
CONFERENCE OF THE EIGHTEEN-NATION COMMITTEE 
ON DISARMAMENT 

Chairman: 

FINAL VERBATIM RECORD OF THE THIRD MEETING 

Held at the Pal.ais_ des Nations, Geneva, 
on Friday, 16 March 1962, at 10 a.m. 

Mr. DAVffi 

PRIVATE 

ENDC/PV.3 
!6 March 1962 

ENGLISH 

(Czechoslovakia} 



Brazil; 

Bulgaria: 

Burma: 

Canada: 

Czechoslovakia: 

E-thiopia: 

India: 

ENDC/PV.3 
2 

PRESENT AT THE U.BLE 

Mr. SAN THIAGO DANU.S 

Mr. C! .A. BERNARDES 

Aftr. RODRIGUES RIBOS 

Mr. de .ARAUJO CASTRO 

Mr. C • LOUC.ANOV 

Mr. M. TA.R.ABANOV 

Mr. K. CHRISTOV 

Mr. V. PALJNE 

U Thi HAN 

Mr. J. BARRINGTON 

U Tin MAUNG 

U .Aye LWIN 

Mr. H. GREEN 

Mr. E.L.M. BURNS 

Mr. J.E.G. HARDY 

Mr. C. IGNATIEFF 

Mr. V. DAVID 

Mr. J. HAJEK 

Mr. E. PEPICB 

Mr. M. ZEM:LA. 

Jlvlr. K. YIFRU 

Mr. T. GEBREGZY 

Mr # .A. MA.NDEFRO 

Mr. M. HAMID 

Mr. V .K. KRISHNA MENON 

Mr. M.J. DESAI 

Mr. A.S. LALL 

Mr. A.S. MEHTA 



Mexico: 

Nigeria: 

Poland: 

Romania: 

Sweden: 

ENDC/PV.J 
3 

PRESENT AT THE TABLE (cont'd) 

::Ar o A. SEGNI 

Mr. C. RUSSO 

Mr" F o CAVALLETTI 

Mr. F. SENSI 

Mr. M. TELLO 

Mr. L. PADILLA NERVO 

:Wu-. E. CALDERON PUIG 

Miss E. AGUIRRE 

Mr. J. WACHUKU 

Mr. A.A. ATTA 

Mr 3 A. HAASTRUP 

Mr a V ~N. CHIBUNDU 

Mr. A~ RAPACKI 

Mr~ M, LACHS 

Mr. M. BIEN 

Mr. T"" .. W:LSNIEWSKJ 

M:t.:- • c. .MANESCU 

Mr. G. MACCVESCU 

. Mr. c .. SANDRU 

M.r, M. MALITZA 

Mr • 0. illllDEN 

.M."t's • A. MYRDAL 

Baron C.H ... von PLATEN 

Iv'.r ~ G .A. WESTRING 

Qgion of Soviet Socialist Republics: Mr. A.A. GROMYKO 

Mr. V.A. ZORIN 

Mr. V .P, SUSLOV 



ENDC/PV~3 
4 

United Arab Republic: 

PltESmT AT THE TABLE ( cont t:d) 

Mr. M. FAWZI 

United. Kingdom: 

United States of' America: 

Special Representative of' the 
Secreta;y-General: 

Denuties to the Special Representative· 
o£ the Secreta5r-General: 

· · h'Ir. A .F • HASSAN 

Mr. A. TALAAT 

Mr. M.S. AHMED 

The Earl of' HOUE 

Mr. J.B. GODBER 

Sir Michael WRIGHT 

Mr. J.S.H. SHATTOCK 

Mr. D. RUSK 

Mr. A.H. DEAN 

Mr. W .c. FOSTER 

Mr. C. BOHLEN 

Mr. O. LOUTFI 

Mr. T. G. NARAYANAN 

Mr. W. EPSTEIN 



ENDC/PV.3 
5 

The CHAI~ (Czechoslovakia) (translation from Russian): TILe third 

meeting of the Cotiference of the Eighteet~ Nation Committee on Disarmament is called 

to order. 

Tne list of S?e&~ers so far includes the representatives of Brazil, Italy and 

Czechoslovakia. 

~~. de SJJ~ TEIAGO DANTAS (Brazil) (translation from Frenc~): Brazil 

accepted its inclusion in the Eighteen Nation Committee on Disarmament in full 

awareness of the extent of the responsibilities it will have to share. 

Although responsibility for ~reserving world peace rests primarily 'nth the 

nuclear Powers, which alone possess the means to destroy it, progress in an 

international campaign to reduce the immediate risks of war can certain~ not be 

made unless the nations that are ~ot armed join with those that are, in a common 

endeavour to eliminate a danger \mich threatens them all with equal intensity. 

~1e mutual fear of the States which possess nuclear and thermonuclear weapons 

at the most advanced stage of te0hnological development, and are able to produce 

them, stock them, modernize them and deliver them on their targets, is not enough 

to avert the danger of war or e~·en to make it more remote. Technological progress 

can go tl1rough periods of equil~brium during which the potentialities for mutual 

destruction are equal, but there may also be periods during which one State or 

group of States gains an offensive or defensive advantage over its acversa~_-

an advantage which may tempt i·~ to seek a decision. 

Of course, the political leaders, who command a global view of t~e problem, 

have other means of evaluatin£ the risk which go beyond mere consideration of the 

milita~ issue. Hence those who consider the ideological conflict from the more 

limited viewpoint of present teChnological superiority or economic edventage are 

sure to exert pressure for w~r at such a moment, which is enough to raise the 

potential danger of destruction to the highest level. 

Again, the danger tends to increase as technical progress spreacs to wider 

areas and other States gain access to nuclear or thermonuclear weapons through 

their own resources or through political alliances. Tne increase in the number 

of those vdth power to take the initiative introduces new independent variables 

into the equation of forces. Once nuclear peace is broken, if only in a small 

geographical area, tha chances of 2reventing hostilities from spreading to 

become the centre of a world conflict are reduced to a minimum. 
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Already, therefore, ·the preser~ation of peace can no longer be ensur€d by 

seeking military s'uperio:d·(;y or by any oi' the form'!llas on which the great Stat.es 

based their power politics in the pre-atomic era. If we w·ant peace~ it if3 peace 

and not war that we must p~epare for, and for ~hat task the armed and the unarned 

States are equally fitted and equally responsible, provided that they ~re aware 

of the dangers to whic~ their p0oples are expo~ed and are determined to face the 

problem in an independent and objective spirit. The experience of ·the last few 

years teaches us tha-t thiE problem can be appro~ched in two wa:.fS· The first is 

to propose to the ot~er party something which we know in advance it will not be 

able to accept without weakening its position, while the position of its opponent 

is not correspondingly weakened. It is this procedure which has made the problem. 

of disarmament the preferred field for the cold war. Tuus proposals which are not 

feasible are put forward by either side in t~e expectation, not of any real progress 

in disarmament, but of an immediate political advantage before inte~ational public 

opinion. 

The second method, which is unfortunately mu.ch less frequently ado?ted, coDsists 

in exploring the limits of compromise consistent with maintenance of the present 

levels of security and negotiating up to those limits. This i's cJ.early the only 

way to achieve effective progress in disarmament and, paradoxical though it may E:-:!.Jpear 1 

it is not the nations that possess nuclear wea?ons, but, on the contrary, those ~hat 

do not, '~ich can create the more favourable conditions~r the use of t~is metho~. 

Disarmament proposals which bear the imprint of the cold war are not, in fact, 

submitted by a nuclear Power in the hope of misleading another nuclea~ Power, but 

in order to obtain creGit for tnem with worlc O?inion. It is before world op:nlon 

and especially the public opinion of other Powers which desire conditions givi.ng 

them prosperity end confidence in the :::'uture, that such ::;>roposels can be male and 

accepted at their face value anc can evoke sympathy or a:ntipathy, thus bringing 

a political ~dvantage to those w~o take the initiative of submitting them. ~2e 

day the unarmed Powers, thirsting for a lasting and final peace, decide to deno~nce 

and reject such mere cold war proposals instead of helping JGO strengthen purely 

polemical positions adopted by either of the military blocs, the political effeci 

of such proposals will soon be neutralized and even eliminated. The necessary 

conditions for a disarmament policy leading to real results could then be eE.:t.::-hl~.:Jh8d 

without further delay. 



ENDC/PV.3 
7 

(Mr. de San Thiago Dantas, Brazil) 

Such is the position that the Brazilian delegation intends to ado:pt in the 

work of t:::.is Committee. Brazil belongs ~olitically and culturally to the West 

and seeks to solve its economic and social problems within the frameworll::. of 

representative democracy, but apart from its participation in mutual assistance 

treaties for the defe~ce of the bffierican hemis~here against aggression eit~er 

from wit~in that hemisphere itself or by extra-continental ?owers, Brazil is not 

a membc:..· of any politico-military bloc. We wish to make a contribution to 

disarmament consistent with the priority we invariably give to peace in our foreign 

policy, end we are sure that the best way of doing so is to preserve our independence 

of judgeoent and t~e authority of our voice, in order to lend them to everything 

calculated to promote effective and immediate disarmament, and to refuse them to 

everything that merely aggravates ?olemics, emphasizes antagonisms, impresses public 

opinion o:r d.elays set·lilements. 

Brazil understands and appreciates the efforts made by both the United States 

of America and the Soviet Union to ensure that the successive stages of d.isarmament 

will be properly me/liched by the simultaneous establishment of effective international 
. . 

control. It believes, however, that consideration of these two aspects does not 

exhaust tho subject, and that t2ere is a third, parallel consideration of which is 

essential if we are not to risk rendering a large number of ~roposals utopian. I 

refer to the reconversion of an economy strongly influenced by arms 2roducti6n, as 

tha economies of the nuclear Powers are t~day, to social and economic objectives, 

in the exclusive interests of peace. 

Tle ::t.now the im:;?ortance of military progremmes as regards capital investment, 

volume of orders ~nd mobilization of manpower. The United Nations Secretariat 

has recently submitted an important and objective report to us on this subject. 

Both in countries with centrally planned economies and in free-enterprise countries 

the cessation of orders would raise serious internal problems if it meant simply 

closing ~own factories, dismissing workers and releasing public funds. It is 

essenticl to plan the reconversion of an economy dominated by arms 2roduction 

into a peace economy: the resources of the different colint:ries, whic~ are now 

mobilized in the worlC. cause of socuri ty, vmuld. then be combined within the 

framework of an international org~ization and used to solve another world 

proble~: short-term elimination of the poverty of peoples and the unjustified 

economic inequality of States. 
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(Mr. de San Thiago Da.ntas, Brazil) 

In the absence of a plan for economic reconversion, ~isarmament may mean a 

disequilibrium with dangerous consequences for the armed nations themselves. It 

is encouraging to think that the cure for this disequilibrium is within our reach, 

and that it can provide an op?ortunity for substantial progress, not only for the 

armed nations, but for all the uncrmed as well. 

· Another matter 1vhich seems to us to merit clear and constructive treatment, 

is the·specific security of nations which have no nuclear or thermonucle~r 

weapons an~ have no say in tee final decisions on their tactical or strategic use. 

Article 1 of a trecty signed by twelve Powers on 26 December 1959 provides that 

the Antarctic shall be used only for peaceful purposes, while Article 5 prohibits 

nuclear explosions and the depositing of radioactive materials there. On 28 November 

1961 the United Nations Genernl Assembfy.approved resolution 1652 (XVI} which declares 

the African continent a denuclearized zone that is to be respected as such. Brazil 

supported that resolution. Lieasures of this kind, whatever their effectivenef's, 

show the desire to res·lirict the area of atomic danger. ~ 'E1ey also express the 

rejection of any attempt to legitimize the use of weapons of indiscriminate mass 

destruction. 

Agreement to the use of this type of weapon on its territo~ by a State 

which has no part in the decisions relating to such use, impairs its sovereignty 

and might affect 'relations between the government concerned anc the peo2le it 

represents. Not only would the count~ be exposed to unforeseeable reprisals 

but, above all, it would be accepting an indeterminate share of responsibility 

without ~ corresponding share in the power of initiative. 

Another matter on which I wish to inform the Committee of Brazil's point of 

view is the cessation of nuclear and thermonuclear tests, particularly tests 

in the atmosphere. Brazil expressed its ~sa?proval in the most unequivocal terms 

when the Soviet Union, in October last year, conducted a series of such tests, thereby 

assuming responsibili·hy for reopening technical competition when an encouraging truce 

had prevailed since 1958. Similerly, Brazil expresseG the hope that the still 

conditional decision of the United.States of .America to resume such tests would not 

be carried out. There are two reasons which compel us to adopt an attitude of 

inflexible opposition and express.condemnation towards these tests: the first is 

the conviction that they, more thnn anything else, stimulate the attempt to secure 

tempera~ offensive or defensive superiority, which is an inevitable source of 

• 
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(Mr. d~ B~n Thiago Dantas, Brazil) 

pressure for war in the State that is in the bette~ position; the seccrrd is the 

• fear of radioactive contamination of the biosphere, which grcdually reduces the 

margin of tolerance end endangers not so mucn the present, but the future of the 

human race. Considering that at ·the present stage of technology the use of nuclear 

energy even for peaceful purposes leaves a residue which must reduce this inextensible 

margin, it is easy to see the significance of such competitive tests, having regard 

to our c'.uty to fu~nrc generations. 

:-::ore, I should. like to recall the worC:.s of 1~r. Jules i~och, the representative 

of France -- a countr,y wcose absGnce from t~is Committee is regrettable -

applying them spacificcJ,ly to nuclear tests: "No disarmament without control; 
--··-W-•4 

.no co:c.trol without G.isarmament; but all the cisarmament thet can be· controlled." . . . . 

Having heard the statements made yesterday by the re?resentatives of ~he 

Uni tee Stctes ancl tte Soviet Union, I find that their positicns do no·(; appear to 

.have ~hange~:~ubstanticlly; but I thought I saw shades of difference in the 

presentc:.tion of. certain aspects of the proble~, especially with regar:l Jc,o the 

suspension of nuclee-.r tests, vi:1ich lead me to believe thn;'c, rapid and genuine progress 

is possible in tbis metter. ~!e ere able to state that in our opinion tl'lere should 

be no insurmountcble obstacles to the achievement of :;:>rompt and positive results on 

the sus?onsion. of nuclear tests. 

Tho technicians of the nations most advanced in nuclear science ere, I believe, 

agr~ed on the possibility of effGctive control of tests unQer wate~ in the atmosphere 

and in the biosphere, without ncre thorough on-site inspections and checks being 

necessary. We tllerefore consider that these tests shouE. be sus:i?ended immediately. 

As regarD-s underground tests, studies should be undertaken without delay to determine 

the.minimum. degree of on-site ins~ection that is essential to ensure that the 

undertvJcings given are being fulfilled. 

It seems that an agreement on this :;:>oint could soon be reached; it could 

be worl:e.~. o;n, by a sub-commi tt~e vihi ch should be set up for that purpose at once. 

Br.azil. welcomed the Joint Statement of cgreed :;:>rinci:ples for dis~rmament 

negotiations by the United States of America end the Soviet Union as orie of the 
r . . 

mo~t 2.r~mising events of last year in the field cf international relations. The 
~ . ' -: ·. . : ' . 

text vras transmitted to the President of the Genterp_,l Assembly by Ur. Gtevenson 

and I:1r. Zorin on 20 September 1961. This statement affirms in paragraph 1 that 

"the goal of negotiations is to echieve agreement on a ::?:>:'O£ramme which '"ill ensure 
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that (a) disarmament is general and complete and war is no longer an instrument for 

settling international problems, and (b) such disarmament is accompanied by the 

establishment of reliable procedures for the peaceful settlement of disputes and 

effective arrangements for the maintenance of peace in accordance with the principles 

of the United Nations Charter". To that end, ~he two great Powers "call upon other 

States to co-operate" and among them they wished to include Brazil, as provided in the 

proposal submitted to the General Assembly and approved by resolution 1722 (XVI). 

Brazil will approach this task in a spirit of unfailing co-operation. 

Mr. SEGNI (Italy) (translation trom Italian supplied by the Italian 

delegation): The Italian delegation, and I believe all other delegations here, have 

listened with the greatest attention to the important statements made by the representa

tives who spoke before me. 

Their sense of responsibility and their general tone seems to augur well for the 

beginning of our labours. We are confident that the work of this Committee can lead 

to a lasting peace that will safeguard the freedom of all peoples - not a mere 

armistice. 

Thanks to the direct contacts between the various governments and particularly 

between the Governments of the United States and the USSR, and thanks to the Joint 

Statement (A/4879) of September 1961 before the General Assembly of the United Nations, 

some of the difficulties have been partially overcome, and I feel that that agreement 

is a first token of goodwill and a commitment on the part of all. 

For this reason I believe that the reconvening of the Committee on Disarmament 

is of primary importance. I believe, too, that it is significant that this should 

take place at Foreign Minister level and later, if circumstances so require, at the 

level of heads of government of the participating States. 

I wish to extend my warmest greetings not only to the representatives of the 

governments which took part in the work of the Ten Nation Committee but also, and 

especially, to the representatives of those countries which are participating in these 

negotiations for the first time and which, ever since the fifteenth session of the 

United Nations General Assembly, Italy had hoped would be invited to partiqipaie in 

the work of this Committee. 

.. 
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• We are opening today a new·.~;hapt.er. in the hi s·liory of disarmament. We know from 

our·. past experience what difficulties await us; we must seek to beo.r in mind the 

lessons of the past. 

Earlier negotiations did not, unfo(['tunate.ly, lead to any concrete agreement; 

nevertheless I would not like to consider them utterly useless or sterile. The 

debates were at times lively and even harsh, which is not su~rising when we 

. consider the vast interests at stake; b:ut the e.xchanges which toolt place in the past, 

either· within more restricted bodies or within the General ASsembly of the United 

Nations 1 have helped the problems to mature.· We have learned to l01ow each other 

bett~r~ .so- that today we o.r~ able to start work on ground that has been cleared to 

some extent. We are thus able to resume our work enriched by useful experiencet and 

I am sure I am interpreting our Unanimous hopes when I say that this work should not 

be suspended until, answering the appeals of all the peoples of the world, we have 

attained our gocl -- that is., general, complete and controlled disarmament, as a 

result of which a.ll the resources of the peoples will go to imp:r;ove their we-llbeing 

~.d peace will be achieved, with the assurance that it will not be broken by ·sudden 

aggression. 

There is no doubt ·bhat the Joint Statement of .Agreed PrjnciiJlt:HI for Di R<A-t.·maru<=>nt 

Negotiat~ons (.A/4879) by the United St~t~s and the USSR, which the United Nations 

O'~n.e~.af. Assembly approved, a.t its last session, constitutes an inrportant meeting

p.oi~t. T!J.;i..s was the fruit. of long labours and could almost certainly not have been 

:·achieved wi tho-..;tt the ear-lier debates in the Ten Na·bion Committee. 

We are thus begin.>1ing our work on the basis of a joint agreement, however 

general ip terms, It is 9ur duty to widen and to clarify this basis, exte~ding ever 

more and mo~e completely the agreements which already exist in it in nuce. We know, 

of course,_t~at the. road to be ~ravelled is still long and that it is strewn with 

obstacles --technical, psychological and political. For its part, Italy will face 

them 1 fully determined to exert every effort to achieve the goal that has been· set 

and to assure to the world a future of peace and security based on the twin 

principles of co-operation among all ~eo~les and the rule of law. 

To attain this goal .despite all the difficulties, we must forgo preconceived 

ideas ~d forswear impatience~ Our horizons must be vast, but none the less 

practical and.r~alistic, for this peo.ee and this security can be achieved only at the 

cost of prolonged, tireless o,nd courageous efforts. 
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(Mr. Segni, Italy) 

Disarmament can also involve certain dangers and courage is therefore needed to ~ 

overcome the first obstacle, constituted by mutual fear and distrust, while we proceed 

towards the achievement of general and complete disarmament. It requires genuine 

courage to destroy weapons, but our peoples demand of us that we make this effort 

within the insuperable limitations set by the essential requirements of national 

security. 

We are all fully conscious of our responsibility and we have therefore assembled 

here not to engage in an involved and sterile exchange of charges and countercharges, 

but to find a way out of a very disturbing situation. 

We are assembled here to explore together, honestly, loyally and sincerely, a form 

of agreement which will remove mortal dangers and ensure security, so that our peoples 

can live and labour freely in honourable and dignified peace. 

The Italian Government has already associated itself with the United States 

proposals for general and complete disarmament, in the drafting of which we 

collaborated actively, together with our other allies. As the Italian delegation will 

explain in greater detail later, there is in these proposals an honest and fair basis 

for agreement. They are fully in line with the principles laid down in the Joint 

Statement. 

I refer specifically to paragraphs 5 and 6 of that document, in which it is clearly 

stated that disarmament measures will have to be well balanced during the various stages 

and undertaken from beginning to end under effective international control. As far as 

Italy is concerned, we are prepared to accept within this framework any type of control, 

however strict, which may be agreed upon on the international plane. 

In speaking of the above-mentioned proposals I do not 1 of course, wish to claim 

that our suggestions are the only valid ones and that they alone can lead to an 

agreement. We are prepared to examine any proposals, any methods of work, that may 

be put forward so long as they are put forward in the same spirit that animates us -

that is to say, so long as they aim at general, complete and well-balanced disarmament in 

which no side would obtain advantages at the cost of others at any stage and which would 

allow of no evasions or frauds that might later endanger peace. 

We attach particular importance to the methods the Committee may adopt to achieve 

its aims; these methods are not merely a matter of procedure, but the concrete means 

that will facilitate an agreement. I gather from the remarks of 7revious speakers that 

there may be a consensus of opinion that will enable the Committee to do useful work. 
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I am referring to the setting up of sub--committees which would examine t_h.e~_ ,var:,i.ous 

problems s:i.mul taneously in order to achieve positive results in the various fi~lds at 

ihe same time. I personally wish to support such an. approach, which I regard as_being 

the most effective one and the most closely in l::.ne with the sense of urgency that 

should be ever present in our minds~ since we are called upon Jt;o submit, a report 

embodying tangible results to the Uni~ed Nations Disarmament Commission by 31 May 1962. 

The problem of disarmament is also a problem of mutual confidence. Initial 

results are therefore needed ·(,o create thi.J confidence and to imp?l ~s towards our 

next objectives. I am sure that these initial results, however limited, would be 

welcomed by all the peoples of the world with a feeling of _considerable J?elief 1 it 

being understood that~ being aware of the objectives we have set ourselves, we would 

not stop there, but would continue our labours tirelessly, taking advantage of these 

first favourable results and of the improv~d general atmosphere. 

In this connexion, while I intend to examine more thoroughly the important 

documents which the Soviet delegation submitted to the Conference yesterday, as well 

as those submitted earlier by the same delegation to the Unit~q Nations, and with 

which we are familiar, I would like to note with satisfaction and with hope the. 
·' . 

measures of immediat,e disarmament which 1h'. Rusk i.c.troduced at our meet in~ yesterday and 

which, if accepted, would represent a valuable first step in our work, while a·b the 

same time giving the peoples of the world cause for ~mmediate relief. 

I wish to refer in :;::>articular to the proposal for a ,30 per cent reduction in all 

armaments within a given time, including thos.e _rep_resen1j,in~ a mn;jor threat 1 that is, 

nuclear delivery vehicles, and to the proposals dealing w.ith the cessation of 

production of fissionable materials for military purposes and the transfer of 50,000 

kilograms of existing weapons grade materials to non-w·eapons purposes. 

Such measures 1 together with the others put forward yesterday by the-United .States 

representative, could also represent -- and this should be particularly emphasized -

a first achievement of one of the objectives of disarmament, namely, making available 

important resources for the improvement ot ~he economic and social:. conditions of all 

the peoples of the world. r.tt. Rusk also. drew our o.ttention to the need to take prompt 

ad;io:.t in the matter of the cessation of military thermonuclear tests. The Italian 

delegation associates itself wholeheartedly with this appeal. This is a matter of the 

utmost urgency, as Italy has pointed out repeatedly during past debates in the United 
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Nations General Assembly. An agreement on the suspension of nuclear tests, which 

would obviously include the necessary verifications, appears to be an absolute 

necessity, and we are confident that it will be possible to examine immediately the 

procedures best adapted to the attainment of this objective. 

We dare not conceal from ourselves the fact that the present hour is grave 

indeed. Everyone knows that the weapons now avalabe to both sides are of such 

destructive power that, as President Kennedy reminded us in his noble message 

yesterday, a general conflict would threaten the very existence of mankind. Faced 

with such a calamity, which our conscience refuses to contemplate because it would 

be the denial of every human ideal, we must act with the utmost urgency to allay 

the tragic threat of a thermonuclear holocaust. 

I deem it necessary, therefore, to insist on the absolute ne~d for restoring 

among us as soon as possible a climate of improved understanding and mutual confidence. 

The armaments race, as we know, is the offshoot of mutual fear and distrust, and 

creates that sinister spiral with which, unfortunately, we are all too well acquainted. 

We must, above all, put an end to this trend by avoiding every move, every action, 

which may carry the implication of intimidation or threat, and by confirming our 

undertaking to resolve existing problems through peaceful negotiation in accordance with 

the provisions of the United Nations Charter. Once the trend has been stopped it will 

be possible to reverse it. 

We wish to assure those peoples who differ from us in their concept of life that 

we, who belong to an ancient and great civilization that finds ins?iration in the 

~rinciples of freedom, harbour no plan, no desire to interfere in any manner vhatso

ever with their peaceful development and progress. 

The firm will for peace of the people and the Government of Italy has been stated 

many times. Nevertheless, I consider it my duty to proclaim it anew most solemnly 

here today in this hall when we are about to begin our work, and to assure you that 

it will never wane. 

The C~IRMAN (Czechoslovakia) (translation from Russian): I should now 

like to speak in my capacity as Chairman and as representative of the Czechoslovak 

Socialist Republic. 



• 

ENDC/PV.3 
15 

(The Chairman, Czechoslovakia) 

The Eighteen Nation Committee on Disarmament is beginning its work at a time 

when i.t is clear to the whole world that ~.,he solution of the disarmament problem -

the most pressing issue of our day -- would be of truly momentous significance for 

the fate of manldnd. I·h is therefore only natural that the peoples of a.ll 

countries -- and among them the pe~2les of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic 

should view the present negotiations with hope· and. should coun·t on their resulting 

in cgreement on general and complete disarmament." 

The extensive exchange of messages in connexion with the initiative taken by 

Mr. N.S. Khrushchev, Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the USSR, has revealed 

a ~iversal recognition of the personal responsibility of the leading statesmen of 

the participating countries for the solution of the disarmament ?roblem, a 

res?onsibility which would undoubtedly be emphasized by their personal participation 

in the work of the Committee. The CzechoslovmL Government continues to hold the 

view, expressed in the messages from the President P~d Chairman of the Government of 

the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic to the leading statesmen of the other countries 

represented in the Committee, that the participation of Heads of Government or Heads 

of S·liate in the work of the Committee would create the most favourable conditions 

for the fulfilment of this responsible task. 

The delegation of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic approaches the work of 

the Eighteen Nation Committee in the belief that the urgency and im~ortance of the 

disarmament question call for the maximum efforts from all member States to ensure 

that the Committee 1 s work leads to posi·bive results. 

The government of the Czechoslovak Socialist Re?ublic warmly welcomes the fact 

·t.hat representatives of neutral States are also to take part in the work of· the newly 

est,ablis.he,d Eighteen Natiop Committ·eeo The governments of these Stat·es· have in the 

past frequently expressed their support for general and com~lete disarmament and 

have made a number of proposals to promote its achievement. On behalf bf.the 

Czechos_lovak delegation, I should LLke to express the firtn couViction that· the 

participation of their representatives·will have a beneficial· inf~uence on the 

work of our Committee. 
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Conditions in the Committee, in which all three groups of States are represented • 

and whose composition also takes into account the interests of different geographical 

regions, are favourable to the achievement of definite results by the negotiations. 

This will also be facilitated by the directives for the work of the Committee contained 

in the United States - USSR Joint Statement of Agreed Principles for Disarmament 

Negotiations of 20 September 1961, which was approved by the General Assembly of the 

United Nations at its sixteenth session. 

The Committee is meeting in circumstances which impose an ex·l:.remely heavy 

responsibility on all its members. The feverish nuclear arms race which is still in 

progress increases the danger of a conflict that would have unimaginable consequences 

for all the peoples of the world. Everyone knows that intensified arming always 

heightens the danger of war. Yet even today this danger has not been eliminated. 

There is much evidence that, in their views on foreign policy, certain circles 

in the West which derive immense profits from armaments are still banking on war, 

despite the suffering which it would bring to the peoples. 

In view of the radical advances in military technology, there is also a serious 

dcnger of a military conflict being caused accidentally, as a result of a tec~ical 

fault in the means of delivery of nuclear weapons or in the radar warning system, 

the misinte~retation of certain measures taken by the other side or ·the mental 

derangement of some member of the staff servicing weapons of mass destruction. This 

danger is stressed by resyonsible leaders of all countries in the world and attention 

was also drawn to it by re?resentatives of delegations who have spoken before me. 

Finally, the possibility must not be underestimated of a nuclear world war being 

provoked by aggressive circles in one of the less important countries which regards a 

conflict involving the ?overs and the principal military alignments as a means to the 

attainment of its own expansionist objectives. Such circles, as we know, exist in t~e 

Federal Republic of Germany, where they exert considerable influence. They are 

pursuing an irredentist policy aimed a·li modifying the frontiers established in Et.trope 

as a result of World War II. Any attempt on their part to secure their aggressive 

demands will mean a military conflict~ a conflict which these circles are directly 

and openly interested in _?rovoking. 
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This has finally been recognized by realist'io.people in tho West. Mr. Henry 

Kissinger, adviser to PresiQent Kennedy and a recognized authority in the United 

States and in other NATO countries, m~de the following statement in his book, 

The Necessity for Choice 

"An attempt by Germany to play off the West against the East would 

prove dis~strous for the peace of the world -- as has been demonstrated 

twice within a genera-tion." (page 132) 

This danger is also inherent in the attempts to make N.A.TO into a fourth atomic 

?ower and to make atomic weapons available to former Nazi genor~ls so that they may 

make a further attempt to attain the goals'they previously failed to attain under the 

leadership of Hitler. Further confirmation of the fact that such aims are being 

pursued b~r the Command of tho Bundeswohr and the leading circles of the Federal 

Republic of GeTmany was aiven by Chancellor adenauer himself in his interview on 

14 V!o,rch 1962 with the correspondent of the DPA Agency. 

The peo~les of the Czechoslovak Socialist ae:public, like the peoples of many 

other countries, have had bitter prac-tical experience of German imperialism and 

militarism.· Je are therefore keeping a close watch on dangerous developments in the 

Federal Republic of German.y. It is essen·tial to take energetic ste:;>s while there is 

still time to o~sure th~t cggressive forces which, twice within the lifetime of one 

generation, have plunged the world into war, should not only not obtain nuclear 

wea:;;>Ons but should be deprived of the means of waging war which -they now possess and 

vrb.ich they might use in a fresh attefnpt to carry out their aggressive designs. 

all theS€ facts confirm the import~ce of the tasks assigned to the Committee 

and underline the responsibility which the States represented in it bear towards 

··liho peoples of the world. The Genern.l Assembly of the United lJn.tions, in its 

resolution 1378 (XIV), righ·ay described the question of genero.l and complete 

dis~rmament as the most important one facing the world today, end, so far from 

having diminished, its import,ance is even greater todP.y, 

There can be no doub~ that many obstacles will have to be overcome on the way to 

the achievement of agreement on genBral and complete disarmament. We are all aware 

that the decision by the United States Government to conduct a further series of 

nuclear tests in the atmosDhere is having an extremely adverse effect on the circum

stances in which f,he Conference of the Committee is ·t::lking place. 
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We are convinced thn.t the problem of o.uolear tests can be solved on the basis 

of a mutually acceptable agreement and that the proposals of the USSR Government 

offer good prospects for such an agreement. It is however aessential that all 

participating States should desire this with equal sincerity. 

The Czechoslovak delegation welcomed the fact that at yesterday's meeting Mr. 

Gromyko, the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the USSR, submitted on behalf of the 

Soviet Government a draft Treaty on general and complete disarmament,under strict 

international control. This proposal is further evidence of the tireless efforts 

of the Government of the USSR to find a solution to the problem of general and 

complete disarmament which wouldfinally deliver mankind from the threat of war and 

would ensure the nations of lasting peace. 

The draft Treaty of the USSR Government is fully in accordance with all the 

principles set out in the Joint Statement and provides for the implementation of 

general and complete disarmament under strict international control within the 

shortest possible period. Therefore, in our view, it provides the best basis for 

concrete negotiations in the Committee with a view to the preparation of a draft 

Treaty on general and com?lete disarmament. 

The provisions of the Soviet draft, which have been worked out in detail and 

are clearly formulated, offer a realistic, precisely defined and acceptable means 

of fulfilling the task entrusted to the Committee. 

With the implementation of each stage of the Soviet proposal the peoples would be 

brought considerably closer to the attainment of that most humane objective, the 

creation of a world without war and without arms. The implementation of the measures 

proposed for the first stage and, above all, the complete destruct,ion of the means of 

delivery of nuclear weapons and the simultaneous dismantling of military bases in 

foreign terri tory would, to all intents and purposes, eliminate ·the danger of a surprise 

nuclear attack by one State upon another. 

In the second stage, in which all ·ty;:>es of weapons of mass des ... c.ruction would be 

destroyed and armed forces and conventional armaments would be substantially reduced, 

the danger of nuclear war would be completely eliminated and the possibility of any 

w~r being_precipitated would be considerably diminished. 

Finally, at the third stage the military m~chinery of States would be completely 

o.bolished and the material means of w~ging 1'rar would be eliminated altogether. 
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At the same time, in our view, the Soviet draft Treaty ensures equal security 

for all States at every stage and rules out the possibility of any State gaining 

unilateral military advantages of which it might take advantage to attack other 

States. International security would be completely safeguarded not only during 

the process of general and complete disarmament but also after its completion. 

This, however, cannot be said of the other proposals which have been submitted. 

Considerable attention is given in the Soviet draft treaty to the question 

of control. It provides for reliable control over the implementation of all the 

disarmament measures from the very outset until their completion. At the same 

time, the principle is consistently followed that the scope and nature of the 

control measures must be in keeping with the scope and nature of the disarmament 

measures. This precludes the possibility of control being misused for the 

purpose of espionage, whereby a potential aggressor would secure an opportunity of 

preparing a sudden attack against other states, beca~se he would know exactly the 

location of the targets which he.would wish to destroy in the first instance when 

launching his attack. 

A thorough study of the draft treaty on general and complete disarmament 

submitted by the Soviet delegation shows that in preparing this draft the Soviet 

Government has on a number of points taken into account the views which other 

countries have insisted on in the past. 

All this bears witness to the persistent efforts of the Soviet Union to 

ensure that a mutually acceptable decision on general and complete disarmament may 

be reached in the shortest possible time. 

While the CzechoslovaK delegation considers the draft submitted by the Soviet 

Union to be the best basis for the negotiations of the Committee, this, of course, 

does not mean that we would refuse to consider seriously and in a businesslike 

manner other proposals and drafts as well, in so far they ensure the fulfilment of 

the basic task of the Committee, that is the reaching of an agreement on general 

and complete disarmament under reliable international control. 

However, in this connexion we must note with regret that the proposals, about 

which the United States representative, the Secretary of State, Mr. Rusk, spoke 

at our meeting yesterday, afford no assurance that this task will be fulfilled. 

We shall still have an opportunity to deal more thoroughly with these proposals 

but we can say even now that in effect they are once again merely proposals for 

separate measures of disarmament, under which the scope of control would greatly 

exceed the scope of possible disarmament measures or proposals which general~ put 

control before disarmament. We are convinced that this way does not lead to 
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The authors of these proposals ma.intain that before achierlng ·agr'e'e~ent on·. 

general and complete disarmament certain measures should be carrie·d but: to. ensure 

international security. 

'·. ·. i· 

No one denies the usefulness of such measures, but they must he measures 

which would ·'ind'eed ensure in·&ernational security and, at the sallie time, create the 

prerequisites for the achievement of the main purpose, which is general and 

complete disarmament. 

In this conne.xion I should like to emphasize· once again that the Czechoslovak 

Sociali.st ·Republic, together with other socialist' ·countries, is prepared to discuss 

and to carry out concrete measures which would le'ad to a relaxation of 

international ·i'ension, t-o~ an increase of confidenc'e in the relations between states 

and thereby to the creation of favoUrable· conditions for general and complete 

disarmament • 

At the sixteenth session of the General Assembly of the United Nations, the 

Czechoslovak delegation expressed its'agreement with the measures proposed on 

26 September 1961 by the Government of the So~let Union, to which the Minister of 

Soviet Affairs of the Soviet Union, Mr. Gromyk~referred yesterday. 

In this conne.xion, I should like in particular to draw attention to the 

proposals concerning the creati~n of de-nucl~ari'zed zones. Such measil.res would 

undoubtedly lead. to a reduction of tension and to increased security: in ·certain 

areas of the world, especially in such sensitive areas as Central Europe. 
Jt.l'' 

Basing itself' on this point··of' view, the Government of the Czechoslovak 

Socialist.Republic recently expressed its full support for the proposal of the 

Government of the People's Republic of Poland regarding the creation in Central 

Europe' of a zone that would. be free from nuclear weapons. ~l'his zone would include, 

in addition to Poland an<f Czechoslovakia, the territory of the two German States. 

As is known, the Government' of the Democratic Republic of Germany has already 

express'ed its agreement rlth this proposal. I wish to state that the Goveriunent 

of the Czechoslova.k Sb.cialist :Republic is prepared to accept the obligations 

entailed in the creation· of such a zone if similar obligations are accepted by 

the Government of the Feder·al Republic of Germany. 

Negotiations on·such measures could be carried on at the same time as the 

negotiatibns· on a treaty for general and complete disarmament, but they should 

not divert the Committee from it·s main task. 

..··-

.. 

•',i. 
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The people of Czechoslovakia are busily engaged in carrying out far-reaching 

plans for the building of a highly-developed socialist society in our country. 

Soon we shall set about preparing a 20-year plan of development, which will ensure 

that by 1980 the industrial production of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic will 

have increased five-fold compared with 1960. This will create a broad material 

basis for the further substantial improvement of the standard of living of our 

people. 

In order to carry out these. far-reaching plans we need peace. That is why 

our people persistently demand that an end be put once and for all to the arms 

race and that radical measures be taken to ensure lasting peace for our people and 

for the peoples of the whole world. 

The President of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, Mr. Novotny, speaking 

at the fifteenth session of the United Nations General Assembly, stressed in this 

conne.xion that: 

"The Government of the Czechoslovak Socialist' Republic considers 

serious and effective consideration of the question of general 

and complete disarmament as one of the main tesks of the fifteenth 

session of the United Nations Assembly. To realize general and 

complete disarmament under effective international control is in 

our opinion the most urgent task of the present day. 11 

The elimination of the intensive production of armaments would release 

considerable economic resources which are now being spent on the production of 

means of destruction. Under general and complete disarmament, these resources 

could be utilized for the benefit of mankind, to ensure further economic 

development and to carry out radical measures aimed at raising the standards of 

living of all the peoples of the world, particularly of those of the economically 

less-developed countries. 

The urgency of the problem of disarmament demands that our Committee should 

waste no time in carrying on its work. This, no doubt, was the guiding idea of 

the sixteenth session of the United Nations General Assembly when it adopted the 

decision that this Committee should submit a report on the results of its work 

before 1 June of this year. The results can be positive, if all the countries 

represented on this Committee display goodwill and make sincere endeavours to 

reach a mutually acceptable agreement. 
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.. ·-··rt is ·o'lii'-Wish'th-at· ·the"'work of this Committee should mark a decisive change 

in what has been so far the gloomy balance sheet of negotiations on disarmament. 

We are fully aware that general and complete disarmament would be a a·ecisi ve 

step towards improving the relations between States and would finally eliminate 

the danger of war. 

For this reason we shall strive sincerely to ensure that the Committee's work 

leads to successful results, that is to the elaboration of a draft treaty on general 

disarmament. 

The delegations of India and Ethiopia have expressed a wish to speak on 

questions of procedure. I call upon the representative of India, Mr. Krishna Menon. 

N~. Krishna MENON {India): I am not at the present time going to make a 

statement on the merits of the question on behalf of my delegation. The reason why 

I summitted a formal request to speak, instead of merely raising my hand and asking 

to be recognized, .was that I thought it would add some .order to our proceedings 

here. 

At the beginning of this Conference, the representative of the United states, 

more particularly than others, referred, if I may say so, quite fra.nk.ly and 

helpfully to the requirement of informal discussions so that we may be able to 

proceed in a workmanlike fashion. If .I am not mistaken, from all that we have 

heard most of the Foreign Ministers will be leaving Geneva in eight, nine or ten 

days' time, and this Conference has already been in progress for three days. 

I should like also to preface my observations by saying that my delegation 

has had informal consultations on some aspects of this matter with those countries 

that are not committed to various proposals and propositions either here or 

elsewhere, and not with the main participants in this question. 

Our proposal, therefore, is that, at a pre-subcommittee stage, we should have 

informal meetings of all delegations in this room in addition to such talks, 

bilateral or trilateral, as may take place. 

We have already had the main stat8ments·of the Western and the Eastern 

positions from the United States and the Soviet Union. And, if I may say so, we 

hav~ had a statement from Brazil to which we find ourselves much closer than in 

years gone by. 

I ·.want to think aloud on this matter, and I hope the Committee will forgive 

me. We want to com~ here, shall we say, simultaneously with these formal meetings 

and have the two co-chairmen and their allies sit round the table and say, "We 
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have this-dif~iculty about this matter and we have that difficulty about that 

matter". Without too .much commitment they could help us to clarify these 

problems. For example, we have a treaty in very considerable detail set out by 

the Soviet Union. There will be something like_that, one assumes, from the 

other side at some other time. We meet here on the basis of the eight points. 

Now we could ask for clarification on some of those matters, particularly with 

regard to how to reconcile that with the necessity of proceeding in stages and, 

on the other hand, how to reconcile stages with the concept of general and 

complete disarmament. We also have the question of partial measures -- I am using 

the word "partial" not in the political sense but in its literal sense: measures 

which are not complete disarmament. 

Now there would not be any use at informal meetings to make the speeches that 

have been made for so many years. But we could ask for points of clarification 

on this, that or the other question, questions such as the elimination of carriers; 

we could ascertain the objections, and so forth. We are not experts in this matter. 

We read mainly from the pronouncements of the United States and the Soviet Union 

in their publications and apply such common sense as we can. There are questions 

dealing with detection and inspection. There is the question of free zones, which 

concerns us very much, particularly the Asian-African countries. Not speaki~g for 

my Government but speaking for myself, I very much doubt whether, in the event of 

any catastrophe, any zones would be particularly free. But still we can make a 

beginning. 

I do not want the intervention that we make to become what in some other 

context has been called a procedural wrangle. At these informal meetings we could 

have the advantage of the assistance of the two main participants -- and I do not 

mean to exclude the other nuclear Powers in furnishing clarifications. The 

informal meetings should not become mere replicas of the meetings of the main 

Conference, where speeches and counter-speeches would be made. We would come here 

in the afternoons simultaneously with these formal meetings, and, with as little 

procedural formalities as possible, we could obtain more information. That would 

help us in the other and even more informal meetings we have with the individual 

leader~ of delegations. In this way, even bef~ore the heads of delegations leave 

I am not thinking of myself, since I have to leave on Wednesday-- we would place 

this Conference in a more business-like position. So far -- and I do not say this 

with any intention of criticizing anyone -- we have not learned very much that we 

did not know before. 
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It has been agreed that there is no question of our coming here to make 

proposals which are to be put to the vote. ~ suggestion is put forward in the 

hope that we can do very much more, and that our Conference will not be unduly 

prolonged. 

As has been repeatedly pointed out from more than one side, we have to make 

some kind of a report to the Disarmament Commission by June. It would not be good 

for the world if we made a report in which we simply said that we had agreed to 

defer the matter. That would have a very bad psychological effect. I would like 

the delegations of both the Soviet Union and the United States to accept the fact 

from us that we hava our public opinion to consider -- I do not say that we have 

to "educate" our public, but we have to appreciate the impact upon it. If public 

opinion responds more or less to one side or the other, it will be easier to find 

reconciliations. 

For these reasons I am submitting this proposal, which is not contradictory 

to anything that has been said so far. If we do not proceed in this manner but 

leave it to individual delegations to see Mr. Rusk, 1tt. Gromyko or someone else, 

so~e people who are busybodies may do so more than others. Supposing very 

informally I go and speak with Mr. Rusk: I would not know to what extent what he 

has said to me and what I have said to him is in propriety communicable to the 

other side, and vice versa. We have given a great deal of thought to our 

suggestion and we have discussed it with some of our colleagues. Of course we are 

not all of ~dentical opinion, but we would like to bring to bear the impact of 

countries which are not committed one way or the other to this matter. 

Therefore, I do hope that th~ whole of the Committee, and more particularly 

the parties principally concerned in the sense of having the arms to throw 

away, will give immediate consideration to this proposal. I do not say that we 

should come back here at three o1 clock, but perhaps we could come back at four 

o1 clock or at four-thirty. And once again I would request that when we come back 

we should not be told, "You are out of order", or "You are in or~er", or things 

of that kind. We should proceed as we did in the Laotian Conference, to a certain 

extent, with some limited amount of success. This would be a procedure worth 

considering, and I hope that it will have the support of everybody concerned. 
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Fortunately for me, I do not have to make a 

long statement. For the same reasons he has expressed, ~ delegation supports 

the submission by the Defence fuinister of India. We wish to state just one point. 

We are newcomers here and we should not wish to fumble by making a long and formal 

statement in such a forbidding place. we should prefer to get some clarification 

and som~ understanding of the proposals already submitted. Therefore we are very 

much in favour of making these meetings, as much as possible, more and more 

informal. We would thus very much appreciate it if this Committee adopted the 

suggestion of the Defence ~linister of India. 

Lord HOME (United Kingdom): I think there is a great deal to be said 

for what Mr. Krishna Menon has proposed. We all want to clear our minds on the 

very complicated questions which were raised by both Mar. RuSk and Mr. Gro~ko 

yesterday. I would only make the p1aa that, if we have informal meetings of this 

kind, they be limited to the heads of delegations -- or at any rate we ought only 

to have one person from each delegation, because then it can be informal. I 

should think no records need be taken. That would help us to understand the 

position. But perhaps the best thing to do would be to ask the co-Chairmen if they 

could make a recommendation to us about w~. Krishna Menon's proposal. I personally 

would hope that it could be accepted. 

Mr. SAN THIAGO DA1~AS (Brazil) (translation from French): I also 

support Mr. Krishna Menon's proposal, which seems to me to be very constructive. 

Mr. RUSK (United States of America): I think there is great merit in 

Mr. Krishna Menon1 s suggestion. I think we ought to take maximum advantage of the 

presence of Foreign ~~nisters and chiefs of delegations who may be leaving in the 

course of the next week or ten days. I would be very happy to consult the other 

co-Chairman to try to reach a prompt recommendation on this matter. I do think 

that there is .something to be said for finding, if the Secretariat could provide 

it, a smaller room, for a smaller group, because it is difficult in this room not 

to make speeches to each other. 

Mr. Krishna .MENON (India): We are all in favour of having the two 

co-Chairmen consult, but today happens to be a Friday. I d~not know whether it 

came from the United States co-Chairman or the Soviet Union co-Chairman but from 

the very beginning they have ruled out the weekend, saying we should meet from 
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Monday to Friday. It is an·English habit; I do not know whether the Americans and 

Russians have taken it on -- but still there it is, and it means putting the thing 

off for another three days. I hope they can consult quickly and enable us to meet 

this afternoon, if they agree. 

~ second point is with regard to what Lord Home said. I entirely agree with 

the idea of having a small gathering. So far as my delegation is concerned, the 

Foreign Secretary, who is with me, is in the same position as I am: he has to 

return home. ~ permanent representative of our delegation will be here afterwards. 

So it could be left to our good sense to limit the number and not bring in a whole 

lot of people. If it is not put in an elastic way, the procedure b~.c9mes impractical. 

If I might put it this way, it is useless fo.r me to put forward what I think are· 

brilliant suggestions - naturally I always think so - and then for the person who 

has to carry on not to know the little nuances and inflexions that are brought out 

in the informal discussions. As has been said, no records should be kept. I am 

quite certain that both Iv"JI'. Gromyko and :Mr. Rusk have been informed and know 

themselves that procedures of this kind have been helpful in the Laos Conference. 

I know it is still dragging on, but it would probably have dragged on even more 

otherwise. 

Mr. WACHUKU (Nigeria): While I have no objection to what is being 

suggested, I was wondering whether it is not put forward too early for those of us 

who have come to this type of conference for the first time. Two major statements 

have been made, and certain proposals have been submitted. I do not think we have 

had sufficient time for studying these proposals and asking questions directly 

or indirectly about them to be able to participate in.any intelligent discussion 

on the type of suggestion that is now being made. I think that perhaps the weekend 

will give us an opportunity to look at this matter quite critically so that early 

next week we shall be in a position to discuss the matter intelligently. 

Besides, apart from the two Foreign .Minister.s who made statements, from our 

own point of view there are other nuclear Powers concerned in this whole discussions: 

that is, the United Kingdom and France, Unfortunately, France is not here. From 

our own point of view, on the African scene, we are very much interested in a 

certain reaction from some quarters. Unfortunately, the French repre~entative 

is not here. Whatever i$ being discussed, the attitude of France in relation to 

atomic explosions on the African continent must be very material to ~s. Consequently, 
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seeing the list of representation at this Conference -- we have the West~rn 

Powers and the Eastern Powers and then we have the eight non-aligned Powers that 

have been entrusted with a very grave responsibility by the United Nations -- I 

should think that there is a very serious responsibility devolving on our 

shoulders, those of us who have been given a specific injunction by the United 

Nations to attend this Conference, to form a kind of bridge between the two 

contesting Powers. 

I think that before we rush into these informal discussions we should be given 

a chance to consult among ourselves on certain attitudes, after studying these 

documents. Otherwise I shall find myself in a very difficult position whe~, 

ignorant of what has been going on before and of many peoplers reactions to this, 

I shall find myself suddenly in the midst of the great Powers discussing most 

complicated problems without careful examination of the proposals that have been 

put forward already. I understand that the Foreign Minister of the United Kingdom 

is speaking next week. I shall wish to hear what he has to say on this matter 

before I can discuss intelligently the question as a whole. And if France were to 

change its attitude and come next week, I would be in a position to know how the 

minds of the nuclear Powers are working. But I think I would be rushed too much if 

I were called upon now to attend informal discussions without having a balanced 

opinion on the way their minds are working. 

While I am not opposed to informal discussions, from the point of view of 

my delegation the timing is important. 

Mr. FAWZI (United Arab Republic): Uy delegation finds itself in basic 

agreement with the idea expressed by our colleague, Mr. Krishna Menon, and also 

with the amendment concerning timing which was suggested by our colleague from 

Nigeria. My thought about this aspect of timing is that perhaps Monday wquld be 

a good day to begin those informal talks even if, as expected, the formal statements 

by the various delegations which have not yet spoken have not all been made. 

The CHAI~Uill (Czechoslovcl~ia) (translatjon from Russian): We have had 

a number of observations relating to the procedure of the work of the Conference. 

I think it would be useful for the two Co-Chairmen to study these various 

suggestions and we could then discuss them at a meeting of the Conference. Are 

there any objections? 
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Jr. Krishna MENON (India): I should like to submit that it was not 

suggested that there should be a compulsory meeting. Some of us want 

clarifications, and those clarifications are best obtained in the presence of 

everybody else. So far as my delegation is concerned, we have read and understood 

what the main speakers have said. I am not saying that there will not be any 

more intelligent or fruitful observations to come hereafter, but our submission is 

that the sooner we begin these informal meetings, the better, because we must do 

as much as possible before the heads of delegations go away. It is not necessary, 

I submit, for those who are not ready to do so to intervene at this stage; the 

Conference will still go on. No one has suggested that anything we have agreed 

upon should be scrapped. If 1/.r. Rusk and :Mr. Gromyko, after consultation, are 

willing to call us today, tomorrow, or the day after, from our point of view it 

would be more suitable. But if the consensus is to agree with what the 

representatives of Nigeria and the United Arab Republic have _said, we naturally 

have to conform to it and do the best we can. 

The CllAIRiVLAN (Czechoslovakia (translation from Russian): Mr. Krishna 

Menon's remarks will be among the matters to be discussed by the Co-Chairmen. 

I shall now read out the draft communique on today1 s meeting: 

"The Conference of the Eighteen Nation Committee on Disarmament 

today held its third meeting at the Palais des Nations, Geneva, under 

the Chairmanship of Mr. Vaclav David, Minister for Foreign Affairs 

and representative of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republie. 

"The representatives of Brazil, Italy and Czechoslovakia made 

statements. 

"statements on procedural questions were made by the representative 

of India and certain other representatives. 

"The ne1di meeting of the Conference will be held on Monday, 

19 March 1962, at 10 a.m." 

ila-. Krishna MENON (India): If we include the paragraph beginning 

"Statements on procedural questions were made", the various newspapers will print 

this and it will appear as though Ethiopia and India have raised some procedural 

objections and have become involved in a procedural discussion. Perhaps what 

should be put in is something to the effect that "procedural matters were raised 
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in order to obtain clarifications and in order to have more informal discussions". 

otherwise, as I said, it would look as if a procedural argument had been going on 

in this Committee. I should be happy if the Secretariat would amend the 

communique in that way so as to give some idea what this is all about. 

Mr. GEBREGZY (Ethiopia): I would prefer that the "other delegations" 

which participated in the procedural discussion should be mentioned. The term 
11 other" makes me mo st unhappy. 

W~. WACHUKU (Nigeria): I do not know whether I am mistaken, but I think 

it was decided that this matter should be referred to the c a-Chairmen. I think the 

communique should state that procedural matters were discussed by the various 

delegations and they were referred to the co-Chairmen. Otherwise it will be left 

up in the air • 

Lord HOME (United Kingdom}: Whenever we talk about procedural matters 

do we have to let the Press know? I cannot see why we should say anything about 

it at all. It is a perfectly ordinary matter among ourselves which we are 

discussing and which the co-Chairmen are going to discuss. Until we have a 

recommendation, I cannot see why we should say anything. 

Mr. TELLO (Mexico) (translation fr~m Spanish):! do not think it is 

necessary to put anything in the Press communique about a procedural question 

having been raised. It has been referred to the two co-Chairmen, the Ministers 

of Foreign Affairs of the United States and the Soviet Union. Let us wait and 

see what they have to say and then issue the Press communique. At this stage it 

would be rather premature and perhaps undesirable. 

b~. SEGNI (Italy) (translation from French): The Italian delegation 

supports the suggestion made by the representative of ~exico. 
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The CHAIRMAN (Czechoslovakia) (translation from Russian): We have 

before us a Rroposal to delete the following sentence: 

"statements on procedural questions were made by the representative 

of India and certain other representati·ves 11 • 

Are there any objections to that deletion? Since there are none, that 

sentence will be deleted. 

The Conference decided to issue the following communique: 

"The Conference of the Eighteen Nation Committee on Disarmament 

today held its third meeting at the Palais des Nations, Geneva, under 

the Chairmanship of 1/ir. Vaclav David, Minister for Foreign .Affairs 

and representative of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic. 

"The representatives of Brazil, Italy and Czechoslovakia made 

statements. 

"The next meeting of the Conference will be held on Monday, 

19 March 1962, at 10 a.m. 11 

The meeting rose at 11.40 a.m. 


