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1. The Conference of the Eighteen Nation Committee on Disarmement transmits
herein to the.ﬁnited NWations Disarmement Commisslon and to the eighteenth
session of the General Assembly a further interim progress report on the
Committee's deliberations on 8ll questions before‘it for the pericd 17 April to

1 September 1963.

2. Representatives of the following Stetes continued thelr participation in

the work of the Committee: Brazil, Bulgerla, Burma, Canada, Czechoslovakia,
Fthiopia, India, Italy, Mexico, Nigeria, Polend, Romanie, Sweden, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republies, United Areb Republic, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland apd United States of America.

I. Nuclear test ban

3, The Committee considersd the problem of a nuclear weapon test ban at e
number of plenery meetings while 1t was in session between 17 April and .

21 June 1963.

4.  On 10 June 1963, at the 1li2nd meeting, & jolnt memorandum on the question
of the ceséation'of nuclear wegpon tésts was submitted by the delegatibns of
Ethiopie, Nigerie and the United Areb Republic (ENDC/gL).*

5. _A working peper containing a synopsis of suggestibns by the non-aligned
members of the Conference concerning a treabty on the discontinuance of nuclear
weapon tests, covering the period from 12 Februasry to 10 June 1963, was prepared
by the Secretariat and circulated on 19 June 1963 at the request of the delegatiorn
of Sweden (ENDC/96).% B

% Asterisk indicetes Conference documents which are attached hereto as annex I.
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6. On 10 June 1963, it was announced that i1t had been agreed between

Mr. N.S5. Khrushchev, Chairmen of the Council of Ministers of the USSR,

Mr. John F. Kennedy, President of the United States of America, and

Mr. Harold Macmillan, Prime Minister of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, to resume in the middle of July in Moscow the discussions on
the cessation of nuclear weapon tests with the participation of the representatives
of the Soviet Union, the United States and the United Kingdom.

7. On 12 June 1963, at the 1h43rd meeting, the United States submitted excerpts
from an address by Preeident Kennedy on peace, delivered in Washington on

10 June 1963, which included the announcement of the July discussions in Moscow
(ENDC/95).%

8. The Soviet Unlon submitted excerpts from an address by Mr. N.S. Khrushchev,
Chairman of the Councll of Minlsters of the USSR, delivered on 2 July 1963 in
Berlin, in whleh he expressed the readiness of the Soviet Government to eonclude
an agreement banning nuclear weapon tests in the atmosphere, in outer spece and
under water (ENDC/112).%

9. As a result of the discussions held in Moscow between the representatives of
the USSR, the United States and the United Kingdom, agreement was reached on the
text of a treaty banning nuclear weapon tests in the atmosphere, in outer space,
end under water, which was initialled on 25 July by Mr. Gfomyko, Minlster of
Foreign Affairs of the Unlon of Soviet Socialist Republics, Mr. Harrimen, Under
Secretary of Btate for Political Affairs of the United States, and Lord Hailsham,
Lord President of the Council and Minister for Science of the United Kingdom
(ENDC/100/Rev.1).%

10. On 30 July 1963, the United States submitted the text of an address by
President Kennedy of 26 July 1963, reporting to the nation on the treaty benning
nuclear weapon tests in the atmosphere, in outer space and under water (ENDC/102).%
1l. On 30 July and 1 August 1963, at the 148th and 1L49th meetings, sll
paerticipants in the Conference expressed satisfaction with the results of the
Moscow Conference on a nuclear test ban, and with the aims proclaimed by the
negotiating perties in the preamble to the treaty.
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12. The treaty banning nuclear weapon tests in the atmosphere, in outer space
and under water was signed in Moscow on 5 August 1963, by Mr. Gromyko, Minister
of Foreign Affairs of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Mr. Dean Rusk,
Secretary of State of the United States of America, and Lord Home, Secrétary of
State for Forelgn Affairs of the United Kingdom.

13. At the 150th meeting, on 12 August 1963, the representatives of the Soviet
Union, the United Kingdom end the United States paid tribute to the contribution
made by the Conference to the successful conclusion of the test ban treaty, and
a statement to this effect was included in the communigué issued by the Conference
a8t the conclusion of that meeting.

14. Members of the Committes noted with satisfactlon the large number of States
thet have adhered to the nuclear test ban treaty or expressed their intention to

do so.

TT. General and ccomplete disarmamsnt

15. The Committee has continued consideration of general and complete dilsarmament
end, in eccordance with the agreed agende (EMDC/52), discussed measures of the
Pirst stage of a treaty on general and complete disarmement regerding: nuclear
weapons delivery vehicles, conventional armaments, nuclear disarmement, and
militery bases asnd armed forces at such bases or elsewhere in foreign territories,
together with appropriate control measures. These discussionsg continued to give
primery consideration to a reviged draft treaty on general and completé disarmement,
submitted by the Soviet Union on 26 November 1962 (ENDC/2/Rev.l, transmitted as
part of smnex I of the Committee's report on 10 April 1963),% and to the outline

of basic provisions of & treaty on general and complete disarmament in a peaceful
world, submitted by the United States on 18 April 1962 (ENDC/30, transmitted as
part of ennex I of the Committee's report of 31 May 1962, and ENDC.30/4dd.1 and
Add.2, transmitted as part of amnnex I of the Committee's report of

7 September 1962).5V

1/  A/5408-DC/207.

2/ Afc.1/875; Official Records of the Disarmament Commission, Supplement for
January 1961 %o December 1962, document DC/205, annex 1, section F.
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16. On 18 June 1963, the resolution on generel and complete disarmsment adopted
by the conference of Heads of Africen States and Governments, held in Addis Ababa
from 22-25 May 1963, was submitted by the delegations of Ethiopia, Wigeria and
the United Arab Republic (ENDC/93/Rev.l).%*

17. On 1k August 1963, at the 15lst meeting, the United States submitted an
amendment to its outline of basic provisions of s freaty oh generel and complete
disarmsment in & pesceful world relating to nuclear dissrmsment in stege I
(EMDC/30/4d4.3).% At the same meeting the Unlted States also submitted draft
treaty articles relating to nucleer oisarmement measures in stege I (ENDC/109).%
18. On 14 August 1963, Caneda submitted a revision of document ENDC/36 of

4 May 1962, éntitlgd "Comparison of USA and USSR Disarmement Proposals"
(ENDC/36/Rev.1). %

IIT. Messures gimed at the lessening of international
tension, the consolidetion of confidence among
States, and facilitating general and complete

disarmament

19. The Committee continued consideration in its plenary neetings of such measures
as could be sgreed to prior to, and as would facilitate the achievement of, general
and complete disermement. -

20. Uhder'agreement between the Governments of the United States and the Soviet
Union, representatives of the two countries held a number of meetings, beginning
on 6 May 1963, on the question of the establishment of a direct communications

link between the Governments of the United States and the USSR for use in time

of emergency.

2l. As a result of these negotiations, on 20 June 1963, representatives of ‘the
Unlon of Soviet Socialist Republies and the United States of America signed a
memorendum of understanding regarding the establishment of a direct cdmmunications
link between the two Governments for use in time of emergency (ENDC/O7).%

22. On 6 May 1963, at the 128th meeting, Brazil and Mexico submitted a
Declaration on the denuclearization of Latin Americe (ENDC/87).%
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23. On 27 May 1963, at the 13Tth meeting, the Soviet Union submitted the text of
8 note which it had presented to the Governmenis of the United States of America
on the denuclearization of the Mediterranean (ENDC/9L).%

2k, On 21 June 1963, at the 14Tth meeting, Mexico submitted e working paper for
the Committee's comsideration containing an outline draft treaty prohibiting ﬁhe
placing in orbit end the stationing in outer space of nuclear weaponsl(ENDC/QB).*
25, The Soviet Union submitted excerpts from an address by Mr. N.S. Khrushchev,
Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the USSR, delivered on 19 July 1963 in
Moscow, and answers glven by Mr. Khrushchev, on 27 July 1963, to qpestions put to
him by correspondents of Pravde and Izvestia, conbaining the proposals of the

Soviet Union regarding measures for the lessening of internatiocnal tension and
facilitating general and complete disarmement (ENDC/113 and ENDC/lO5)L*

26. On 16 August 1963, at the 152nd meeting, Canada submitted e comparison of
some significant developments in United States and USSR proposals concerning the
reduction of the risk of war through accident,; miscalculation, failure of
communicetions or surprise attack (1958-1963) (ENDC/110).¥*

IV. Meetings of the Co-Chairmen

27. During the pericd covered by thls report, the representatives of tThe United
Stetes of Americe and of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, in their capacilty
as Co-Chairmen of the Eighteen Nation Committee on Disarmement, have held numerous
meetings. The schedule of and procedure for the work of the Conference, general
and complete disarmement, the cessation of nuclear weapon tests and measures aimed
et the lessening of international tension, the consolidation of confidence smong

States, end facllitating genersl and complete disarmement were discussed.

V. Procedural arrangements

28, Thirty-six plenery meetings took place between 17 April 1963 and,

1 September 1963. |

29. At its 1L45th meeting on 17 June 1963, the Conference decided to recess from
21 June to 30 July 1963.
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30 At its 149th meeting, upon recommendation of the Co-Chairmen, the Conference
decided to recess from 2 Augﬁst to 12 August 1963, in connexion with the signing
of the treaty banning nuclear weapon tegts in the atmosphere, in outer space and
under water.

3l. The Committee, at its 156th meeting on 29 August 1963, sgreed to a recess
beginning 1 September 1965. The Committee empowered the two Co-Cheirmen, after
consultation with the members of the Committee, to set a date for reconvening at
Geneva no later than one week following the termination of the consideration of
the nuclear testing asnd disarmament items at the eighteenth session of the General
Agsembly.

’ VI. Conference documents

32, Transmitted herewith as annex IT to this report is a list of all documents
and verbatim records of the plenary meetings.
3%, This report is submitted by the Co-Chairmen on behalf of the Conference of
the Eighteen Netion Commitiee on Disermement.

29 August 1963

(Bigned) S.K. TSARAPKIN (Signed) Cherles C. STELLE
(Union of Soviet Socilalist Republics) (United States of America)
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List of documenta attached %oftﬁewReport
Ethiopia, Nigeria end United Arab Republic: : | ENDC/94

Joint lemorandum of the Delegations of Ethiopia, Higerin and the

P
UiR on the guestion of the Cessation of Nuclear Wespon Tests

Working ?ager combining a Synopsis obeuggestions by the Non- ENDC/96
Aligned idembers of the Eighteen-Nation Committee concerning a

Treaty on the Discontinuence of Nuclear Weapon Tests

(12 February - 10 June 1963} "

United States of America:

. BNDC/95
Excerpts from an Address by President Kennedy on peace, delivered in
Washington, 10 June 1963 ) o . .
Union of Soviet Soeialist Republiecs: ENDC/112
Extract from a.statement made by the Chairman of the Council of
Minigters of the USSR, Mr, N.S. Khrushchev &t a meeting in Berlin
on 2 July 1963 ' .
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Kingdom, E¥DC/100/%ev.1
and United States of imerica: : '
Tregty banning nuclear weapon tests in the atmosphere, in outer
gpace, and under waler
United States of America: : _ ENDC/102
Prosident Kennedy!s address of 25 July 1963
Ethiopia, Nigeria and United Arab Republic: .. ‘ EMDC/93/Rev.1
Resolution adopted by the Conference of Heads of African States and
Governments, Addis Ababe, 22-25 Mgy 1963 on General gnd Complete
Disarmament s
United States of Americas . ENDC/30/1d.3
Anendment to the U.3. Outline of Besic provisions of & Treety on
General and Complete Disarmament in a Peaceful Vorld (EHDC/30
April 18 1963) relabing to Nuclear Disarmament in stage I
United States of America: . ENDC/10S
Draft articles VI to XII (relating to nucleer @isarmement in
stage I} of U.8. Draft of Treaty on General and Complete Dis-
armament in a Peaceful Torld
Canada: ENC/36/Rev,1¥
Comparison of USL and USS disarmament proposals
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and United States of America: ENBG/QT
Lemorandum of understending between the United States of Americe '
end the Union of Soviet Socielist Republics regarding the
estoblishment of a direct communications limk
Brazil and lexicos ZHDC /87

Declargtion on the denuclearizetion of Lotin America
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Union of Soviet Soeislist Republics:
dote of the Soviet Government of 20 lay 1963 to
the govermment of the United States of Amerieca

Corrigendum to the document ENHC/91

Hexico:

Vorkzing paper for the consideration of +the
Zighteen-Naotion Committee., Outline draft treaty
prohibiting the placing in orbit and the stationing
in outer space of nuclear weapons

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics:

Extract from the stabement made by kr. H.S. ¥hrusachev,
Chnirwon of the Counzil of Linisters of the USGE, is
toseow on 19 July 1863 '

Union of Boviet Socialist Republics:

The answers of Mr. H.S. HKhrushechev, Chairmen of the
Couneil of Hinisbters of the USSE, to questions putb

to him by the correspondents of Pravda and ‘Tzvestis
on 27 July 1963 : '

Canadas

L comparison of some significent developmenisin USA
and USSR proposals concerning the reduction of +the
risk of war bthrough aceident, miscaleulation, failure
of communication or surprise attack (1958-1963)

ENDC/91

ENDC/91/Corr,1

ENDC /98

ENDC/113

B /103

ENDCG /310
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ETHIOPTA, NIGERIA 4ND TEZ UNITED ARAB REPUBLIC
Joint Memorandum of the Delegations of

Bthiopia, Nigeria and the U.A,R. on the
Question of the Cessation of Nuclear Weapon Tests

The Delegations of Ethiopin, Nigeria and the U.A.R. to the Eighteen Nation Disarmamca’
Committees

In fulfilment of the policies and wishes of their respective Governments;

In the light of the historic meeting of the Heeds of Independent African States
and Governments, held at 4ddis sbaba from 22 to 25 lay 1963 in which they gave close
attention to the urgent problem of the cessation of nuclear weapon tesbs which has
been a source of deep concern, particularly to the African peoples and Governments;

4nd in furtherance of the aims and the spirit of the African Summit Conferenco's
Resolution on the problems of General and Complete Disarmament;

Now address the following thoughts and considerations tc the Nuclear Powers:

1. They are firmly convinced that the nuclear powers can agree to end all further
nuclear testing, under setisfactory and safeguarded conditions, in the immediate future.
Present day circumstances, as well as technical, military and economic consideraticas,
all favour the immedipte conclusion of a test-ban treaty. The positions of the nueleor
powers have never been closer then at present. The whole world has pinned its hojes

on the sense of Wisdom and practicality of the nucleer powers. The world will not
understand or condone their failure to bridge the residual final gep on such a vital anc
fa,r-rea.chingl issue os the cessation of nuelear tests.

2. The conclusion of tesl'b-ban tregty is likely o bring about a general improvemenv
in internstional relations, to herald the settlement of other pending problems, to
inhibit the further spread of nuclear weapons and to contribute to the slakening o the
nuclear armament!s race. It will certainly pub an end to radiastion hazards and to

the poisoning of Man's environments. It will save humanity end pos‘berity frorm untold
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worries and suffering. It will release the nuclear powers' umch‘needed energy, funds,

and technical knowhow and channel them to peaceful endeavours, to more profitable
enterprises which are bedly needed by the majority of mankind, especially by the Africen,
Asian, and Latin-American peoples.

3. The three aforementioned Delegations are convinced thet direct contacts between the
nuclear powers, for exemple on the Foreign Ministers! level, and possibly direet commmica-
tions and contaects between the Heads of the nuclear states and Governments, mey prove of
great value in reaching a quick and adequate solution of this problem.

It is for this reasoﬁ that the Heads of Africen States and Governments meeting at
Addis Ababa have appealed to the nuclear powers to spare no diplomatic effort and to work
unceasingly towards reaching an immediste a.greemen'l; fulfilling tke hopes and dreams of
menkind, without letting political problems inhibit the progress of their negotiations.

In the light of present circumstances, time is of the essence. The nuclear powers should
not let this propitious moment slip away for want of a resolute and determined effort to
reach an agreement which gll the world, including the nuclear powers, needs and aspires to.
4, Various non-aligmed delegdtions to our Committee, during the lasgt three months
produced many valuable ideas and thoughts which are well-known to the nuelear POWers, a.nd‘
vhich aimed at breaking the deadlock in the Geneva test-ban negotimtions about the number
of inspections as well as sbout the mebthod of discussing the quota~figures in relation to
the study of the modalities of inspections,

The three African Delegations earnestly appeal to the nuclear powers to give atten-
tion to those non-aligned ideas and thoughts as well as to their continued attempts ab
finding practical honourable and equitable compromises, which, in the last analysis, may
prove to be good and lasting solutions to the test-ban problem,

5. Chairman Khruschev and President Kennedy's exchenge of letters in December and January
on the cessation of tests has given proof of the existence, on both sides, of a welcome
spirit of constructive compromise and mutual accommodation, and above all, of courage

and goodwill.

6. It may very well be that science may, in the future, show beyond doubt that on-site
inspections may no longer be needed to ideﬁtify suspicious seismic events or to adequately

control a test~ban treaty. For the time-being, however, the 3 African Delegations
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recognizé that three, four or so, yearly truly effective inspections - or an adequately
proportionate £igure spread over more years -.may be needed to dispel mutual suspicions,
to help build up confidence between the nuclear powers, and, no less importantly, to
faoilitate their reaching e practical political sebtlement.
7. aPter having meintained that there was no need for any obligatory inspections,
Mr. Khruschev's offer last December, of three on-site inspections must therefore, be tulica
as a sign of moral courage and good faith. In a like manner, the current Brltlsh-amcrl £
demarches at Moscow, and their offer of the possibility of furiher compromise should be
encouraged and taken as 2 sign of political courage and goodwill.
8. The three Africen Delegations are convinced that they speak not only for their own
people and all the African peoples, but for the whole world, when they urgently appeal tn
the nuclear powers to give more proof of a much needed sense of practiecality and of a
necessary spirit of constructive compromise end goodwill., The Vorld will hail and appreciat.
pny show of compromise as evidence of great moral courage, politicel acumen and love for
peace. On the other hand, the world cannot but consider their failure to campromise over
the last fow remaining differences, as unwillingness on their part to end nuclear testing
ki the nuclear armaments' race, esseabial conditions for eny constructive end realistic

discussion of general and complete disarmament.
9, BSince there is general agreement, however, that the number of on-site inspections is
less relevant than the terms of the modalities or conditions for the adequete and :£ivet-
ive conduct of such on-site inspections, the three Delegations therefore exhort the nuclac:
powers to rise above gquarreling on an insignificant difference of one or two inspections, ¢
to accept a reasonable compromi se~quota of inspections contingent upon adeguate and
effective modalities on inspection.
10. Agreement on the latter should be sought, inter alia, in these illustrative areas:

(a) The location of the epicentre of the seismic event;

(b) criterias for the eligibility of the seismic. event for inspeotion;

(¢) composition of the International Seientific Committee and its role

in the esbablishment of the criteria and the supervising of their
proper applicationj
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(&)

(e)

(£)

(2)
(h)

agreement -on the initiation of inspections according to agreed eriteria
and to the date submitted to the International Committee;

the composition of the Inspection teams in such a way as to obviate
self-inspection and to ensure the effectiveness and the adequacy

of the wisit;

egreement on the criteria and relevant details of the actual
conducting of the inspection;

agreement on the shape and size of the inspection areaj

safeguards against abuse and esgaingt the ubtilization of such
facilities and inspection personnel in any manner that might be
extraneous to the purpose of identifying the event concerned or
that might endanger the socurity of the recelving state.

In the name of the African peoples and in the name of all bumanity, the three

African Delegations address this urgent appeal to the nuelear powers to give the world

proof of their goodwill, of their seriousness of purpose, and of their sense of
responsibility, by issuing the necessary ingtruections to their representatives in the
test~ban negotiations to oome to the quick and equitable compromise solutions which thd
whole world is expecting of them, and whose groundwork has already been laid during the
last 'three months of negotistions at Geneva,
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Working Psper containing a Synopsis of S

estions

by the Non-Aligned Members of the Eighteen=Nation Committes
conpernigg 8 Treatx on_the Discontinuance of Nuclear Weapon Tests

12 February = 10 June 1963

(Prepared by the Secretariat and circulated at the request of the Delegation of Sweden)
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PART & -~ STATEMENTS

I. METHOD OF WCRK

1, Timing, priority and methods of discussion

BRAZIL - The widening of areas of agreement.dependson both technical and political
factors. The technical questions should preferably be studied by specialized
technlcal methods. (15 Febtruary 1963, FV.98, p.l19)

Brazil proposed the creation of a sub-commitlee of technicians or experts,
because it was of the opinion that there should be a technical body which,
without participating in the political debate, might give clarification on the
sclentific implications inherent in any treaty that the parties might attempt
to sign. (27 May 1963, PV,137%, p.87)

Brazil considers that the discussion‘of technical details is directly linked
with the question of the number of inspections. The solution of one of these
questions necessarily depends upon the solution of the other, and the cessabion
of tests depends on both of them. Perhsps it would be possible for the Conference
to consider alternately the question of the number of inspectibns and automatic
seismic stations, and the question of the organization of inspections and the
operation of the stations. Thus two parallel but not simultaneous lines of
discussion would be established. Moreover, this system could he adopted for

private talks between the nuclear Powers, (27 February 1963, PV.103, p.l1ll)

BURMA - In regard to on-site inspection it would be difficult to come to. agreement
on numbera without an understanding being reached simultaneously.on the findamentals
of the modalities of imspection. (6 Merch 1963, PV.105, p.10)

INDIA - The remaining unresolved issues, hoving been reduced to an sgreed minimum,
might be brought together on the basis of similtansity of consideration. Those
minimum issues might include the number of inspections, the triggering and arsa
of inspections, the number of inspectors, the composition of inspection teams,

and the number of automatic ssismic stations. (20 February 1963, FY.100, p.15)
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UNITED 4RAB REPUBLIZ - Juite e fow possible compromise solutions may ﬁe found in
order to eliminate the difforence about which should take place firsti-— agreement
on the quota of-inspections or the definition of what constitutes insﬁection and
agreement on the modalities therefor, Pirst, a party might be inclined to submit a
new draft test ban trenty incorporating ifs ideas ond formulstions.  Another
suggestion might be to csk each perty to submit first a working paper elaborating
the outlines of its +hinking on the question of a test ban.  4s cnother alternstive,
the-different proposels nhout the quota number could be discussed prior to and
simultoneously with other »ertinent components of e dreft test ben treaty. Failing
an early or prelininery sossible pgreement on the guota number, the suggested

quots numbers could he left between one, two, or three brockets, Tﬁat could allow
the study of the othor jertinent components of the system to go on under a natural
ilé—in Jimitation, in tiuwe end syoce, due to the size and nature of the peper
itsgelf, A dime—limit might even be set on the durction of such a discussion.

(18 February 1963, 27V. 99, bp,15-16)

2. Conditionsl scceptance of quots of on-site inspections
STHIQPLS — 4 minimum of three on-site inspections & year, with the possibility of

inerensing this tumber to an agreed meximum figure of eight on—-site inspections,

depending on the insocction arrengements that were formulated and agreed upon,

could provide o ressoncble besis for further negotiations, Such a basis for
negotictions would allcy any sporehensions that the United States might have that

the on—site inspection quote ond system would not have o significont deterrent

value, Tt would slso ellay any onxieties the Soviet Union might have that inspection
visits could be used for non~egreed purposes, (20 February 1963, PV.100, P.22)

UNITED ARAB REPUBLIU ~ The ides thet the nuclesr Powers should accept the quota
figure conditionally upon agreement on modalities is not a new one, &s a matter
of fact both parties have suggested the iden in the past, It is to be ehﬁected
thot. once the quotn issue wes sabisfoetorily disposed of in the foregoing manner,
:¢ should not be dlfflcult to attnin agreement on the criteriz and arrangements for
1nspect10n. (16 June 1963, PYV,142%, un.21, 23)
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3. "Packsge! Dronosal

{(e) TFor dlscu551ng test bon tregﬁz
DNITED ARAB QFFPUBLIZ - The verious subgestlons and thoughts contained in the

Joint Memorendun of Ethiopie, 1 Ylverla and the UiAR (ENDC/94) constitute an inter-

dependent and well-belanced indivisible entity which, taken es o whele, should

be a satisfceotory way out of the present impasse, (10 June 1963, PV,142%, p.21)

(v) Inber-relstbion betwoen tegt ban snd other mepsures
ETHIOPIA ~ It is evident thet, unless measures fo lower temnsion are agreed to and

a test ban concluded, the obstecles will nrove insurmountenle. e therefore
supgort all delegetions fthat have given vrlorlty to those qpestlons. (20 February 1963,
FV.100, p.21)

UNITED 4R4B REPUBLIZ - Liveement on the cessetion of tests would be facilitated

if, in their present contoets, the nuclear Powers gave some thought also to the

possibility of simultancous cgreement on a few other ripe and practicable
collaterel messures such as an agreement to prevent the proliferation of

nuclear weapons and the soreading of information relptive“to their manufacture
or uses directly or indiréctly, bilcterally or multilaterally, to other States
which at present do not possess them,  Lnother measure could be & reoffirmation
by Sfa#es of their officially declercé policy of shunning nuclear armement and
s consoclidation of the foundetions of dhe projected "mon-nuclesr club”. If
this were truly envisazed, s whcle series of other preliminary and paertial
measures could easily it in and bolster o well-balenced and practiceble
package deel, obviousiy built around o test-bon agreement. They could also
ensily come to en undecrstending oﬁ the inelusion in any future package deel

of measures such as the reduction of the risk of accidental war, os proposed

by the Uhitedlstates, s "eaceful co-cxistence” nccord, and the non~aggression .
ract proposéd.by the Soviet Union. (1C June 1963, PV.142%, pP.27-30)
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4. Qeneral Appraach

SWEDEN — Through the statements by the non-aligned nations, a model does lie

prepared if the grest Powers wish to ocmbine the v.rious suggesiions ﬁade by

different non-aligned nations at the Cornference. If the nuclear Powers were
interested in moving forward, in a needy &éase li%e this, with the aid of a

tertium datur, if they combined the five or more elements waich are available in

the records of this Conference, they would have a compromise model to discuss.

It would, of ocourse, mot sirpass their ability te improve on this model as they
mizht deem f£it. (22 May 1963, PV.135", p.62)

UETTED ARAR REPUBLIC — It should not be beyond the resourcefulness and realism

nf the nuclsar Powers to find a mutually satisfactory agresment, based perhaps,
on & quota number which is near the number offered by the soviet Union ahd onm
effective modalities which might take into consideration the areas proposed by
the iinited States for agresment on the modalltles and which woald guarantee that
inspeotions should be more than a mers symhol. (10 June 1963, PV.142 ’ p.22)
II. QJOTA OF ON-SITS IWNSPECTIONS

1. BSuzgested number for annual guctsa
ETHIOPIA — A test ban treaty could be elaborated dealing with all aspects of a

test ban and including guotas ¢f on—site inspections per annum from a minimum

of three to an agreed maximum of eizhi. The maxinum number would of course
depend " the extent of inspectinn arrangements, and it might well be less than
eight. (20 February 1963, PV.100, pp. 22-23)

UNITED ARA3 KoPUBLIC - Ia not the acceptance of twe or three inspections per year

tantamount to admiiting that they can be made consistent with a State's naticnal
seourity and that tiaey need not necessarily represent haraful interference? Could
it not prove possible or within a Stave!s capabilities tc accept fur-éxample a
maximum of four to five visits under the same seocurity arrangements? And,
conversely, does not the acceptance cf the theory and principle of inspection of
only a fractlnn, let us say onemflfth, of unidentified events ameunt in fact o
tacltly admitting that the acceptance of nne—seventa or one-eishtn of unidentified
events, let us suppose five or four v151ts, shc¢1d not very much affect the general

picture of a few surprise—deterrent visita? (18 February 1963, ?V.99, p. 13)
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2, Sliding scale over period of years

SWEDEN — There is the possibility of some kind of sliiing éhale.of‘inSPGGtions_
between the numbers three and eight, ae those are the numbers suggested by the.
two sidss, perhaps startin. with three inspections during the first year and
gradually stépping up the number durine subseguent years. Or there might, on

the contrary, be reason to start with some higher number and move downwards,
motivated by the hope that mutual confidence would increase with time.- Or

again the quota might be tied to a longer time-periei than a year. (20 Pebruary
1963, PV.100, pp. 28-29)

3. Quota for period af years

SUEDEN — The quota might be tied to a longer time—period than a year.. (20 February
1963, PV,100, p.29)

4. HReoconsideration of quota figure

INDIA — If there is difficulty of any kind in reachin, an agreed Figure of
inspections, fhen why should net bota si.es agree that the treaty should contain
a clause providing for the reconsideraticn of the n.mber of on-site

inspections alter a period of one year, which number shauld be changed »nly

if both sides agree? That is to say, the treaty is not to be temporarys it
7ill be firm and permenent, and the number of inspections will be there and will
not be altered unless both sides agree., (20 Februa.y 1963, £V.100, p.17)

III. INTTTATION OF ON-SII INSPECTION

UWITED ARAB RMPUBLIC — The UAR reiterates its earliew Buggesiion made on

15 August 1962 (PV.YO, p.24) that the nuclear Powers shoﬁld turn to the study

of the questicn: "'When shouuld on-site inspection ve necessary in practice?!"
(18 ?ebruary 1963, PV.9Y, p.14)

Iv. é?TOMﬁTIC SUISHIC STL TONS

o R
INDIA ~ Perhaps there could be a parity of relaiionshiv between the number of

automatic seliemic statieas and the number of seismic areas. That would provide
a certain Tlexibility, a certain logic, beocause what has been agreed is the
loocation of cergain automatic seiemic statlons in certain seismioc areas.

(20 Pebruucy 1363, PV.100, pp. 17-18)
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Y. TECHNICAL QUESTTONS

1. Arrangements for control machinery

SWEDEN — There are a number of practical matters which must be studied end settled
owtside the two or three problems which appear to be the present crux of an
agreement. For example, there are decisions to be made on optimal instrumentation;
the solection of seismic stations, not just inside but also outside the territories
of the nuclear Powers; the arrangements for adequate date trensmissions;  the
proper means and methods for the analysis of data, end so forth. | All these are
time~consuming tasks which are unpoliticalrin nature end might well be performed

at an early pre-ban stage. There areralso guestions of a more administrative
character, still totally a~politicel, such as the place for the seet of the central
agency, the prbper contacts with existing international scientific and technical
networks, and so forth. Some of these matiers may well be settled directly by the
major nuclear Powers concerned, bubt cther matters would no doubt benefit by the
co-operation also of other States, or might even stand in need of such co—operation.
(20 Feb, 1963, PV.100, p.25)

UNITED ARAB REPUBLIC -~ The Committee should have. every reason to expect that, once the

quota issue was satisfactorily disposed of, it should mot be difficult to attain agreement
on impartial end adequately selected inspection teemg, snd on the choice of internationall}
recognized sound and realistic criterie for determining the eligibility of events for
inspection, and for the locatbion of the epicenbres of the events in gquestion,
Consideration might also be given to the reciprocal aspect of inspection arrangement s
under imternationally acceptable and supervised criteria. Agreement might élso be

sought on realistic and meeningful delineation of the shape and size of the areas which
might be opened for inspection, as well as on adequate and practical safeguards which
should guarantee the security of the host state under the eforesaid circumstances,

(10 June 1963, PV.142", pp. 23-24)

2. International scientific commission

SWEDEN - The scientific co-operation which will necessarily accompeny’ & tegt ban
should be initiated as early aé possible, On this ground Sweden reiteratbes the
suggestions that certain steps, such as th§ setting up of the international
scientific coﬁmission on an interim basis, be taken immediately. As practical

'experience shows how difficult it is to recruit prominent scientists on an inter-
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‘national basis at short notice, it will not be considered unduly pressing to
suggest thaet plans for the recruitment of a nucleus of & scientifie commission
be initiated at once. 4is the commission is envisaged as an impartial and not
& bilateral one, the non-eligned countries perforce take an active interest in
its creation. (20 Feb, 1963, PV,100, p.27)

UNITED ARLB REPUBLIC - The nucleer Powers should find the inbernstional
scientific commission able and reedy to help them in the esteblishment end the

pTOperT 1mplementat10n of criterie and arrangements for on-site inspection,
(10 June 1963, PV, 142" s Ps20-25)

3. ;Co-cpe;atlon with secientific bodies

SWEDEN ~ It would seem expedient to start now selection of the sites of co-
operating eontrol stations outside the territories of the nuclear Powers. For
that purpose one would have to contact the international scientific unions and,
ofrcourse,_the govermments concerned. These suggestions refer more directly o
stations in seismically-quiet areas, For the monitoring of earthquakes in
seismic areas local networks are reqpiréd. For these tasks, e unigue oppor-
tunity is opened up by resolution 912 (XEXIV) of ECOSOC on "Internationel Coe
operation in the Field of Seismologiecal Research® which sims at expanding and
re-equipping existing stations in seismie regions end at the establishment of
an earthqueke-warning system. Ln inter-governmentsl conference on this metter
is planned to teke place in 1964, This presents the Conferemce with a timely
opportunity to join forces. (20 Feb. 1963, PV,100; p.26)

In metters concerning the scientifie aspects of test ban control it is
highly advisable to co-plan and co-operate with the international scientific
unions concerned. The 3wedish delegation hes approached the Internationel
Council of 3cientific Unions (ICSU) on this matter, and ICSU is ready to con—
sider such co-operation if that be the unenimous desire of the Commithee,

(20 Feb. 1963, BV,100, p.27)
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VI. . INTERLY ARRANGEMENT

BURMZ4 - Nuclear tests in eny form are incompetible with serious negotia#ions
on e test~ban treaty. A4 suitable interim arrangement, offering reasonable
protection to both sides, cen be arrived af, end arrived at quickly, if  the
parties are reelly determined to reach such an sgreement, (25 March 1963,
PV.113, »p. 11, 12)

MEXICQ - If, contrary to all hope nnd despite all our efforts, a nermanent
and comprehensive ireaty is noi concluded for the time being, then we must
heve —— as requested by the Generel lLssembly ——;a provisional agreement to
suspend underground tests, which will permit of g prohibition of tests in
the other three enviromments where no internetional control is reguired, since
the national means are sufficient to identify explosioms, The provisicnel
agreement referred to in resolution 1762 L (XVII} would not be an uncomirolled
moretorium, es the principle of on-site inspection has been accepted; and
that would enable us to set in motion the complicated mechinery of the inter-
national scientific commission proposed in the Eight Power Joint ilemorandum.
We should at ‘the seme time be able to acquire experience which, coupled maybe
with further,devélopments in seience and technology, would provide us with a
firm besis for a definite agreeﬁent to prohibit underground nuclear weapons
tests, (15 March 1963, BV,109, p. 23)

NIGERL. - General Lssembly resolution 1762 (ZVII) is elmost out of date at
the present stage of negotictions, The goal is a final and lesting treaty
ending all tests in all envirommonts., (18 March.1963, EV.110, p.17)
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I. AETEQD OF WORK

Joint hiemorandum of ETHIQPIA,  NIGERIA and the UNITED A4RAB REPOBLIC {10 June 1963)

Since there is general agreement that the number of on-site inspectiong is less
relevant than the terms of the modalities or comditions for the adequate and effaective
conduct of such on-site inspections, Ethiopia, Nigerie and the United Airab Republic exhort
the nuclear Powers to rise mbove guarreling on an insignif:~ant difference of one or twe
.inspections, and to accept a reasonable compromi se~quota of insPéctions contingernt upon
adequate ond effective modalities on imspection. (ENDC/94, para.9)

IT. QUCT4 OF ON-SITE INSPECTIONS
Joint Hemorandum of ETHIOPTA, NWIGERTA and the UNITED ARAB RZPUBLIC (10 June '1963)

Science may, in the fubure, show beyond doubt that on-site inspections may no longer
be needed to identify suspicious seismic events or to adequately control a test-ban treaty.
For the time-being, however, three, four or so, yearly truly effective inspections - or
an adequately proportionate figure spread over more years — may be needed to dispel mutual
suspiclons, Yo help build up confidence between the nuclear Powers, and, nc less importantly,
to facilitate their reaching a praetical political settlement. (ENDC/94, para.6)
III., MODALITIES FOE ON-SITE INSPECTION
Joint_Lemorendum of EFHIOPIA, NIGERIA and the UNITED ARAB REPUBLIC (10 June 1963)

Agreement on modalities of inspection should be sought, inter alia, in these

illustrotive areast

(a) ‘the location of the epicentre of the seismic eveut;

() criteria for the eligibility of the seismic eveuv ror inspections

(¢} composition of the International Scientific Committee and its role in
the establishment of the eriteria and the supervising of their proper
application;

(d) agreement on the initiation of inspections aeccordiing to agreed criteria
and to the deta submitted to the International Committee;

(e) the composition of the inspection teams in such o way as to obviate self-
inspection and to ensure the effectiveness and the adequacy of the visit)

(£} agreement on the criteria =nd relevant deteails of the actual conducting
of the inspectiong

(¢) agreement on the shape end size of the inspection area;

{n) safeguards ngainst abuse and against the utilization of such facilities and
inspection personnel in any manner that might be extranecus to the purpose of
identifying the event concerned or that might endanger the security of the
receiving State. (ENDC/94, para.l0)

* Denotes provisional record,
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICAL

Exeerpts from Lddress by President Kennedy on
pesce, delivered in Weshington, 10 June, 1963

I have chosen this time and plece to discuss o topie on which ignorance ‘oo often
abounds end the truth is too rarely merceived —— and that is the most importent topic
on earth: peacs,

Thet kind of pesce do I mean ond whet kind of peace do we seek? Not a Pax Lmericana
enforced on the world by american wespons of wer. Hot the peace of the grave or the
security of the slave, I om talking about genuine pemce — the kind of peace thet makes
life on earth worth living ~- ond the kind thet epcbles men and mebions to grow end to
hope and build a better life for their children — not merely peace for Americans but
peace for all men and women — not merely peace in our time but pesce in all {ime.

I speck of peace because of the new face of war, Total wor mekes no sense in an
Lage where great powers cen maintain large end reletively invulnereble nuclear forces and
refuse to surrender without resort to those forces, It mekes no sense in an age when &
single nuclear weapon conteins slmost ten times the explosive force delivéred by all the
Lilied air forces in the second world war., It makes no sense in an age wﬁen the deadly
poisons produced by & nuclear exchange would be carried by wind and weter and soil and
geed to the far corners of the globe ond to genmerations yet unborn.

Today the expenditure of billions of dollers every yeer on wenpons acquired for the
nurpope of meking sure we never need them is essentisal to the keeping of peace., But
surely the acquisition of such idle stockpiles ~— which can only destroy and can never
ereate — ig not the omly, much less the most efficient, mecns of assuring peace.

I speek of peace, therefore, as the necessery rationzl end of rational men. I
renlize the pursuit of pecce is not os drametic as the pursuit of wor —— end frequently
the words of the pursuer fall on deef ecrs. But we have .no more urgent task,

Some say that it is useless to speck of peace or world low or world disarmement —
and that it will be useless unbil the leaders of the Soviet Union adopt & more enlightened
ettitude., I hope they do. I believe we can help them do it.
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But I also believe that we must re-examine our own attitudes —— as individusls and
23 o netion —— for our attitude is as essential as theirs. And every graduate of this
school, every thoughtful citizen who despairs of war end wishes to bring peace, should
begin by looking inward — by examining his own ettitude towards the course of the cold
war and toward freedom and pesce here at home.

First: ZExemine our sttitude townrds peace itself. Too many think it is unreal.
But that is a dangerous, defeatist belief., It leads to the conclusion that war is
ineviteble -.. that mankind is doomed — that we are gripped by forces we cennot control.

We need not accept that view. Our problems are man-made, Therefore, they can be
solved by man. £ind man econ be as big as he wants. No problem of humen destiny is beyond
human beings. Men's reason end spirit hdve often solved the seemingly unsolvable — and
we believe they caen do it ogain,

I am not referring to the absolute, infinite concepts of universal peece and good
will of which some fantasies end fanaties dream. I do not deny the velue of hopes and
dreams but we merely invite discouragement and ineredulity by meking thet our only and
immediate goal,

Let us focus instead on a more practical, more atteineble pesce -~ based not on e
sudden revelution in human nature but on a gradual evolution in human institubions —— on
o series of concrete actions end effective agreements which are in the inbterests of
all concerned.

There is no single, simple key to .this peace —— no grand or megic formula to be
adopted by one or two powers. Genuine peacé must be the produet of many n&tioﬁs, the sum
of many acts. It must be dynemic, not statie, chenging to meet the challenge of each new
generation, For pesce is a process —— a way of seclving problems,

With such a peace, there will still be quarrels and conflicting interests, as there
are within femilies and nations, World peace, like community peece, does not require thet
each man love his neighbour —- it requires only that they live together with mutual
tolerance, submitting their disputes to n just and peaceful settlement., 4nd history
teaches us thet enmities between nations, as between individuels, do not last Fforever,
However fixed our likes and dislikes mey seem, the tide of time and events will often
bring surprising changes in the reletions between nations and neighbours.

So let us persevere. Peace need not be imprecticeble — and war need not be
inevitable. By defining our goel more clearly —- by making it seem more manageable and
less remote -- we can help all people to see it, to draw hope from it, and to move

irresistibly towards it,
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And second: let us re—examine our attitude towards the Soviet Union., "It is
discouraging to think thet their leaders mey ectuslly believe whet their propegandists
write.

It is discouraging to reed & recent suthoritctive Soviet text onm military strategy
and find, on page after page, wholly baseless ond ineredible cleims —- such as the
ellegation thet "imeriean imperialist circles are preparing to unleash different types
of war ... that there is a very renl threst of a preventative war being unlesshed by
American imperialists zogeinst the Soviet Union ... (and thet) the politienl nims", and
I quote, "of the Lmerican imperielists are to enslave esconomically and politicelly the
European snd ather capitalist comntries ... (and) te achieve world dominstion ... by
means of aggressive war,"

Truly, as it was written long ago: "The wicked flee when no man pursueth." Yet
it is sed to rest +these Soviet stotements — o reclize the extent of the gulf between
us, But it is also a warning —— a warning to the imerican people not to fell into the
some trep ss the Soviets, not to see only & distorted and desperate view of the other
side, not to see conflict as ineviteble, accommodetion as im?ossible and commmnication

1 nothing more than an exchange of thrests.

No govermment or social system is so evil thet its people must be considered as
lacking in virtue, Ais imericans, we find Communism profoundly repugnant as & negotion
of personal freedom and dignity, but we can still hail the Russian people for their
many echievements ~- in science and space, in economic and industrial growth, in culture,
in acts of courage.

Among the many traits the peoples of our two countries have in common, none is
stronger than our mutual abhorrence of war, Almost unique among the major world powers,
we have never heen at wer with eech other. 4nd no nation in the history of battle ever
suffered more than the Soviet Union in the second World Ter. 4t least 20,000,000 lost
their lives, Countless millions of homes and femilies were burned or sacked., A third
of the nation's territory, including two—thirds of its industrial base, wes turned into
g wasteland — a loss equivalent to the destruetion of this country east of Chicago.

Todey, should total war ever breek out again —— no matver how — our two countries
will be the primary targets, It is an ironic but accurate fact that the two strongest
powers are the two in the most danger of devastation, All we have built, all we have
worked for, would be destroyed in the first 24 hours. 4nd even in the cold war — which

ings burdens end dangers to so many countries, including this notion's closest allies —
vur two countries bear the heaviest burdens. For we are both devoting magsive sums of

money to weapons that could be better devoted to combat ignorance, poverty end disease.
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We are both caught up in 2 vieious and dangerous ey le with suspicion on one -
side breeding suspicion on the other, and new wespons begebting counter-wéeapons.,

In short, both the United States and its allies, and the Soviet Union and
its allies, have a mutually deep interest in a just end genuine pesce and in halting
‘“he exms race. Agreemerts o this end are in the interests of the Soviet Union eos
well as our own ~~ and even the most hostile nations cen be relied upon to accept
and keep those ireaby obligations, and only those treaty obligations, which ere
in their own interest.

So, let us not ke blind %o our differences — but let us glso direct attention
to our comion interests and the meens by which those differences cen be resolved.
And if we camnot end row ouwr differences, at least we can help make the world sefe
for diversity. For, in the finel analysis, our most basic common link is that we
2ll inhebit this smell planet, We all breathe the same air. We all cherish our
children's future. A4And we are all mortal.

Thirds Let us re-examine our attitude towards the cold war, remembering we are
not engaged in a debate, seeking o pile up debating points. Ve are not here
digtribuiing dlame or pointing the finger of judgment. ¥Fe must deal with the world
n3 it is, end not as it might have been had the history of the last eighteen years
been different,

We must, therefore, persevere in the seerch for peace in the hope that
constructive changes within the Communist bloec might bring within reach solutions
which nov seem beyond us. We must conduct our affeirs in such e way that it becomes
in the Communists' interest to egree on a genuine peace, A4nd above ell, while
defending our own vital interests, nuclear powers must avert those confronbetions
which bring an adversary to & choice of either a humilating retreat or o nuelear war.
To adopt that kind of course in the nuelear age would be evidence only of the
banlkruptey of our policy ~~ or of o collective death-wish for the world,

To secure these ends, imerica's weapons are non-provocative, carefully
‘controlled, designed to deter and capable of selective use., OQur militery forces
are committed to peace and diseiplined in self-restreint. Our diplomats are
instrueted to avoid unnecessary irritents and purely theoretical hostility,

For we can seek o relaxation of tensions without relaxing our guerd, Aﬁd, for
our pert, we do mot need to use threats to prove that we are resolute, e do not

need to jem foreign broadcasts out of fear our faith will be eroded, e are
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unwilling to iﬁpdse our system on any unwilling people — but we ere willing and.able
to engage in peaceful competition with any people on earth.

Meanwhile, we seek to strengthen the United Nations, to help solve its financiel
problems, to make it a more effesctive instrument for peace, to develop it inte o
genuine world security system — & system capable of resolving disputes on the basis
of law, of insuring the security of the large and the smell, and of cresting conditions
under whieh arms can fineglly be abolished,

Lt the sdme time we seek to keep peace inside the non-Communist world, where
meny nations, all of them our friends, are divided over issues whieh weaken Western
unity, which invite Communist intervention or which threaten to erupt into waer,

Our efforts in ¥est Now Guinea, in the Congo, in the Middle East and the Indian
subcontinent, have been persistént and petient despite eriticism from both sides.
¥e have also tried to sét on exmmple for others ~— by secking to adjust small but
significant differences ﬁith our owh elosest neighbours in Mexico and Cenada.

Speaking of other nations, I wish to make one point clear. T¥e are bound to
many nations by allisnces, These allisnces exist because our concern and theirs
)substantielly overlep. Our commitment to defend Western Europe end West Berlin,
for exemple, stends undiminished because of the identity of sur vitel inberesis.

The United States will make no deel with the Soviet Union et the expense of other
netions end other peoples, not merely becasuse they are our partners, but alsc because
their interests and ours converge.

Our interests converge, however, not only in defending the frontiers of freedom,
but in pursuing the paths of peace.

It is our hope —— and the purpose of allied policies — to convince the Soviet
Union that she, too, should let each nation choose its own future, so long es that
choice does not interfere with the choices of others. The Communist drive ‘o impose
their politieal end economic system on others is the primery cause of world tension
today. For there cen be no doubt that, if all netions could refrain from inteffering
in the self-determination of others, the peace would be much more assured.

This wili require a new effort to achieve world law —- a new context for world
discussions. It will require increased understanding between the Soviets and ourselves.
And increased understanding will require increased contact snd communicetion.

One step in this direction is the proposed arrangement for a direct line belween
foscow and Weshington, to eveid on each side the dangerous delays, misunderstanding,

and misreedings of the other's asctions which might oceur in e time of erisis.
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Ve have also been talking in Geneve about other first—step measures of arms
control, designed to limit the intensity of the arms race and reduce the risks of
eccidental war.

Our primery long-renge interest in Geneva, however, is general and complete
disarmament —- designed to take place by stages, permitting parallel political
developments to build the new institutions of peace which would take the_place of
arms, The pursuit of disermament has been an effort of this Government since the
1920's. It has been urgently sought by +the past tﬁree Administrations. And, however,
dim the prospects are todey, we intend to conmtinme this effert —— to continue it
in order that all couniriés, including our own, cen better grasp what the problems
and the possibilities of disarmement ere.

The only major area of these negotiations where the end is in sigint -- yet
vhere & fresh start is badly needed —— is in a treaty to outlaw nuclear tests. The
conclusion of such a treaty —— so near and yet so far ~— would cheeck the spiraling
arms race in one of its meost dengerous arees, It would place the nuclear powers in
a position to deal more effectively with one of the greatest hazards which man faces
in 1963 — the further spread of nuclear weapoms. It wcvld incresse our security ~-~
it would deerease the prospects of war.

Surely this goal is sufficiently importent tc requirve our steady pursuit,
yielding neither to the temptetion to give up the whole effort nor the temptaticn
to give up our insistence on vitel and responsible sefeguards.

I am teking this opportunity, therefore, to announce two importent decisions
in this regard:

First: Chairman XKhrushechev, Prime Minister Mecmillan and I heve agreed that
high-level discussions will shortly begin in Moscow looking towerd early egrecment
on a comprehensive test ban treaty. Our hopes must be tempered with the caution of
history ~ but with our hopes go the hopes of all mankind.

Second: To meke clear our good faith and solemn convictions on the metter, I
now declare that the United States does not propose to conduct nuclear tests in the
atmosphere so long as other states do not do so, We will not be the first to resume.
Such a declaration is no substitute for a formal binding treaty — but I hope it will
help us achieve one. Nor would such a treaty be a substitubte for disariament —- but
I hope it will help us achieve it.

Finally, my fellow Americans, let us exemine our attitude towards peace and e

freedom here et home. The quality snd spirit of our own society must justify end
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support our efforts sbrond. We must show it in the dedieetion of our own lives —
as many of you who are gredusting todsy will have an opportunity to do, by éerving
without pay in the Peace Corps abroed or in the proposed NHational Service Corps here
&t home,

But wherever we are, we must all, in our deily lives, live up to the ege-old
faith that pence and freedom walk together. In toc mwany of our cities today, the
peace is not secure because froedom is incomplete.

Tt iz the responsibility of the executive branch at 2ll levels of govermment ——
local, state and national . to provide and protgct'that freedom for all of our
citizens by all meens within our authority. It is the responsibility of the
legislative braench at all levels, wherever the authority is not now adequate,; to meke
it adequate. And it is the responsibility of all citizens in all sections of this
country to respect the rights of others and respect the law of the land.

All this is not unrelated to world peace, "When s men's weys please the Lord,"
the‘soriptures tell us, "he meketh even his enemies to be ab peace with him." And

mi- yot pence, in the last analysis, basically e metter of humen rights — the right ‘o
Tive out our lives without fear of devastetion — the right to breathe air as
nature provided it — the right of Pubture generations to & healthy existence?

thile we proceed to safeguard our national intérests, let us elso safeguard
humen interests, And the elimination of war and arms is clearly in the interest of
both,

No treety, however much it may be to the advantage of all, however tightly it mey
be worded, can provide absolubte security epgainst the risks of deception and evasion.
But it cen — if it is sufficiently effective in its enforcement end if it is
sufficiently in the interests of its signers — offer far more security and far fewer
risks than an unabated, uncontrolled, unpredictable.arms race.

The United States, as the world knows, will never start & war. We do ﬁot want 2
war, Ve do not now expect & war., This generation ;f Amsricans.has already hed
enough — more then enough — of wer and bate and oppression, We shell be prepared if
others wish it. We shell be alert to try to stop it. But we shall also do our part
40 build a world of peace where the weak are safe and the strong are just.

Yo are not helpless before that tesk or hopeless of its success. Confident

d unafraid, we lebor on -~ not towards a strategy, of annibilation but towards a
strategy of peace.

Thenk you,
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Chairmaen of the Council of Ministers of the USSR, Mr, N.S, Krushechev,
at o meeting in Berlin on 2 July 1963

Comrades!

1 should like to. speal sbout the questionfof the cessation of nuclear tests.
As you know, it is proposed to resume negotiations on this question in mid-July
in Moscow. Everyone, of course, is wondering;whether an agreement on the
cessation of nuclenr weeapon tests will now at lest be concluded., This is a
1egitimate interest and I should like to state%our views in this regard.

The Soviet Government has on several occaéions dselured ite reediness to
sign without delay a tresty on the prohibition of all nuclear tests for all time -
I repeet, all nuclear tests, wherever they mey be conducted. Many years ago, we
raiced the guestion of prohibiting nuclenr weapons end prohibiting tests of such
weapons,

But the Western Powers, particularly the United States, do not want to come
to such an agreement. They are dragging out the negotiations interminably and
putting forward various artificial pretexts injorder to avoid the cessation of all
nuclear tests. They are insisting with p&rtibular stubbornness on internationeal
inspection, | _

It has been proved by sciencec and fully confirmed by practice that there is
ne need for any inspection for control over the cessation of iests, including
underground tests. The national means of debecting nuclear explosicns which are
aveilable to States, especially in conjunction;with autometic seismic stetions,
to the establishment of which we have agreed, Ensure relisble control over the
cessation of all festis, Nevertheless, the Weétern Powers stubbornly persist in
linking the question of the cessation of nucléar tests with so—called international

inspestions,
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This means that the Western Powers! demand for inspections has something
else behind it. What is it? We have long been convinced that the Western
Powers need international inspections not for control over the cessation of tests,
but in order to penetrate by any means into various parts of the Soviet Union for
intelligence purposes, Thus, it is not a question of control over the cessation
of tests, bubt esscntially of legalized espionage,

If anyone still hed any doubt before ebout the real purposes of the Western
Powers when they demanded the cerrying out of inspections, there are nc grounds
for this now, It is well known that at the end of last year the Soviet Government
took a big step to meet the Western Powers in agreeing to two or three inspections
a year, How did the Western Powers respond to that expressicn of gnod will?

They not only failed to evaluste this step of ours in the proper wey, but tried fo
impose on us a bargaining in regard to the number of inspections end .the conditions
under which they were to be carried out. Since then it hes become even more clear
thét our Western parfners are not concerned with concluding an equiteble agrecment,
but wish to secure opportunities to fly ell over Soviet territory cend to engage

in aerial photography and other metters which have no cobnnexion whatsoever ﬁith
the cessation of tests, but meet the needs of the military steffs of NATO,

It is time the imperialists realizod that the Soviet Government will nover
forgo the security interests of its country and of 211 socialist couniries. It
will never open its doors to HATO spies, This is not 2 subjeet for bargaining.
Our position on this question is clear and unshakeble,

The Soviet Government is convincéed thot the interests of the peoples would be
best served by the speediest possible esnclusion of an agreement on the cessation
of all nuclecr weapon tests - in the etmosphere, in outer spece, under water and
under ground, Apperently, hewever, this is impossible in view of the attitude
of the Western Fowers.

Heving carefully weighced up the situation, the Soviet Government, moved by o
sense of grest rasponsibility for the fate of the peoples, declores that, since the
estern Fowers are impeding the conclusion of en egreement on the cessation of ell
nuclear tests, the Soviet Government expresses its readiness to conelude an
agreement on the cessation of nuclear tests in the sitmosphere, in outer space and
under water. We¢ have made such propesels béfore, but the Western Fowers prevented
us from reaching agreement by proposing additionsl conditions providing for extensive

inspection of our territory.
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If the Western Powers now agree tc this proposal, the question of inspection
will no longer arise. After all, the Western Powers have declared that no
inspections are required for verifying the compliance by States with their
obligations 1o cease nuclear tests in the ctmosphere, in outer space and under
water. Accordingly, the road is open to a solution of this problem. The Soviet
Government expresses the hope that the Western Powers, going forward to meet the
aspirations of the peoples, will adopt e positive atiitude towards this propossl
of the Soviet Government.

The conclusicn of an agreement on the cessztion of tests will eliminate the
danger of the radioéctive poisoning of the atmosphere end will avert the threat in
the health of present and future generations. The conclusion of such an egrecment
will undoubtedly clso contribute towards s geperal improvement of the internaticnal
climete and the cesing of téension and will consequently facilitate the search feor
mutuelly acceptable decisions and the solution of other internationcl problems,

0f course, for all the significence of such an important instrument es on
agreement on the cessaotion of muclear tests, it cannot helt the armaments race and
cennot avert or even greatly ;educe the threat of z thermconuclear war,

The Soviet Government therefere considers that it would be adviseble straight-—
away, when on agreement on the cessation of nuelear tests is concluded, to take
also another big step towerds the relaxation of international tension end the
strengthening of eonfidence between States, namely, the conc¢lusion of o non-
aggression pact between the two main militery groupings of Stetes -~ the NATO
countries and the countries parties to the Wersaw Treaty. The Soviet Uninn and
other socialist States have been putting forward a proposel for the conclusien of
such & pact over & number of years, We note with satisfaction thet this proposal
is meeting with ever—increasing international support, even in certain NATO
countries, The time has now come to put this propossl into practice.

in agreement on the cessation of nuclear weapon tests, together with the
simulitaneous signing of a non-aggression pact between those two groupings of States,
will create a new international stmosphere more favourable to the solution of the
most important problems of the modern world, including the problem of disarmament.

These problems affect the interests of the broad messes of mankind,  Thet is
why the communists are celling upon all peoples and oll sections of the population,
irrespective of their political views and eonvictions, to join together in the
common struggle to prevent another world wor and to secure a lasting peace among
States,




' mmc/mo/nev.ﬁy
CONFERENCE OF THE EIGHTEEN-NATION COMMITTEE 30 July 1963§

ENGLISH
ON DISARMAMENT Original: ENGLISH/RUSSLAN
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Treaty banning nuclesr woapon tesir

in the atmosphere, in ocuter specs,

end under water

The Governments of the United Stetes of imericn, the United Kingdom of Greab
Britian and Northern Ireland, end the Uniocn of Soviet Sosielist Kepublics,
hereinafter referred to as the "Original Parties",

Proclaiming as their principal eim the speediest possible achievenent of en
sgreenment on general end complete disarmament under strict international conmtrol
in sceordence with the objectives of the Uiaited Natiorns, which would put an end
to the armaments race and elimingte the incentive to the _roduction and testing
of all kinds of weapons, including nucleer weapons,

. Seeking to achieve the discontinivance of all test explosions of nucleer
weapons for all time, determined to continue negotiativns *o this end, and desiring
to put an end to the contamination of man's environment by radicactive substances,

Have agreed as follows:

article I
1. Each of the Parties to this Tresty undertekes to prohibit, to prevent, and
not to carry out anmy nuclear weapon test explosion, or any other nueclear explosion,
at any place undexr its jurisdiction or control:
(a) in the ebnosphere; Deyond its limits, including outer space; or
mderweter, ineluding territcrial waters or high seas; or ‘
(v) in any obher environment if such explosion ceuses redicactive
dobris to be present outside the territoriel limits of the State under

whoge jurisdiction or control such explosion is conducted. It is

*/ Issued in English, French and Spanish
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understood in this connection that the provisions of this subparegraph

are without prejudice to the conclusion of a treaty resulting in the

permanent banning of all nuclesar test explosions, including all such

explosions underground, the conolusions ¢f which, o8 the Parties have

stated in the Preamble to this Tresty, they seek to achieve.

2, Each of the Parties to this Treaty undertakes furthermore to refrain from
causing, encouraging, or in any way participsting in, the carrying out of any
nuelear weapon test explosion, or eny other nuclear explosion, anywhere which
would teke place in any of the environmenis described, or have the effect referred

to, in paragraph 1 of this irticle.

Artiecle IIX

1, iny Party may Dropose amendments to this Treaty. The text of any
proposed amendment shall be submitted to the Depositary Governments which shall
circulete it ‘o all Parties to this Treaty. Therecfier, if requested to do so
by one-third or mdre'of the Parties, the Depositary Governments shell convene a
conference, to which they shall invite all the Parties, to consider such amendment.

2. Ainy emendment to this Tresty rust be epproved by a majority of the votes
of nll the Parties to this Treaty, including the votes of all of the Original
Parties., The emendment shall enter into foree for all Parties upon the depbsit
of instruments of ratificetion by & majority of all the Parties, including the
instruments of retification of all of the Original Parbies.

artiecle III

1. Thkis Treaty shall be open to ell States for signature. any State which
does not sign this Treaty before its entry into force in eccordance with paragreph 3
of this .rticle may accede to it at eny time.

2. This Treaty shall be subject to ratification by signotory States. Instruments
of ratificetion and instruments of accession shell be deposited with the Govermments
of the Originel Porties —— the United Stetes of fmerien, the United Kingdom of
Greot Britain and Northern Ireland, and the Union of Soviet Socialist Hepublics —-

which are hereby lesignated the Depositary Governments.
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3, This Treaty shall enter into force af*er its ratification by all the
Original Parties and the deposit of their instruments of ratification,

4, TFor Stotes whose instruments of ratificetion or sccession are deposited
subsequent %o the enbry into force of this Treaty, it shnll enter inte force on
the date of the deposit of their instruments of ratification or accession,

5, The Depositary Governments shall prompily inform all signetory and
acceding Stotes of the date of eech signature, the date of deposit of each instrument
of retification of and azcession to this Treaty, the date of its entry into force, and
the date of roceipt of any requests for conferences or other notices.

6. This Treaty shall be registered by the Depositary Governments pursuant
40 Article 102 of the Charder of the United Nations.

Article IV

This Treaty shall be of unlimited duration.

Each Party shall in exercising its national sovereigniy have the right to
withdrew from $he Treaty if it decides that extraordinery events, related bo the
subject matter of this Trecty, heve jeopardized the supreme interests of its
country, It shall give notice of such withdrawal to ell other Parties to the
Treaty three months in edvence.

Article V

This Treaty, of which the English and Russian texbs are equally puthentic, shall
be deposited in the archives o6f the Depositary Governments: Duly certified copies
of this Treaty shall be $ransmitted by the Depositary Governments to the Governments
of the signatory end ascceding States.

IN WITMESS WEEREOF the undersigned, duly suthorized, heve signed this Treaty.

DOMNE in triplicate at the city of Mescow the day of
ohe thousand nine hundred and sixty~three.

*_*****
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Pregident Kennedy's address_of 26 July 1963

The following is the text of Progident Zennedy's address to the nation, July 26th,
on the treaty for e partial nucleur test bant

Good Evening, my felluw- citizens:

I speak to you tonight in a spirit of hope.

Eighteen years ago the edvent of nuclear weapons changed the course of the worid as
well es the wer. Since thet time, ell mankind has been struggling to escape from the
darkening prospects of mass destruction on earth.

In an age when both sides have come to possess enough nuclear power to destroy the
buman race sé‘mra.l 4imes over, the world of Comsmnism and thé world of free choice have
‘been caught up in & vicious circle of conflicting ideology and interests. Ench increese
of tension hes produced en increase in arms; ecach increase in arms bes produced an
increese in tension.

In these years, the United Stetes and the Soviet Union have frequently commmicated
suspicions ond warnings to each other, but very rerely hope. Qur represgentatives have
met et the swomit end ot the brink: they heve met in Washingbon and in Moscow, at the
United Nations end in Geneva. But too often these meetings heve produced only darkness,
digcord or disillusion.

Yosterday & sheft of light cut into the darkness. Negotistions were concluded in
Moscow on a treaty to.ban.all puclear tegts in the atmosphere, in outer space and under

water. TFor the first time, an egroement hos been reached on bringing the forces of

muelear destruction under inbernstional eonmtrel - o goal first sought in 1946, when

Bernard Beruch submitted cur comprehensive plen to the members of the United Netions.
That plen, end meny subsequent disarmament plans, large end small, heve ell been
blocked by those opposed to internetional inspection. A ban on nuclear tests, however,
requires on—the—spot inspection only for underground tests. This nation now possesses
a variety of technigues to detect the nuclear tests of other nations which are conducted

in the air or under water. For such tesbs produce unmistakable signs which our modern
ingtrumentscen pick up.
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The treaty initialled-yesterday, therefore, is o limited treoty which pormits
continued underground testing and prohibits only thoge tests that we ourselves can
police. It reguires no control posts, no on~site inspection and no internntional body.

e should also understand that it hag other lirdts as well. Any nation Which
signs the treaty will have srn oppertunity to withdraw if it finds thnt‘extradrdinary
events related to the subject matter of the treaty have jeopardized its supreme interests:
end no nation's right to self-defence will in any way be impaired. Nor dees this treaty
mean en end to the thrent of nuclenr war. It will,not reduce nuclenr stockpiles: it
will not halt the production of nuclear wempons: it will not restrict their use in Hine
of war.

Nevertheless this limited treaty will rodically reduce the muclear testing which
would otherwise be conducted on both sides: it will prohibit the United States, the
United Kingdow, the Soviet Union and all others who sign it from engoging in the
atnospheric tests which kave so alarmed monkind: and it offers to all the world a
welcone sign of hope.

For this is not a uniloteral moratorium, but o spedific and solerm legal obligation.
¥hile it will not prevent this nation from testing underground, or from bging ready to
resume nbmogpheric tests if the acts of others so require, it gives us a concrete
opportunity to extend its coverage to other nations and later to cther forms of nuclear
tests.

This‘treaty is in part the product of Western potience and vigilance. We have made
clear - most recently in Berlin and in Cubs — our deep resolve to protect our security
ond our freedom against any threat or aggression. e have alsc mode cleer our steadfast
determination to limit the arms race.

In three Aduinistrations, our soldiers anddiplomets have worked together %o this
end, alweys with the support of Great Britain. Priwe Minister MocHillan joined with
President Eisenhower in proposing a limited test ban treaty in 1959, and again with ne
in 1961.

But the achievement of this geal is not a victory for one side — it is & victory
for mankind. It roflects no concessions cither to or by the Soviet Union. It reflects
simply our coumon recognition of the dangers in further testing.

This treety is not the millennium. It will not resolve &ll conflicts, or cause
the Comumists to forego their ambitions, or eliminate the donger of wor. It will riot
reduce our need for arms or allies or programmes of assistance to cthers. But it is an

important first step - a step towards reason - a step away from war.
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Here is whoat this sfep can mean to you and your children and your neighbours.

First, this treaty can be a step towards reduced world tehsicnsand brdader arceg of
agreenent. The Yoscow tolks reached no agreement on napy other subject, nor is this
treaty conditioned on any other matter.

Under~Secretory Earrinen wade it clear thot ony non-aggression arrangements across
the division in Europe would require full consultation with ouwr allies and Tull attencvion
t0 their interests. I'c also made clear our strong preference for o more comprubensnve
treaty banning all tests everywhorc, and our ultimate hope for general end complete
di sarmacent. The Scoviet Govermment, however, is still nnwilling to accept the inspection
such goals require.

o one can predict with certeinty, therefore, what further ogrecuents, if ony, can
be built on the foundations of this cne. They could inelude controls on preparations
for surprise attack, or on nuwbers and types of armaments. There could be further
linitetions on the apread of huclear weapons. The important point is thet efforts to
seel: new agreement will go forward.

But the difficulty of predicting the next step is no reeson to be reluctant about

pis one. MNuclear test ban negotintions have long been a syubol of hast-&ést disagree-
ment . If this treaty can also be & symbol - if it cen syubolize the end of one era and
the beginning of another = if both sides cen by this treaty goin confidence and
experience in peaceful collaboration — then this short and simple treaty may well
become en hisboric merk in pan's age—cld pursuit of pemco.

Hesbern policies have long been designed to persuade the Soviet Union to renounce
aggression, direct or indirect, so that their people and all peoples may live and leb
live in pesce. The unlimited testing ef new weapons of war cennct lead tdwards that
end - but this treaty, if it can be followed by further progress, cen clearly move in
that direction.

I do not say that a world without aggression or threats of war would be an easy
worid. It will bring new problems, new challenges from the Communists, new dangers of
relaxing our vigilance or of mistal:ing their intent.

But those dangers pale in comparison to those of the spiralling arms tace and a
collision course towards war. Since the beginming of history war has been mankind's
constent companion. It has been the rule, not the exception. Even s nation as young
and peace~loving as our owh has fought through eight wars. ind three timbs in the

}st two—and-a-half years I have been required to report to ymnl&sETesiden$ that this
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nation and the Soviet Union stood on the verge of direct military confromtetion — in
Laoé, in Berlin, and in Cuba.

4 war teday or tomorrow, if it led to uncleer war, would nol he like any war in
history. A'full—scale nuclear exchange, lasting less then 6C minutes, could wipe cub
mere than 300 millicn Americans, Eurcpeens and Pussiocns, as well as untold numbers
elsewhere. And the survivors, aos Chairoan ihrushchev warned the Cﬁmﬁunist‘Cbinése,
"would envy the dead".

For they would inherit a world so devaztated by explosions and poison and fire that
today we cannot even conceive all of its Lorrors, B¢ let us try¥ to turn the world fronm
WOT . Let us make the most of this cpportunity, eond every oppertunity to reduce tension,
to slow down the Perilous nuclear armsg race, and to check the world's slide .toward
finnl ennihilgtion.

Secondly, this treaty can be o step towards freeing the world from the fears and
dengers of radiocmctive fall-out. Our own atwospheric tests last year were conducted
under conditions which restricted such fall-out +¢ an absolute minirum. But over the
years the number and yield of weapons tested heve rapidly inereased — and so have the
rodicactive hazards from such testing. Continued unrestricted testing by the miclear
Powers, joined in time by other nantions which may be less adept in limiting pellution,
will increasingly contominate the air that all of us must breathe.

Even then, the numwber of children and grandchildren with cancer in their bones,
with leukaemia in their blood or with poison in their lungs might seen stetistically
suell to some, in comparison with netural health hezards. But this is not 2 natural
health hazerd - and it is not a statisticel issue.

The loss of even dne huuen life, or the malformation of oven one baby ~ wha mey be
born 1oﬁg after we are gone - should be of concern to us all. Cur children and grand-
children are not werely statistics toward which we cen be indifferent.

Nor does tbis affect the nuclear Powers alome. These tests befoul the air of all
reen and all nations, the committed und the uncormitted alike, without +their knowledge
end without their cénsenﬁ. That is why the continugtion of atmospheric testing csuses
so mzmy countries to regard all nuclear Powers as equally evil: and we can hope that
its preventionrwill enable those countries to see the world wmore clearly, while enabling

all the world to breathe more easily.
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'fhifdiy, this treaty cen be a stép towords preveunting the spread of nuclear weapons
to pations not now possessing them. During the next several years, in adiition to the
four eurrent nuclear Powers, o smell but significanﬁ nurber of nations will have the
intellectual, physicel, and financial resources to produce both nuclear weapons and the
neans of delivering them. In time, it is estimsted, many.ctber nations will have
either this capacity or other ways of chtaining nuclear warheads, even as missiles can
be commereially purchased today.

I nsk you to stop and think for o moment what it would mean to have nuclear weapons
in many hands - in the hands of coﬁntries lorge and smell, stoble and unsteble,
responsible and irresponsible, scoattered through the world. There would be no rest
for anyone then, no stability, no real security and no chance of effective disaruament.
There would only be increased chances of accidental wer, and an increased necessity for
the great Powers to involve themselves in otherwise local conflicts.

I¥ only ome thermonuélear borb were to be dropped on any American, Russian or other
city - whether it was launched by accident or design, by & madman or an enemy, by a
large nation or smell, from any corner of the world = that one bocb céuld relesse more

‘ﬁestructive force on the inhabitants of that one helpless city than all the bombs
dropped during the Second World #ar.

Neither the United Sfateg, nor the Soviet Union, nor the United Kingdom, ncr France,
can look forward to thet day with equanimity. #o have o great opiigaﬁion - nll four
nuclear Powers have e great obligation =~ to use whatever time remains to prevent the
spread of nuclear weapons, to persuade other countries not to test, transfer; scquire,
possess or produce such wenponsg.

Tig treaty con be the opening wedge'in thot campoign. I+ provides that none of the
pmrtiés will assist other nations to tegt in the forbidden environments. T+ opensa the
door for further mgreements on the control of nuclear weapons. And it is open for
all nations to sign. For it is in the interest of all nations = and aiready we have
heard from a number of countries who wish to join with us promptly.

Fourthly, and finally, this treaty can 1irit the nuclear arms race in many woys,
which, on bolance, will strengthen our mation's security far more than the continuation
of unrestricted testing. TFor in today's world, o nation’s security does not always
increase .as its arms inerecase, when its adversary is doing the same.  And unlimited
competition in the testing and development of new types of destructive nuclear weapons

‘ rill not moke the world safer for either side. |
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‘Under thig Yimited treaty, on the obher ha,zid, the testing of other hatioms, ecould
never bhe sufficient to offset the ability of our strategic forces to deter or survive
a nuclear attack and to penetrate and de;stroy en aggressor's homeland. We have, and
under this treaty we will contimue to heve, all the nuclear strength that we' need.

It is true that +the Soviets heve tested muclear weapons of & yield higher then that
which we have thought to be necessary, but the- 100~megnton boxb of which tﬁey‘ spoke two
years ago does not and will not change the balance of strategic power. The US has
deliberately chosen to concentrete on more mobile and more efficient weapons, with
lower but entirely sufficient yield, and cur security is not, therefore, impaired by
the treaty I am discussing.

It is also true, as Mr. Khrushehev would agree, that nations cannot afford in
these matters to rely simply on the good feith of their adversaries. We have mnot,
therefore, overlooked the risk of secret violobions. There is at present o possibility
that, deep in outer space, hundreds and thousands end millions of miles away from the
earth, illegel tests might go undetected.

But we already hove the capability to construct a system of observation that would
make such tests almost impossible to conceal, and we can decide at any time whether such
o systen is needed in the light of the limited risk to us and the limited reward to
others of violations attempted at that range. For any tests which might bé eonducted
so far out in space, whiéh cannot be conducted more egsily and efficiently and legally
underground, would necessarily be of such 8 megnitude that they would be extreomely
difficult to concenl,.

We can also employ new deviees to check on the testing of smaller wegpons in the
lower atmosphere. Any violations, moreover, invelve »y along with the rislk of detection,
the end of the treaty end the world-wide congeguences for the violater.

Secrst violations are possible and secret'prepa.ra,tions for e sudden withdrawal are
possible, and thus our own vigilance and strength must be mainteined, as we remein
ready to withdraw and to resume all forms of testing, if we must. But it would be a
mistake to assume that this treaty will be quickly broken.

The gains of illegel testing are cbviously slight compared to their cost and the
hazerd of discovery, emnd the nations which have initialled and will sigm this treaty
prefer it, in my judgment, to unrestricted testing ac & matier of their own self-
interest, for these nations, too, end all nations, have e stake in limiting the arms
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race, in holding the spread ofjnuclear weapons aﬁd in bresthing air that is not radio-
active. While it may be theoﬁetically poésiblé to demonstraﬁe-the risks inherent in
any treaty, and such risks in this treaty are smell, the for greater risks to our
security sre the risks of unrestricted testing, the risk of & nuclenr arms race, the
risk of new nuclear Powers, nuclear pollution and nuclear war.

This limited test ban, in our most careful judgmeni,{;S'safer by far for the US than
an unlimited muclear cros race. For nll these recsens; I an hopeful thet this nation
will prouptly approve the limited test ban tresty. There will, of course, be debate
in the country and in the Senate. The Constitution wiscly requires the advice and
consent of the Scnate to all tresties, and the consulfation has nlready begun.

All this is os it should be. ‘A.dccument which noy mark an historic ond constructive
opportunity for the world deserves an historic ond constructive debate. It is my hope
that 8ll of you will toke part in that debate, for this treaty is for oll of us. It is
perticularly for our children and our grandehildren, cnd they heve no lobby here in
Tashington. This debate will involve wmilitary, scientific, and pelitieal experts, but
it must be not left o them anlone. The right and the responsibility are yours.

If wo are to open new doorways to peace, if we are to scize this rare opportunity
for progress, if we are to be as bold ond rdxrwsighted in our control of wespons as
we have been in their invembion, then leb us mow show all the world on this side of the
wall and the other that a strong America also sbands for peace. There is no cause for
complocency.

¥e heve learned in times post that the spirit of one moment or place can he gone in
the next. We have been disappointed more thon once, and we hiave no illusions noﬁ that
there are short cuts on the road to peace. it meny points around the globe the Commmmnists
are continuing their efforts to expleit weakness and poverty. Their concentration of
nuclenr ond convonbional arms must still be dstorred.

The feniliar contest between choice and coercion, the familinr places of danpger and
conflict ore oll still there - in Cubn, in Southeast 4sia, in Berlin and all around the
glohe, still requiring all the strength and the vigilancs that we cen rmster.

Nothing could more grestly damage our couse then if we and our allies were to
believe thet pence has already been schieved and that cur strength and unity were no

longer required.
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But now, for the first time in many years, the path of peacce may be 6pen. Yo one
can be certanin what the future will bring. No one con say whebther the time has come
for an easing of the struggle. But history and our own conscience will judge ué
harsher if we do not now make avery effort to test our hopes by action, and this is the
place to begin. Adccording bo the pneient Chinese proverb: "A journey of a thousand
miles must begin with o single stop".

iy fellow Americans, 191:. us take thot first step. Let us, if we ean, step back from
the shadows of war and seek out the woy of peace. And if fhat journey is one thousand
miles, or eoven mare, let history record that we, in this land, at this time, tock the
first stepe.

Thanlk youy and good night.
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ETHIOPIA, NIGERIA AND UNITED ARAB REPUBLIC

Resclution adopted by the Conference of Heads of African
States and Governments, hddis Absba, 22-25 May 1963
on General and Complete Disarmament

_ The Summit Conference of Independent African States meeting in Addis Lbabe,
Ethiopie, from 22 May to 25 May 1963:

Heving considered all espects of the questions of generasl disarmement;

Unenimously convineed of the imperious and urgent necessity of co-ordinating
and intensifying their efforts to contribute to the mchievement of a realistic
disarmament programme through the signing, by all Stetes concerned, of a treaty
on general and complete disarmament under strict and effective internetional control;

Heve agreed unanimously to congert and co-ordinate their efforts and action in
these verious fields, and 4c thig end have decided on the following measures:

1. To affirm and respect the principle of declaring Africa a Denuclearized
Zone; to oppose sll nuclear and thermo~nuclear tests, as well as the manufacture of
nuclear weapons; and to promote the peageful uses of nuclear energy;

2. The destruetion of existing nuclear weapons;

3. To underteke to bring sbout, by means of negotiation, the end of militery
oecupation of the African continent and the eliminstion of military beses eand nucleer
tests, whieh elimination constitutes e basic element of African Independence and Unity;

4. To eppesl 4o the great Powers +to:

(2) reduse conventional weapons;

(b) pubk on end bo ths oxms race; and:

(¢) sign a general and complete disarmament agreement under strict and
gffeetive internetionel control;

5. To appeal bo the great Powers, in particular to the Soviet Union and the
United States of America, to use their best endeavours to secure the objectives
steted ebove,
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CONFERENGE OF THE. EIGHTEEN -NATION COMMITTEE 14 koot 1583
ON DISARMAMENT Originel: ENGLISH

UNITED. STATES OF AMERICA

Amendment to the U.8. Outline of Basic Provisions of

8 Treaty on General and Completbe Disarmement in o Peaceful

World (ENDC/30 ipril 18, 1962) relating to Nuclear
Disarmament in Stege I.

Stege I. Section C. Nuclear Weapons
1, Replace the present text of‘sﬁbvparagraph 28. Transfer of Fissionable
Myterisl to Purposes Other Than Use in Niclear Weapons, by the following:

"a. Upon the cdessation.of nroductmon of flSSlonable materials for use in
nuclear weapons, the United States of Americe and the Uhion of Soviet Socialist
Republics woild esch transfor to purposes other then use in nuclear weapons
agreed quantities of weapons ‘grade U-235 from past productlon. The United
.ﬁ}ates of ‘Americe would transfer L kilograms, arid the Union of; Soviet
—wucialist Republics wou;d_transfer TR kllograms of such.weapons grade Uw235.
For.this pufPOSé; Bwéapons gradalﬂlzﬂﬁ“ meané'the.ﬁAQSS cép%ained'iﬁ[métal of
which &b least 90 per cemt of the weight is U-235."
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ON DlSARMAMENT 14 August 1963
Originel: ENGLISH

UNITED STATES OF AMIRICA

Draft erticles VI to ZII (relating to nucleax diseymament in Stage I)
of U.S. Droft of Treaty on Generel end Complete Disarmement :
in e Poaoceful World

LARTICLE VI

Production and Use of Fissionable Moteriel
for Nuclear Wegpons

1. Each Party to this Treaty shall:

a. Halt, prohibit and prevent the production, at facilities under its
jurisdiction end control, of fisgioneble meterial fer use in nuclear weapons;

b, Halt, prohibit end prevent the use in nuelear weapons of all fissionable
material produced after the beginning of Stage 1; and

¢. Refrain from causing, encouraging, or in any Wway sssisting or participating
in, the production anywvhere of fissionable material Por use in nuclear weapons.
2. Epch Party shell limit tie production, at focilitles under ites jurisdiction or

—ontrol, of fissionable material for purposes other than use in nuclear weepons in

secordance with the Table of Allowances set forth in the Annex on Stage 1 Nuclear
Disermement.
3. Each Party shell submit to the Internobionel Disarmament Orgenizabtion declarations

within days after the beginning of Stage 1 ond thereafter every ’

which shall list (&) the pame, location, and production cepacity of each focility under
its jurisdiction or comtrol capable of producing or processing figsionoble maberial and
(b) the mmounts and types of fissioneble materiel being produced ot ench such faecility.
Nhe form of such declaretions sball be in sccordance with the requirements set forth

in the Annex on Stege I Nuclear Disarmament.
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ARTICLE VII

Trangfer of Fissionable Material to Purposes Other Than
Use in Nucleaxr Weapons

1. The ﬂhited States of America and the Union of Scviet Socialist Republics agree
thet each of them shall, during Stage I, transfer to depots, as stoted in Paragraph 2
of this Article, specified amounts of weapons grade U-235 from its stock of such U-235
in existence at the beginning of Stage I, in order to tramsfer such amounts to use
other then in nuclear wespons, The United States of America shall transfer not less
than kilograms, and the Union of Soviebt Sociolist Kepublics shnll transfer not
less than kilograms of such weapons grade U-235, For the purposes of this
Article "weapons grade U-235" means the U-235 conitained in metal of which at least 90
percent of the weight is U-235,

2, TIrpnsfers pursuant to this Article shall take place at depots under the super-
vision of the International Disarmement Orgonization. The schedule of tronsfers, the
locotion, establishment ond operation of depots, and the safeguard procedures to be
observed in meking the ‘transfers, in withdrawing tronsferred moterial from depots, and
in transporting, handling and uwbilizing such material after withdrawal shall be as
provided in the Annex on Stage I Nuclear Disarmement and in rules adopted by the
Control Council of the Internationsl Dissrmoment Organization in accordance with
Article s

3. The Party owning eny transferred materinl prior to transfer shall continue to own
it after transfer, subject to the limitations contained in this Article, and mey with-
draw such material for any purpose other thon use in nuclear weapons, providing it
gsubmits to the International Disarmament Organization pricr to withdrowal a stetement
setting forth the purpose of the withdrawal, the cmount of material needed for such

purpose, and the time and place at which such moterial will be used,

ARTICLE VIIT
Transfer of Fissionable listerial for Peaceful Uses of Nuclear Inergy
1. No Party to this Treaty shall transfer, or permit any individual or associstion
under its jurisdiction or contrel to transfer, to any other state, or to any individual
6r association under the jurisdiction or control of such other state, fissionable

material for use in muclear wegpons.
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2. Any transfer of fissionable material not prohibited by this Article, and the
transportation, handling, and utilization of such material after such transfer, shall

be subject to the safeguard procedures provided in the Annex on Stoge 1 Nuclear
Disprmament and in rules adopted by the Contrel Council of‘the International Disarmament

Orgaﬁization in accordance with Article .

ARTICLE IX
Non-Transfer of Nuclear Weapons

The Parbties to the Treaty agree to seek to prevent the creation of further
nationnl nuclear fortes. To this end the Parties agree that:
1. Any Party to the Treaty which has monufactured, or which at any time manufactures,
a nuclear weapon shall:

g. Not transfer control aver any nuctear weapons to a state which has not
monufactured a nuclear weapon before (an agreed date) ;

b. Not essist any such gtate in manufecturing any nuclear weapons.
2. Any Party to the Troaty which has not manufactured = nucleer weapon before the
(agreed date) shall:

a. Not acquire, or attempt to acquire, conirol over any nuclear weapons;

b. Not manufacture, or attempt to manufecture, any nuclear weapons.

ARTICLE X
Nuclear Weapon Test Explosions
The Parties to this Treaty egree to be bound by the provisions of "The Treaty
Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in all Environments", which iz set forth in the Apnex on

Stage I Nuclear Disermement.

ARTICLE XTI
Preparetion for Stages II and III
The Parties to this Tresty agree to exemine unresolved questions releted to the
meens of sccomplishing in Stages II and IIT the reduction and eventuﬁl elimination of
micienr weapons stockpiles and, in the light of this examination, shall agree upon
arrangements for the accomplisbment of such reduction and eiimination.
ARTICYIE XII
Verificetion
The obligotions set forth in this part of this Treaty shell be verified by the
International Disgrmament Orgonization in aceordance with the provisions of this Treaty,

the Annex on Stage I Nuclear Disermoment, ond the Annex on Verification,
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'CONFERENCE ﬁF THE EIGHTEEN-NATION COMMITTEE 3m/36/§ev.1
. 2C hugust 1963
ON DISARMAMENT Original: ENGLISH only

- CANADS

Comparison of USA and USSH Disarmament Proposals

NOTE: This document is a revision of dqctmen'b_El\IDC/?;S
of iiay 4 outlining e comparisen of USi and USSR
disarmement proposals. This revision takes account
of changes which have occurred in tr.’he positions of
both USa and USSHE since thet time.

*  gupersedes the document issued under the symbol ENDC/36/Rev.l, on 14 August 1963
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STAGE T PROFOSALS

USA (ENDC/30)

USSR (ENDC/2/Rev.1)

THE LILIT

Three years heginning upon enitry into
Poree of treaty. (Stage I p.4)

‘Eighteen months beginning six months after

entry into force of treaty. (article 19)

ARMALTENTS

1. Reduction of iArmaments

With the exceptions listed in Annex on
Stage 1 Armaments Heductions, specified
parties to the tresty to reduce the
number of armements in each type listed
in that Annex by not less than 30% of
the number existing at the beginning

of Stage 1. (ENDC/69, irt.V, para.lb).

Eliminetion of those weapons systems
(rockets, military eircraft, surface
ships, submarines and artillery)} capsble
of delivering nuclear weapons except for
an agreed and sirictly limited number

of missiles in certain categories to be
reteined by USi and USSH until the end of
Stege II. (article 5, pera.l).
Conventional armements and equipment to be
reduced by thirty per cent for each type,
the reduced armaments end equipment to ha
destroyed. or converted to peaceful uses
(Article 11, para.3}.

2. liethod of Reduction

Parties to declare to IDO inventories of
armaments existing et begimning of Stage
I of types listed in Annex on Stage I
Armaments Reductions. Leductions to be
earried out in three equal consecutive
st~ps of one year each., Eech step to be
divided into two consecutive parts.
During first part armaments which are

to be destroyed to be deposited with
IDC; during second pert armements 4o be
destroyed or converted to peaceful uses
under IDG supervision (ENDC/69, Art.V
para.2).

Interpational Disarmament Organizetion to
exercise control over destruction of
weapohs systems cvapable of delivering
nuclear weapons (paras.3 of irticles 5,
6, 7, 8) and over places where troops
disbanded and released, conventional
ermements end military equipment destroyed,
end to verify conversion to peaceful uses
of meaens of transportation end other non-
combeb equipment. No provision for veri-
ficetion of retesined levels,
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USSR

3, Limitation on Production

States to limit production of ermaments
of types listed in the annex on Stage I
Armements Beductions to allowances set
out in that asnnex. For each item of
armement produced, en item of the same
tyge to be desiroyed, in additior to
destruction required under 1 above.
Production of spare parts for armaments
40 be limited to allowances set out in
annex on Stage I arwements Heductions and
States to be prohibited from expanding
facilities for production of types of
armements listed in that annex. Stabes
40 be prohibited from producing or Vvest-
ing any type of armament not tested and
oroduced. prior to the beginning of

Stage I. Flight testing of missiles

4o be limited in accordance with annex
on Stage I srmaments deductions.

Froduction of weapons systems capable of
delivering nucleer weapons halted, and

all proving grounds demolished (peras. 2
of srticles 5, 6, 75 8). Froduction of
conventional ermaments to be reduced
nroportionately to the reduction of armed
forces., Heduction to be primarily
through eliminetion of enterprises engaged
exclusively in armaments production. IDC
%o vorify dismentling. (srticle 12;.

4, Additional Measures

Agreement to examine and conclude
errangements to be implemented in

Stages I1 and III ‘o reduce and eliminate
production s.< stockpiles of chemical and
biological weapons. (Section i, pare.4)

Subject dealt with in Stage IL

LFiasD FCRCES

1. BReduction of aArmed Forces

Force levels to be limited to 2.1

million each for the United Stetes and the
USSE. L1l other parties to the Tresty
would, with asgreed exceptions, reduce
force levels to 1GC,0CO or one per cent

of their population which ever is higher.
In no case would force levels of such
other parties exceed levels in existence
upon entry into force of the Treaty.
(Section 3, pera.l).

Foree levels o be limited to 1.9 million
each for the USSE and the United States.
Levels for other states parties to the
Treaty to be agreed {(Article 11, para.l).
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USA

29

heguler membors of armed forces,
conscrinpts serving full-time

active duily, militarily organized
security forces and other forces or
organizations equipped and organized
to perform a military mission.
(Section B, para.2).

3.

forties initially to declars levels o
IDC. Ome-third of Stage 1 reduction to
be carried out in each one~year step,
IDC to verify retained levels as
described in G. below. (Section B,
para. 3).

4, wdditional
Parties to meke arrangements to ensure

that civilian employment by armed forces

is in accordance with objectives of
egreement on force levels. (Section B,

ware. 4).

USSR

armed Forces Subject to Zeduction

inlisted men, officers and civilian
employees, (article 11, pars. 1).

wetood ¢f Reduedion

Zeduction te be carried out primarily
through demobilizavion of personnel
released as a result of elimination of
the means of delivering nuclear weadons,
dismantling foreign basges -and withdrawal
of troops from foreign territery. IDO
Yo verify disbending. (article II,
peres. 2, 4)

keasures

Civilian employees included in definitions
of force level. (iarticle II, pera. 1).

NUCLEZAR "TZPONS

1.

Froduction of fissioneble materials fer
use in weapons to be stopped. Production
of fissionable meterials for purpcses
other then use in nuelear weapons to be
limited to agreed levels. (Section C,
para. 1).

2.

Upon cessation of production of
fissionable materials for use in nuclesr
weapons, USA and USSZ to trensfer agreed
amounts of such materials to non-weapons
uses. USi to transfer kgra, USSH
to trensfer __ xgrs. (arbt. 7 Toc/
109, 14 aug. 1963)

Production of eapons Liaterials

o compsreble proposal in Stage I.
(MCTE: USSR kas offered to transfer
Stege IT measures on muclear weapons to
Stage I if the Testern powers agree.)

Transfer to Peaceful Uses

Ne compareble proposal.
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" 3. Trensfer between States for Peaceful Uses

Transfers between countries of fissionable
meterials for purpeses other than use in
nuclear weapons to be subject to
appropriate safeguerds developed in
sgreement with the IEL, (See. C, pere 3),

No comparable proposal,

4, Non-Transfer of Nuclear Weapons

States which have menufactured nuclear
weapons to be precluded from transferring
control of such weapons to any nstion no®
owning them or assisting any such state in
their menufacture., TFarties to the Treaty
whieh have not menufectured nucleer
weapons 1o be precluded from scquiring
control over any nuclear weepons or
menufacturing or ettempting to menufecture
them. (Seo. C, para 4).

5, Nuclear Weapons

Nuclesr weapons tests to be prohibited
ander effective internetional control,
(Seec. C, para.5).

(NOTE:
pnd umderwater,

States possessing nuclear weapons to
refrain from bransferring control or
tronsmitting informedion necessary for
their production to states not possessing
them, Parties to the treaty which do not
possess nuclear weepons to undertake to
refrain from producing or obtaining them
and not to admit nucleer weapons on their
territory. (Article 16).

Test bxplosions

The conducting of nuclear tests of any
kind to be prohibited. (Article 17).

ALgreement has been reached to prohibit testis in the atmosphere, outer space
See ENDC/100/Rev.l, July 30, 1963).

6, 4dditional keasures

Portiss to examine the feasibility of,
and agree to, means of reducing and
eliminating stockpiles of nuclear weapons
during Steges II and IIL,

(NOTES

disermement negotiations, i,e. prior to entry into force of treaty.

(See. C, para,b)

Subject dealt with in Stage I1.

US4 hes stated its willingness to participate in such gtudies during the

See EV/146, p.19).

QUTER STACE

1. Trohibition of Weapons of wass Destruction in Crbit

Parties not to plece in orbit weapons
capable of producing mass destruction,
(See, D, para.l).

Placing into orbit ox stationing in outer
space of sny special device capable of
delivering weapons of mass degtruction

t0 be prohibited wntil final destruction
of oll means of delivering nucleer
weepons. (4rticle 14, pare.1).
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Farties %o agree to support increased
co—operation in peaceful uses of outer
space (Sec. D, para.2).

24 Porestul Uses

USSa

Launching of spece devices to be for
peaceful purposes only. (article 15,
para. 1).

3. DNotificetion and Pre-Launch Insvection

4dvance notification to be given by
Parties to the Treaty 4o the IDC of
launching of space vehicles and
missiles (Sec.D, para. 3).

sdvance notification to be given by
states o the IDC about all launchings
of rockets for peaceful purposes. IDO
to combrol launchings for peaceful
purpcses by cxamination of rockeis or
sabellites at the launching sites.
(irticle 14, pare.2).

4, Bocosters

The production, stockpiling and testing
of boosters for space vehicles tc be
subject to agreed limitetions. (See. D,
sare. 4).

No comparsble proposal.

MILIVARY =XoaNDITURES

1. Report on Ixpenditures

Itemized report on military expenditures
to be filed with the IDC at the cnd of
each step of each stage. (article 3,
para, 1).

IDC to heve full access to records of
contral financial offices of states in
connexion with budgetary reductions
resulting from implementation of disarme~
ment measures. (article 13, pora.2).

2. Verifigble Reduction of BExpenditures

Parties to the Treaty o examine questions
related to the verifiable reduction of
militery expenditures. (article 3,
para.2).

wilitary oxpenditures to be reduced in
proporvion to first stage reduction in
arms ond armed forces. 4sn agreed portion
of the funds released to go to economiec
end technicel assistance to underdeveloped
countries., (irticle 13, para.l).
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USSR

a RISK OF “an

1. hdvence Notificetion of ifilitary Lovemonts & Zelated lieasures

sdvance nobificetion to be given to other
Ferties by specified Parties of major
militory movemenis and maNosuvIes.

(Sec. F, para.l)

Lerge-scale militory movements by armed
forces of two or more states 1o be
“ronibibed. Lavaance movification to De
given of 1arge—scale militery movements
by netional ermed forces within national
frontiers. (art.Ll7h).

See also ard.14 parc.l which srohibits,
inter sliz, frem the beginning of Stage I:
warshins from leaving territorial waters
and military sircraft capaeble of carryilng
weupons of masg degbruction from flying
boeyond the limits of their petional
teiritories.

2. Ubservation Fosts

Observebion posts to be esteblished by
*Efcified Parties et major ports,

ilway contres, motor highways, river
crossings, and air bases teo_report on
concentration and movements of military
forces. (Sec. F, para.2).

Hlo commarsble proposal in General
Disarmement *1wn,uut contained in Foreign
iinister Gromyko's September 26, 1961
memorandum, (Sec slso statement by USSR
re;resentublve in PV/148, p.21 for addi-
tional proposals on this subject).

3, sdditional Chservation arrabgenents

Such additional observation arrangements
as might be sgreed. (Sec. ¥, para.3).

4, TIxchange of wilita

Exchenge of military missions bziween
states or groups of states to be under-
talken by specified parties tc improve
communication and understanding between
them, (Sec. F, para.d).

No comgparable proposeal.

v Misgions

Exchango of militery missions between stotos
or groups of states to improve communica-
tions and relations between them. (Article
174).

(See 2lso statement by USSR represeniative
in $V/148, .21 for additiomal proposals

on this subject)
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5. Communication batween Ecads of Govermment

Ranid and relisble communicationsg o be States will establish swift and reliable
established by specified partics among means of communicetions bstween heads
their heads of government aond the of government and witi the Secretary-
Secretary-General of the United Nations. Generel of the United ¥ations.
{Sec. F, para.5}. {irticle 17a).

(WOTE: sAgreement has been reached on cstablishnent of such commumicebions between
USi and USSH. Sza omorandum of Undersitending ... Regarding Esteblishunent of a Direct
Comsunications Linky 3ZiDC/S7, 26 June 1963,)

6, Internationesl Commisgion
-

Establishment of an Internationsl No comparcble proposal.
Commission on Reduetion of the Zisk
of War 4o recommend Ffurtiier nieasures
to reduce the risk of war by accident,
miscalculation, failure of comzunication
or surprise ottack. (Sec. ¥, pare.6)

(CT3: The USk proposels in Section F
wore elaborated in document EXDC/7C,
12 December 1962).

Phd INGEAHATICKAL DISAfAaNT URGAIIZATION

1. 3stoblishrient of IDC

IDCG to be established within the frame- IDC to be esteblished within the framowork
work of the Ul upon antry into forco of of the United Mations Ho begin operating
the agreement. {Sec. G, para.l). &8 so0on as discrmomont measures are

initiated. (art.2, para.3).

2, Punctions of IDC

“he goneral funchion of tho IDC o be The genvoral function of the IDC to ba to
to ensurs compliance with the obligations axercise control over the comzlionce by
undartaken by verifying tha exzcution o states with their cbligetions to reduce
measures agreed upon end assisting the or sliminste armements and their produc-
states in doveloping vhe details of tion and to reducc or disband their srmed
egreed further verification end diserma- forces. (Lriiclo 2, pars.3, e.3. peras. 3
uent measures. Fature of verificaticn of artieles 5, 6, 7, &, 9, 1C, article 11,
by IDC depends upon nature of obligetion ~are, 4, Article 1z, pora. 2)

being verified,



2, Punesions of IDO (cont'd)

vsi

&. Where obligation deels only with
reduction of erms, verificetion need only
relate to reduction procibss.

b, “herc obligetion is to hald or limit
production, IDC must have sccess to ell
production frcilities, wherever lccated.
Start with declared facilities, hewever,
relying on verification measures in (c)
belcw to discover any clandestine
activities.

¢, where messure is one not bo excecd
agreed levels of armemenis or srmed Iorces
or not Ho eugamge in clandestine production
activities, IDO must have suthority to

meke ingpections necessary for verification,
but the extent of inspection during any step

USERr
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or stege must be related to the amount of
 disarmament being underteken ond degree of
rigk from possible violations.
zonel inspection suggesied as an example
»f one way in which this prineiple might
be given effect.

{Sec. G, para.3)

Zrogressive

3, Compogition ¢f£ IDC

The IDG would be composed oft

8. & "General Conference"” of all parties
to the treaty. ‘

b. 4 Ccobrol Council consisting of
representatives of all tie major signatory
powers eoe permenent members and other
states on & rotating basis.

¢. 4n administrator, subject toc the
diveetion of the Control Council, with
anthority, gteff and finances tc ensure
effective and impartial funeticns of IIC.
(Sec. G, pars.4).

IDC Generel Conferenco, Control Council
and Administrator would each have a wide
rengo of functions. See ENDC/3C 3.15, 16.

The IDO would be composcd oft

g. & Conference of all statcs parties to
the Fresty.

‘b.. & Gonbrol Council consisbing of the

f£ive states which are permanent members of
the Swcurity Council end an unspecified
number of othor states elected by the
Conference for & two yeer period. *The
Council to represent the three prinecipel
groups of states existing in the world.

c. 4 steff, revorting o the Control
Council, reeruited by the Council on an
international basis, so as to emsure thav
4he throe principal groups of states
existing in the world arc adeguately
represenbed. (Arts. 40, 41, 42).
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4, Voting

No comparsble proposal.

MEASURES TO STHENGIHEN

USSH

Bach perty to the Treaty 1o have one
vote, Procedural decisions to be taken
by simple majority, ell others by two-
thirds mejority. (4irt. 41, para.2,
Art, 42, para.3).

ARRANGEMENTS

POR XEEPING THE PRACE

1.

Farties to undertake to refrain from the
threat or use of force contrary to the
principles of the United Nations Charter,
(See. H, para.l).

2.

dgreement to be undertaken to support

e study by e subsidiary body of the IDO
of the codification and progressive
development of rules of international
conduet related to disermement, Parties
agree to refrain from indirect

aggression and subversion. (Sec.H, para,2)

3.

£11 eppropripste processes to be used for
the peaceful settlement of disputes,
Disputes concerning the interpretation

or application of the Treaty, not settled
by negotiation or the IDO to be referred
to the Internationsl Court of Justice,
Parties 4o support study for more effective
‘wse of procedures for settling inter—
national disputes and institution of mnew
procedures and arrengements when needed.
(See. H, para.3).

Obligations Concerning Force

Parties agree to base relations on the
principles of peaceful and friendly
ctoexistence and oo-operation, and to
refrain from the threat or use of force
(4article 3, para.la, b).

Rules of International Conduct

o comparable proposal.

Peaceful Scvttlement of Disputes

Parties resolve 1o sebtle any inter-
national disputes through procedures
provided for in the UN Charter

(4rt. 3, para.l)

Parties agree to strengthen United
Netions end 4o conduct their reletions
on the besis of United Nations Charter
obligations. (irticle 3, para.l).
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4. iipintonance of Invernational Femce end Sccurity

Farties to mgree .o supncri measures {mestiuns of safeguarding intemevional
strengthening the structure, authority weace and security, inclunding preventive
and operabicn of the United Natioms. and cnforcement measures, shall be

(Sec. H, para.4). decided by United Nations Security

Scupcil.  (article 4C, vars.z).

5. United Nabions Feace Foreco

Farties conclude arrangements for the To ensure vhst the United Natioms is
establishment, in Stage II, of a Unided capable of cffectively protecting stales
Wations Peace Force. pgeinst tareats to or breaches of the
(Sce. H, pera.5). Suace, agreements to be concluded with

thoe Security Council to make evailable’
¢ it armed forces, essistence and
facilities os provided in Adrticle 43

cf 4the Tnited Hotions Charter. TFeace
forec to be made up of natiomal aried
forces which shall be stabioned within
shoir own verritcrios and shall be placed
ot the dispossl of the Security Council
under the command of national military
anthoritics. (hrticle 18). ‘

6. Peacc Cbservetion Group

A peace observation group o be vstablished TIo ccmparable proposal.
within the United MNations, staffed with o

standing cedre of cbsarvers tc be dispatcied

o investigate any situcticn which might

consbtitute a thre-t or & brecech of the

peacc. (Sec. ¥, para.6j.

FORZIGN MILITARY RLSES LND TROOPS IN FOREIGN TERRITORIES

1. Foreign Military Bases

No comparable proposal in Stage L. L11 foreign militery bases and depots Ho
Proposal in Stage II deals with reduetion be dismentled. (Lrtiele 9},
in bases wherever locatel. :

2. Tithdrawal cf Trocps from Foreign Territory

Jimultanesusly with the eliminedion of
means of dclivering nucleer weapons, all
military personnel in foreign territorics
4o be withdrawn., (irticle 10).
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TRANSITICH

Irensition from 3tage I to Siage IX
ependent upont

2. L1l Stage I unlericrings carried
outs

b. L1l preperaticns for Stege IT
exmapleted; ’

¢. L)1 militerily significent sbates
being parties to Tresty.

During the last Yhree months of Stage I
tihre Control Couneil to review foregoing
eircumstences., Trensition from Stoge I
to Stage II tc takxe place sn a 2/3 vote
of the Conirol Council, ineluding +he
affimative vote of the US. and US3R,
that these conditions heve been fulfilled.
I1f ore or more permenent member of +he
Control. Couneil Qoes mot agree that these
conditions have been met, 3tage I would
be extended, upon request, by period or
reriods of not more than threo months.

(NOTE: In Pact 1, iri, 1, para 5 of
ENDC/40/Rev. 1, the USA proposed thet
"transition from one stage of dis—
armament t3 the noxt talkes place upon
decision that 211 mecsures in the pro-
ceding stege heve been imalementod cnd
verified and that any ad’itional arrange-—
ments required for measures in the nexs
stege beve been prednred aad can, when
eppropriste, be put into operation,™)

Review by IDO during last three mcuths of
S3tege I of the rosults of the imnle-
mentation of the firsi-stage measurcs
with a view to reporting om them tc¢ the
dtates parties to the Tresty as well es
the Jecurity Couneil end the General

Lssembly, {fxticle 20),
(NOTE: In Part 1, irt.l, para 5 of

ENDC/40/Rev. 1, the USSR pronosed that
"trangition from one stmge of disarm-
ement to the next tokes place after
edoption by the IDO of a decision con-
firming thet all disarmonent messures

in the preceding stage heve been imple~
mented and verified end thet any addi-
tionel verificntion arrengements Tequired
for measures in the nex% stage have been
prepared end ean, when appropriate, be
put into cperntion,™)

STLGE 11 2R0POSALS

Jtege II would begin upon the transitisn

from 8tage I and would be comnleted within

three yeers from thet Gate, (Stege I1).

he duration of the second stege shell
be 24 months, (4Artiele 28),
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ARARLINT S

1. Reduction of Lrmaments

Levels of armaments to be further reduced
by 50 per cent of the inventory existing
at the end of Stage I. TParties not
subject to the reduction of armements in
Stage I, to reduce their armaments by

65 per cent in Stage I1 to accomplish same
total percentage of roeduetion by the end
of Stege II as parties which hed reduced
their armements in Stage I. (Sec. &,

pera 1).

511 armaments capable of delivering
nuclear delivery vehicles are to be
eliminated in stage II. (Art. 23a).
Levels of conventional ermements and
equipment to be reduced by 35% from
original levels., The reduced armements
end equipment to be destroyed or con-
verted to peaceful uses. (irticle 24,
persa 2},

2. Additional Armaments to be reduced

Types of armaments subject to reduection
expanded to include many of the smeller
armaments nob inecluded in Stege I, PFifty
per cent cut in each type of armements.
(Sec. 4y para. 2),. '

See aubsection 1 sbove.

3, Hethod of Reduction

Same method as proposed for Stage L.

Seme method es proposed for Stage I.

4, Limitetion on Produciion

Production to be halted except for parts,
within agreed limits, for maintenance of
the agreed levels. {Sec. 4, 4a).

Production of ammunition reduced to levels
consistent with agreed levels of armements
and forces, Development and testing of
new types of armement to be halted.

(Sec. A, para 4)

Production to be reduced in proportion to
the reduction of armed forces. (Airt. 25).

5, Ldditional Messures

In light of the Study underteken during
Stage I, stockpiles of chemical and
bacteriologiesl weapons to be reduced to
levels fifty per cent below levels exist-
ing at beginning of Stage II and production
helbted, IDO to check residusl levels,
(Sec. A, para 5).

CBR weepons to be eliminated end destroyed
and instruments and fecilities for combat
use, and devices and facilities for
storege and conservation fo be destroyed,
end production halted., ID0O to verify
destruction. (art. 23).
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sateiril) FURCES

1. Reduction of Lrmed Forces

Force levels for the US4, USSR 4o be
reduced to levels 50 per cent below the
levels sgreed for the end of Stage I
(i.e. 1,05 million} and levels for all
other parties to be further reduced on
the basis of an agreed percentage,
Partics not subject to reductions of force
levels in Stege I to reduce their forces
to egreed levels consistent with +the
levels of affected Perties, (Sec. B,
para 1),

Foree levels to be reduced to one million
each for the USSR and the USA. Force
levels for other states to be agreed.
(4Lxt, 24, para 1),

2. Method of Reduction

Seme method of procedure as proposed for
3tage I

Same method of procedure as proposed for
Stage I.

3. Ldditional Meszsures

igreed limitation on compulsory military
treining and refresher training for
reserves, (Sec. B, para 3).

No comparable proposal in Stege II.

See Stage III proposals.

HUCLEAR WaaPONS

la Reduction of Nuclear Weapons

In light of examination in Stege I, stoeks
of fissionable material ceclared for use
in nuelear weapons to be roduced to mini-
mum levels on the basis of agreed '
percentages. Reduetion to be accomplished
by transfer of nuclear materials from
Wweapons use to peaceful uses., Non-nuclear
components and assamblies of nuelear
weapons from which fissionable materials
had been removed 4o be destroyed. Pro-
duction or refabricetion of nuclear
weapons from eny remeining fissionable
meteriel to be subject to agreed limi-
tations. (Sec. C, parc 1).

Production of nuclear weapons to be dis—
continued, L1l nuclear wespons shall be
destroyed and =11 nuclear components as
well as all stockpiles of nuclear
meterials for use in weapons shall be pro-
cessed to render them unfit for use in
weapons and be transferred to & special
fund for peaceful uses belonging to the
States which previously owned the weapons,
(4rt. 22, para 1).
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1b Production of fissionable material for Weapons
Proposed to be halted in Stage I. Production of Pissionable material for

weapons purposes to be discontinued.
(irt. 22, pera 2a).

2, HRegistration of Nuelear Weapons

411 muelear weapons and fissionable Verification of measures by IDO which

materiel remaining in last six months of shall have the right to inspect all enter-
Stege II to be registered by ID0 %o prises vhich exirsct nucleer raw materials
facilitate verification during Stage III for atomic production or which uses or
that no nuclear weapons remained at dis- produces fissionable materials or atomie
posal of State. (Sec. C, para., 2) energy. (irt. 22, pare 2b),

3. Criminal Punishment

No provision limited o nuclear weapons but Parties to enact criminal legislation
see Stage II, Measures for keeping-the peace prohibiting nuelear weapons or their
section 5. manufacture, (Lrt. 22, para 3).

MILITARY BASES LND FACILITIES

fgreed military beses, wherever located, Bases deslt with in Stege I and limited
+0 be dismentled or converted to peaceful to foreign bases.
uses (Sec. D).

REDUCTION OF THE RISX OF WAR

Extend measures undertaken during S3tage 1 No comparsble proposal,
in the light of the examination by the
International Commission in Stage I.

FURTHER_REDUCTION OF MILITARY EXPENDITURES

No compareble proposal. Reduee further their military budgets in
view of further reduction in arms. 4An
agreed portion of the funds released to
go to economie and technicel assistance
to underdeveloped countries.

(Lxt. 26, para 1), '

THE INTEBENATIONAL DISARMAMENT ORGANIZATION
IDO to be strengthened to ensure its No comparesble proposel.

sepacity to verify Stege II measures.
‘ {Sec. F)
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CMBELSURES FOR KEEPING THE PEACE
I, Peaceful Settlement of Disputes
In light of study of peaceful settlement No comparable proposal,

of disputes during stage I, parties to
egree to sdditional steps to assure just
and peaceful settlement of disputes.
Parties accept compulsory jurisdiction of
IcJ. (See. G, pars. 1).

2. Bules of International Conduct

Continue the Stage I study of development No comparsble proposel,
end codification of international conduct

with respect to disarmement. Rules

recommended by study and approved by Contrel

Couneil would be binding unless o mejority

disapproved within three months or unless

& perty formmally notified others within

one year thet it did not intend +9 be bound,

{3ec., G, para. 2}.

3. United Nations Peace Force

L UN Peace force to be esteblished and to Lrmed forces to be continued to be placed
come into being within the first year of at the disposal of the Security Council
Stage 11 end be progressively strengthened for use under Lrticle 42 of the UN

during Stege II, (Sec. G, para. 3). Charter. {irt.27).

4. United Netions Peace Observation Corps.

iJrrangements to be concluded for the
_expansion of the activities of the UN
Pence Observation Group. (Sec. G, para 4).

5. Nationel Legislation

In accordance with their comstitutional See Stage 1I, Nuclear Weepons,
processes, pariies will, in support of the Sub-section 3 on "Criminel punishment".
Treaty, encct national legisletion imposing

legal obligations on individuels and

organizetions under their jurisdiction.

(Sec. &, pare B).

TRANSITION
Seme es proposed from Stage I to‘Stage II, Same as proposed from Stage I to Stege II,
(ENDC/30 4dd4.2)., See alsc Port I (Article 29). See also Part I
provisions regerding transition from provisions regarding transition from

"Stages I to II. Stages I to II.
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STLGE III PROPOSALS

Stage III would begin upon transition from
Stage II end would be completed within en
agreed period of time but as promptly as
possible.

Stage III shall be completdd over a period
of one year. (irt. 39).

Al AL FNTS

1. Reduction of

" Subject to agreed requirements for non-

nueclear armements of agreed types for
nationel forces required to maintain inter-
nal order and protect the personal security
of citizers, sll emements to be eliminated
during Stage III. (Sec. L. pera 1).

24

To be corried out in agreed sequence in
manner set Porth in Treaty lnnex.
(Sec. 4, para 2). :

3. Cessaotion of

Subject to limitetions stated in 1 ebove,
and subject to agreed arrangement in
support of the UN Peamce Force, all pro-
duction, applied research, developing or
testing of armaments to be helted.

{Sec. 4, pare 3).

Lrmements

The states partiesto the Treaty shall
destroy or comvert to peaceful uses all
armenents, militery equipment, and
munitions, whether held by the troaps or
in cepots. (4rt. 31, pare 2).

Yethod of Reduction

Same Method as proposed for Stage I.
{Lrt. 31, pare 3).

Production

lilitery production to be discontinued
with exception of production of egreed
types end quentities of 1light firearms
for meintaining internal order, ineluding
safeguarding frontiers and personal
security of citizens, ond to ensure
complience under obligetians to maintain
internstional peece and security under
UN Charter. (Art. 32, pera 1).

ARED FORCES

1.

All ermed forces disbanded except fhose
agreed for purpose of mainteining internel
order and protecting personal security of
citizens, end providing agreed manpower

for UN FPeace Force -~ all others, including
reserve forces and all organizational
errangements comprising or supporting
netiongl military establishments to be dis-
banded. (8ec, b, perc 1).

Reduection. of Lrmed Forces

The entire personnel of the armed forces
shell be {isbanded, Systems of military
reserves shall be sbolished. &4s port of
the abolition of the military establish-—
rment, parties shoulds:

demobilize general staff

cbrogate legislative acts dealing
with military establistment
cestroy &ll wespons.

e

b.

Cs



ENDC/36/Rev.1
page 18

USS3

Perties entitled to retain sgreed con-
tingents of militia, armed with light
firesrms, ‘¢ maintain internal order,
ineluding sefeguarding frontiers and
personal security of citizens, end to
comply with oObligctinns <+o nmaintain
international peeace and security under
UN Charter. ({4irts, 31, 33, 36)

2. Method of Recduetion

Disbandment cerried out in agreed seguence

in mammer set forth in Treaty annex.
(3ec. B, para 24),

11 persomnel Yo be disbanded. 411
documents pertzining to mobilization
and operational Ceployment to be
destroyed. (4rt. 33, pars 1),

3. Other Measures

411 militery comseription helted slomg

Stetes to edopt legislution prohibiting

with other inconsistent lezislstion.

militery training, abolishing con-
{Sec. B, para 3).

scription and discontinuing courses for
reservisis. (nrte. 34)

NUCLEaR WEAPOHS

1., Eliminetion of Nuclesr FTeanons
&=

In light of steps teen in 3Stages I anc II,
parties to eliminate cll nuclenr weapons. '
remeining at their disposal, (Sec, €,

pare 1).

<11 nuelear weapons will hev: been
elimineted by end of Siage II,
(«‘qr't. 22’ ?. 16) »

2. ligthod of Reduction

Elimination of nuclear weapons 4o be carried Noocsurs to be carried out in Stage II.
out in ugreed sequence rnder IDC control (ixt. 22),

which would provide cssurence no nuclear
weapons, meterials or production facilitices
left outside of contrel, (Sec. C, mara 2),.

I
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MIDINLZY B.S85
411 bases remaining at disposal of states Implicit in proposal for conversion
+o be dismantled or converted to peaceful of 211 military premises to peaceful
uses, except for such agreed bases or uses. (uré. 31, pare 3).

facilities within verritories of Siates
for use of agreed forces required to wain-
tain internal order. (Sec. D.1).

RECEASCH 4ND TDHEVELOPAMENT OF MILITARY SIGNIFICANC:E

Parties to report to ID0 any basic i1l scientifiec research in the
geientifie discovery ox technological in-— military field »t all sclentific and
vention having potential military signifi- research institutions shall be
cance. Controel Council of IDG to study discontinued, L1l relevznt blue-
discoveries and recoomend measures for prints and documents to be destroyed
their control. Parties to support full srt. 32 {1).

international co-operation in all fields
of scientific research and development.

{Sec. E).

MILITARY EXPENDITUSES
Part I article 1(2)(g) (ENDC/40 Rav.l) Prohibition of eppropriation of funds
provides for discontinuance of all for military purposes in any form
military expenditures, whether by govermmenis, private

individuals or social organizations.
Portion of funds releassed vo be used
for assistance to underdeveloped
countries. {(irt. 35). See also
ENDC/40/Rev.1 4rt. 1(2)(g).

RADUCTION OF THE IISs OF AR

Extend measures pertaining to Stages I and No compersbls proposal
II and epply them tc pnational forces

required to maintein order and proiect

personal security of citizens (Sec. F).

IHTERNATIONAT OTS4RbALENT CRGANT £, T TON

100 to be strengihened znd maintained on ID0 to have mecess 2t any time to any
a continuing baesis. (Sec. G). point within the territory of any party
in order to prevent the re-establishment
of srmed forces and armements (art. 38).
M. SURES FOR KZRpING THE FRLACE

1. Poncuful chinges -nd Hulcs of Conduch
The steps taken under Stages I and II to

provide a basis for pesceful change in a

disarmed world would be continued as would

steps looking toward peaceful ssttlement

of disputes and development of rules of

international conduct rolating to diserma-
| ment. (5ec, E, paraes 1, 2).

No compersble propostl
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2. United Nstions Pesce Force

The United Neotions Peace force would be
progressively strengthened until it had
sufficient armed forces and armements so

thet no state could challenge it. ({Sec.
H, pare 3).
{10:E: In Part 1, urt. 3, para 3 of ENDC

40/Fev. 1, the USL proposed that "during
and after implementation of general and
corplete disermament, states would support
and provide agresd manpower for o UN Fesce
Forece to be equipped with egreed types of
armsnents necessary to ensure, under sgreed
arrangements, bthat the UN can, in accordance
with the purposes and principles of the UN
Cherter, effectively deter or supress any
threat or use of arms.,")

Parties to make available to the
Security Council under arv. 43, units
from militie retained by it, and to
vrovide asaistance end facilities,
ineluding rights of passage. The size
of these units will be specified by
sgreenont end the command of ‘the units
shell be made up of representatives of
the three prineipal groups of statbes
existing in the world.,  All questions
shell be decided by agreement of the
three representatives. (4rt. 37).

(NOTE: In Part 1, srt. 3, para 3 of

ENDC/4C/Rev.1l, the USSR proposed thet

"during end after implermentation of
generel and eorplete disarmanent, stabes
would support and provide in accordance
with the UN Charter agreed manpower for
s UN Zeace Force to be equipped with
agreed types of non-nuclear armgments.")

COPLETICN OF STAGE IIT

To be determined by 2/3 affirmative vote

of Control Council including the Soviet
Union end the United States. If any
permanent member objected, the period

for Stage III to be oxtended for a period
or periods totalling no moere than three
months, Question of completion then would
be pub egein before Control Coumcil, If
2/3 of the Council including USi and USSE
voted affirmetively the Stage would bs
deercd to heve been commletsd.  (WDC/30/
434.2, Sec. 1, pera 3).

GENERAL PROVISIONS

Lt end of pericd, IDO shall review
the results with a view to reporting
to states parties to treaty, Security
Council and General ussembly of UN.
(-5"-1"5' 3% ) '

1, Troeciurs of-Amoemimont

Perties o agree to procodize for
amendment, including & conference,
(General provisions, para 1, pp. 32-33).

Two—thirds majority et & conference
can amend, (axt. 47).

2. Inbterim 4Lgrecment

Interin agreement to involve
esvablishment of a preparatory
com:ission, (General provisions,
pere 2, p. 33).

crepoarotory Commigsion.established |
izmediately ofter signing. (art. 45).
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3. ZEntry into Force

Troaty to enter into force upon ratification Traesty to enter into foree upon rebifi-

by USL, USSR and agreed number of specified cation by all permement members of the

states, (General provisions, pera 3, p. 33). Decurity Council, as well as those thet
ere their allies in bilaterel and multi-
lateral militery alliances, end by an
pgreed mmber of non~aligned states,
(irt, 46).

4, TPinance

Budget approved by General Conference and Budget drawn up by Council and approved
paid in aecordance with a scale of appor- by Conference. HSceale of appor-bionment
tionment fixed by Gemeral Conference. fixed in treaty. (4Tt. 44).

General Conference to have financial power.
(General Provisions, para 4, p. 34).
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CONFERENCE OF THE EIGHTEEN-NATION COMMITTEE ENDC/9f

20 June 1963
N DISARMAMENT “
ON DISARMAMEN Original: ENGLISH
, and RUSSTAN

UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS
AND UNITAD STATES OF AMERICA

HEMOR.GN UL

OF UNDERSTATDING BETVEEN THE UNITED STATES

OF OWmRyCs AND TES UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST

EEPUBLICS RIGARDING TEE EST.BLISIIENT OF .
DIRECT COM:UNICATIONS LINK

For use in time of emergency the Government of the United States of Americe
and the Government of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics have agreed to establish
as soon es technically feasible a direct communications link between the two
Governments.

Each Government shall be responsible for the arrangements for the link on its
}own'jerritotf. Each Government shall teke the necessary steps to ensure continuous
functioning of the link and prompt delivery to its head of governmenbd of any communi-
cations received hy means of the link from the head of government of the other party.

Arfangements for establishing and operating the link are set forth in the Annex
Whicﬁ“is attached hereto and forms an integral part hereof.

Done in duplicate in the Inglish and Russian languages at Geneva, Switzerland,
this 20th dey of June, 1963.

FOR THZ GOVEENMEHT OF THRE FOR T3 GBVERNMENT OF TdE UNION OF

UNITED STATES OF MERICL: SOVIET SOCILALIST REPUBLICS:
CHARLES C. STELLE Se K. TRARLPEIY

ALeting Representative of the Acting Hepresentative of the Union

United States of Zmerica to of Soviet boeizlist Bepublics to

the Eighteen-Nagtion Committee the Eighteen-Nation Committee on

on Disgrmament i, sarmament
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ANNEX

T0 THE MEMOR/NDUN OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN

THE UNIT“D ST.TES OF AMERICH AND THa UNION

OF SOVIET SOCTALIST REPUBLICS REGARDING THE
EST:BLISHIENT OF 4 DIRECT COMMUNTICATIONS LINK

The direct communications link between Washington and Moscow estahlished in
accordence with the Memorandum, and the operation of such link, shall be governed
by the foliowing provisions:

1. The direct communications link shall consist of:

a. Two terminel points with telegraph-teleprinter equipment between
which communications shall be directly exchanged;

b. One full-time duplex wire btelegraph cireuit, routed Washingbon-
London-Copenhagen—Stockholm-Helsinki-Moscow, which shall be used:
for the transmission of messages}

ce One full-time duplex radio telegraph circuit, routed
Washington-Tangier-iloscow, which shall be used for service

communi, cations end for coordination of operations between the

two terminal points.

If experience in operating the direct communications link should demonstrate
that the establishment of an additional wire telegraph circuit is advisable, such
cirecuit may be established by mutual agreement between authorized represenfatives of
both Governments.

2. In case of interruption of the wire circuit, transmission of messages
shall be effected via the redic circuit, and for this purpose provision shall be
made at the terminal .points for the capability of prompt switching of all necessary
equipment. from one circuit to ancther.

3. The terminal points of the link shgll be so equipped as to provide for the
transmission and receptlon of messeges from Moscow, to Washington in the Russian
language gnd from ﬁashlngton to Moscow in the English languege. In this connection,
the USSR shell furnish the United States four sets of telegraph terminal equipment,
including page printers, transmitters, and reperforators, with one yeer's supply of
spare perts and all necessary special tools, test eguipment, operating instructions
and other technical literature, to provide for transmission and reception of messages

in the Bussian lsnguage.
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The United States shnll furnish the Soviet Union four sets of telegraph
terminal equipment, including page printers, tiansmitﬁéis, and reperforators, with
one year'!s supply of spare parté end all necessary spébial tools, test equipment,
operating instructions and other technical literature, to provide for irasnsmission
and reception of messages in the English language.

The equipment described in this paragraph shall be exchanged directly between
the parties without any payment being required therefor.

4. The termingl points of the direct communications link sholl be provided
with encoding equipment. For the ferminal point in the USSR, four sets of such equipment
(each capable of simplex operntion), with one year's supply of spare parts, with all
necessary special tools, test equipment, opersting instructions and other technical
literature, and with all necessary blank tape, shall be furnished by the United States
to the USSR egoinst poyment of the cost thereof byAthe USSi.

The USSR shall provide for preparation and delivery of keying tepes vo the
termingl point of the lirk in the United 3tates for recepiion of messages from the
USSR. The United States shall provide for the preparation and delivery of Keying
tapes to the terminal point of the link in the USSR for reception of messcges from
the United States. Delivery of prepaved keying tapes to the terminal points of
the link shall be effocted through the Embassy of the USSR in washington (for the
termingl of the 1link in the USSK) and through the Embossy of the United Stetes
in Mo;cow (for.the terminal of the link in the United States).

5. The United Stotes end the USSR shall designote the cgeneies responsible for
the arrangements regarding the direct communications link, for its technicel meintenance,
continuity and reliability, and for the timely transmission of messages.

Such agencies moy, by mutual agreemenf, decide matters and daweleop instructions
relating to the technical maintenance ond operation of the direct communications link
and effeet arrangements to improve the operation of the link.

6. The technical parameters of the telegraph cireuits of the link and of the
terminal equipment, as well ags the maintenance of such circuits and equipment, shall
be in accordance with CCITT and CCIR recommendotions.

Trensmission and reception of messages over the direct communications link shall
be effected in accordence with ppplicable recommendations of international telegraph

and radio communications regulations, .as well os vith mutually egreed instructions.
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The costs of the direct communicetions link shall be borne as follows:
s« The USSR shall pay the full cost of leasing the porticn of the
telegraph cirecuit frem Moscow %o Helsinki and 50% of the cost of
leasing the portion of the telegraph circuit from Helsinki to London,
The United States shall pay the full cost of leasing the portion of the
telegraph cirecuit from Washington to London and 50% of the cost of
ieasing the portion of the telegraph circuit from London to Helsinki.
b. ‘Payment of the cost of leesing the radio telegraph eircuit between
Weshington and Moscow shall be effected without any trensfer of
poyments between the parties. The USSE shall bear the expenses relating
to the trunsmission of messages fiom Moscow to Washingbon. The Tnited
States shall bear the expenses relating to the transmission of messages

from Washington to loscow.
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BRAZIL 4D MEXICO
Lecloration

on the denuclesrization of Letin Americe

The delegations of Brazil and hMexico have the honour to being to the notice of
the Conference of the Zighteen-Nation Committee.on Digarmament the "Declaration on
the Denuclearization of Latin amerieg" drewn up and epproved jointly by the
Governments of Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Ecuador gnd Mexico on 29 April 1963.

On the instructions of their Governments, the Two delegations are submitting
the téxt of this Doclaration and request the Secretariat to arranée for it to be
circulated to all lember Stetes s an official document of the Conference and to be

jnecluded in the officiel records of this session.

Declgretion

"The Presidents of the Republiesof Bolivia, Brezil, Chile, Scuador and llexico,

DEEPTY CONCERNED et current developments in the internationnl situation vhich
ﬁre conducive to the dissemination of nuclear weaponsj

CONSIDERING thet the Latin imerican States, impelled by their consistently
peace=loving tradition, should combine their efforts to make Latin America a
denuclearized zone, thereby helping to reduce the dengers threatening world peacej

DESIRING to preserve their countries from the disastrous consequences which would
result from a nuclear war; and

ENCOURAGED by the hope thet the conmeclusion of a Latin American regional agreement
may contribute to the adoption of & contractusl instrument on a world-wide scale.

On behalf of their peoples anfi Governments have agreed as follows!.

1. To announce forthwith that‘their Governments sre prepared to sign a Latin
American multilateral agreement by which the countries would undertalse not to menufacture,

receive, store or test nuclear weapons or nuclesr launching devicesj



ENDC/87
page 2

2 To bring this Declargtion to the attention of the Heads of State of
the other Latin imerican Republics with the expressed wish that their Governments
should accede to it by whatever procedure they deem appropricte;

3. To co-operate with each other and witl: the other Latin American countries
acceding to this Declaration so thoat Latin imerica may be recognized as o denuclearized

Zone R8 300n as possible.!

imbassador Josué de Castro imbassador Luis Padillo Nerve
Representative of Brazil fepresentative of lexico
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CONFERENCE OF THE EIGHTEEN-NATION COMMITTEE ENGLISE
ON DISARMAMENT Original: RUSSLN

UHION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST RAPUBLICS

Note the Soviet Gover 4 L2y 196

to the Governwent of the United Stetes of sperics

"The Government of the Soviet Union deems it necessary to state to the Government
of the Cnited States the following:

"uite recently the Soviet Government was compelled to utter & warning ageinst
the plans for the creation of a NATO nuclear force which would give the Test German
Bundesyehr access to atomic weapons and unleash a nuclear armements. race knowing neither
State nor geographical bounds. Today the peoples are witnessing the fact that the
Govornments of the United States end certain othem HNiTO members are taking further
steps in the same direction.

"Ihe point in question is the already started implemehtation of plans for the
development of United States nuclear submerines eguipped with Poleris nuclear missiles
in the ifediterranean area. 48 possible bases for these submarines, ports in Spain end
British military bases in Cyprus end .nlta have been mentioned. There are reports
thet submarines equipped with Polaris missiles will alse use ports in Turkey, Gfgece
eand Itely. TIwo such nuclear submarines have already entered the lediterraneen and
are settling down in the coastal waters of Greece cnd TurquQ

"Thus the United States and some of its ellies are demonstrating once again that
coneern for the prevention of & thermonuclear war or at least for the reduction of the
danger of its outbresk is alien to their poliey. Instead of joining in the efforts
of those States which, in anticipetion of the implementation of a programme of general
snd complete disarmement, sre already striving to narrow the field of prepaerations for
2 .uclear war, the Powers in the leed in NaTO are bringing within the orbit of these
"preparations yet ahother exbensive eres with'a populetion of‘appraximately'BDO millions.

"Whet will be the result of turnidy -the iiediterranean Ses into a gigantic reservoir
.filled'with scores of missiles heving megotons of nuclesr load? Whet does it mean to
turn ‘the ljediterraneanm basin into a kind of missiledrome where every mile of the sea's

surface con be used by an sggressor as e leunching site for nuclesr weapons?
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"In the first plece, it increases immeasurably the danger that the lsediterranean
and the adjecent countries may become the theatre of devasteiing military operations.
fven Stetes which neither have nor wish to have anything to do with the aggressive
preparations of NiATO - and these are the overwhelming mejority in the lediterranean — in
Pact find themselves in & situstion shere the right to control- their future is
eppropriated by those who command the nuelesr Submarines cruising in the vicinity of
their coasts, Under their security cad-sovereignty are being spredd the trammels of
the seme dengerous policy in which the countries wliich have made their territories
evoilable for the location of NaTO militexy bases heve beon caught.

"The olarm of the isrcbs, Yugoslovs, nlbenisns end Cypriots, bnd of other peoples
88 woll, cennot be allayed by assertions that the sending of United States missile-
cerrying submerines into the liediterrenean is no more than o "technicael" operation to
replace the land-besed Jupiter missiles on the territory of Turkey and Itoly with other,
more improved ones. No, the replacement of United States fixed missile bases by
floeting ones which is now being parried out enteils far-reaching politiecal and militery
consequences: the spectre of nueclear wer which at first set foot on the lond of those
countries which sre themselves actively participating in the military arrangements of
NAT0 hes now been given en entry vise on nll the sinores of the wediterrcaean Sec.
Submarines equipped with Polaris missiles cruising clong the shores of the Mediterranean
countries would exitend the ares from whieh o nuclear ettack could be launeched and, '
consequently, would clso enlurge the geogravhical sphere of application of the inevitable
counter-measures for the purpose of neutralizing the boses of aggréssion.

"It is obvious that the countries in which “hese submarines are based permanently
or from time to time, would expose themselves to the greatest danger. But there is no
guarentee, nor can there be sny, that ¢ nuclear submerine will not release its death-
dealing load from internctional waters ond then try to hide off the coast of a Stote
not forming part of.the North stlentie bloc, or thot it will not fire = salvo directly
from the territorial waters of that State. The likelihood of such & course of events
«caonnot be excluded, espebially'as many 3tetes of the llediterrenean basin nre without
practical means to prevent nuclesr submarines from entering their waters and only & few
minutes would be required for the irreparable to be cccomplished.

"The introduction into the ljediterranecn Sec nf HaTO militery vessels with nuclear
weapons on board mpkes it necessary for the 3tates whose security is 5eing threatened

by the North Atlantic bloc to carry out effective defensive counter-meesures in order 1.
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bBe in ¢ position to repulse any encroachment upon the peaceful life of their peoples cnd
not to leave the NaTC Powefs & free hand to use the ilediterranean as o spring-board for
sossible uggression. The peate-loving States will have no other choice than to Jzeep
their mesns of neutrslizetion trained on the routes zlong which the nuclear submarines
move, &8 well &s on the coasts of HATO members cnd those countries which maie their
territories sveilable to this bloc o8 permenent or periodic bases for nuclesr missile
weopons,

1% should be cleer to everyone that the NaTO militery steffs ore leading metters
to the point where the ..editerranesn, instesd of being the shortest commercial see
route linking Test and Bost end e treditional place of rest ond internationsl tourism,
would become the lair of the carriers of nueleor desth end yet another aTea of dangerous
rivalry ocnd conflict.

"Thet heve the countries of the Bolksn Peninsula, Worth africa, the Neer cnd
niddle Zest, nll countries situated along the perimeter of the llediterrsnesn or even in
the depths of the continents, to gain, if miasile—baaring nucleer submarines rove elong
their consts? Will this increzse their security or help to improve their lives? Is

it possible to think that the Greekxs, Turks, Itszliens, Frenchmen, Spaniards cnd other
peoples of the Lediterranean will feel safer if foreign missiles and atom bombs over
which they have no power or control are put in firing position on their very thresholds?
Bven in the event of an accidental combination of circumstances, sgainst their will and
desire the peoples of this area mcy become the victims of s deadly cctastrophe.

"The péoples of the ilediterreneen have hed to suffer many things in the course of
their history. From the innumercble conflicts which shook ancient Zgypt, Greece, Rome
and Carthege to the two World Wers in this century, this areo hes experienced ell the
wicigsitudes of armed rivelry between States. But even in the Second World Wer, whica
ro3idly spread to the Lfricen continent and seross the Hear and Far Hast, there wos no
wonpon even remotely comperable in destructive power with the one now hiding in the
weves of the pediterranean Ses or with the one which would be used to deliver a
counter~blow to an aggressor if this see were used =23 o centre and hiding place for an
oggressor, If the worst cume to the worst in these days, the iediterranean Jea would
become & decd Sea in every semse of the word., iagy centres of civilizotion and
culture would be threastened with = fate similar to that of Pompeii. Bven people who

heve no religious views can understoand the feelings of miliions of Christiens and
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iloslems in connexion with the fact thet in the implementation of the plans of the NATO
leaders nucleer weapons would be almost under the walls of the Vatican, Jerusalem,
eecg and Hedina,

"The Governments-of the Western Powers try to justify their plens to station
Polaris submarines in the i‘editerranesn Sen on the grounds thet it is an open sea end
that whether or not to meke ports availeble for missile—carrying vessels is & domestic
affeir of the individual States., Bubt by what right ere four or five Stetes, which
have linked themselves with the policy of NaTC, without considering the interests of
the other Mediterranesn countries, prepared to throw oven the gates of Gibraltar to o
stream of nuclear weapons? If, for example, the Governments of Turkey, Greece, Itely
or Spein allow submarines or surfece vessels with nuclear wespons on hoard to shelter
in their weoters, they will not only ve trifling with the fote of their own countries
but will alsc endanger the security of neighbouring countries.

"The Governments of the United States- and the other MiT0 countries have not been
lacking in assurcnces that the United Stetes Polaris submerines cre being sent to the
Lediterronean Sea for 'defensive purposes' and even for the 'protection! of the
countries of this aresa, It would be no exeggerstion, however, to ssy thet of sll the
existing mesns of waging war the United Stztes weapon now being stationed in the
tiediterrenean Sea is the least fitted to serve defensive purposes but, on the other hend,
it is the most suitable for any kind of provocation. The distinctive feature of the
use of nuclear submarines zs mobile missilo bases is that they are designed 4o conceal
preparctions for, and to ensure the sudden delivery of, o nuclear ettack.

"Furthermore, in the Soviet Union, and no doubt in other countries as well, one
remembers the recent stetements of highly ploced persons in the United Stetes to the
effect thot under certain circumstences the United States might teke the initiative in
& nuclear conflict with the US3R. The 3oviet Government could not fail ‘o pay
ettention clso to the statements of lending militery npersonclities in the United Stetes
to the effect thet the United States submerines which heve been sont to the editerrsnean
Sea have been previously assigned certein targets in the Soviet Union.

"It will not be superfluous to note further thet it has also often been ssid that
the purpose of the United States Sixth Fleet, which hzs been roamiﬁg about the
lediterranean Ses from year to year, is to help the Liediterranesn countries to protect
their independence and security, But in the log~bookx of the Commander of this Fleet
there is not & single entry of any operstion in support of the sovereign righis of '

independence of the countries of North iLfricc or the Near Zast,
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"On tae controry, the ships of the Jixth Fleet perbticipoted in preporing for o
sbboek oa Syric in 1957, whieh wes frustroted os o result of the decisive aection, in
the first ploce, of the Soviet Uxien, “1i4h the forces of this Fleet the United Stotes
oceunied fhe cosst of Lébomon ic the sumier of 1758, United Stetes Novy ships
covered foreign intervention in Jordon. It wos within sigot of the Sixth Fleet ihet
the United Stetes HATO wllies, the United Zingdom and France, together with Isrsel,
corried out an cggression sgeinst diypt and bombed Ceiro and Bort Scid.

"Those are the fucts. They depict quite defimitely the true state of affeirs.

"What are United Htates Nevy ships seeking in the ilediterranezn Sea, thouscnds of
miles away from the national boundcries of the United States? “Thet ore the reel aims
thet cre being pursued when, in sddition to surface vessels, nucleor gubmarines with
miclear weapons are now being sent there?  The NiTO measures for spreading nuclear
weapons to new areas speak for themselves. 4nd further light on the intentions of the
United 3tates is shed by the statements of United Stetes military leaders who recently
justified the need to stotion United Stotes nuclear wescpons in Canede by seying that
in the event of war this would moke it possible to drzw part of a nuclear counter—blow
ewey from the United States and divert it to Canade. This was said, it i; true, in
respect of Canede and not the ilediterrcnean Sea, But what is coneerned.in both coses
is preparation for a nueclear w&f, which is being ccrried out within the framework of
one cnd the same policy, and one ond the scme strategy.

"Some people mey consider it almost the summit of military thinking to hide their
nueclecr missile bases os far awoy as possible from their own vitel centres and closer
to the borders of other countries, But can the millions of people :living in the.
i.editerranean area be content with the position of hosteges in whioh the leading Powers
of HaTO ore trying to nloce them? Bverything shows thet the military plans of these
Powers — todaoy more than ever — include the intention, in the svent of a evonfliet, to
divert to:Stétes wholly innocent in such & confliet, part of the nuelear cSunter‘blow
which would be duly delivered to the aggressor.

"There is yet another circumstence which cannot be disregarded, 4As is well knuwn,-
the United Nations Gemersl sssembly adopted a resolution’ declaring africa a denuclearized
ZOTIE. This resolution was aimed ot seving the African continent from the dengers
connected with & further spresd of nuclear weaspons, Not a single N&TO 3tate dared
vote ageinst it, But by setting out to turn the woters weshing the shares of'North
ifrice into a nuclear missile bdse, the United States and its allies mre flagrantly

flouting this resolution of the United Nations.
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"Obviously, it is no mere coinecidence thet the plons for sending United Stztes
subnerines with Poloris missiles {o the icediterranean 3eu oppeared simulteneously
with plans for the crestion of & so-colled 'multi-natiornsl! and 'multilatersl! NaTO
nuclesr force, in vhich o significent role is assigned to the West German revanchists
cend militerists, These ere elements of one cnd the seme policy = the policy of
en unbridled armements rece and the spreading of nuclecr weapons.

"The 3oviet people is engoged in penceful lobour end wishes only peace and
prosperity to other peoples. The Joviet Government firmly believes in the principles
of pecceful co-existence ~ it is prepared 4o settle on the besis of these principles
all questions of its relations with any other countries, regerdless of social
differences, without any interference in the internel cffairs of other 3tates.

"Faithful to the policy of pence end peaceful co—existence, the Soviet Union has
repeatedly proposed the edoption of measures to prevent the proliferatlion of nuclesr
weepons, giving its support to propossls for the creaztion of denuclecrized zones in
various perts of the world; for the elimination of military bases on foreign territoriés,
end the immedinte reduction of crmements and ormed forces in the areas where the
possibility of & conflict is perticularly grent. The Soviet Government advocates
renunciétion of the use of foreign territories and ports for the stetioching of any
type of stretegiec weapon, inecluding submerines with nuclear missile weapons.

"The Soviet Union has submitted specific .proposals on =l these guestions to the
Eighteen-Nation Commivtee on Dismrmement at Gemeva. The implementation of these
rroposals would strengthen mutual eonfidence between States and Pacilitate the solubion
of the main problem of our time - general and complete disarmament.,

"But what the United Stetes and its allies are now doing in creating a concentrated
NsTO nuclear force ond taking the course of spreading nuclear missile weapons to other
continents and seas is placing wdditional obstacles in the path fo disarmement,

"In the inbterests of ensuring internstional gsecurity, the Soviet Government
proposes thet the whole area of the liediterrancan See should be declared a zone free
from nuclear missile weapons. It is prepored to assume an obligstion not to deploy eny
nucleer wespons or their meens of delivery in the waters of this sresn provided tﬁat
similer obligations are assumed by the other Powers. If this aree is declared #
zone free from nuclear missile weapons, then, jointly with the United 3totes ond the

other countries of the West, the Soviet Union is prepared to give reliable guarentees
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thot in the event of any military complicotions the area of the Lediterranecn Sea will
e considered as cutside the sphere of use of nuclesr weopons. ,

"Implementation of these proposels would sontribute to mutuel understanding and
friendship in the relctions bétween the countries of the kediterranesn aiea; it would
eneble the 3tates of the ilediterranean besin to devote more of their forces and resources
to the solution of thelr sconomie and soeial problems, It would at the scme time be o
substontial contribution towards lessening the general international tension cnd towerds
ensuring peace in Hurope, ifrice cnd throughout the world.

"The Soviet Government expresses the hope thot the Government of the United States
wiil consider with due attention the considerctions set forth in this note,"

Notes with similer contents were alsc sent to the Governments of slgeria, Cyprus,
France, Greece, Israel, Italy, Lebenon, Libysa, ioroceco, BSpein, Syria, Tunisie, Turkey,
the United 4rsb Republie and the United Xingdom,
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Corrigendum to the

note of the Soviet Government of 20 iay 1963
to the Government of the United States of America

Page 1, 10th line, replace the word "development"
by the word "deployment",
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Working paper for the consideration of
the Sighteen~Nation Committee

Outline draft treaty prohibiting the placing in orbit
end the stationing in outer space of nuclear weapons

The Governments of IR R R N R R R R T I o I Ty 'y

Recognizing thot it is the common interest .of mankind that outer space should be used
at all times for peaceful purposes end should not be, and shéuld not become, the theatre or
subject of international discord;

Recognizing that the ubilization and exploitation of outer space should be only for
the betterment of mankind;

Recognizing that outer space and the celestial bodies are the patrimony of all
mankind and that no State or groups of States may exercise any right of ownership, dominion
or sovereignty, or amny other right whatsoever, with respect to them;

Acknowledging that among States, irrespective of the stage of their economic or

pientific developméent, there should prevail the principle of free and equal use .of outet
space for the purpose of scientific progress or for the purpose of scientific research;

Realizing thet, in order that the said progress may be achieved and that the seid
research may be carried on fruitfully, outer space and the celestial bodies must be free of
any connexion with other activities, especially those of & military nature, capable of
hampering them;

Convinced that a treaty ensuring the peaceful utilization ond exploitation of outer
space and the celestial bodies and the maintenance of international harmony in these respect:
will promote the Purposes and Principles laid down in the Charter of the United Nations;

Have agreed as followst
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ARTICLE I

1. Outer space and the celestianl bodies shall be utilized exclugively for peaceful
purposes. Accordingly, every military measure, among others, such as the placing in
orbit and the stationing in space of nuclear weapons or weapons of mass destruction or
of vehicles capable of delivering such weapons, is prohibited, Tests of the said
weapons of destruetion, or of any other warlike device for military purposes, are
likewise prohibited, as is also the stationing or placing in orbit of bases for launch-
ing weapons of any type whatsoever.
2. Nothing in this treaty shall prevent the employment of military personnel or
equipment, provided that they are used exclusively for sciemtific research or for some
other peaceful purpose.
ARTICLE II )

1o No impediment shall be placed in the woy of the freedom of secienbific research in
outer space or on celestial bodies, or of their utilization or exploitation. Interna-
tional co-operetion in these respects shall be regulated among States by bilateral or
multilateral treaty, but in no case in any manner contrary to the stipulations of this
treaty, and in consonance with the Purposes and Prineciples of the Charter of the United
Nations and the international law appliecable.
2.  The performance of the obligations specified in this treaty shall not prevent the
Contraeting Parties from promoting to the utmost the establishment of co=operative
working relations with those specialized agencies of the United Nations and other
international organizations which have a scientific or technical interest in the peaceful
utilization or exploitation of outer space and the celestial bodies.

ARTICLE TIl
1, So long as this Treaty remains in force, the Contracting Parties and any Parties
which accede to this Treaty shall be bound to report to each of the other Parties,
through the United Nations, any act or activity carried out for the purpoese of the
peaceful wbilization and exploitation of outer space, and likewise the launching of any

device, and the speecifications of thot device.
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2, The Gontracting Parties shall similarly be bound to report on the direct
mrticipation of human beings in programmes of research, utilization or axploitation
relating to outer space or to celestial bodiés,

3, The Contracting Parties shall similarly be bound to report on all of their
installations, equipment or devices which are temporarily or permansntly situated in
outer space or on celestlal bodies at the time of ﬁhe'entry inte forece of this Treaty.

ARTICIE IV

The United Nations shall be authorized to keep a record of all the information

submitted to it by the Gontracting'Parties pursuant to this Treaty.
ARTICIE T

Each of the Contracting Parties undertakes to meke appropriate efforis, compatible
with the Charter of the United Netions, to ensure that no one shall carry out in outer
space or on celestial bodies any activity contrary to the purposes and princliples of
this Tresty.

ARTICIE VI

For the purpose of ensuring that outer space and the cslestial bodies are used
solely for peaceful purposes and are not subject to any measure of a military cheracter,
as referred to in article I of this Treaty, the Contracting Parties egree, to the
fullest possible extent,

{a) to exchange information concerning their scientifie prOgrammeg

in outer space and on celestisl bodiss with_ a view to ensuring
the utmost economy and efficiency in the operations;

{b) to exchange scientifie persomnel; and

{e) to exchange seilentific observations and findings.

ARTICIE VII

In the event of any disagreement with respsct to the implementation of this Treaty,
the Contracting Parties shell consult with each other immediately wlth & view to reaching
a mutually acceptable solution, and shall settle any dispute solely by peaceful means,



ENDC /98
page 4

ARTICIE VIII

The representatives of the Contracting Parties éhall neet at appropriate intervals
and in appropriate places for the purpose of exchanging information or consulting with
one anotﬁe}‘in order to recommend measures which may be adopted by the Goveruments to
cnsurs that Quter'spgce aﬁd the oslestial bodies are used sélely for peaceful purposes.

| ARTICIE TX

This Treaty shall be open for accesslon to every Member of the United Nations
interested in scientific research for the purpose of the peaceful use of cuber space
end of the celestiel bodies, 4any other State not.a Momber of the United Nations may
with the consent of all the Contracting Parties, likewise be invited to becoms a
Party to this Treaty.

ARTICIE X

1, Ratification of or accession to this Treaty shall be effected by each State in
conformity with its constitutional procsdures, The instruments of ratificetion and
accogsion shall be deﬁositeﬁ'with the United Nations.

2. 'The Unlted Nations shall inform sach of the signotory snd mcceding States of
the date of deposit of sach instrumsnt of ratification or acecession and of the entry
into foree of the Treaty.

LRTICLE XI

When all the signatory States have deposlited thelr instruments of ratificatidn,
this Treaty shall enter-into force with respset to the said States and with respset to
the States which have deposited their instruments of accession. Thereafter, the
Treaty shall enter into force with respect to each acceding State as soon as that State
has deposited its instrument of accession,

ARTICIE XIT

This Treaty may be modified or amended at any time with the unanimous consent of
the Contracting Parties, The modification or amendment shall enter into force when the
United Nations has been notified by &1l the said Contracting Parties that they have
ratified the modification or amendment.
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Extract from the stetement made by mr, N.8. Zhrushchev,
Chairman of the Council of kinisters of the USSR, in
Moscow on 19 July 1963

Ny few words should be said about the exchange of views, which is teking place
in Moscow between the representatives of the Soviet Union, the United States of
smerice and the United Kingdom, on the question of the prohibition of nuclear weapon
tests and on other questions of mutual interest. Yo get the impression that there is
now some hope for the achievement of en agreement on the prohibition of tests in the
atmosphere, outer space and under weter, if, of course, no special change occurs in
the pesition of the United Stetes and United Kingdom representatives.

The Soviet Government would like to reach‘such an agreement as would provide for
the probibition of all tests, including underground tests. It has been proved by
science end practice that the prohibition of all tests, including underground tests,
can be controlled by means of national technical means of detection., But the
Governments of the United States of americe and the United Kingdom continue to insist
on the need for international inspection. They are unwilling tc.renounce aspirations
which in reality havs no relation to the cessation of tests. For what purpose are they
doing this? Cf course, in order to secure the opportunity to cerry out intelligence
work,

Thus a fairly clear picture eppears - evidently we shall not succeed in reaching
agreement &t present on the prohibition of underground nuclear tests. The Soviet
Government considers nevertheless thal en agreement on the prohibition of tests in
the atmosphere, outer space and under water, if achieved, will be an importaﬁt and
useful step forward. Such an agreement wiil put an end %o the radioactive conbamina-
$ion of the atmosphere and, consequently, evert the dangerous consequences which
further nuclear testing would have for the health of present and futﬁrs genzrations.
Yo communists, defending the vitel interests of the peoples and all mankind, conzider
that the conclusion of zn agreement on the prohibition of nuclear wespon tests is in

accordance with the noble principles of socialist humanitarianism,
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Yo hope that the conclusion of an agreement on the prohibition of nuclear tests
will elsc prove useful from the standpoint of & general improvement in the inter-
national situation, It will demonstrate the willingness of States with contresting
social systems to seek ways of concluding muinally acceptable agreements on the basis
of peaceful co-existence,

The Soviet Govermment is convinced that, if the representatives of the Soviet
Union, the United‘States of americe and the Unitsd Kingdom were- to Teach agreement
now not only on the prohibition of nuclear tests but at the seme time also on a
non-aggression pact between the NATC countries end the States parties to the Tarsaw
Treaty, such ean agreement would contribute towards a considersble improvement in
the whole international situation. The signing of such a pect would be welcomed with
great satisfaction by world public opinion.

Sometimes we hear it said that the form of & non-aggression pact causes
embarrassment to some people in the West. Weoll, we think thet the question of how &
non-aggression pact should be formulated could be settled without any particular
diffieulty to the mutual sotisfaction of both sides. The main thing here is not the
form but the confeni; the mein thing is that-the other side also should display =
desire for the ecasing of tension and the elimination of the state of "cold war". We
should like %o hope that an agreement on & non-aggression pact will also be achieved
in the exchange of views taking place in lioscow.

It would also be very useful to settle such a guestion as the freezing of the
wilitary budgets of States or, better still, their reduction. This would undoubtedly
be epproved by millions and millions of people in all countries,

Te think that it would be useful zlsc to revert to our propesals, put forward as
long ago as 1958, to implemont certain measures for the prevenbion of surprise atisck.
Vhet is necessary for this purpose? In the first place, we must maké it impossible
for an aggressor secretly to concentrate large bodies of troops, without which g
surprise attack is impossible., For this purpose we consider it approvriate to esta-
blish in certgin arees of the Soviet Union and of other countries ground conirol posts
at airports, reilwey junctions, main roads and major ports. Of course, ell this must
be done on & reciprocal basis.

Such a measure does not in itself guarantee the msintenance of peace but it would

be & step forward towards preventing surprise attack,
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We would also be prepared to negotiate with the Testern Powers in order to
achieve the following ngreement: the Western Fowers could have their representatives
with the Sovieb Torces in the German Democratic Zepublic, while our rooresentatives
would be assigned to the Testern foreces in Fest Germany.

Ve are olso willing to negotiaie on the reduction of foreign trocps in the
territory of the German Democratic Republic and in ths territory of Wost Germany.

If agreement were reached on all these questions, it would be a big stop towards
reducing international tension and eliminating the "eold war'; it would be an impor-
tant prerequisite for achicving sgreement on the besic question - general and complete
disarmament.

and, of course, it is necessary to sotile at last the main question on which the
elimination of international tension depends, nomely, the German question. The enly
wey to settle this question is by concluding e Germen peace treaty and recognizing
the conditions which have come sbout as a result of the erushing of hitler's Heich.

I repeat: the only possible way to settle the German question is on the basis
of signing a peace treaty. 4s for the imperialists' calculations on the liquidation
of the German Democretic Republic, they will no more se¢ that than their own cars,
because that is & course leading to war, Only madinen could iteke the risk of
unleashing a thermonuclear world war. The imperislists must realize that such an
gdventure would end in their own destruction. |

The interests of all peoples and, in the first place, the German people demand
the conclusion of & Gorman pesce itreaty and the settlement, on that basis, of the
question of Test Berlin in order to achieve & radical improvement in the gituation in

Zurope end throughout the world."
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UNION OF SOVIET SOCILALIST HZFUBLICS

The_snsvexs of Mr. N.S. Khrushchev, Chairman of the Couneil of Minigters of
the USSR, to guestions put to him by the corrgspondents of "Prpvas! gad
"Tzvestiva" on 27 July 1963

juestion: How do you assess the achievement of agreement on the prohibition of nuclear
wenpon tests in the atmosphere, ocuter spacelgn& under water?y

inswor: The successful coneclusion of the negotiations in kcscow between the Soviet
Union, the United States of Zmerice ond the United Kingdom o2 the prohibition of
auclenr Weapon tests is an event of greatd international sigmaficance. rlt is well
known that the Soviet Union has fox mony yéars been carrying on s atruggle for the
cossebion of nuclear weapon tests. The demend for the speeciest possible settlement
of this question has always been ond is being stronorted by 21l pecce-loving Stotes and
peoples.

We have now succeeded in coming to agreement on a treaty banning nuclear wespon
vests in the otmosphere, in outer space end under water. e consider that this is a
good hegimming T should like to congratulate aoll the people of goodwill who heve
exertad their efforts to schieve ngreement on the prohibiticn of nuelear weapon tests.
I should also like to pay tribute to the offorts of the Govermments of the United States
and the United Xingdom and of their repregeniativea, who were empéwered +o conduect the
negotiations.

The schievement of ngreement on the p:ohibition of nuclear weapon tests shows that
given the desire and efforts of the Stebtes concerned, given good will on the part of
the great Powers, it is possible to achieve succeas in solving internetional problems
on mutually acceptable conditions.

Purthermore, we hope - and we think that people throughout the world mow shkere
this lope ~ thet the conclusion of o treaty on the prohibition of nuclear weapoh
tesbs will conbribute towards o genmeral reduction of internationnl tensicn end thereby
+o the crention of e favoursble situstion for the solution of international guestions

thet have long been ripa.
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It would, of course, be wrong to labour under any delusions regerding the
successes achieved and +o relax our energies nnd determinption in the further struggle
for the solution of questions on which depends the comsolidetion of peace on earth.

Ve must reelize quite clearly that the prohibition of nuclear wespon tests does not
yet mean the cessation of the srms raoee end, consequently, cennot in itself avert
the dangér of war. lor does this measure liguidete the burden of armaments, on the
production of which Stotes zre spending vast moterial resources.

The moin task coasists precisely in putting on end to the arms race, in Aisarmement.
Only along this path cen we replly secure tie eliminption of the thrent of war nnd
relieve States of the burden of militery expenditures.

That is why the Soviet Govermment considers 4hat ot the present time, ~s a result
of the achievement of sgzreement om the prohibition of nuclear weapon tests, there have
emerged favournble opportunitics which encble us to make progress in solving the main
internationsl problems. To do 80, however, it is necessary to exert fresh efforts
whieh will lend step by step to the consﬁlidntion of peace sad to the reelizption of the
age-cold drecm of mankind - general ond complete disaprmament. It is necessary, end in
the first place for the grent Powers, to set cbout tiis work without dﬂl@y.
estion: On which vitol international problens should, in your opinion, the attention
of the peoples =nd governments row be comcentrated?
gnswer: If one speaks of primary interaantionsl questions brouzirt to the fore by life
itself, T would point in the first ploee to such o question as the conclusion of a non-
aggression pact between the parties to the Horth itlantic Treaty and the porties to the
Tarsow Tréaty, ebout which a2 useful exchange of gpinions has slready token place. The
Soviet Goverrment is convinced thot the conelusicn of such o pect would heve o fevoursble
effect on the whole situstion, since the Stotes forming part of the two opposing groups
would solemnly declare before the whole worid their decigion not to use foree pgeinst
each other and not to threaten cach obher with wor.

4 non=aggression pact between the AT countries and States porties to the Jarsaw
Treaty would have all the grecter significance simce it would comprise all the States
which ot present hove nuclear weanpons ot their disposal. In other words, this would

be o peace puct between the nuclenr Powers.
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In this connexion I wish tc express sebisfacticn ot the fact thnf, 88 ¢ result
of the exchange of opinions.between the répresanﬁativas of the Soviet Union, the
United States of Americs and the Urited XKingdom on the Soviet propossls relating to
o non=-aggression pact, agreement hps been achieved thet after eech of the parties
hes consulted its nllies, ﬁiscussions on this question will be continued with the
purpose of ceiieving asgreement’ satls;acto:y to gll partiecipants.

The Soviet Goverpment is certoin thot if the same goodw1ll is shown by both -
sides in settling the question of o non-aggressiuvn pact as wos shown in settling
tha question of the prohibition of nuclear weapon tests, it %ill be possible to
nchieve agreement quickly slso on o nou-pgrressicn pacte. For our part there will be
ne lack of such goodwill. is regords the question of how the nom~zggression pact
should be formuleted, we are certoin thet on this score there will be no difficulty
in reaching agreement; there are no insupergble cbstacles, nor can there be eny.

There are alsc other measures whick, in the Soviet Government's opinion, should
be implementel now on tha basis of mutual egrecnairt. I hove already spoken about these
messures o few doys ago. They cre the freezing sud, even better, the reduction of

litary budgets of States, tue implementsticn of messures for tue preveation of surprise
abtock, the r‘ductlcn of foreipn trocps in lestern Germany and in the German Democratic
Republic, the mssigmment of our represeatatives to the troops of the Vestern Powers in
Yestern Germany in exchange for the dispatel of their ropresextabives to Soviet troops
stotioned in the Germon Democratic Republic.

On &l1 these questloﬂs the Soviet Govermment is prepared ts negotinte with the
representatives of ithe Western Powers »n o businesslike basis right up to tie preparation
and conclusion of apgropriate sgreenents.

We appesl to the Jestern Powers witk ¢ propesal: lel us agree on 21l these
questions. Together we have beex able té moke & beginning by reaching sgreement
on the prohibition of nuclear weapon tesis.  Le% us now go furtier in the directiocn
of reduclng internationnl tensicvn and liguidating the "cold war'. Thereby the woy
would be opened to the solution of tie basic ouestion - genernl and complete disarmament.

Of course it is necessoxy to sclve the guestion on which tue_ellmlnaolon of
internntionnl tension depends most of all, nsmely, the question of o Germhﬁ peace
settlement. Unless the vestlges of the Second Jorld ¥ar in Zurope are 11qu1dated,

lasting pesce camnot be achieved. Iveryoune understenis this very well. T wish to
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express the hope. that, as a result of the efforts of all those to whom pecce is
dear, a sulution o tae problem of conecluding a Germen pence tregity end tﬁe
normelizetion of the Situaﬁion in Vost Berlin on this basis will be achiaved.

The pecples want pencc. Thet is an understondable and naturel desire. It
is the duty of governments 4o cerry out those desmires of millicns and millizns of
peoples That is precisely how the leninist Central Comnmitltee of the Comrmni st Party
of the Soviet Union, the Soviet Goveroment ond ali the pooples of the Soviet Union |
understend their tasks. Lnd they, in the future alss, will not slachken their efforts

%o amchiove that great aim.
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& comparison of gome significant develgpments in USs end USSE proposals
concerning the reduction of th igk of war through sccidend

migealeulation, failure of communicetions or surprise atecl™ (1958-1963)
USSR JSA

1958: 1958:

No mention. No mention.

1961: 1961:

No mention. idvence notificetion of mejor militery

movements within egreed areas to be provided
to participating states and to the Inter-
nationel Disermement Organization.

(US4 programme for generel and complete
disarmament in a peaceful world of Sept. 25

- Stege I).
1962: 1062
No mention in draft treaty tebled es Similar to 1961 proposals.
ENDC/2 on March 19, (USA Outline of besic provisions of e

treaty on gemersl and complete disarmement
of April 18 (EWDC/30) - Stage I).

PRESENT POSITION: PRESENT POSITION:

Prohibition of lerge scale joint Similar to above with additional
military menoceuvres or movements by consideretions set out in working paper
armed forces of two or more states. of Dec. 12, 1962. (ENDC/70).

Advence nctificetion of large scele
militery movements or manoeuvres by
netional ermed forces within nationsl
frontiers.

(imendment of July 16, 1962 to draft
treety ~ See ENDC/2/Rev.l).

* This does not purport to be & comprehensive owtline of 211 proposels since 1958 in
the field of reduction of the risk of wer. It covers those subjects on which both
sidos have submitted proposals in this context. Those areas in which both sides

heve not mede proposals (demucleerized zones, thinning out of troops in Centrel Europe
end International Cormission on Reduction of Risk of War) ere therefore omitted. Nor
does this paper deal with the question of whether these proposals are seperable from
other measures.
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USSR

Observation Posts

19583 '

Ground control pusts to be established at
agreed points et .allwey junctions, main
rosds end major ports. Areas to be
coversd by such control posts end number to
be allotted to each side were specified,
(Declaration submitted to” Geneva Surprise
Attack Conference on November 28),

1063 :

Similar to the 1958 proposals, bubt no
specific area mentioned,

(Memorandum submitted to the U.N, General
Assembly on Sept, 26),

- 1962:
No mention in either original draft treaty
(ENDC/2 of March 19) or its revision
(ENDG/2/Rev,1).

PRESENT POSITION:

Establishment in certain areas, both in the
Soviet Union and in other countries on o
reciprocel basis of surface combrol et
airports, reilwey Jjunctions, on motor roads
and in big ports, :

(Speech by Cheirmsn Khrushehev in Hoscow
on July 19, 1963),

1958:

The West proposed study of the role of
ground observers as one of & number of
measures in this field,

(Geneva Surprise Attack Conference in Nov,),

1961+

Establishment of observation posts in such
locations as major ports, reilway centres,
motor highways and air bases to report on
concentration and movements of military
forces.

(US4 programme of Sept, 25 - Stage I).

1962:

Establishment of observation posis at
agreed locations including major ports,

railway centres, motor highways, river

crossings and air bases to report on
concentrations and movements of military

forces,

(US4 Outline Treaty of April 18 (ENDC/30)
- Stage I).

FRES POSITICN

Similar to proposals in 1962 plen.
would be useful wherever gignificant
military activities take place., Geographiec
covérage would be designed to reflect
military relationships in a realistic
manner,

(US4 Working Paper submitted as ENDC/70 of
December 12, 1962)

System

Additional Observation Arrangements

1958

1958

4n aerial photography zone to be established The West proposed study of a number of means

800 kilometres on either side of the divid-
ing line between the main forces of NATO

and the Warsaw Pect Organization and includ-

ing Greece, Turkey aend Iran, %n addition,
a zone in the USSH cast of 108° esst and

terrigory of equivalent size in the USA west

of 90 west and also Japan snd Okinaws,
(Declaration of the USSR submitted 4o the
Geneva Burprise ittack Conference on
N'c:v._28]D

of cobserveiion and inspection in order to
essess their limitetions and cepsbilities,
These included aerial inspection, ground
inspection including technologicel aids,
sea surveillance techniques, long range
radar copebility, other instruments of
long range detection and satellite
inspection, ‘ '

(Geneva Surprise Atteck Conference in
November),
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USSh USA
Additional Observetion Arrangements (Contd)
1961 1961 . . ‘ :
No mention Establishment of such edditional inspection

prrengements as may be agreed.
(US4 Programme of Sept, 25 - Stage I).

1962 1962: : ,
No mention in origine) Draft Tresty or its Estoblishment of such additional observaiion
reyision (ENIC/2 and ENDC/2/Rev.l). srrangements as moy be agreed,
(USs Outline Treaty of April 18 (ENDC/30) -~
Stage I).
ERESENT POSTTION: 'PRESENT POSITION:
No mention. In order to supplement ground observation

posts, serial observation techniques,

mobile ground obgervation teems end over-—
iepping raders could be employed on a basis
and of & charscter designed to give equal
pssurance to all participating stetes.

Such techniques would be initieted in egreed
geogrephic areas with due regerd to the
reletionship of the states or groups of
gtates. concerned,

{ENDC/70 of December 12, 1962)

Exehange of Military Missions

1958: 1958:

No mention No. mention

1961: 1961;

No mention No mention

1962: < 1962:

No mention o Exchange of military missions bebwesn-simnes

(Dzaft: Treaty of March 19 - EE'IDC/Z) or groups of states in order to improve '
commmunications and undsrstanding between
+them, .

{Oublime Treaty of April 18 (ENDC/30) -
Stage I) : -
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USSR

Exchenge of Militery Migsions (Contd)

PRESENT POSITION:

Exchange of militery missions between
states or groups of stetes for the pur~
pose of improving relations and mutuel
understanding between them,

(Amendment of July 16, 1962 to draft
Treaty -- See ENDC/2, Rev,l)

Exchange of militery representatives,
Under this arrengement, Western Powers
could have their representetives with the
Soviet forces in Fast Germeny and Soviet
representabives would bs mssigned to the
Western Forces in West Germany,
(Speech by Chairman Ehrushehev in Moscow
on July 19, 1963),

PRESENT FOSITION:.

—change of military missions between
condral military headquarters by states

or groups of states, in the first instance
between USA & U7SR. Their functions might
include:

(a) receipt of much informetion or views
on military matters as the host netion mey
wish to mzke evallable;

(b) observation of such specific military
pctivities as hosts might meke eccessible;

{6) consultation on military metters of
common CONcern;

{d) porticipetion, on request, in
clarifying ambiguous situations which, for
lack of authentic information, might prove
disguieting;

(e) reporting of the trorvguing to its
sponsor end representation of the latter's
views on military matters in contacts wit)
the host headquarters,

(ENDC/70 of Dee, 12, 1962)

Comrunications between heads of Govermment

1958:

No mention

1961 :
No mention

1962:
No, mention _
(Dreft Treaty of Merch 19 - ENDC/2).

1958:
No mention

1961:

‘No mention

1962:

Establishment of rapid and reliable
commnicrations emong heads-nf governments
of certain porties and with the Secretary-
General of the United Nations,

(cutiline Treaty of spril 18 (ENDC/30) -
Stage 1),
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Communicabions hetween heads of Governcent {Contd)

ERESENT POSITION: FLESENT POSITIUN:
Egteblishment of swift and relisble idditional considerations set out in
communications between hends of Yorking Peper of December 12, 1962 (ENDC/T0).

government of states end with the
Secretary-General of the United Notions,
(Amendment of July 16, 1962 to dreft
treaty — see ENDC/2, Rev.l),

(NOTE: On June 20, 1963 representatives of USSR ond USA signed & memorendum of
understanding between their two stetes regarding the establishment of o direct
comminicotions link, The memorandum stoted that the USSR and USA had agreed to
estoblish as soon as technically feasible a direct communications link between the

two governments. 4An annex outlined some detcils concerning the arrangement,
(ENDC/97 of June 20, 1963},
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ANNEXL II

CHECK-LIST OF DOCUMENTS ISSUED BY THE CONFERENCE

(11 April 1953 - 29 August 1963)
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Part A - Vorbatim records of the Conferemcs /ENDG/PV. series/

Date

1218t meeting to 156%h mseting 17 April 1963
to 29 August 1963

* u %

Part B - Documents of the Conference /ZNDG/. series/

Titls of document Date
United States of imerica: 14 sugust 1963

Amendment to the U.8, Outline of Basic
provisions of a treaty on Gsneral 'and
Complete Disarmament in a Pezeeful
World (ENDC/30 April 18 1963) relating
to Nucleer Dissrmament in Stage I

Canada: 14 August 1963
-Comparison of USA and USSR disarmement
proposals

ibid, 20 Avgus . 1963
Unlon of Soviet Soeclalist Republics: 17 April 1963

Note of the Soviet Government to the
Goveramsent of the United States

United States of amerieca: 22 April 1963
Letter from 9 United States scientists

which appeared-in the Miashington

Post™ on Tuesday, 9 .oril 1963

Union of Soviet Socialist Republies 3 May 1963
and United States of imerica:

Statenent to the United MNations

Disarmanent Conference, Geneva, from

the Women for Peace Pilgrimage to

Rome - fApril 21-30, 1963

Brazil and Mexico: & May 1963
Declaration on the denuclearization
of Latin America

Czechoslovak Socialist Republic: 22 May 1963
Statement of the (overmment of the

Czechoslovek Socialist Republic in

conneXion with the creation of & com-

Jined NATO nuclear force, 17 May 1963

o

Symbol
ENDC/PV.121
DG/ PV, 156

Symbol
ENDC/30/44d.3

ENDC/36/Rev.l

o]
ENDC/36/Rev.1
English only

EXDC/84

ENDC/85

ENDC/86

FNDC/87

EDG/88



Title of document

United Kingtom:"
United Kingdom Note of May 18 1963 in
reply to the Soviet Government's Note
of April B8 1983

United States of America:
Text of United States reply of May 18,
+o USSR Hote of April 8

TUnion of Soviet Socialist Republics:
Wote of the Soviet Govermment of 20 Mey
1963 te the (Qovernment of the United
States of America

Unlion of Soviet Scelalist Republiceg
Corrigendum to the document ENDC/9L

ibid.

Brazll:

Manifesto adopted in Rome on 14 March
1963 by the Special Assembly on Man's
Right to Treedom {rom Hunger

Tthiopla, Nigeria and United irab Republic:
Resolution passed by the Lfrican Summit
conference ot ;iddis Ababa on General and
Complete Disarmament

Ethiopia, Wigeria and Unlted .rab Republic:
Regolution adopt.d by the Conference of
Heads of African States and Goveruments,
Addis Ababa, 22-25 May 1963 on Gensral and
Complete Disarmament

Fthiopia, Nigeria and United Arasb Republic:
Joirnt Memorasndum of the Delezatiocns of
Ethiopia, Nigerla and the U.A.R. on the
susation of the Cessation of Nuclear
Weapon Tests

United Stetes of fmerica:

Excerpts from Address by President Keunedy
on peace, delivered in Washington,

10 June 1963

ibid.

Dato
24 My 1963

24. Mey 1963

27 May 1963

30 Mey 1963

4 June 1963

27 May 1963

10 June 1963

18 Tune 1963

10 June 1963

11 June 1963

11 June 1963

ENDG/91/Corr.l
English only

DG/ 91/Corr. 2
French and
Spanish

ENDC/92

ENDC/93

ENDC/93/Rev.l

ENDC/ 94

ENDG/ 95

HNDG/95*
Russian only
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Title of document

Working Paper containing a Synopsis of

Suggestions by the Nom-aligned Members of
the Elghteen-Nation Committee concerning
a Treaty on the Discontinugnee of Iuclesar
Weepon Tests (12 February - 10 June 1963)

Union of Soviet Socialist Republies
and United States of imerica:

Memorandum of understanding betwesn the
-United States of America and the Union of
Soviet Soclalist Republies regarding the
establishment of a direct comminications

link

Mexico:
Working paper for the consideration of the
Eighteen~Nation Committes. Outline draft

treaty prohibiting the placing in orbit and

the stationing in outer space of nuclear
Weapons

Mexico:

Suggestion made by Ambesssador Padilla
Nervo on 30 November 1962 at the 85th
Plenary Meeting of the Confersnce
concerning an Interim Arrangement
sugpending all Urderground Tests

Union of Soviet Soecialist Republies,
United Kingdom, and United States of
dmerica:

Treaty banning nuclear weapons tests in
the atmosphers, in outer Spece, and
underwater

ibid. -

Corrigendum to the document:
ENDC/100/Rev.1

‘Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
United Kingdom and United States

of smerica:

Mogecow communigue of 25 July 1963

Date

19 June 1963

20 June 1963

21 June 1963

2 July 1963

30 July 1963

.30 July 1963

15 iugust 1963

30 July 19263

Symbol
ENDG/ 96

ENDC/ 97

ENDC/98

ENDG,/99

ERDC/100

ENDC/100/Rev.1
English, French
and Spanish

ENDC/200/Rev,1/
Corr.l
Spanish only

TNDG/10L



Title of document Date
United States of smerica: 30 July 1963

President Kennedy'!s address of
26 July 1963

Union of Soviet Soceialist Republics: 30. July 1963
The answers of Mr. N.S, Ehrushehsv,

LCheirmen of the Council of Ministers of

the USSR, to questions put to him by the

correspondents of Pravda and "Izvestlai

on 27 July 1963

Ivaly: . 30 July 1963
Btatemént by Mr., sttilio Piceloni,

Vice~-Prefiident of the Council and Minister

for Foreign affairs of Italy, mads in

Rome'on 25 July 1963

Mexico: 30 July 1963
Statement made by the Secretary of State

for Forelgn affalrs of Mexieo on

Saturday, 27 July 1963

Czechoslovak Socialist Republle: 30 July 1963
Commnigué issued by the Govermment of

the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic

on 29 July 1963

The Pedplets Republic of Polend: 30 July 1963
Resolutlon of the Confersnce of First

Secretaries of the Central Committeses of

the Commnist and Worker's Parties and

Heads of Govermments of the Wursew Treaty

Statss, sdopted on 25 July 1963

The People's Republic of Bulgaria: 30 July 1963
Statement dated 27 July 1963 by the Government

of the Peoplel's Republie of Buigaria on

the agreement banning nuclsar weapon tests

in the atmosphere, in outer spacs and

under water

United States of America: 14 August 1963
Draft erticles VI to XII (relating to

nuelear disarmament in 3tage I) of U.S.

Draft of Treaty on (eneral and Complete

Disarmeament in s Peaceful World

ENDCA1S
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Symbol
ENDC/102

ENDG/103 -

ENDC/104

ENDC/ 105

ENDC/106

ENDC/107

ENDC/ 108

ENDC/109
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Title of documeni

Canade:
A Comperison of some significant

development in USA and USSR proposals

concerning the reduction of the risk

of war through accident, miscalculation,

feilure of commmnicetion or surprise
ettack {1958-1963)

Eomanian People's Republic:
Statement dated 3 iugust 1963 of the
Government of the Romenian People's
Republiec

ibid.

———

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics:
Extract from a statement mede by the
Chairman of the Council of Ministers
of the USSR, Mr. N.S5, Krushchev, at
2 meeting in Berlin on 2 July 1963

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics:
Extract from the statemont made by
Mr. N,S. Krushchev, Cheirman of the
Council of Ministers of the USSR,

in Moscow on 19 July 1963

Draft report to the United Natioms
Disermament Commission and the
General Asserbly (Recormended by
the Co=Chairmen)

ibid

Date

16 August 1963

20 August 1963

27 adugust 1963

22 August 1963

23 August 1963

26 August 1963

27 August 1963

*

Symbol
ENDC/110

ENDC/111

ZNDC/111 fRev.l

Jnzlish ondy
ENDC/112

ENDC/113

ENDC/114

ENDC/114/Rev.1
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"Part C - Documents conteining information of an edministrative neture

ZEhDC/INF. seriaé7

Title of document

List of members of Delegations to the
Conference

Corrigendum to the document ENDC/INF.2/
Rev.9

List of members of Delegetions to the
Conference
ibid,

Check-list of documents issued between
23 March 1963 and 11 April 1963

Check-list of documents issued between
12 April 1963 and 30 April 1963

Check~list of documents= issued betwaeen
May 1963 and 17 May 1963

Check~1ist of documents issued between
18 May 1%63 and 31 May 1963

Check-1ist of documents issued between
1 June 1963 and 21 June 1963

Check—lisf'of doeuments issued between
22 June 1963 end 29 July 1963

Check-list of documents issued between
30 July 1963 and 29 sugust 1963

Public release of final verbetim records
and documents

ibid,
ibid.

Corrigendum to mwasthead of documents
and records

Date

15 May 1963

17 May 1963

31 July 1963

13 August 1963

16 April 1963
1 May 1963

18 May 1963

1 June 1963

22 June 1963
30 July 1963
29 August 1963

11 April 1963

30 april 1963
17 May 1963

8 August 1963

Symbol
ENDC/INF,2/Rev.9

ENDC/INF ,2/Rev.9/
Coxr,]l

English only
ENDC/INF.2/Rev,10

ENDC/INF.2/Rev.11

ENDC/INF , 4/444.17
ENDC/INF , 4/Add .18
mc/u&‘.zt/md.w
‘ENDC/INF.4/Add.20
ENDC/INF . 4/Add .21
ENDC/INF , 4/Add .22
ENDC/INF . 4/4d44.23

ENDC/INF.5/444.16

ENDC/INF,5/434.,17
ENDC /INF.5/44d.18

ENDC /INF .6
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Part D — Non-governmental communicatiocns [ﬁNDC/NGC/- ﬁarieg&r

Title of document Date Symbol
List of Communications received by the 21 June 1963 ENDC/NGC /10

Secretariat of the Conference during
the period 19 March to 21 June 1963

List o1 Uommunications received by the 29 August 1963 ENDC/NGC /11
Secretariat of the Conference during
the period 22 June to 29 August 1963

* * *





