Government wishes to appreoach the
exlsting situation realistically, snd i1f at present the Western Powers do not,
for one reason or another, express their resdiness to ewberk upon gensral and
complete disarmament, the Soviet Government is prepared, ss before, tco come to
terme with other States on appropriate partisl reasures releting to disarmament
and the strengthening cf security. In the view of the Soviet Goverﬁment, the most
important steps are the following:

(1) Fstablishwent of a control and inspection zone and reducticn of

foreign troops in the territories of the Western Europesn countries concerned;

[oos
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(2) Establishment of en stom-free zone in Central Europe;

(3) Withdrawal of sll foreign trocps from the territories of European

States and sbolition of military beses in the territories of foreign States;

(4) Conclusion of & non-aggression pact between the wember States of NATO

end the member Stetes of the Warsaw Treaty;

(5} Conclusion of an mgrecment on the prevention of surprise attack by

one State upon enother.

The Soviet Covernment considers it appropriate to recell its dissrmsment
propesals of 10 May 1955, which outlined a specific scheme for partiel messures in
the field of disermement. It is convinced that these proposals constitute a sound
basis for agreement on this vitslly importent issue.

With respect to the cessation of nucleasr wespons tests, the Soviet Government
hes been and still 1s in favour of immedimte cessation of such tests for all time.

The Soviet Government expresses 1ts deep conviction thet the proposed radiecsal
solution of the dissrmement problem would ensure & profound change in the course
of international relations, would bring intc being an atmosphere of confidence emong
States end would create conditions for the peaceful life of nations. The Soviet
Government calls upon the Governments of all countries of the world and, in
particular, upon the Governments of the great Powers, which possess the most
powerful armed forces, which mre permament members of the Securlty Couneil, and which
®ear o special responsibility towards the nastions for universal security, to '
proceed jointly and without deley to the implementstion of general snd complete
disarmpament,





