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EXTENDED CHRONOLOGY OF SIGNIFICANT EVENTS RELATING

TO DISARMAMENT

during the period B
1 June 1955 - 20 November 1957

Note: The pages attached heretc are a continuation
of the "Extended Chronology of Significant
Events Relating to Disarmament," distributed
19 January 1956, and of the Supplements dis-
tributed 7vMarch 1956 and 25 June 1955,
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1 June 195% -- The US sent an alde-memoire to the USSR concerning

the "atoms-for-peace' program. In this note, another step
in the negotiations that had followed President Eisennower's
proposal of 8 December 1553 for the establishment of an
Internaticnal Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA), the US suggested

- that talks be held to establish standard safeguards against
the diversion to military use of fissionable material provided
for the "atoms-for-peace" program. The US was particularly
desirous of establishing, under the IAEA, safeguards for
material provided bilaterally, as well as for material made
available through the Agency. (State Department Bulletin, -
v. XXXV, no. 904 (22 Oct 5C), pp. 620, 529.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

5 June 1955 -- In another letter to President Lisenhower, Premier

Bulganin proposed that the Great Powers take the initiative

in malking unilateral cuts in their armed forces without

walting for the conclusion of an international disarmament
agreement. Bulganin said unilateral disarmament was necessary
because negotiations conducted in the UN Disarmament Sub- -

committee had not produced "positive results," and, in fact,
had retarded progress toward disarmament. He stated that
the Soviet troop reduction cof 1.2 million men, announced on

. ;4 May 1955, included cuts in East Germany; he called fof
the US,‘the UK, and France to reduce their forces in West
Germany. Similar letters were sent to the UK, France, West
Germany, and Italy. (Ltr, Bulganin to Eisenhower, 6 Jun 56, .
encl to JCS 1721/196, Note by Secys, "Bulganin Letter,"
14 Jun 56, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 63.) (SECRET) (New York

Times, 9 Jun 56, 1:3, 2:3, text, 2:4.,) (UNCLASSIFIED)

7 June 1956 -- In an aide-memoire to the US, and in similar

approaches to France and Canada, the UK proposed a plar for

partial disarmament, to be presented by the four powers at
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the forthcoming meeting of the UN Disarmament Commission in
early July. The UK advanced this plan as "a fresnh Western
move" to counter the Soviet Union's announcemert (14 May
1955) of unilateral reductions in its armed forces.

The objectives of the UK plan were: (1) to reduce the
armed forces of the US, USSR,'and China to 2.5 million men
each, and those of France and the UK to 750,000 each; (2) to
increase iﬁternational confidence so that more extensive
disarmament might follow; (3) to give protection against
surprise attack; (4) to establish an international control
organization to supervise disarmament; (5) to initiate
measures '"to bring the nuclear threat under control"; and
(2) to reduce the armed forces of other states to levels
considerably below those of the five Great Powers listed
above.

To achiesve these ends, all states participating in the
program would agree not to increase their armed forces, con-
ventional weapons, and military expenditures, and, upon the
establishment of a satisfactory control organization, would
begin to reduce the size of their military establishments
and budgets. After the five Great Powers had coﬁpleted their
reductions, nuclear test explosions would be limited, and
ﬁlans would be drawn up for control of the future production
of fissionable materials. Control posts would be established
and aerial inspection surveys initiated, in order to prevent
surprise attacks. When the program was completed, a dis-
armament conference would be convened to consider implementa-
tion of the plans for controlling production of fissionable
materials and to study further reductions in armed fcrces

and conventional weapons. (UK aide-memoire, "Disarmament,"
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7 Jun 56, attachment to DPC [Pres Spec Cmte on Disarmament
Problems] Note No. 78, no subj, 8 Jun 55, CCS 092 (4-14-L5)

BP pt 6.) (SECRE®)

12 June 1956 -- The US National Academy of Sclences and the UK

Medical Research Council released separate studies on the

- effects of radiation on man. The two reports were genefally
similar in content and conclusion, They stressed the dangers
of radiation, but stated that the hazards from fall-out
resulting from nuclear-weapons tests, 1f continued at the
same rate as'previously, were negligible. On 18 July 1950,
in commenting on these studies, Atomic Energy Commission B
Chairman Strauss stated that it was not anticipated that the »
reports would lead to any major change in the US position
regarding weapons testing or the Atoms-for-Peace program.
(Excerpts from the UK Medical Research Council study, The

Hazarcds to Man of Nuclear and Allied Radiations, are filed

as DPC Note No. 80, "Report of British Medical Research
Council," 25 Jun 55, JCS HS files.) (UNCLASSIFIED) (A pub-

lished summary of the NAS study, The Biological Effects of

Atomic Radiation, is filed as DPC Note No. £1, same subj,

19 Jul 55, cCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt G6.) (UNCLASSIFIED)
(Ltr, Strauss to Stassen, 17 Jul 56, encl to DPC Note No. 83,
"AEC Analysis of Reports on Radiation," 18 Jul 56, same file.)

iaane )

15 June 1956 -- The President's Special Committee on Disarmament

Problems discussed the UK aide-memoire of 7 June, and agreed

that the US should not concur in the British proposal. In
general, the Committee considered that the proposed course
of action "cuts across our own continuing policy review,
requires considerable changes in our existing policy which
would have to be taken on very short notice, and is not

really required by the necessities of the Disarmament Commission

=




meetinzs.” (This position was explained to UX representatives
¢n 20 June 1955.) (DPC licte Nc. 7G, "Draft Pocsition Paper
on the UK Alde Memoire," 15 June 55, C£CS 052 (4-14-45) BP

-~ —~—

ot O.) : =T (DPC/RA=-:1, Summary mns, DPC mtgz 15 Jun 53;

DPC/RA--2, Summary mns, DPC mtg 20 Jun 5€, Both in same

file, BP pt 6.) (POPSECRET)

29 June 1955 -- In a memorandum prepared for the President,

pursuant to NSC Action 1553 (10 May 1956), and submitted to
tne National Security Council, Mr. Stassen proposed important
changes in US disarmament policy. He stated that many
factors--world weapons development, the spread of Soviet
economic influence, the announced Soviet intenticn to reduce
troop strength, and the trend among the Western £llies to cut

their own fcrce levels--combined to make it "timely and

- mandatory” for the US "to add to and to revise, in an adequate

T T—

and far reacl.ing manner,” the nation's disarmament policy.

Mr. Stassen reccummended a dozen major courses of action,
some of which nhe regarded as inseparable from others, and all
of which he believed to be essential for effective US leader-
ship in solving the disarmament probléh:

(1) The US should propcse an international agreement to

~subject all fissionable materlals produced zfter 1 July 1957

te effective international inspection and supervision, and
to use such materials exclusively for "non-weaponé purposes."
(2) The US should express willingness to join with other
states possessing nuclear arms (USSR and UK) in providing the
UN with a small force equipped with nuclear weapons for
operation under the Security Council.

(3) The US should consult with other NATO members to
establish a small elite NATO force equipped with nuclear

weapons,

—
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(4) The US should nezotiate with the UK to assure "a
reasonable UK posture of nuclear weapons' prior to 1 July 1357.

(5) The US should propose that on 1 July 1957 all states
possessing nuclear weaponc negotiate an agreement for the
equitable transfer to peaceful .uses of flssionable materials

* prevliously produced. Notwithstanding sucih an agreement, the
US, UK, and USSR would maintain a "very substantial" nuclear-
weapons capability.

(G) The US should declare its willingness to join other
nations in halting A- and H-Bomb tests after 1 July 1957, and
in establishing an effective inspection system to verify the
cessation of tests.,

(7) The US should propose that research aimed at sending
objects through outer space, or at making possible travel in
outer space, be devoted solely to peaceful purposes, and that
no outer-space tests or long- or medium-ranze missile tests
be conducted without international participation and an effec-
tive inspection system.

(8) The US should continue negotiations for the establish-
ment of the Elsenhower "open skies” inspection system. Aerial
inspection would be co.ibined witi: the system of ground control
posts proposed by Bulganin, and with financial inspectors.

(9) The US should insist that all agreements‘be subject
to withdrawal on one year's written notice and to suspension
o partial suspension in case of violation.

(10) The US should be wllling to consider favorably the
progressive development of an inspection and control system,

even if thils system were not initially adequate for permanent

arms control,
(11) The US should consult with West Germany on the

question of establishing limitations on both indigenous &and

I0F SEpRE T,
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foreign troops and armament in all of Germany, under effective
inspection, as part of a move toward German reunification

and freedom. | |

(12) If the principal measures of these courses of action

were accepted by the USSR, the US should consider '"the applica-
-tion" of the appropriate ones to China. (Memo, Stassen to

NSC, no subj, 29 Jun 56, app to Memo, Asst SecDef (ISA) to
CJCS, "Disarmament Policy," 2 Jul 56, encl to JCS 1731/197,
Note by Secys, same subj and date, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 63.)

(POP—SECRETT

3 July 1956 -- At the opening session of the UN Disarmament

Commission 1n New York, the UK, Canada, France and the US
offered a draft resolution urging continuation of the search
for agreement on disarmament. The resolution called for
observation of the following principles: (1) disarmament by
stages; (2) disarmament in both nuclear and conventional arms;
(.) disarmament under effective inspection and supervision

by a central control organization; and (4) disarmament based
on the development of confidence through the settlement of
major political problems. Mr. Gromyko criticized the Western
proposal as merely a declaration of general aims, and sald
that 1t did not contain any practical measures. He denounced
érésidenf Elsenhower's aerial inspection plan and the princi-
pal of disarmament based on progressive settlement of
political problems. He offered, instead, a Soviet draft
declaration that called for the renunciation of force, includ-
ing the use of nuclear weapons. (The opening statements of
the US and USSR, and the Western draft resolution and Soviet
draft declaration are reproduced in DPC Sect Note No. 90,
"Disarmament Commission Meeting," 22 Aug 56, pp. 1-.&,

CCS 092 (+4-14-45) BP pt G.) (UNCLASSIFIED)
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3 July 1950 == In an aide-memoire replying to the US note of 1 June

1956, the Soviet Union agreed in principle to join the US
and other nations in a joint study of the problem of safe-
guards against the diversion to military uses of flssionable
materials made available to the International Atomic Energy

. Agency. The USSR did not beliéve, however, that it was
necessary to consider extending these safeguards to materials
provided bilaterally until after the draft statute for the
Acency, adopted 18 April 1956, had been formally approved by
an international conference scheduled for September. (State
Department Bulletin, v. XXXV, no, 904 (22 Oct 56), p. 629.)
(UNCLASSIFIED)

7 July 1956 -- In a memorandum to the Secretary of Defense, the

Joint Chiefs of Staff commented on Mr. Stassen's proposals
of 29 June 1956, They viewed these proposals as a departure
from the principle, which they had repeatedly stated, that
an acceptable and proven procedure for inspection and verifi-
catlion of armaments should be a prerequisite of an inter-
national disarmament agreement. They noted that such a safe-
guard was made "doubly essential" by the fact that the
Stassen recommendations could materially limit the US nuclear
weapons stockpile and the US freedom to use nuclear weapons.
‘Tﬂe Joint Chiefs, in theilr own words, were, "therefore, unable
to concur that ', . . willingness to implement the entire
package 1s considered to be essential for effective U.S.
leadership adequate to the circumstances.'"

Commenting specifically on some of these recommended
courses of action, the Joint Chiefs of Stafi held that:

(1) The provision for limiting the future production
of fissionable material to "non-weapons purposes' should
spell out unmistakably that this limitation would go into

effect only after a proven system of inspection and control

B SRR
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was 1in operation. Setting a specific date for the complete

and satisfactory installation of this system would be pre-

mature and unrealistic. q=-7n

(4) without ample proof that an effective inspection and
control system could be implemented, no agreement should be
negotiated for the transfer to peaceful uses of flssionable
material previously produced.

(5) As long as nuclear weapons stockpiles existed, tests
were essential.

(6) without a comprehensive and effective inspection
system, ostensibly peaceful research in outer-space missiles
and travel could easily be adapted to the clandestine pro-
duction of weapons.

(7) The statement on combining the Eisenhower and
Buléanin proposals should make it clear that these proposals

would require considerable expansion to be effective.

®[
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(Memo, JCS to SecDef, "Disarmament Policy,"

7 Jul 56, derived fr Dec On JCS 1731/1399, Rpt by JSSC, same
subj and date, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 64,) _(TOR—-SEECRET)

9 July 1956 -- Prime Minister Eden rejected Premier Bulganin's

disarmament proposal of 6 June 1956. He pointed out that the
UK had already made substantial reductions in her armed forces
but that such unilateral reductions, while "helpful," were

not of themselves sufficient to develop international

confidence and security. (New York Times, 10 Jul 56, 1:0,

text, 12:4.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

10 July 1956 =-- At the meeting of the UN Disarmament Commission,

Yugoslavia introduced a draft resolution calling for "such

initial disarmament measures as are now feasible," under

appropriate controls. The resolution proposed a reduction of

conventional arms and armed forces and a halt in nuclear tests.

Thé Western powers, in an amendment to their resolution of

3 July, called for future limitations on nuclear tests. Dis-
cussing President Eisenhower's aerial-inspection proposal,
the French representative, Julée Moch, said its advantages
were insufficient to warrant risking the future of the whole
disarmament plan over the question of adopting the proposal.
He suggested, however, a limited test of aerial inspection
in sensitive sectors in Europe and the US. (Msg, New York
(Lodge) to SecState, 33, 10 Jul 56, DA IN 236928 (11 Jul 56),
JSSC file, "Disarmament Cables 1956.") (OFFICIAL USE ONLY ;




(The texts of the Western and Yugoslav proposals were
reproduced in DPC Sect Note No. 90, "Disarmament Commission
Meeting," 22 Aug 56, pp. 37, 43, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 6.)
(UNCLASSIFIED) |

12 July 1956 -- The Secretary of Defense forwarded to the National

. Security Council the views of the Joint Chiefs of Staff (see
jtem of 7 July 1956) on Mr, Stassen's memorandum of 29 June
1955, Mr, Wilson stated that he was in general accord with
these views, and added hils own feeling that Mr. Stassen's
proposed course of action subordinated the requirements for
an adequate control and inspection system to the desirabllity
of reaching early agreement. (N/H of JCS 1731/199, "Disarma-
ment Policy," 13 Jul 56, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 64,) (ToP~
SEGRETT]

12 July 1956 -- At the UN Disarmament Commission meeting, Soviet

representative Gromyko stated that the USSR would accept,

but only as a first step, the levels for armed forces prcposed
by the West on 22 March in London (2.5 million men eacn for
the US, USSR, and Communist China; 750,000 men each for the

UK and France), but added that the armed forces of other
countries should be held to 150,000-200,000 men each. At the
‘s;me time, he attacked Western motives and reiterated his
charge that aerial inspection was an espionage scheme. He
also proposed the elimination of nuclear-weapons stockpiles,

a ban on the use of nuclear weapons, and a cessation of
nuclear tests. The Indian representative, Krishna Menon,
urged the suspension of nuclear-weapons tests, a halt in the
construction of A-bombs, bilateral US-USSR negotiations, a
pledge not to trade in nuclear weapons, an immediate reduction
in arms budgets, and a partial dismantling by the US and USSR

of atomic weapons. (Msg, New York (Wadsworth) to SecState,

- 10 -
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44, 12 Jul 56, DA IN 237494 (13 Jul 56), JSSC-file, "Dis-
armament Cables 1956.") (OFFICIAL USE ONLY) (The text of
Grouyko's speech is reproduced in DPC Sect Note No. GO,
"Disarmament Commissién Meeting," 22 Aug 565, pp. 45-60,
CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 5.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

13 July 1956 -- Ambassador James J. Wadsworth, Deputy US Repre-

—

13 July 1956 -~ The Joint Chiefs of Staff agreed to note a revised

sentative to the UN, told the Disarmament Commission that, 1in
the absence of an agreement to eliminate or limit nuclear
weapons under proper safeguards, the continuation of nuclear
tests was essential for US national defense and the security

of the free world. He was supported in this view by the UK,

~Australia, and Canada; the USSR supported the Indian proposal

to halt tests. (Msg, New York (Wadsworth) to SecState, 48,
13 Jul 55, DA IN 237796 (14 Jul 55), JSSC file, "Disarmament
Cables 1956.") (OFFICIAL USE ONLY) (Ambassador Wadsworth's
speech in reproduced in DPC Sect Note No. 90, "Disarmament
Commission Meeting," 22 Aug 56, pp. 65-59, CCS 092 (L-14-45)
BP pt 6.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

S

~

plan for an armaments inspection system requiring less than

one thousand personnel stationed inside the USSR (see item

//ngEO March 1956). This plan was designed to implement the

Eisenhower aerial-inspection proposal. According to a report
by the Joint Strategic Plans Committee, the inspection system
described in the plan would provide a more accurate estimate

qf Soviet capabilities and render more difficult the launch-

ing of a great surprise attack. It would not, however, provide
assurance of advance warning of an imminent great surprise
attack, nor insure a continuous flow of &all elements of infor-
E?tion necessary to provide against surprise attack. (Dec On

JCS 1731/198, Rpt by JSPC, "Armaments Inspection System

- -1 -
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'Requiring Less Than One Thousand Personnel," 13 Jul §

CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 64.) (TQP SEERET)

14 July 1956 -- Mr, Stassen asked the Defense Department to recon-

sider 1ts views concerning his memorandum of 29 June 1955,
He asserted that the comments of the Joint Chiefs of Staff

. (7 July 1956) were apparently "based upon a misconception of
the recommendations in that Memorandum, or‘else a preconceived
negative view was expressed without any substantive basis for
the negation." Mr. Stassen replied as follows to some of the
objections raised by the Joint Chiefs of Staff: (1) He pointed
out that the policy he had recommended clearly stated that
each disarmament step should be suquct to the installation

/
of an effective inspection system;J;lz)

: &

(3) He stated that nuclear-weapons tests
should be halted after the attainment of "an enforced and
inspected agreement' to use nuclear material for peaceful
purposes. The US position in world opinion would be adversely
affected if it did not specify the circumstances under which
it would halt tests. (4) He declared that continued research
in the outer-space field under the conditions he had proposed
waé preferable to any "unsound attempt" to stop all research
of this type. (5) He stated that the withdrawal clause he
had recommended for disarmament agreements permitted immediate
suspension "for cause" as well as termination on a year's

notice "without cause". (%) Finally he said that West Germany

should continue to be consulted on disarmament, since it had
been consulted regularly heretofore. (Ltr, Stassen to SecDef,
14 Jul 56, encl to Memo, Exec Secy NSC to NSC, "U.S. Policy
on Control of Armaments," 16 Jul 56, encl to JCS 1731/202,

- 12 -
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Note by Secy, same subj, 18 Jul 56, CCS 092 (&-14-45)

sec 64.) (TOP SECRET)

1% Julvy 1956 -- In reply to Premier Bulganin's letter of 6 June,

in which Bulganin had proposed unilateral disarmement by the
Great Powers, Premier Segni of Italy wrote that disarmament
_ should be accomplished through the UN. He added that dis-

armament was impossible without adequate and effective controls.

(New York Times, 15 Jul 55, 3:6.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

1€ July 1956 -- The UN Disarmament Commission adjourned after

adopting a Peruvian compromise resolution that: (1) stated

that the Western proposal of 3 July set forth the principles
for an effective program of arms control; (2) noted that major
difficulties remained to be solved before agreement could be
reached on disarmament; (3) recalled the General Assembly's
resolution of 16 December 1955, endorsing the Eisenhower aerial
inspection plan; and (%) directed the Disarmament Subcommittee
fo continue 1its stﬁdies. The vote on the resolution was

10-1-1, the USSR opposing the measure and Yuzgoslavia abstain-

ing. (New York Times, 17 Jul 56, 1:2. Text of the resolution

is reproduced in DPC Sect Note No. 30; "Disarmament Commission
Meeting," 22 Aug 56, p. 85, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt &.)
(UNCLASSIFIED)

16 July 1956 -- Soviet Foreign Minister Shepilov, in a speech before

the Supreme Soviet, declared that the question of halting tests
of nuclear and thermonuclear weapons could be settled inde-
pendently of agreement on disarmament. He sald the Soviet
Union was ready to begin negotiations immediately with the UsS
and UK towards a test-ban agreement to be established within
the framework of the UN, as part of a tripartite accord, or

by means of unilateral pledges by the three nations to halt

nuciear tests. After the speech, the Supreme Soviet adopted

-
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a resolution calling on the legislative bodies of other
nations to promote unilateral reductions in their own armed
forces. (The resolution was officlally transmitted to the

UJS Government on 24 July, the Shepilov statement on 25 July.)
(DPC Note No. 88, "Shepilov Statement on Nuclear Tests,"

20 Aug 56, CCS 092 (4=-14-45) BP pt &. New York Times, 25 Jul

56, 5:5.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

15 July 19556 -- After three days of discussion in Bonn on inter-

national affairs, Chancellor Adenauer and Prime Minister
Nehru called for a "comprehensive disarmament agreement based

on suitable inspection and control measures." (New York Times,

17 Jul 56, 3:1.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

17 July 195€ -- In a letter from French Premier Mollet to Premier

Bulganin, France rejected the Russian proposal (5 June 1956)
for unilateral reductions in armed forces and for withdrawal
of troops from Germany. Mr. Mollet barred disarmament unless
it were accompanied by an adequate system of control. (ggg

York Times, 18 Jul 56, 5:1.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

18 July 1955 -- The Joint Chiefs of Staff amended and noted the

conclusions of a report by the Joint Strategic Flans Committee
and other joint committees on the feasibility of measures

to reduce major types of armaments under an "effective"

- inspection system. An "effective" inspection system was

defined as one in which there was "a complete exchange of
military blueprints and the unimpeded right to verify such
blueprints by aerial and ground inspection, thus providing
reasonable assurance against a great surprise attack." The
repvort was prepared for the Joint Chiefs of Staff for use in
developing a US position on measures for arms limitation. It
grew out of the President's decisions (7 Feb, 1 Mar 195¢) to

investigate the problem of armament reduction in the 1lizht

R




of the possible acceptance of his "open skies" proposal
combined with a ground inspection plan. |

As amended by the Joint Chiefs of Staff, the conclusion
of the report stated that under an "effective" inspection
system four methods to limit and control major types of arma-
ment would "warrant consideration": (1) limitation of arma-
ments by type; (2) retention by each state of the arms essential
to its defense, as determined by an international body;
(3) determination of levels of armaments in accordance with
an agreed "atomic destructive capability" limit; and (%)
restriction of weapons to a specified maximum effectlve renge.
The conclusion also stated, however, that it was not feasible
to undertake measures for the reduction of major types of arms
without also establishing a comprehensive limitation and
control system for all arms. (Dec On JCS 1731/201, Rpt by
JSPC, "Feasibility of Measures for the Reduction of Major
Types of Armaments," 1€ Jul 56, CCS 092 (4-1%4-45) sec Ok.)
{TOP-SEERETT]

1€ July 1950 -- The Joint Chiefs of Staff informed the Secretary

of Defense that they considered acceptable from a military
point of view the draft Statute for an Internztional Atomic
Energy Agency adopted 18 &pril 195&. They felt, however,
"that the Statute provided functions for the Agency that were
more comprehensive and less desirable militarily than those
previously recommended by the Joint Chiefs of Staff. They
were also disturbed by the possibility that the US contemplated
negotiating a requirement that all bilateral or multilateral
agreements in the atomic energy field should be made within
the framework of the Agency (1 June 1955). They considered
such a requirement undesirable from a military point of view

and reliterated their bellef that membersiip in the IAEs should

e - - 15 -
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not preclude making agreements outside 1t. Finally, the
Joint Chiefs of Staff objected to a proposal that, at the
international conference on the IAEA scheduled for September,
tine US should be prepared to announce an initial substantial
commitment of fissionable material to the Agency pool. They
felt that a large material pool should not be established
during the initial period of IAEA operations. (Memo, JCS to
SecDef, "Draft Statute for the International Atomic Energy
Agency (IAEA)," 18 Jul 56, derived fr Dec On JCS 1731,/200,
Rpt by JSPC, same subj and date, CCS 092 (i=-14-45) sec‘64.)

__(CONREIPENTTIAL)

18 July 19556 -- President Eisenhower, in a message transmitting

to Congress the tenth annual report on US participation in

the UN, said the West should continue to seek agreement with
the Soviet Union on his proposal for aerial inspection, cr

on some other equally effective program, He felt the Soviets
would eventually drop their opposition to the "open skies"
plan. (State Department Bulletin, v. XXXV, no. &97 (3 Sep 55),
pp. 382-334,) (UNCLASSIFIED)

13 July 1955 -- Atomic Energy Commission Chairman Strauss announced

that current tests in the Pacific had proved it was possible
to minimize the hazards of fall-out from nuclear explosions
""to an extent not heretofore appreciated." He said that "mmass
hazard" from fall-out was not a "necessary complement" to the

use of large nuclear weapons. (New York Times, 20 Jul 56,

1:3, text, €:5.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

20 July 1956 -- Chancellor Adenauer rejected Premier Bulganin's

disarmament proposals of 6 June 1956. He stated that a
reduction 1in conventional armaments would attack only tie
symptoms instead of the causes of world tensions. (ggy York

Times, 22 Jul 56, 6:3,) (UNCLASSIFIED)

-
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20 July 1956 -- In a communique issued at the close of 2 two-day

conference at Brioni, Yugoslavia, Marshal Tito, Prime Minister
Nehru, and President Nasser proposed the suspension of nuclear-
weapons tests. The communique also called for "progress
towards disarmament . . . in the framework of the United
Nations" and for "adequate control" of any arms cuts. (New

York Times, 21 Jul 56, 1:3, text 2:4,) (UNCLASSIFIED)

23 July 1956 -- Prime Minister Eden stated in the House of Commcns

that the British Government, while preferring to deal with the = ;7

question of limiting nuclear-arms tests within the framework
of a general disarmament agreement, was now ready to discuss

the matter separately. (New York Times, 24 Jul 56, 1:1.)

(UNCLASSIFIED)
2 August 1956 -- The Secretary of Defense informed the Secretary

of State that the Defense Department considered the draft
Statute for the International Atomic Energy Agency to be
"~enerally acceptable." However, he noted and approved the
reservations of the Joint Chiefs of Staff (see item of
18 July 1956). (Ltr, SecDef to SecState, 2 Aug 56, App "A"
to Memo, Asst to SecDef (Atomic Energy) to CJCS, "Draft.
Statute for the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA),"
23 Aug 56, encl to JCS 1731/206, Note by Secys, same subj,

30 Aug 56, CCS 092 (L-14-45) sec 65.) (CONPIDENFIAR)-

3 August 1956 -- The Joint Chiefs of Staff reviewed their memorandum

of 7 July 19506 concerning Mr. Stassen's recommendations of

29 June. They informed the Secretary of Defense that they
still believed that their views on those recommendations were
"valid and sound in relation to the national security of the
United States." They pointed out that M, Stassen's 14 July
letter commenting on their views, "adds conclusions heretofore

not expressed and interpretations not previously apparent."

- 17 -
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Any document, they said, such as the 29 June'memorandum, which
proposed changes in US policy, should be, "in itself,
unmistakably clear as to the policy recommended." The Joint
Chiefs denied that their differences with Mr, Stassen were
based on any misconception of his recommendations or on "a
preconceived negative view." "They stated their opinion that
thelr views represented the only acceptable approach to

properly safeguarded disarmament. (Memo, JCS to SecDef,

3 Aug 55, "Disarmament Policy," derived fr Dec On JCS 1731/203;f

Rpt by JSSC, same subj and date, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 65.)

_(TOP-SEERET]

4 pugust 1956 =-- In answer to Premier Bulganin's letter of 6 June

1956, President Eisenhower wrote the Soviet leader that there
was an obvious need for "international supervisory mecihanisms
and contrels" to encourage greater arms reduction than could
be achieved through the unilateral or billateral cuts proposed
by Bulganin. The President agaln explained the purpose of
his plan for aerial inspection, and repeated his proposal of
1 March 1950 to halt the increase in nuclear-weapons stock-
piles, Also, pointing out that the problem of Western and
Soviet forces in Germany could not be dealt with as an
isolated matter, Mr, Elsenhower deplored the fact that agree-
" ments concerning the reunification of Germany, made in July
1955 at Geneva, had not been implemented. (Ltr, Eisenhower
to Bulganin, 4 Aug 56, reproduced in DPC Sect Note No. 88,
"Eisenhower-Bulganin Correspondence," 8 Aug 56, pp. 48-51,
CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 6.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

4 August 1956 -- Soviet Defense Minister Zhukov wrote Hanson

Baldwin, New York Times military editor, that economic factors,

as well as a desire to reduce world tensions, lay behind the

announcement on 14 May 1956 that Soviet armed forces would be

cut. (New York Times, 7 Aug 56, 1:6, text, 6:3.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

-~ -
-~
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15 Auzust 1955 -- In an ailde-memoire replying to the Scviet note

of 3 July 1956, the US reiterated 1ts desire to discuss means
of establishing safeguards against the diversion to military
use of fissionable material provided bilaterally, outside the
proposed International Atomic Energy Agency. The US proposed
that talks on establishing safeguards be held in Washington in
early September, prior to the scheduled international conference
on the proposed IAEA Statute. (State Department Bulletin,
v. XXXV, no., 904 (22 Oct 56}, pp. 629-631.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

20 August 1956 -- The State Department noted the views of the

Department of Defense on the draft Statute for the Inter-
national Atomic Energy Agency (see item of 2 August 1955),
Acting Secretary of State Murphy informed the Secretary of
Defense that United States policy was aimed not at precluding
bilateral or multilateral atomic-energy agreements outside
the Agency--as feared by the Joint Chiefs of Staff--but rather
at avolding a situation in which a country like the USSR could
evade the safeguarding measures of both the United States and
the proposed Agency. He explained that the purpose of the
exploratory talks proposed by the US (see items of 1 June and
15 August 1956) was to reacn agreement "on the application
of uniform, hon-competitive safeguards to any new bilateral
'agreements for extending assistance in the peaceful uses of
atomic energy." (Ltr, Actg SecState to SecDef, 20 Aug 56,
App "B" to Memo, Asst to SecDef (Atomic Energy) to CJCS,
"Draft Statute for the International Atomic Energy Agency
(IAEA)," 23 Aug 56, encl to JCS 1731/206, Note by Secys,
same subj, 30 Aug 55, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 65,) —(CONRIDENTIAEY
21 August 1956 -- Deputy Secretary of Defense Robertson informed

Ambassador Peaslee, Deputy Special Assistant to the President

on Disarmament, that, after reconsideration, the Department

-~
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of Defense stilll considered 1ﬁs views (see item of 12 July
19556) on Mr. Stassen's memorandum of 29 June 1956 to be valid.
Mr. Robertson said he could not accept the contentiocn that the
Department's views wefe based on either a misconception or a
preconcelved negativé attitude. (Ltr, Dep SecDef to Peaslee,
21 Aug 56, encl to JCS 1731/205, Note by Secys, "Disarmament
Policy," 23 Aug 56, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 65.) (TOP-—SEGRES)
24 August 1956 -- The Soviet Union resumed its testing of nuclear

weapons by detonating a nucléar device with a yield of less
than a megaton at its proving ground in southwest Siberia.
Subsequently, simllar explosions took place on 30 August,

2 September, and 10 September. On 26 August, President
Elsenhower, in announcing the first explosion, again called
for "effective international control of atomic energy and such
measures of adequately safeguarded disarmament as are now
feasible." (State Department Bulletin, v. XXXV, no. 898

(10 Sep 56), p. 424; New York Times, 10 Sep 56, 8:5.)

(UNCLASSIFIED)

27 and 29 August 1356 -- The President's Special Committee on Dis-

armament Problems held two meetings to discuss the disarmament
picture in general and, in particular, the departmental
reaction to Mr. Stassen's proposals of 29 June 1956. The
Department of Defense (see items of 7 and 12 July), the Atomic
Energy Commission, and the State Department had all disagreed
with important portions of these proposals. At the suggestion
of Mr, Stassen, therefore, the Committee agreed to seek
substantive decisions from President Eisenhower on disarmament
questions that had been under interagency consideration.
(DPC/RA-35, Summary mns, DPC mtg 27 Aug 56; DPC/RA-35,

Summary mns, DPC mtg 29 Aug 56. Both in CCS 092 (4-14-45)

BP pt 6.) (FOP-SECRETT (The AEC view is outlined in Ltr,

- 20 -
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Strauss to Stassen, 26 Jul 56, encl to Memo,'Exec Secy NSC

to NSC, "U.S. Policy on Control of Armaments," 27 Jul 55,

(WY

encl to JCS 1731/204, Note by Secy, same subj, 1 Jul 50,
same file, sec 65, The State Depvartment view is outlined in
Ltr, Murphy to Peaslee, 15 Aug 56, encl 1 to Memo, Peaslee to
NSC and DPC, no subj, 17 Aug 56, same file, BP pt 6.)

{TQP SECRE®—

31 Auzust 1956 -- The State Department proposed to Mr. Stassen

that the United States makeAa unilateral announcement that
for a period‘of one year 1t would halt tests of nuclear
weapons with a yield equivalent to 100 kilotons or more. The
proposed announcement would also call for a conference of
Soviet, UK, and US representatives, to arrange for limiting
tests of smaller-yleld weapons. The State Department proposal
arose from: (1) the growing international opinion in favor
of halting tests and the fact that the US was '"now virtually
isolated 1in 1ts opposition to any limitation on nuclear weapons
tests except in connection with broader disarmament agreements";
(2) the increasing public concern with the effects of
radiation; and (3) the political advantages that the US could
zain from such an announcement. The State Department believed
that the announcement would not adversely affect US security,
‘since the Department understood that plans for tests within
the next year did not include weapons with a yield of over
70 kilotons. (Ltr, Murphy to Stassen, 31 Aug 56, App to Memo, ..
Asst SecDef (ISA) to CJCS, "Limitations on Nuclear Testing,"
o Sep 56, encl to JCS 1731/207, Note by Secys, same subj,
11 Sep 56, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 65.) (TOR-SECRET)
7 September 1956 -- Deputy Secretary of Defense Robertson wrote

the Secretary of State that the State Department's provosal

of 31 August 1956 "would mark a distinct change from basic
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national security policy" and would have a pronounced effect
on nuclear-weapons development, especially on the defensive
and retaliatory ICBM and IRBM programs. He also took issue
with a statement in the announcement proposed by the State
Department that explosions with a yield of 100 kilotons or
greater could be detected anywhere in the world. He stated
that the existing US detection system did not cover all parts
of the world and could not even necessarily detect explosions
set off at a very high altitude within the SoViet Union.

Mr. Robertson said he had asked the Joint Chiefs of Staff for
their views on the matter, (Ltr, Dep SecDef to SecState,

7 Sep 56, encl to JCS 17321/208, Note by Secys, "Limitations
on Nuclear Testing," 11 Sep 506, CCS 092 (L=-14-L45) sec 65.)

_(TOP—SECRET)

7 September 1956 -- Mr, Stassen wrote the Secretary of Defense

that he was trying to find a way to set permissible levels
of armaments in the disarmament program being developed
pursuant to NSC Action No. 1513 (7 February 1956) and the
Annex to that Action (1 March 1953). Accordingly, he asked
the Department of Defense to develop feasiblec measures "for
establishing the relationship between levels of manpcwer and
armaments." He further requested that, if no satisfactory
ﬁeasures could be developed, the Secretary of Defense recom-
mend "any other method of arriving at armaments levels to be
allowed under a comprehensive disarmament system." (Ltr,
Stassen to SecDef, 7 Sep 5¢, app to Memo, Asst SecDef (ISA)
to CJCS, "Control of Armaments," 12 Sep 56, encl to JCS 1731/
209, Note by Secys, same subj, 14 Sep 56, CCS 052 (L-14-45)
sec 65.) LSECHET)

11 September 1956 -- Premier Bulganin replied to President Zisen-

hower's 1letter of 4 August 1956, The Soviet Premier rejected

the President's proposal to halt further production of nuclear

-
- -
-
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weapons, stating that such a step would te useless without
forbidding the use of nuclear weapons and eliminating them from
arms stockpiles. He called for a ban on nuclear-weapons tests
as the first step toward the achievement of at least a limited
agreement on disarmament. Bulganin once again criticized the
President's aerial inspectidn'plan, declaring that it had no
bearing on disarmament and that Western insistence on its
acceptance had brought dlsarmament negotiations to a stand-
st111., (Ltr, Bulganin to Bisenhower, 11 Sep 56, reproduced

as DPC Sect Note No. 88, R-1, no subj, 14 Sep 56, CCS 092
(4-14-45) BP pt 6.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

11 September 1956 -- President Eisenhower discussed Mr. Stassen's

disarmament proposals of 29 June 1956 at a White House con-
ference with Secretary Dulles, Secretary Wilson, Admiral
Radford, Admiral Strauss, Mr. Sherman Adams, Mr, Stassen,
Ambassador Peaslee, and Mr, William H. Jackson. At the con-
clusion of the meeting, the President directed that an
intensive interdepartmental review of the propcsals be under-
taken. He stressed the neced of making anotner approach to

the problems of limiting to "non-weapons purposes' the pro-
duction of fissionable materials and of limiting or halting
nuclear-weapons tests, both of these limitations conditional
6n the prior installation of effective reciprocal 1nspection
and detection systems. (Memo, Jackson to SecState et al.,
"U.S. Policy on Control of Armaments," 15 Sep 56; "Swmmary

of Conference at White House, September il, 1956," encl to
Memo, Jackson to SecState, et al., "U.S. Policy on Control of
Armaments," 18 Sep 55; "Working Paper in Relation tc Conference
with the President at 3:45 p.m., Tuesday, September 11, 1955,"
n.d. All in CJCS file, Disarmament (Misc Memos and Ltrs),
0CJCS files.) (TOR-SEERET)
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13 September 1956 -- In a memorandum forwarding to the participants

in the 11 September White House conference a summary of that
meeting, Mr. William H. Jackson stated that, after approving
the summary, the President had indicated that on further
reflection he had come to the view that the United States
could not actually undertake to disarm or to restrict arma-
ments in any major fields, except to Jjoin in "test or token
disarmament projects," without assured provision for aerial
inspection. (Memo, Jackson to SecState et al., "U.S. Policy
on Control of Armaments," 18 Sep 56, CJCS file, Disarmament
(Misc Memos and Ltrs), OCJCS files.) (TIORP—SEERET)

| 20 September 1955 -- The conference to discuss adoption of the

Statute of the International Atomic Energy Azency opened at
UN Headquarters in New York. In a welcominz speech to the
delegates of 81 nations, Admiral Strauss pointed out that
creation of the IAEA, among other things, would '"divert
important amounts of fissionable material from atomic bomb
arsenals to uses of benefit to mankind." (State Department
Bulletin, v. XXXV, no. 902 (8 oOct 56), pp. 535-537.)
(UNCLASSIFIED)

24 September 1956 -- In a major speech at the UN conference on the

International Atomic Energy Agency, US Representative James J,
- Wadsworth warned against weakening the provisions for
inspection and control contained in the draft Statute. He
also volced the hope of the US that nations with bilateral
agreements on nuclear energy would make such agreements

conform to the system of safeguards adopted by the IAEA.

In another speech to the conference, Georgl N. Zaroubin,

Soviet Ambassador to the US, denounced the safeguard provisions
of the draft Statute as infringements on the sovereignty of

nations receiving aid under the program. (New York Times,
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25 Sep 56, 1:4; Wadsworth text, State Department Bulletin,
v. XXXV, no. 902 (8 Oct 56), pp. 537-540.) (UNCLASSIFIED)
24 September 1956 -- In an aide-memoire replying to the US note of

15 August 1956, the Soviet Union agreed to discuss standard-
izing safeguards on the use of fissionable material provided
.for the atoms-for-peace program, but suggested discussing the
question in concert with those nations represented at the IAEA
conference as well as with other interested states. Moreover,
the USSR relterated its position that the questlion of extending
the IAEA system of safeguards to bilateral agreements should

be taken up after the Statute was ratified. (State Department
Bulletin, v. XXXV, no. 904 (22 Oct 56), p. 531.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

3 Qctober 1956 -- The Joint Chiefs of Staff commented on the State

Department proposal of 31 August 1956 that the US announce
unilaterally a one-year halt in tests of nuclear weapons with
a yield equivalent to 100 kilotons or more. 1In a letter

to the Secretary of Defense, they concurred fully with the
comments of the Deputy Secretary (see item of 7 September
1956) and concluded that the State Department proposal was

——

militarily unacceptable,

nd

\vMemo, JCS to

SecDef, "Limitations on Nuclear Testing,” 3 Oct 56, derived

fr Dec On JCS 1731/210, Rpt by JSPC, same subj and date, CCS
092 (4-14-45) sec 65.) (POP—SECRET - RESTRIOFED-DATH)




5 October 1956 -- President Eisenhower issued a statement on the

question of nuclear-Weapons tests in response to growing
public interest in this problem. Statements by Democratic
presicdential candidate Adlal Stevenson, calling for a halt
in nucleér tests, had served.to bring the question to the
forefront of public interest. The President declared that
"the testing of atomic weapons to date has been--and con-
tinues--an indispensable part of our defense program," but
that the US Government was feady "to restrict and control
botn the testing and the use of nuclear weapons under spe-
cific and supervised internationél disarmament agreement."
(DPC Sect Note No. 99, "President's October 5 Statement on
Tests," 6 Oct 56, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 7.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

12 October 1956 -- Italy concluded four days of aerial reconnais-

sance tests to demonstrate the effectiveness and value of
President Eilsenhower's '"open-skies" proposal. The Italian
Government later declared thét the tests, which included
aerial photography of Rome and other cities, proved the
workability of mutual air inspection. (State Department
Bulletin, v. XXXV, no. 905 (5 Nov 56), p. 715; Washington

Post and Times-Herald, 24 Oct 55, A2:1.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

17 October 1956 -- In another letter to President Eisenhower,

Premier Bulganin repeated his proposal of 11 September for
an immediate US-Soviet agreement to ban testing of atomic
and hydrogen weapons as a "first step toward the solution
of the problem of atomic weapons." Bulganin also accused
US Government officlals, particularly Secretary of State
Dulles, of "obvious distortion" in public statements on
Soviet disarmament policy., (Ltr, Bulganin to Eisenhower,
17 Oct 56, reproduced in DPC Sect Note No. 88, R-2, "Eisen-
hower-Bulganin Correspondence," 22 Oct 56, pp. 59-61, CCS
092 (4-14-45) BP pt 6.) (UNCLASSIFIED)
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21 Octcber 1956 -- Replying to Marshal Bulganin's letter of 17

October, President Elisenhower wrote the Soviet Premier that
halting nuclear-weapons tests, as well as other plans for
disarmament, required systems of inspection and control,
which the USSR had steadfastly refused to accept. However,
the President wrote, the US would "close no doors" and

wéuld "entertain and seriously evaluate all (disarmament]
proposals from any source which seem to have merit." At the
same time the President criticized portions of Premier
Bulganin's letter, including his reference to Mr. Dulles.
(Ltr, Eisenhower to Bulganin, 21 Oct 56, reproduced in DPC
Sect Note No. 88, R-2, pp. 63-64, CCS 092 (4-14-U45) BP pt £.)
(UNCLASSIFIED)

22 QOctober 1956 -- In response to Mr. Stassen's request of 7

September 1956 to the Secretary of Defense, the Joint Chiefs
of Staff informed Mr. Wilson that "the relationship between

armaments and manpOWfr cannot be realistically computed in

atAmin wesnAnmr !
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While the Joint Chiefs of Staff felt that reaching a
safeguarded agreement with the Soviet Union on disarmament
seemed all but a hopeless cause, they belleved that every
possible avenue that might precldde a surprise nuclear attack
on the US and its allies should be explored. Accordingly,
they suggested a possible apprpach to the disarmament
problem, but cautioned that in any disarmament agreement with
the USSR, the method of armaments reduction would be much

less important than the degree to which reductlions could be

verified.

The proposed "Armaments Control Plaﬁ“ consisted of three
phases. Phase I would include establishment of the organi-
zation required to implement the plan. The Executive
committee of this organization, consisting of the US, USSR,
UK, Canada, and France (and later Communist China) and
functioning initially outside the UN, would devise an
inspection plan, States participating in this plan would
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agree to halt transfers of nuclear-weapons delivery systems,
or parts of them, to other nations for a three-month period,
and would submit a complete set of military blueprints to

the Executive Committee. When this Committee had determined
that Phase I had been completed satisfactorily, Phase II
would begin and continue for about one year. During Phase II,
participating States would place 10 per cent of each type of
nuclear-weapons delivery system in "operational storage' in
the custody of the Executlve Committee. Aerial and ground
inspection to verify military blueprints would be conducted,
During this phase, however, limited modernization of weapons
delivery systems would be permitted. When Phase II was
completed to the satisfaction of the Executive Committee, the
third phase would begin. During Phase III, lasting approxi-
mately 18 months, an additional 15 per cent ol each type of
nuclear-weapons delivery system would be placed in
"operational storage." Active military forces would be
reduced to 2.5 million men each for the US and USSR, and
750,000 men each for the UK, France, apd Canada, and "excess"
conventional weapons would also be placed in "operational
storage." The Executive Committee would then evaluate
.progress to this point and determine subsequent procedures

or actions, (Memo, JCS to SecDef, "Control of Armaments,"

22 Oct 56, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 66, derived fr Dec On JCS
1731/211, Rpt by JSPC, same subj, 23 [sic] Oct 56, same file,
sec 65.) J[TOP=SEERET)

23 October 1956 -- In answer to increasing public agitation in

favor of halting nuclear-weapons tests, President Elsenhower
issued a "full and explicit review" of US "policies and
actions with respect to the development and testing of nuclear

weapons, . . . our efforts toward world disarmament, and our
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quest of a secure and Just peace for all nations." Declaring
that "the critical issue is not a matter of testing nuclear
weapons--but of preventing their use in nuclear war,'" the
President stated that: (1) the US had been unremitting in

its efforts for disarmament; (2) effective safeguards and
controls were essential to any disarmament program or for
halting nuclear-weapons tests, but the USSR had refused to
accept any dependable system of séfeguards; (3) the US was
consequently increasing its stockpile of nuclear weapons and
continuing their development as a deterrent to aggression;
(4) continuing testing at the present rate did not impair the
health of humanity; (5) tests enabled the US to reduce the
fallout of nuclear weapons and to develop defensive as well
as offensive weapons; (5) limiting testing to small fission
weapons would not prevent fallout from tests; (7) 1t was
impossible to be certain that all nuclear-weapons tests were
being detected, or, i1f a test were detected, to determine
immediately 1ts slze and character; (8) the US could suffer

a serious military disadvantage if the Soviet Union violated
a ﬁest ban, since, even if the US continued research and
preparation for testing, it would require at least a year

to organize and‘carry out a major test. The President con-
cluded that the US must continue nuclear-weapons tests while
at the same time maintaining its efforts to achieve, '"not

the illusion, but the reélity of world disarmament." (A copy
of the President's statement is filed as DPC Sect Note

No. 107, "Statement by the President," n.d., CCS 092
(4-14-45) BP pt 7.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

23 October 1956 -- The UN conference on the International Atomic

Energy Agency voted unanimously to adopt a revised Statute

establishing the IAEA. The Agency would begin formal
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negotiations after ratification of the Statute by 18 nations,
including at least three among the US, USSR, UK, France, and
Canada. The IAEA would help to provide fissionable material
and technical aid to nations seeking assistance 1n the nuclear
field. It could also assist in establishing factories for

- the manufacture of fissionable material for peaceful uses,
inspect these factories, establlsh standards of health and
safety, and make provisions against the diversion of

fissionable material to military uses. (New York Times,

o4 Oct 56, 1:1, text, 14:1-8 and State Department Bulletin,
v. XXXV, no. 908 (19 Nov 56), pp. 820-828. ) (UNCLASSIFIED)

26 October 1956 -- Representatives of 70 nations signed the

Statute for the IAEA at the conclusion of the UN conference
to establish the Agency. In a letter to the conference,
President Eisenhower promised US support of the IAEA, including
an irmediate grant of 5,000 kilograms of U-235 as well as
future grants of nuclear materials. (State Department
Bulletin, v. XXXV, no. 908 (19 Nov 56), pp. 813-815.)
(UNCLASSIFIED)

20 October 1956 -- In a letter to Mr. Staséen, the Secretary of

Defense concurred in the views of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
_(see item of 22 October) concerning Mr. Stassen's request

of 7 September 1956. Mr. Wilson forwarded the Armaments
Control Plan proposed by the Joint Chiefs. (N/H of JCS 1731/
211, "Control of Armaments," 20 Dec 56, CCS 092 (4-14-45)

sec 65.) 4{PeP—SECRET)

17 November 1956 -- Premier Bulganin wrote President Eisenhower

that, in the light of the attack on Egypt by Israel, Irance,
and the UK, the Soviet Government was calling on the govern-
ments of the world to unite their efforts to prevent war,

halt the arms race, and solve questions in dispute by peaceful
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means. To this end, Marshal Bulganin enclosed 2 major Soviet
disarmament proposal, copiesvof which he also sent to the

UK, France, and India. The Soviet proposal called for:

(1) A reduction over a two-year period of the armed forces

of the USSR, the US, and China to 1-1.5 million men, of the

UK and France to 750,000 mén, aﬁd of other states to 150,000-
200,000, During the first year, the USSR, US, and China would
reduce thelr forces to 2.5 million men, and the UK and France
would cut theirs to 750,000 men., (2) A halt in nuclear-weapons h

tests, to be followed, during the same two-year period, by a

tan on the production and use of nuclear weapons and the -

destruction of existing stocks. (3) A reduction during 1957
"under appropriate control" of foreign troops statioried in
Germany. (4) A reduction during 1957 of US, British, and
French troops stationed in NATO countries and of Soviet troops
stationed in Warsaw Pact countries. (5) The elimination
during the two-year period of foreign military bases on the
territories of other states. (&) & curtailment‘of military
expenditures, to correspond with other reductions during the
two-year period. (7) The establishment of "a strict and
effective international control" over these disarmament
measures. This control would include aerial inspection of
éufope for 800 kilometers on both sides of the line between
NATO countries and Warsaw Pact countries. (8) The conclusion
of a non-aggression paét among NATO and Warsaw Pact countries.

(9) A meeting of the heads of government of the USSR, US, UK

s

France, and India on the problem of disarmament. (New York
Times, 18 Nov 56, 1:8, text, 33:1-6, and also DPC Sect Note
No. 88, R-3 (rev), "Bulganin Letter of November 17," 20 Nev
56, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 6.) (UNCLASSIFIED)




17 November 1956 -- The Soviet Union carried out a successful

test of a nuclear weapon at a high altitude. The Soviet
announcement of the test came only a few hours after the

USSR's new disarmament proposal. (New York Times, 18 Nov 56,

1:7.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

21 November 1956 -- President Eisenhower, at a conference with

the Acting Secretary of State, the Secretary Qf Defense,

the Special Assistant for Disarmament, the Chalrman, Atomic
Energy Commission, and the Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff,
approved as national policy the final version of the proposals
made by Mr. Stassen on 29 June 1956, These proposals had -
undergone intensive review by the departments concerned after

the President's directive of 11 September 1950, The final
version omitted some of Mr. Stassen's original proposals and
changed the others in accordance with revisions agreed on by
State, Defense, AEC, and Mr, Stassen.

The approved policy provided that:

(1) The US should propose that after 31 December 1957 -
all new production of fissionable materials should be subject
to effective international inspection énd, when thils inspection
had been shown to be effective to the satisfaction of the US,
“should be used or stockpiled exclusively for "nbn-weapons
purposes" under international supervision,

(2) In studies under way concerning possible extension
of US-UK nuclear-weapons cooperation, the US should consider
the effect on the UK of UK adherence to an agreement based
on US disarmament policlies., Any arrangement for further
assistance of the UK in the nuclear-weapons field should be
specifically approved by the President,

(3) The US should propose that, upon implementation of

(1), above, step-by-step, "agreed, equitable, proportionate

-
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sransfers”" of fissionable materials to "non-weapons purposes"
should begin. The US should retain a very substantial nuclear
weapons capability in the early phases of this program.

() The US should express its willingness, contingent
upon agreement on an implementation of (1) and (3), above,
to agree to an international limitation or ban on nuclear-
weapons tests, under effective inspection. The US should
also propose that, pending such an agreement, nations holding
tests provide advance notice and permit limited international
observations of the tests.

(5) The US should propose international inspection of
and participation in all tests of outer-space missiles
[corrected, 5 December 1956, to "objects"].

(6) As a means of building international confidence and
good will, the US should continue negotlations for a system
of aerial inspection to be combined with ground control posts.

(7) The US should insist that all agreements be subject
to withdrawal upon notice of a major violation, and to
complete or partial suspension for lesser violations.

(8) The US should propose the progressive development
and installation of an inspection and control system, and

-should be willing to begin minor reductions of arms and armed
forces during the installation of this system. Such cuts
should not reduce US military strength below 2.5 million men.

(9) 1If the principal measures of the foregoing were
accepted by the USSR, the appropriate ones should be applied
to Communist China. The US should reserve the right to
terminate its disarmament commitments if this were not done,
(Annex to NSC Action No. 1553, 21 Nov 55, app to Memo,

SecDef to SecArmy et al., "U.S. Policy on Control of Armaments,"
18 Dec 56, encl to JCS 1731/214, Note by Secys, "Control of
Armaments (U)," 31 Dec 56, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 66.) (ToP
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_SEERTTT” (DPC Note No. 96, no subj, 27 Nov 56, same file,
BP pt 7.) (SEGREP(DPC Note No. 96, R-1, no subj, 5 Dec 50,
same file, BP pt 7.) (CONRIDENPIALY

27 November 1956 -- Norway proposed in the UN that all nations

be required to register in advance with the UN any planned
nuclear-weapons test expected to cause measurable, world
wide radioactive fall-out. This would be the first step
toward "early regulation and, if necessary, reduction' of

nuclear-weapons tests., (New York Times, 28 Nov 56, 11:1.)

(UNCLASSIFIED)

27 or 29 November 1956 -- The US presented an "Informal Memorandum'

to the UK on the subject of disarmament, in preparation fcr
the UN disarmament debate scheduled for January, 1957. The
memorandum, based on the statement of policy approved by the
President on 21 November 1956 and embodying many of its
points, outlined proposals for further joint action on dis-
armament negotiations, (Msg, SecState to USUN New York, 413,
7 Dec 56.) [(SEERET) (DPC Sect Note No. 123, "U.S.-U.K.
Consultation on Disarmament," 21 Dec 56, CCS 092 (4-14-45)

BP pt 7.) ASRCRET)

6-7 December 1956 -- Mr, Stassen and members of his committee held

. informal talks in Washington with UK representatives to
discuss the US "Informal Memorandum" (see above item).
Mr. Stassen told the British that the US desired to obtain
UK, French, and Canadian reaction to its proposals before
presenting them to the USSR or making them public. The
British objected to the proposed target date of 31 December
1957 for halting the production of fissionable materials
for weapons, They felt that this date was too early for the
UK to halt such production, but Mr. Stassen said that the

US was prepared to "discuss realistically [the] UK nuclear

]
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posture" if the USSR accepted the cut-off date. He pointed

out the necessity for setting a date early enough to prevent
development of nuclear weapons by states that did not already
possess them. (Msg, SecState to USUN New York, 413, 7 Dec 56.)

(SEERET)

7 Décember 1956 -- A special subcommittee of the President's

Special Committee on Disarmament Policy completed a draft
"Disarmament Treaty" and a dfaft statute for an international
"srmaments Regulation Agency." The draft treaty followed
closely the policy statement appfoved by the President on
21 November 1956. The draft statute, to be incorporated in
the treaty, while not a part of the 21 November decision, was
also an outgrowth of Mr., Stassen's proposals of 29 June 1956
and had been the subject of interdepartmental discussion.
It spelled out the organization and functions of the proposed
Lrmaments Regulation Agency. This Agency was to be "related
" in some way" to the UN and would include the US, USSR, UK, -
France, and Canada as original members to set up the Agency.
Its primary function would be to establish, contrecl, and
direct an effective international inspection system. (Memo,
SecDef to CJCS, "Disarmament," 20 Dec 56, encl to JCS 1731/213,
‘Note by Secys, same subj, 31 Dec 56, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 66,)
(SBERET)

7 December 1956 -- The US presented similar but not identical -

informal memoranda on the subject of disarmament to the
French and Canadians. The memoranda were patterned after

the one presented to the UK in late November but did not
include a specific date for halting the production of nuclear
materials for weapons. .(The memorandum presented to Canada

is reproduced as DPC Sect Note No. 117, no subj, 7 Dec 55,
CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 7.) (CONPE¥PENTIAL) (The memorandum



presented to France 1s reproduced as attachment to DPC Sect

Note No. 126, "U.S.-French Consultation on Disarmament,"

28 Dec 56, same file.) (SEGREF)

19 December 1955 -- Mr. Stassen and members of his committee held

an informal meeting in Washington with Canadian representatives
. on the subject of disarmament. In response to questions

about the US "Informal Memorandum" of 7 December, Mr, Stassen

said the note indicated matters which the US was "willing to

gzc forward on in advance of.major political settlements."

This country, he stated, would "take any step that moves

toward greater security, toward more assurance against great

surprise attack." On 4 January 1957, Mr. Stassen and Canadian

Ambassador Heeney again discussed the US memorandum. (DPC

Sect Note No. 122, no subj, 19 Dec 56, CCS 092 (4-1L-45) BP

pt 7; DPC Sect Note No. 131, "U.S.-Canadian Consultation,"

4 Jan 57, same file, BP pt 8; Msg, SecState to USUN New York,

451, 19 Dec 56.) LSEeRETY |

20 December 1956 -- The UN Disarmament Commission unanimocusly

adopted the Disarmament Subcommittee report of 4 May 1956,
Ambassador Lodge told the group that the US ncted "with some
hope" indications in the Soviet disarmament proposal of
17 November 1956 that the USSR was willing to consider
'aérial inspection "as a positive factor in the problem of
armaments." The US, he said, was prepared to renew its
efforts to reach "a sound, safeguarded agreement for the
reduction and regulation of armaments and armed forces."

(New York Times, 21 Dec 56, 1:7, 22:3; text, State Department

Bulletin, v. XXXVI, no. 916 (14 Jan 57), pp. 71-72.)
(UNCLASSIFIED)
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21 December 1956 -- At another meeting in Washington between US and

UK representatives, the British again questioned the US pro-
posal to set 31 December 1957 as a date for halting the
production of fissionable materials for weapons., Mr. Stassen
replied that it was necessary to set an early, specific date
to prevent nuclear-weapons production by a "fourth" nation

as well as to indicate the seriousness of the US intent to
brealkk the stalemate on disarmament. He admitted, however,
that the date cited was probably impossible of attainment.

In further discussion, Mr., Stassen declared that the "prime"
US consideration was that of improving the safeguards against
great suirprise attack. He expressed US willingness to "move
in any direction" to promote this end. (DPC Sect Note No. 123,

"U.S.-U.K. Consultation on Disarmament," 21 Dec 56, CCS 092
(4-14-45) BP pt 7.) (SEGREFr

28 December 1956 -- In Washington, US and French representatives

discussed the US "Informal Memorandum" of 7 December 195€,
IMr. Stassen attempted to clarify points on which the French
ralsed questions. The discussion was similar to those held
with the British and Canadians. (DPC Sect Note No. 126,

"U.S.-French Consultation on Disarmament," 28 Dec 55, CCS 092

-(4-14-45) BP pt 7.) (SBERETT

31 December 1955 -- In reply to Premier Bulganin's letter of

17 November 1956, President Eisenhower wrote that disarmament
negotiations in the UN seemed more likely to produce signifi-
cant results than the five-power heads-of-government conference
proposed by the Soviet Union. The President said that the

US was carefully studying the Soviet plan for limited aerial
inspection, as well as other disarmament proposals made by

the USSR. (Text reproduced in DPC Sect Note No. 112,, Add 1,
"Eisenhower Letter to Bulganin, 3 Jan 56, CCS 092 (4-14-45)

BP pt 7.) (UNCLASSIF;ED)
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2 January 1957 -- The UK and France replied to Premier Bulganin's

8-9

disarmament proposals of 17 November 1956, 1In separate notes
reflecting President Eisenhower's answer, Prime Minister Eden
and Premier Mollet stated that disarmament negotiations should
be continued in the UN rather than attempted at any heads-of-

- government conference. (NATO, NATO Letter, v. V, no. 2

(1 Feb 57), p. 4.) (UNCLASSIFIED)
January 1957 -- At the UN, Mr. Stassen and Ambassador Lodge

outlined for the Western members of the Disarmament Sub-
committee the US presentation to be given at the pending
disarmament talks. The Canadian, French, and UK delegations
expressed their satisfaction. (Msg, New York (Lodge) to
SecState, DELGA 454, 8 Jan 57.) -{GONFIBENPHAEF (Msg, New
York (Lodge) to SecState, DELGA 464, 9 Jan 57.) —SECREF;
(New York Times, 9 Jan 57, 7:2.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

10 January 1957 -- Ambassador Lodge discussed with Indian UN

representatives the presentation on disarmament planned by
the US. The Indians expressed their general agreement with

the US position. (Msg, New York (Lodge) to SecState, DELGA

L68, 10 Jan 57.) (CONRIDENTHAYL)

10 January 1957 -- In his State of the Union meséage to Congress,

President Eilsenhower expressed US willingness to "make any
reliable agreement which would reverse the trend toward ever
more devastating nuclear weapons; reciprocally provide against
the possibility of surprise attack; mutually control the outer
space missile and satellite development; and make feasible a
lower level of armaments and armed forces and an easier burden
of military expenditures." His mention of outer space
missiles and satellites in connection with disarmament was

the first public reference of this sort by any world states-

man. (New York Times, 11 Jan 57, 1:6-7; text, State Depart-

ment Bulletin, v. XXXVI, no. 918 (28 Jan 57), pp. 123-120.)
(UNCLASSIFIED) -

-
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11 January 1957 -- West German Chancellor Adenauer stated at a

news conference that Premier Bulganin's proposal of 17 November
1956 to reduce Western and Soviet troop strength in central
Europe would help to lessen European tenslons. Nevertheless,

. he said, a "general pacification" would not be possible until
thermonuclear weapons were '"really eliminated" under adequate

and effective control. (New York Times, 12 Jan 57, 1l:4,

13 Jan 57, 1:6, 4:5.) (UNCLASSIFIED)
11 January 1957 -- At the UN, Mr. Stassen and Ambassador Lodge

outlined the US position to Soviet representatives. The
Soviets declared their willingness to consider "all
constructive proposals." (Msg, New York (Lodge) to SecState,

484, 11 Jan 57.) (SEERETT

14 January 1957 -- The UN Political and Security Committee met to

consider the question cf disarmament. A new US five-point
disarmament plan was offered by Ambassador Lodge. The US
proposed that: (1) Beginning at an early date, all new pro-
duction of fissionable materials should be used or stock—'
piled exclusively for "non-weapons pufboses,” under effective
international inspection and supervision., (2) With this
achieved, nuclear test explosions should be limited and
ultimately banned. Pending this limitation, advance notice
and registration of all nuclear tests should be given.

(3) Armed forces should be progressively reduced to 2.5
million men for the US and USSR, and 750,000 men for the UK
and France., An aerial and ground inspection system should

be established concurrently to verify these reductions.

(4) Experiments on outer-space objects should be devoted
exclusively to peaceful and scientific purposes, under inter-

national inspection and participation. (5) A reliable
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inspection system should be progressively installed to
provide against the possibility of surprise attack.

In response to this, the Soviet representative, Vasily
V. Kuznetsov, repeated the Soviet proposals of 17 November
1956 and offered two draft resolutions. The first of these
called for an immediate cessation of nuclear-weapons tests;
the second was a resolution to call a special General Assembly

session on the question of disarmament. (New York Times,

15 Jan 57, 1:8; text, DPC Note No. 108, "Opening Statements
at First Committee," 18 Jan 57, CCS 092 (%-14-45) BP pt 7.)
(UNCLASSIFIED)

15 January 1957 -- At the UN disarmament talks, Commander Allan

Noble of the UK proposed that the Disarmament Subcommittee:

(1) study the problem of limiting and controllingvconventional
weapons, including long-range ballistic mlssiles and long-
range submarines; (2) search for mutually agreeable areas where
tests of control and inspection techniques could be under-
taken; and (3) investigate the possibility of agreeing on a
limitation of nuclear test explosions, either as part of a

disarmament plan or separately. (New York Times, 16 Jan 57,

3:1; text, DPC Note No. 109, "Opening Statement at First
. Committee," 18 Jan 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 7.)
(UNCLASSIFIED)

16 January 1957 -- Renzo Sawada, Japanese representative at the UN

disarmament talks, declared before the Political and Security
Committee that the UN should take direct action toward the
prohibition or limitation of nuclear-weapons tests. He said
such a move could be made by the General Assembly directly,
without prior action by the Disarmament Commission or its
subcommittee, since the question of halting or limiting

tests was not primarily a disarmament problem, Mr. Sawada
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stated that Japanese scientists did not agree with the US
and UK reports of 12 June 1956 that radiation from nuclear
tests, continued at the same rate as before, was not

dangerous to human health. (New York Times, 17 Jan 57, 2:3.)

- (UNCLASSIFIED)
18 January 1957 -- At the UN, Canada, Japan, and Norway introduced

a joint draft resolution calling for the establishment of a
system for the advance registration of nuclear test
explosions. (DPC Sect Note No. 148, "Report of the First
Committee with Reference Documents,'" 11 Feb 57, p. 2,

cCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 8.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

19 January 1957 -- The Soviet Union set off another nuclear

explosion, according to an announcement by AEC Chairman

Strauss. (New York Times, 21 Jan 57, 1:7.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

24 January 1957 -- At the UN Political and Security Committee,

the Soviet Union introduced a draft resolution to increase
the membership of the Disarmament Commission by adding Egypt,
India, Poland, and a Latin American country to that body, and
to invite the Commission to increase tﬁe membership of its
Subcommittee by adding India and Poland to it. (DPC Sect
Note No. 148, "Report of the First Committee with Reference
Documents," 1 Feb 56, p. 3, text, p. 109, CCS 092 (4-14-45)
BP pt 8.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

25 January 1957 -- After two weeks of disarmament talks, inter-

rupted briefly by UN debate on the Middle East situation,
the UN Political and Security Committee passed unanimously
(77-0-0) a draft resolution proposed on 24 January by twelve
nations (Australia, Brazil, Canada, E1 Salvador, France,
India, Japan, Norway, UK, US, USSR and Yugoslavia). This
resolution referred to the Disarmament Commission and 1its

Subcommittee, for "prompt attention,'" all proposals ar”

~ -
-
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resolutions made during the disarmament talks, as well as all
0ld proposals such as the.”open skies" plan and the ground
control-posts plan. The resolution also invited the Disarma-
ment Commission to consider recommending a special session
of the General Assembly or a general disarmament conference

- "at the appropriate time." (DPC Sect Note No. 148, "Report
of the First Committee witih Reference Documents,'" 11 Feb 57,
pp. 2-3, text, pp. 5-6, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 8; New York
Times, 26 Jan 57, 1:5.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

28 January 1957 -- The UN Political and Security Committee submitted ..

to the General Assembly a report on its disarmament talks
(14-25 January), and recommended adoption of the draft
resolution approved by the Committee on 25 January. (DPC
Sect Note No. 148, "Report of the First Committee with
Reference Docﬁments," 11 Feb 57, CCS 092 (L-14-45) BP pt 8.)
(UNCLASSIFIED)

30-=1 January 1957 -- In Washington, US and UK representatives

again discussed the problem of setting a date on which to

halt the production of fisslonable materials for weapons.
Secretary Dulles and Mr., Stassen restated the US position that
1t was necessary to set an early date in order to show good
féith and to forestall "fourth country" production of nuclear
weapons., UK Ambassador Caccia and UK UN representative Noble

pointed out that[:

:] They raised the question of US allocation to the
UK of fissionable materials, weapons, or designs. Mr. Stassen
explained that such allocations would depend on Presidential

or Congressional action.
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Tentative agreement was finally reached on a draft
proposal which, after approval by the US and UK Governments
and discussion with the French and Canadlans, could ultimately
be offered to the USSR. This proposal called for all future
production of fissionable materials to be used exclusively
for "non-weapons' purposes beginning one month after estab-
lishment of an effective inspection system to verify this
use., Technicians from thne five nations constltuting the UN
Disarmament Subcommittee (Canada, France, UK, US, and USSR)
would meet on 1 September 1957 to prepare the lnspectilon
system, and its installation would begin on 1 March 1958, or
as soon as possible thereafter upon ratification of the
necessary agreements., Mr, Stassen pointed out that Soviet
failure to send technicians to the proposed meeting in
September would indicate lack of good faith on thils question;
if the USSR did allow its representatives to attend, the UK
and US would still have time to explore other facets of the
problem. (DPC Sect Note No. 132, "U.S.-UK Consultation on
Disarmament," 30 Jan 57; DPC Sect Note.No. 140, same subj,

1 Feb 57; DPC Note No., 117, "Informal Draft Language,"
31 Jan 57. All in CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 8.) Lssc-ns@-a—
1 February 1957 -- In a statement issued by the Soviet Foreign

Minlstry, the USSR repeated the disarmament proposals advanced
bty Premier Bulganin on 17 November 1956, and deprecated the
replies made to these proposals by President Eisenhower

(31 December 1956) and Prime Minister Eden and Premier Mollet
(3 January 1957). The USSR accused the West of not desiring

to help solve the problem of disarmament. (New York Times,

2 Feb 57, 4:7; NATO, NATO Letter, v. V, no. 3 (1 Mar 57),

p. 4.) (UNCLASSIFIED)
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4 February 1957 -- In response to a request bty the Secretary of

Defense, the Joint Chiefs of Staff submitted their views on
certain problems that might arise in the preparation of a
draft disarmament treaty and statute (see item of 7 December
1956). The Joint Chiefs of Staff recommendated that, in con-
formance with the already stated US position on weapons
control, nuélear and conventional weapons and outer-space
objects should be considered together, and thelr control
incorporated into a single treaty. They stated further that
establishment of the disarmament organization as a specialized
agency of the UN would be acceptable. They declared that the
minimum fequirements for a comprehensive inspection and
control system remained the same as outlined by them on
19 October 1955, The 1955 plan did not consider the question
of outer-space objects, and they felt it was stlll too early
to attempt to develop a fool-proof inspection system for this
type of weapon. The Joint Chiefs of Staff also held that:
(1) Thé proposed military manpower limit of 2.5 million should
apply only to those forces in the active military establish-
ment. (2) Attempts should be made to limit forces other than
these but, in the absence of good faith, verification of their
| éize, type, and location was impossible, (3) Determination
of .allowed levels of conventional armaments was secondary to
controlling weapons systems capable of delivering surprise
nuclear attacks. The Joint Chiefs of Staff reaffirmed their
views of 22 October 1955 on determining levels of conventional
arms. (Memo, JCS to SecDef, "Disarmament (U)," 4 Feb 57,
CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 67, derived fr Dec On JCS 1731/215,
Rpt by JSSC, same subj, 4 Feb 57, same file, sec 66.)

{SEERET]
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7 February 1957 -- UK UN representative Noble informed Mr. Stassen

that his Government had accepted the draft proposal drawn up
at the Anglo-American talks on 30-31 January. The British
acceptance of this proposal to halt future production of
fissionable materials for weapons was made on the understanding
that the "implications'" for the UK weapons program would be
kept in the forefront of American thinking, and that, in the
event of Soviet acceptance, the US would negotiate with the

UK to ensure that adoption of the proposal would not prejudice
the development by the UK of nuclear weapons resources
adequate to its needs., (Ltr, Noble to Stassen, 7 Feb 57,
attachment to DPC Sect Note No. 144, no subj, 8 Feb 57,

CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 8.) (TQP SECRE®Y

7 February 1957 -- The Soviet Union proposed that a meeting of the

UN Disarmament Subcommittee, tentatively scheduled to be held
in London during March, be attended by the Foreign Ministers

of the five member nations. (New York Times, 8 Feb 57, 1:7.)

(UNCLASSIFIED)

8 February 1957 -- At further disarmament talks in Washington

between US and Canadlan officials, Mr.-Stassen further
clarified the US position., Ambassador Heeney presented two
Canadian memoranda. The first was a proposed Western state-
ment on disarmament, following generally the five-point plan
presented by the US at the UN (see item of 14 January 1957);
the second outlined a "first stage" disarmament plan,
including an inspection system. (DPC Sect Note No. 145,
"U.S.-Canadian Consultation on Disarmament," 8 Feb 57; DPC
Sect Note No. 146, "Canadian Memoranda of February 8, 1957,"
11 Feb 57. Both in CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 8.) [SEERET)

14 February 1957 -- The UN General Assembly unanimously adopted

the draft resolution approved by the Political and Security
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Committee on 25 January 1957. The General Assembly set
18 March as the date for the London meeting of the Disarmament

Subcommittee. (New York Times, 15 Feb 57, 2:3.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

20 February 1957 -- In connection with earlier studies of the

question of using military-manpower levels as a basis for
establishing arms limitations (see item of 22 October 1956),
Mr. Stassen requested Department of Defense comment on a
specific weapons-per-man formula he proposed to use as a
basis for consﬁltation with the UK, France, and Canada during
the scheduled London disarmament meeting. The formula he
described was restricted to conventional weapons and equipment,
(Ltr, Stassen to SecDef, 20 Feb 57, App to Memo, SecDef to
cJCS, "Disarmament (U)," 28 Feb 57, encl to JCS 1731/218,
Note by Secys, same subj, 1 Mar 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45)

sec 67,) _(SEGRET)

23 February 1957 -- Following a brief conversation held earlier

in the month between Mr. Stassen and French Ambassador

Alphand on the forthcoming London disarmament talks, the
French Embassy forwarded two short memoranda to the Presldent's
Special Committee on Disarmament. The first of these outlined
a possible sequence for implementation of the US disarmament
proposals; the second defined areas of study to be examined
foior to the establishment of an inspection and control
system, (DPC Sect Note No. 147, "U.S.-French Consultation

on Disarmament," 11 Feb 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 8.)
(SEERET) (DPC Sect Note No. 152, no subj, 25 Feb 57, same
file, BP pt 8.) (OFFICIAL USE ONLY) |

1 March 1957 -- President Eisenhower directed that henceforth the

President's Special Committee on Disarmament would be
subordinate to policy directives from the Secretary of State.

Mr. Stassen continued as Special Assistant to the Pres.dent.
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with Cabinet status. (New York Times, 2 Mar 57, 1:3.)

, (UNCLASSIFIED)
S March 1957 -- Mr. Stassen informed UK UN representative Noble

that the US accepted the formula, tentatively adopted at the
Anglo-American talks of 30-31 January, for halting the pro-
. duction of fissionable materials for weapons. (Ltr, Stassen

to Noble, 5 Mar 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 67.) (SBERETT

5 March 1957 -- In a memorandum to the Secretary of Defense

commenting on Mr. Stassen's memorandum of 20 February, the
Joint Chiefs of Staff reiterated their earlier view (see item
of 22 October 1956) that, regardless of the method employed

to control armaments, 'there is no tangible relationship
between military manpower and those atomic capable dellvery
systems which would be used in a massive surprise attack."
They noted that while Mr. Stassen had classified the weapons
ne listed as conventicnal, many had a dual conventional/atomic
capability. They also pointed out that Mr. Stassen's proposal
was contrary to the advice of ‘the Defense Department and was
"unsound and dangerous." The Joint Chiefs of Staff urged

that Mr. Stassen be requested not to use his proposed approach
at the London disarmament talks, and that the matter be
resclved by the National Security Council at its meeting on
’6~March, when Mr, Stassen was scheduled to outline his
proposed courses of action for the London meeting., (Memo,

JCS to SecDef, "Disarmament (U)," 5 Mar 57, derived fr Dec

On JCS 1731/219, Rpt by JSPC, same subj and date, CCS 092

(4-14-45) sec 67.) (TOP-SEGREPY

& March 1957 -- The National Security Council noted and discussed

a presentation by Mr., Stassen on a proposed US position for
the forthcoming London disarmament talks. The President stated
that: (1) the US position at these talks should be based

solely on previously approved national policy; (2) the US

-
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presentation at London should not modify or add to this
policy without prior approval of the President; and (3) when
material presented at tihis NSC meeting, concerning inspection
systems or disarmament treatles, was used in discussions with
other nations, it should be presented on a restricted,

personal, and unofficial basis.. (NSC Action No. 1675,

& Mar 57, CXE files.) —SOP—SEERETY

8 March 13957 -- The Soviet Union exploded anotaer nuclear bomb,

according to an AEC announcement. (New York Times, 10 Mar 37,

1:8.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

12 March 1957 -- Deputy Secretary of Defense Robertson, replying

to Mr. Stassen's letter of 20 February on arms-manpower
ratios, stated that the subject was still under consideration
within the Defense Department} He requested that, at the
London disarmament talks, Mr. Stassen neither advance the
figures contained in his letter nor concur in figures pro-
posed by any other delegation. (Ltr, Robertson to Stassen,
12 Mar 57, encl "A" to JCS 1731/219, Note by Secys,
"Disarmament (U)," 1 Apr 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 67.)
—FOP—SECRETY

18 March 1957 -- At a Western four-power meeting preceding the

opening of the London disarmament conference, Mr, Stassen
.outlined to the British, French, and Canadian delegates an
"informal exploration'" by the US Government of limited zones
of aerial inspection that might be proposed as the first
step in a progressive inspection system. He emphasized that
he was presenting only a concept, not a firm US position.
Mr. Stassen's proposal had been discussed within the State
Department and was evidently intended as a counter-proposal
to the Soviet aerial inspectlon offer made initially on

17 November 1957.
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The zones of inspection described by Mr. Stassen included
areas of Europe and the Far East. The European zone was a
cone-shaped area extending from the North Pole to Latitude
45 degrees North, between Longitudes 5 and 30 degfees East.
This included Scandinavia; central Europe as far south as
northern Rumania, Yugoslavia, énd Italy; a slice of eastern
France, Belgium, and Holland; and a section of the Soviet
Union just west of the Leningrad-Kiev-Odessa line., The Far
East zone was another cone-shaped area between Longitudes
150 degrees East and 120 degrees West, bounded on the south
by Latitude 45 degrees North., This zone included part of
Siberia, all of Alaska, part of Western Canada, and a small
portion of the states of Washington and Oregon. These aerial
inspection zones did not include Washlngton, D.C., London,
Paris, or Moscow, but, as Mr, Stassen explained, covered
major bases of concentration for surprise attaclk. The other
Western delegates showed keen interest in the plan. (Msg,

London (Whitney) to SecState, 4972, 19 Mar 57, DA IN 5757
(22 Mar 57).) ASEGRETT

18 March 1957 -- The UN Disarmament Subcommittee began new dis-

cussions in London of the major Western and Soviet proposals,

In a general statement of the US position, Mr., Stassen raised

several points which he sald he was offering for discussion,
and not as official US proposals. First, he asked for con-
firmation of the force-level figures previously discussed as
a first-step reduction of armed forces (US and USSR, 2.5
million; UK and France, 750,000) and suggested that these
levels be achieved, under effective inspection, within
twelve months after the entry into force of a disarmament
agreement. Next, he offered three possible approaches to

the question of reducing armaments: (1) reduction in the
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"maior categories of arms" by absolute amounts; (2) reduction
on the basis of manpower levels; and (3) reduction by a fixed
percentage, perhaps 1C per cent, in each major category of
weapons, by every nation within twelve months after ratifi-

- cation of an agreement. Methods of accomplishing arms
reduction might include destruction under international
observation or delivery to an international inspection depot

for storage and preservation. Mr., Stassen also referred to

the question of cuts in military budgets and suzgested a

10 per cent reduction within one year after ratification of -

an agreement.

Soviet representative Zorin, .in his opening statement,
repeated earlier Soviet proposals, including those of
17 November 1955, However, he laid further stress on pro-
hibiting the stationing of "atomic military formations" at
foreign bases, and advanced a newAproposal for the elimination
of guided missiles with nuclear warheads. (Msg, London
(Whitney) to SecState, 4973, 19 Mar 57, DA IN 5756.) (SBeREL).
(New York Times, 19 Mar 57, 10:3; text of Zorin's speech,

DC/SC.1/49, "USSR: Proposal on the Reduction of Armaments
« « . ," 18 Mar 57, cCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 8.) (UNCLASSIFIED)
20 .March 1957 -- The Secretary of Defense replied to Mr. Stassen's

memorandum of 20 February 1957 in a letter reflecting the

views of the Joint Chiefs of Staff of 5 March 1957 as well

as their statement of 22 October 1956. He urged that the
question of establishing an arms-manpower ratlio as a basis

for determining armament levels be referred to the National
Security Council before Mr, Stassen explained his views on

this matter to other Western delegates at the London disarma-
ment conference. (Ltr, SecDef to Stassen, 20 Mar 57, encl "p" to
N/H of JCS 1731/219, 1 Apr 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 67.)
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o4 March 1957 -- In a communique 1ssued at the close of their

conference at Bermuda, President Eisenhower and Prime Minister
Macmillan announced that the US and UK would voluntarily

limit nuclear-weapons testing in order to reduce the dangers
of radiation. They appealed to the USSR to exercise a

similar restraint. Pointing out that there was no sure way

of detecting tests, the two leaders offered to register tests
in advance and to permit 11mited international observatiocn

of them if the Soviet Union would do the same. The communique
also announced that the US would make availabtle to the UK

certain guided missiles. (New York Times, 25 Mar 57, 1:8;

text, State Department Bulletin, v. XXXVI, no. 928 (8 apr 57),
pp. 561-562.) (UNCLASSIFIED) ‘

26 March 1957 -- A Soviet Foreign Ministry spokesman reiterated

the Soviet proposal for a ban on nuclear-weapons tests, but
said that the USSR was prepared to agree to a temporary
cessation of tests, His statement, mirroring remarks in the
Soviet press, criticized the Bermuda Conference communigue
and blamed the West for failure to reach agreement on halting

tests. (New York Times, 27 Mar 57, 1:5.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

27 March 1957 -- After several days of discussion at the UN Dis-

‘armament Subcommittee meeting, the members agreed on a

sequence of topics to be discussed. In order to avoid
dissolution of the conference over a procedural matter, the
Western delegates acceded to Soviet insistence that the

question of nuclear tests be taken up first. The agenca,

as adopted, was as follows: (1) nuclear tests; (2) conventional-
weapons disarmament; (3) nuclear-weapons disarmament; (&) inter-
national control organization; (5) missiles; (€) zones of arms
limitation and inspection; and (7) other matters. (Mszs, London
(Whitney) to SecState, 5211, 27 Mar 57, DA IN 7402 (28 Mar 57),
and 5213, 27 Mar 57, DA IN 7259 (28 Mar 57).) (SEERET)
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28 March 1957 -- The UN Disarmament Subcommittee opened discussions

on the broblem of nuclear-weapons tests. Ih a general
exposition of US policy on this question, Mr, Stassen saild
that the US, under appropriate conditions, would be willing
to join with other nations to halt, 1limit, suspend, or
register and observe nuclear tests, These "appropriate
conditions" included: (1) a disarmament agreement that would
decrease the danger of greét surprise attack or of the out-
break of war; (2) a halt in the manufacture of nuclear weapons;
and (3) the solution of technical problems in the detection
of nuclear-test explosions. As a means of resolving the
question of whether or not tests could always be detected,
Mr. Stassen suggested US-USSR technical talks on methods of
detection. He asked if the USSR would be willing to provide
the Subcommittee with the date and location of all nuclear-
weapons tests conducted by the Soviets in the previous two
years. Mr. Stassen repeated the statements made in the
Bermuda Conference communique (24 March 1957) on limiting and
registering tests, and said these would constitute US policy
until the "appropriate conditions" he had outlined were
fulfilled. He concluded by inviting consideration of the
possibility of establishing a control gfoup, under a general
disarmament agreement, to consist of the members of the Dis-
armament Subcommittee and others. This control group, on the .
unanimous vote of the five Subcommittee members, could
determine the proper moment to end or to place a limitation
on tests,

Mr. Zorin followed with a general statement of Soviet
views. 1ills statement was a repetition of earlier Soviet

arguments and contained no new elements. (Msg, London
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(Whitney) to SecState, 5241, 28 Mar 57, DA IN 7689 (29 Mar 57).)
(SEERETT” (New York Times, 29 Mar 57, 1:7.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

1 April 1957 -- The State Department criticized the suggestion made

by Mr. Stassen at the 28 March meeting of the Disarmament
Subcommittee that the US and USSR hold technical discussions

on the means of detecting nuclear-test explosions. The Depart-
ment pointed out that any such talks, if they were to be
meaningful, might risk revealing details of US weapons and
intellligence, Furthermore,vit explained, the reference in

the Bermuda Coriference communique to the technical difficulties
of detecting test explosions was not intended to imply that
these difficulties had the same weight as other policy
objections to a test-limitation agreement at thils time. Mr.
Stassen was cautioned to avoid any discussion of technical

data or of a meeting of technicians. (Msz, SecState to

London, 6891, 1 Apr 57.) (SESRET)

3 April 1957 -- The UN Disarmament Subcommittee concluded its

initial discussion of nuclear-weapons tests. During the week
of talks, the Western and Scviet positions had remained sub-
stantially unchanged, although the announcement by the USSR
(26 March) of Soviet willingness to agree to a temporary
cessation of tests represented a slight shift in the Soviet
'stand. The Western delegates, however, while willing to
register tests and allow limited international observation,
held to the point that any halt in testing should be linked
to a cessation, under effective control, of the production
of fissionable material for weapons. Paralleling the talks
in the Subcommittee, the Western members held frequent
conferences aimed at achieving a unified position.

The Disarmament Subcommittee now turned to a consideration

of the next item on its agenda, the question of disarmament
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in the area of conventional weapons. (Msg, London (Whitney)
to SecState, 5793, 24 Apr 57, DA IN 15318 (25 Apr 57),

CCS 092 (L4-14-45) sec 58.) {SEeRPT) (Msgs, London (Whitney)
to SecState, 5253, 29 Mar 57, DA IN 7950 (30 Mar 57); 5285,

30 Mar 57, DA IN 8157 (31 Mar 57); 5283, 30 Mar 57, DA IN 8233
(31 Mar 57); 5307, 1 Apr 57, DA IN 8784 (3 Apr 57); 5313,

1 Apr 57, DA IN 8644 (2 Apr 57); 5354, 2 Apr 57, DA IN 9060

(5 Apr 57); 5357, 2 Apr 57, DA IN 8971 (3 Apr 57); 5362,

2 Apr 57, DA IN 8904 (3 Apr 57); 5393, 3 Apr 57, DA IN 9292,
(4 Apr 57).) _(SEERPT) (Msgs, London (Whitney) to SecState,
5254, 29 Mar 57, DA IN 7845 (30 Mar 57); 5308, 1 Apr 57,

DA IN 8700 (2 Apr 57).) (LQUEIDENPIAE)

4 ppril 1957 -- A British White Paper outlined a new defense policy

for the UK. Admitting that there was no longer any means of
providing adequate protection for the UK against an attack
with nuclear weapons, theWhite faper stated that henceforth
the nation would rely on the deterrent effect of nuclear bombs
and ballistic misslles to prevent attack. The nation's armed
forces would be sharply reduced until, by the end of 1952,
they would total only 375,000 men., Oderseas garrisons would
be cut and the defense of overseas bases assigned to an air-
bprne strategic reserve force based in the UK. The Royal
Navy would also be reduced to a number of small naval groups
built around aircraft carriers. Also, the strength of the
Royal Air Force's Fighter Command would be decreased, and
eventually fighters would be replaced by a ground-to-air
guided missile system, Ballistic miésiles wlth nuclear war-

heads would eventually replace bombers., (New York Times,

5 Apr 57, 1:8; text, DPC Sect Note No. 158, "British White
Paper on Defense," 9 Apr 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 8.)
(UNCLASSIFIED)
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8 April 1957 =- On the third day of the UN Disarmament Subcommittee's

discussion of conventional-weapons disarmament, Mr. Stassen
presented the US position on the question. He noted that
Soviet statements since 18 March indicated an apparent
acceptance by the USSR of initial reductions to the 2.5-million
- level for armed forces, witn a‘corresponding reduction of
"major armaments” and military expenditures. He stated tﬁat
he was theraefore willing to recommend to the US Government
that a disarmament treaty should include a provision for an
additional cut of 15 percent in "major armaments," to be under-
taken if first-step reductions were successfully and satis-
factorily carried out. This further cut would be accomplished
by placing the weapons in international depots, as suggested
in his speech of 18 March. The suggestion that the US might
be willing to undertake an additional 15 percent reduction
was the first such statement made in the Disarmament Sub-
committee ty a US representative in the three years the Sub-
cormittee had been in existence. Mr, Stassen's statement,
based generally on the Armaments Control Plan proposed by the
Joint Chiefs of Staff on 22 October 1é56, had been outlined
earlier to the other Western powers and was aimed at answering
Soviet questions about what would follow first-step cuts,
and at eliciting a Soviet reaction. (Msgs, London (Whitney)
to SecState, 5470, 8 Apr 57, DA IN 10419 (9 Apr 57); 5475,
8 Apr 57, DA IN 10527 (9 Apr 57).) A{SEGRE®F (New York Times,
9 Apr 57, 1:8.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

9 April 1957 -- Having obtained the support of the UK, France, and

Canada, Mr. Stassen informally outlined to Soviet renresenta-
tive Zorin the aerial inspection zones he had described to the
Western delegates on 18 March. For the Far East, however, he

offered two alternative zones., The first was the one he had

-
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1aid before the Western delegates on 18 March; the second was
Smaller, extending from Longitﬁde 160 degrees East to Longitude
140 degrees West, and did not take 1in the areas of Canada,
Oregon, and Washington included in the first. Mr. Zorin
replied by stressing the point that the USSR's aerilal inspection
proposal of 17 November 1956 was an important concession to
the US insistence on aerial inspection, tut that this offer
had included only central Eufope, and that the Soviet Union
was not thinking of including areas of Siberla and Alaska.

He said, however, that tihe USSR would study Mr. Stassen's
proposal. (Msgs, London (Whitney) to SecState, 5501, 9 ipr 57,
DA IN 10928 (10 Apr 57); 5752, 19 Apr 57, 5015, 3 May 57.)

(SECRETT

11 April 1957 -- At a luncheon meeting of tie US and Soviet

delegations in London, the Soviets stated that, in view of
US opposition to their earller proposals (see item of

17 November 1956) for the elimination of foreign military
bases on the territory of other states and of all nuclear
weapons, the USSR no longer regarded these prcposals as
essential requirements for a limited agreement on the
reduction and control of armaments. The Soviet representatives
alsoc stated that, while the idea of complete aerial photo-
graphy of the USSR was as yet unacceptable, the Soviet Union
was ready to agree to the "partial installation" of aerial
inspection and photography, under a limited agreement. The
Soviet delegation also felt tnat sufficient progress was
being made to render worth while a continuation of the dis-
armament conference after Easter. (Msg, London (Whitney)

to SecState, 5574, 12 Apr 57, DA IN 11843 (13 Apr 57).)




12 April 1957 -- The Disarmament Subcommittee turned to the

question of nuclear-weapons disarmament. In a complete
presentation of the US position on this subject, Mr. Stassen
outlined the proposal, drafted at the Anglo-American talks

in Washington on 30-31 January 1957, for halting the pro-
duction of fissionable materials for weapons. He emphasized
the necessity for the establishment of a "satisfactorily
functioning" inspection and control system as a first step
in the implementation of any agreement to cease production.
French representative Moch stated that 1f no agreement were
reached,France mignt have to develop her own nuclear weapons.

(Msg, London (Whitney) to SecState, 5593, 12 April 1957.)

LsBerET)

13 April 1957 -- The US Delegation in London recommended to the US

Government that, in order to prevent the acquisition of
nuclear weapcns by nations not already possessing them, the

US should agree to a limited suspension of nuclear and thermo-
nuclear tests, The US should take this step only after
adoption of an international treaty that: (1) established, to
US satisfaction, effective international control of atomic
weapons; (2) included the commitment to stop producing
nuclear materials for weapons and to begin transfers to
peaceful purposes "along the lines of U.S. policy";

(2) included the "beginnings" of arms reductions, including
"nuclear delivery capabilities", and of reductions of armed
forces and military expenditures, under inspection "along

the lines of US policy"; and (4) included the "beginnings"

of aerlal inspection, a commitment to expand it progressively,
and improved safeguards against surprise attack. The agree-
ment to suspend nuclear tests should be effective on 1 August
1958, or as soon thereafter as the arms-control treaty entered

into force, and should provide for a twelve-month suspension



of tests, to be verified by the control organ., It shculd

also include a provision that during this twelve-month pericd
further agreements on continuing, limiting, or halting the
suspension could be reached by a unanimous vote of the members
of the control organ. (Msg, London (Whitney) to SecState,
5810, 13 Apr 57, DA IN 12222 (14 Apr 57), CCS 092 (4-14-45)

sec 68.) [(SEGRET]

15 April 1957 -- In answer to Soviet questlons at the Disarmament

Subcommittee meeting, Mr. Stassen stated that, while the US

was unwilling to agree to the complete elimination of nuclear

weapons or an unconditional ban on their use at this time, the

US would go along with some formula limiting the employment of

nuclear weapons to uses consistent with the United Nations

Charter. (Msg, London (Whitney) to SecState, 5548, 15 Apr 57.)
Asaermrr——

16 April 1957 -- The Soviet Union, according to an announcement by

the Atomic Energy Commission, set off one of the largest

nuclear explosions in 1its current series. This explosion
followed other tests on 3, 6, 10 and 12 April, and was the
twenty-third Soviet nuclear test publicized by the United

States since September, 1949. (New York Times, 19 Apr 57,

1:5.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

16 April 1957 =-- At the Disarmament Subcommittee meeting, Mr. Zorin

criticized Mr., Stassen's proposal of 12 April to halt the
production of fissionable materials for weapons. He asserted
that under this proposal nuclear weapons could still be manu-
factured or modernized from previously manufactured fissionable
materials. (Msg, London (Whitney) to SecState, 5687, 15 Apr 57.)

(SEeRETT

16 April 1957 -- After the Disarmament Subcommittee meeting, the

US and Soviet delegations held a lengthy bilateral discussion.

Mr. Zorin stated that US overseas bases and the possibility

-
-
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that the US might give nuclear weapons to states around tne
Soviet Un’on constituted a threat to the USSR. Mr. Stassen
explained that these bases were c¢afensive, and that JS law
pronibited delivery of US nuclear weapons tc other states.
Mr. Zorin suggested that the reduction of US and Soviet forces
in Europe could lead to a solution of political problems, but

- Mr. Stassen reiterated the US position that these problems
should not be discussed within the Disarmament Subcommittee.
(Msg, London (Whitney) to SecState, 5700, 17 Apr 57.) (SEoRa®y

17 April 1957 -- The Disarmament Subcommittee turned to the question

of an international control organization to be set up as part
of a disarmament agreement. Mr. Stassen proposed that the UN
establish a central agency composed of the five mémbers of
the Disarmament Subcommittee and nine additional states to be
eleéted by the countries signing the dlsarmament treaty. The
fourteen-member control agency would meet to dlscuss problems
arising under the treaty, and would supervise the inspection
service set up to insure conformance with the treaty. (Msg,
London (Whitney) to SecState, 5716, 17 Apr 57.) kol
(New York Times, 18 Apr 57, 2:3.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

18 April 1957 -- Soviet representative Zorin stated at the London

disarmament conference that it would be premature to consider
the detalls of a control system before a general disarmament
agreement was worked out., Otherwise, he said, the control
system might become a cover for espionage. Referring to the
USSR proposal of 17 November 1956 for a European aerial
inspection zone, he said the zone should be limited in the
north to an area within 800 kilometers on either side of the
points of contact between East and Yest in Germany, and should
extend south into Albania and Italy. Mr. Stassen replied that
the United States regarded this zone as insufficient for the
beginning of aerial inspection, but said that the Soviet pro-

posal had opened the way for further negotiation., At the close

- 60 -

R B




of the day's meeting, the Disarmament Subcormittee recessed
until 24 April. (Msg, London (Whitney) to SecState, $5730,

13 Apr 57.) (SEcRP?)

20 April 1957 -- Initial staff level views of the Defense Depart-

ment concerning the proposal of the US Delegation !n London
(see item of 13 April) were forﬁulated. The Department felt
that the proposal represented "a major change from existing
U.S. policy" in that it accepted a test limitation in advance
of other measures necessary to national security. The Depart-
ment believed that favorable consideration might be given to
US agreement to a limited treaty, provided prior agreement were
reached to establish an effective control system, including
both air and ground inspection. The limited treaty should
contain: (1) a listing of the specifications of the control
system as applied to each of the commitments in the treaty;
(2) a commitment to halt production of nuclear materials for
weapons "in strict accord with U.S. policy stated in the Annex
to NSC Action 1553"; (3) a commitment to transfer previously
manufactured nuclear materials from weapons stockpiles to "non-
weapons' uses, in accordance with the same US policy; (4) a
commitment to suspend nuclear tests for a twelve-month period,
gffective on the date when the stationing of inspection forces
and the initilation of their activities indicated that (2) and
(3), above, had come into effect; (5) a provision that during
the period of test suspension a new agreement on tests would
be ratified or the suspension would automatically terminate;
and (6) a commitment to reduce armed forces to the levels
previously agreed to by the US, and to reduce armaments "on

an appropriate and equitable basis," These Defense views

were circulated as an addendum to a DPC paper. -(DPC Scct

Note 139, Add 1, "Defense Position on Test Limitations,"

9 May 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 9.) Lomamer)

- -




T O P e

20 April 1957 -- In a letter tc Prime Minister Macmillan, Scviet

Premier Bulganin proposedi (1) a ban, even if only temporary,
on nuclear-weapons tests, to be adopted independently of any
general disarmament agreement; (2) the conclusion of a
European collective security tfeaty, as well as a non-aggres-
sion pact between the NATO and Warsaw Pact nations; and (3)
discussion of a plan, first proposed by former Prime Minister
Eden at the Geneva Conference in July 1955, for the establish-
ment of demilitarized zones in Europe, and for the setting up
of areas in which armaments would be limited. (EEE York
Times, 24 Apr 57, 1:1, 25 Apr 57, 1:7, text, 4:1-8.)

( UNCLASSIFIED)

25 April 1957 -- The London disarmament conference resumed meeting,

a day later than planned, and began a discussion of means of
controlling missiles and outer-space objects. In a general
restatement of US policy, Mr. Stassen called for inter-
national inspection of and participation in all tests of
outer-space objects., He emphasized the importance of achiev-
ing early control over missiles and rockets. Soviet repre-
sentative Zorin called for coupling missile control with a
ban on nucléar weapons, and said that the general discussion
éhbuld be expanded to include all missiles, rockets, and
~atomic artillery. (Msg, London (Whitney) to SecState, 5816,
25 Apr 57.) (SECRE#®) (New York Times, 26 Apr 57, 6:2.)
( UNCLASSIFIED)

26 April 1957 -- At a meeting between the Soviet and US delega-

tions to the London disarmament conference, Mr. Zorin stated
that while no comprehensive arms agreement seemed to be
forthcoming from the arms taiks, the USSR was prepared to
consider a partial agreement on three basic items: (1) re-

ductions in conventional forces and arms, (2) nuclear

e -
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weapons, and (3) an internatiocnal control organ. He then

nanded US representatives a lengthy aide-memoire outlining

the Soviet position. The aide-memoire was for the most part

a summary and repetition of earlier Soviet proposals--a ban
on nuclear weapons, reduction 6f armed forces 1n two stages,
and a system of ground control posts for disarmament--but it
also included a new idea for aerial inspectlion. The new
Soviet proposal, a radical departure from the previous USSR
positions, was offered in answer to Mr. Stassen's informal
proposal of 9 April., It called for aerlal inspectlon of two
large zones, including most of Europe, all of Alaska, a large
segment of the western United States, the western edge of the
USSR, and eastern Siberia; The boundaries of the European
inspection zone were: Longitude 25 degrees East, a line
through western USSR five degrees west of the line proposed
by Mr. Stassen; Latitude 54 degrees North, running along the
north German border and eliminating the Scandinavian and
Arctic portions of Mr, Stassen's proposal; Latitude 39
degrees, 38 minutes North, running through the southernmost

point of Albania, and more than five degrees south of the

Stassen proposal; and the Zero meridian, running through

London and western PFrance, five degrees west of the line
suggested by Mr, Stassen. The other Soviet inspectlon zone
also excluded the Arctic area proposed by Mr, Stassen, but
includec all of the Soviet Par East to the east of Longitude
108 degrees East, all of Alaska, and all of the United States
west of Longitude 90 degrees West, the St. Louis-Memphis line.
To supplement these aerial inspection zones, the Soviet Union
proposed that ground control points be established in the
eastern United States, in the western part of the USSR. and

in all countries that were members of NATO or the Warsaw
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Pact. (Msgs, London (Whitney) to SecState, 5233, 26 april
57; 5847, 27 Apr 57.) (SEGRE®) (Text, Msg, London (Whitney)
to SecState, 5845, 26 Apr 57, DA IN 16077 (27 Apr 57) CCS
092 (W=-14-45) sec 68; and also DPC Note No. 137, "Soviet
Aide Memoire of April 26," 29 Apr 57, same file, BP pt 9.)

(CONBISENBIRT)

27 April 1957 -- The heads of thé US and USSR disarmament delega-

tions in London discussed the Soviet offer of 26 April. Mr,
Stassen, who belleved that the USSR's proposal indicated a
serious Soviet intent to negotiate a partlal agreement, never-
theless ralsed several U.S. ébjections, many of which had
been expressed before in response to earlier Soviet proposals.
He told Mr. Zorin that: (1) the Soviet proposal to ban nuclear
weapons was stlll unacceptable, since the US refused to

commit itself to refrain from using these weapons to counter
aggression agalnst 1ts vital 1nterests; (2) the Soviet plan
did not contribute to a solution of the "fourth country"
problem, but the US proposal to halt production of nuclear
weapons might be the answer; (3) such a halt in production
should not, as the Soviets proposed, be tied in with a ban on
‘nuclear weapons; (4) the aerial inspection zones proposed by
the USSR would give the Soviet Union a great advantage over
the West; (5) the question of reducing forces stationed in
Germany, as proposed by the USSR, would raise political issues
and make & partial agreement mofe difficult to reach; and

(6) the US still could not agree with the Soviet position on
halting nuclear-weapons tests, Mr, Zorin replied that

further negotiations might solve many of these points at
issue., (Msgs, London (Whitney) to SecState, 5838, 26 Apr 57;
5857, 28 Apr 57.) (SBeRET) (Msgs, London (Whitney) to Sec-
State, 5854, 18 /8ic;.287 April 57; 5856, 28 Apr 57.)
{CONPIEENTIAT)



30 April 1957 -- In a brief reply to Premier Bulganin's note of

20 April, Prime Minister Macmillan expressed appreciation,
and said he needed time to make a careful study of the Soviet
proposals. Later, he stated in the House of Commons that he
would not take any unilateral Steps on disarmament that might

weaken the UK's world position. (New York Times, 1 May 57,

15:2; Msg, London (Whitney)‘to SecState, 5902, 30 Apr 57.)
( UNCLASSIFIED)

30 April 1957 -- Mr. Zorin formally submitted to the Disarmament

Subcommittee the proposal he had given the US delegation on
26 April. Commenting on this in an impassioned statement,

Mr. Moch declared that France was willing to abstain from
manufacturiﬁg and testing nuclear weapons only if the USSR,
US, and UK would agree to halt tests, stop the production of
fissionable materials for weapons, and begin making progres-
sive transfers to peaceful uses of fissionable materials that
had been stockpiled. He warned that once France began making
nuclear weapons, many other states would follow, (Msg,

London (Whitney) to SecState, 5909, 30 Apr 57.) (SSHEITENTTAE)
(Msg, London (Whitney) to SecState, 5920, 30 Apr 57.)

{sBer®T) (DC/SC.1/55, "Union of Soviet Socialist Republics:
‘Memorandum,” 30 April 57, CCS 092 (L4-14-45) BP pt 9.) (SEERE?)

2 May 1957 -- An off-the-record meeting of the five Disarmament

Subcommittee members was held after several days of informal
discusslions between Mr, Stassen and his Western colleagues
and between}him and Mr. Zorin on the subject of the Soviet
proposals of 26 April. At the five-power meeting, Mr. Zorin
requested a specific statement of the Western reaction to the
Soviet offer. He repeated what he had told Mr. Stassen on

27 April, that many differences could be worked out by

further negotiation. French representative Moch again pointed
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out that unless some arrangement were reached, rrance would
zo ahead with a nuclear-weapons program. After the meeting,
Mr. Stassen told the Soviet representative that the US was
giving serious consideration to the USSR proposals, but that
it would be some time before a'reply could be worked out.
Mr. Zorin replied that the Soviet Union desired to press
negotiations with all feasible speed. (Msgs, London (Whitney)
to SecState, 5888, 5890, 29 Apr 57; 5919, 30 Apr 57; 5952,
5957, 5982, 2 May 57.) (SEeRET) (Msg, London (whitney) to
SecState, 5964, 2 May 57.) (CONFIDENTEADY |

6 May 1957 -- The UK proposed in the Disarmament Subcommittee a

three-step program for ending nuclear-weapons tests. The
proposal reflected the views expressed in the Bermuda Con-
ference communique (24 March 1957) as well as the growing
world demand for a halt in tests. The UK called for: (1) An
agreement between the UK, US, and USSR to register nuclear-
weapons tests in advance. This agreement might include a
provision for limited international observation of such tests.
(2) A committee of technical experts to be established within
the framework of the Disarmament Subcommittee to consider
possible methods of limiting and controlling tests. (3) A
.Halt in tests following the prohibitipn, as part of a general

disarmament agreement, of the production of fissionable

material for weapons. (Report on the Disarmament Talks--1357,
Presented by the Secretary of State fof Foreign Affairs to
Parliament (London, 1957), p. 5, text, pp. 10-11, filed as

DPC Note No. 163 "Disarmament Talks--1357," 30 Jul 57, CCS

092 (4-14-45) BP pt 9; New York Times, 7 May 57, 1:8.)

( UNCLASSIFIED)

7 May 1957 -- The Disarmament Subcommittee began a consideratlon

of "Other Subjects," the final item on the agenda for the
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first pound of discussion at the London disarmament talks,
Mr. Stassen suggested the adoption of international controls
over international arms shipments and troop movements. (Msg,
London (Whitney) to SecState, 6063, 7 May 57.) (sBeRR®)

(New York Times, 8 May 57, 1:4.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

8 May 1957 -- At the Disarmament Subcommittee meeting, Mr. Zorin

reviewed the Soviet attitude toward the question of halting
or suspending nuclear-weapons tests, and criticized the UK
proposal of 6 May on this subject as containing nothing of
practical value. He repeated the Soviet view that tests
should be banned aﬁ once, even 1f only temporarily, without
waiting for aﬁy disarmament or control agreement. (Msg,
London (Whitney) to Sec State, 6035, 9 May 57.) (SEeRET)
(Report on the Disarmament Talks--1957, p. 5, filed as DPC

Note No. 163, "Disarmament Talks--1957," 30 Jul 57, CCS 092
(4-14-45) BP pt 9; New York Times, 9 May 57, 2:3.)
(UNCLASSIFIED)

9 May 1957 -- In response to a request from Secretary Dulles that

he submit his views on disarmament, in the light of the London
talks, Mr, Stassen outlined the kind of limited first-step
disarmament agreement that he felt could be negotiated with,
and accepted by, the major world powers.

The proposed agreement, in whose formulation the entire
US delegation had participated, consisted of twenty-seven
provisions:

(1) The disarmament agreement would include specific
authority for a signatory nation to suspend or partially
Suspend its commitments upon written notice to the control
organization, |

(2) All signatories, except the US, UK, and USSR, would
agree not to manufactu?e or use nuclear weapons,
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(3) The US, UK, and USSR would agree to use nuclear
weapons only (a) in self-defense, under Article 51 of the
UN Charter, if an armed attack could not be repelled without
employing nuclear weapons, or (b) if attacked by an enemy
using nuclear weapons, or (c) in accordance with a decision
of the UN General Assembly or Security Council.

(4) The USSR, UK, and US would agree to cooperate 1n
designing and installing an effective inspectlon system.
After the installation of this system (estimated to take
place in July 1959), the three states would devote to "non- -
weapons purposes" all new production of'fissionable material,
and would transfer to "non-weapons purposes' any fissionable
materials not already contained in nuclear weapons.

(5) After establishing an effective inspection system
and halting the production of fissionable materlals for
weapons, the USSR, UK, and US would begin to make "equitable
proportionate transfers of fissionable materlals 1n successive -
increments from previous production over to internationally

inspected and supervised non-weapons purposes." Each of the
three states, however, would maintain a "very substantial"
~nuclear-weapons capability.

(6) Upon the effective date of the treaty (estimated as
July 1958), all states concerned would begin the installation
and operation of an aerial inspection system in the following i
zones: (a) all of the Soviet Union north of the Arctic Circle
and all of it east of Longitude 108 degrees East, as well as
"an equal geographic area" of Alaska, Canada, and the US;
and (b) all of Europe from Longitude 27 1/2 degrees East (a
line Just west of Minsk) to Longitude 2 1/2 degrees East (a
line Just east of Paris), bounded in the south by Latitude

42 degrees, 20 minutes North (a line through the southernmost
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point in France) and in the north by Latitude o3 degrees
North (a line through southern Norway, Sweden, and Finland).

(7) At the same time, ground control posts would be
established within these zones. /

(8) Ground control posts would also be established in
the Soviet Union west of Longitude 35 degrees East (a line
through Dnepropetrovsk), in the UK, and at eastern US ports.

(9) Three months after'the effective date of the treaty,
signatories would furnish blueprints of military forces and
conventional armaments.

(10) Within the next nine months, the USSR and US would
place in internationally supervised depots 15 percent of the
major armaments reported in their blueprints, including arms
capable of delivering nuclear weapons, would reduce their
armed forces to 2.5 million men, and would decrease their
military budgets by 15 percent.

(11) Other signatory nations would make similar reduc-
tions under similar inspection systems,

(12) All signatories would recognize the necessity of an
effective inspection system, and would help to install and
implement such a system,

‘ (13) Upon the announced completion of first-year
reductions, moblle inspection teams would have access to each
state to verify fulfillment of these reductions.

(14) with the start of aerial inspection and the instal-
lation of ground inspector posts, all states would be pro-
hibited from maintalning or stationing nuclear weapons with-
in any part of the European inspection zone described above,

(15) During the first-year reduction of armaments and
armed forces by the US and USSR, both states would also

reduce by 20 percent their armaments and armed forces in the

European inspection_sgone,
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(16) After first-year reductions had been completed
(estimated as July 1959), the aerial inspection systems would
be progressively expanded into a series of additional zones,
culminating in the complete coverage of the Soviet Union
and, if the political situation permitted, China, as well as
the free-world areas, including the US and UK. @Ground

control posts would also be progressively increased,

AN

(17) During the first-year reductions, there would also
be a reduction, by about 10 percent, of air bases within the
European inspection zone.

(18) On the effective date of the treaty, all signatories
would be committed to a year's temporary suspension of nuclear
tests, during which period they would cooperate to design an
inspection system to regulate future test:limitations.

Failure to agree upon and install suéh an inspection system,
or to agree on elther a limitation or further suspension of
tests, would automatically remove the legal commitments
against tests at the end of the year's suspension,

(19) Upon verification of the first-year reductions, a
second reduction for the USSR and US would be arranged. This
would not lower force levels below two million and would be
" conditional upon the extension of the inspection system to
all "essentlal, significant military states and areas.”

(20) During the second period of reductions (estimatead - .
as July 1959 to July 1961), both the US and USSR would cut
their armaments and armed forces in the European 1népection
zone by an additional 20 percent.

(21) Upon verification of the second reductions, the
armaments regulation organization would consider further
cuts., These would not reduce US and USSR armed forces

below 1.5 million men unless and until a supplementary treaty

~ -
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was negotiated and ratifiled.

(22) Should further general reductions be carried out,
the US and USSR would also make further cuts in arms and
armed forces 1n the European inspection zone, buit not by more
than 20 percent.

. (23) Within three months after the effective date of the
treaty, the signatories would establish a technical committee
to design and install inspeétion controls to 1lnsure £hat
experiments with outer space objects would be exclusively for
peaceful and scientific purposes. These controls would also
insure that intercontinental ballistic or guided missiles or
rockets woulq not be buillt or installed.

(24) An armaments regulation organization would be
established within the framework of the Security Council, and
would operate through a board of contrel on which the US and
the USSR would have a veto on "significant decisions."

(25) The board of control would have authority to
establish a system of control over major international troop
movements.,

(26) The details of the inspection system would be con-

slstent with the studies on inspection and control of the
‘Special Presidential task groups (see item of 20 January 1956)
(27) The armaments regulation organization would be
authorized to establish a system for controlling the export
and import of arms. (The Stassen proposals are reproduced as
Annex to App "A" to Memo, SecDef to CJCS, "Disarmament
Planning (U)," 17 May 57, encl to JCS 1731/223, Note by
Secys, same subj, 18 May 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 63. The
date of Mr, Stassen's proposals does not appear on the cited
document and is taken from a reproduction of a State Depart-

ment copy also in this file.) (SEER®T) (Ltr, Stassen tc SecDef,
18 May 57, App to Mema, Dep Asst SecDef (ISA) to CJCS,
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"Transmittal of Letter from Mr. Stassen . ., . ," 22 May 57,
encl to JCS 1731/225, Note by Secys, "Disarmament Planning

(U)," 23 May 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec G8.) (SEeRET]

14 May 1957 -- Secretary of State Dulles stated during a news

conference that: (1) the US would not accept the creation of
a neutralized or demilitarized zone in Europe based upon a
divided Germany; (2) it would be better to begin aerial in-
spection in an Arctic-Alaskan-Siberian zone than in a European )
zone where political implications and the greater number of
countries involved might raise many difficulties; and (3) the
critical aspect of the disarmament negotiations continued to
be the question of devising and gaining acceptance of a re-

liable inspection and control system. (New York Times, 15

May 57, 1:1; text, State Department Bulletin, v. LKXVI, no.
936 (3 Jun 57), pp. 894-901,.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

15 May 1957 -- The UK detonated a hydrogen bomb in the central

Pacific, thus becoming the third nation to set off a thermo-
nuclear explosion. The blast was the first in a series of
tests begun despite the sharp opposition of the British Labor
Party and protests by the USSR and Japan. (New York Times,
16 May 57, 1:1.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

15 May 1957 -- The Canadian representative at the London disarma-

ment talks told Mr. Stassen that Canada took "an affirmative
view in a preliminary ménner" of the inclusion of Canadian
territory, either within the Arctic Circle or in the Far West,
along with Alaska and the western United States, in any aerial
inspection zone that included the Soviet Far East and Arctic

areas. (Msg, London (Whitney) to SecState, 6251, 15 May 57.)

(SECRRT)

15 May 1957 -- A Norwegian Government spokesman said that Norway

was ready to cooperate in any disarmament program--even one

-
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that..included aerial inspection of Norweglan territory--that
had a reasonable chance of lessening international tension.

(New York Times, 16 May 57, 12:7.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

16 May 1957 -- After three days of final talks, during which the

members summed up their progress and generally restated their
positions, the Disarmament Subcommittee adjourned until 27
May in order to allow the delegates to confer with their
governments. Mr, Stassen left for VWashington and Mr. Zorin
for Moscow., (Msgs, London (Whitney) to SecState, 6211, 14
May 57; 6250, 15 May 57; 6282, 16 May 57.) (SEeReT) (Msg,
London (Whitney) to SecState, 6249, 15 May 57.) (CONFIDENTIAL)
(New York Times, 17 May 57, 1:1.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

17 May 1957 -- Soviet Foreign Minister Gromyko told Western news-

men that the USSR would permit aerial inspection of its
territory only 1f it received access to an equal area of the
United States. No proportional arrangement--half of the
United States, for instance, and half of the Soviet Union--

would be acceptable. (New York Times, 18 May 57, 1:2.)
( UNCLASSIFIED)

17 May 1957 -- In response to a request from the Secretary of

~ State, Secretary Wilson reviewed Mr. Stassen's proposed first-
step disarmament agreement (see item of 9 May) and offered
Mr. Dulles his preliminary views, The Secretary of Defense
stated that: (1) The Stassen proposals went well beyond US
disarmament policy, and the Soviet Union had made no signifi-
cant concessions to justify such a change in US policy. (2)
The proposal for a European inspection and arms limitations
zone had lnherent dangers that might well jeopardize the
gecurity if not the continued existence of NATO. (3) It was
not in the interest of the US to reduce the armed forces

below the 2.5 million level. (4) A year's suspension of

- -
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nuclear-weapons tests would make it difficult for the US to
resume such tests because of the weight of public opinion
and the probable disintegration of the necessary technical
staff. (5) It would be a mistake to attempt to undertake
any long-range agreement in the absence of mutual confidence
- and satisfactory relations., Mr. Wilson requested the Joint
Chiefs of Staff to give him theilr views on Mr. Stassen's
proposals. (Ltr, SecDef to SecState, 17 May 57, App "B"
to Memo,ASecDef to CJCS, "Disarmament Planning (U)," same
date, encl to JCS 1731/223, Note by Secys, same subj, 18 May

57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 68.) (SEGRET)
18 May 1957 -- Mr, Stassen responded to Mr, Wilson's letter of

17 May. He declared that his proposed arms limitation agree-
ment would: (1) prevent aquisition of nuclear weapons by a
"fourth country"; (2) provide major assurance against a great
surprise attack on the U S ; (3) improve the prospects of a
change in the Soviet attitude; and (4) greatly reduce the
danger of explosive incidents in Eastern Europe. Measured
against these advantages, salid Mr. Stassen, the possible dis-
advantages to the US of the arms agreement seemed to him to
be "well within reasonable limits." (Ltr, Stassen to SecDef,

- 18 May 57, App to Memo, Dep Asst SecDef (ISA) to CJCS,
"Transmittal of Letter from Mr, Stassen . ., . ," 22 May 57,
encl to JCS 1731/225, Note Sy Secys, "Disarmament Flanning
(U)," 23 May 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 68.) (SEERET)

19 May 57 -- Commenting to newsmen on the London disarmament talks
and the Soviet proposals made during those negotiations,
Admiral Radford warned that: "We cannot trust the Russians on
this or anything. The Communists have broken their word with
every country with which they ever had an agreement." (New

York Times, 20 May 57, 1:2.) (UNCLASSIFIED)




20 May 1957 -- In a letter to Premier Mollet, similar to the ore hehad

sent Prime Minister ifacmillan on 20 April, Premier Bulganin
proposed that the USSR and France begin bilateral talks on
disarmmament questions as a preliminary step towards a world

agreement on arms limitation. (New York Times, 21 May 57,

1:2, text, 10:1-8.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

22 May 1957 -- President Elsenhower stated during a news conference

that the US must avoid being "recalcitrant" or "picayunish"
in working toward disarmament. Something "Just has to be
done," he said, to reach an agreement with the Soviet Union
on étep-by-step disarmament under an effective inspection
system, Commenting on Mr, Grdmyko's statement of 17 May,
the President declared that the US could not open its terri-
tory for aerial inspection on the basis of a mile-for-mile
exchénge with the USSR unless a "compietely insignificant"

area was chosen to be inspected. (New York Times, 23 May 57,

1:5, text, 14:1-8,) (UNCLASSIFIED)
22 May 1957 =- In a memorandum to the Secretary of Defense, the

Joint Chiefs of Staff expressed strong concurrence with the
views of Mr, Wilson (17 May) on Mr. Stassen's proposed agree-
_mgnt of 9 May. Moreover, they expressed concern over the
"indefinite nature and inadequacy" of the provisions for an
inspection system, and again repeated their view that any
disarmament plan must be based on effective step-by-step
inspection., Also, the Joint Chiefs of Staff disagreed with
the idea, implicit in the plan, that "fourth-country"
possession of nuclear weapons would jeopardize the security
of the US. Finally, they declared Mr. Stassen's proposal to
be inconsistent with national policy in many respects, "vague
and general" in others, and "completely unacceptable" in the

form presented.




In an appendix to their memorandum, the Joint Chiefs of
Staff made specific comments on most of the prouvisions in
Mr, Stassen's proposal. Paraphrased 1n brief, these comments
were as follows:
. 1) The Joint Chiefs of Staff stated that any disarmament
“treaty signed by the US should have a '"right of abrogation"
clause, They recognized, howeVer, that, even 1if such a

clause were included, political pressures would render

abrogation of the treaty difficult. — .
2) [ “

i ! ::I Illlli
-£==;' 4) with regard to the provision convering the production
and transfer of fissionable material by the US, UK, and USSR,
the Joint Chiefs of Staff believed that it was impractical to
transfer to "non-weapons purposes" all fissionable material

not already contained in nuclear weapons. Moreover, it would

be impossible to verify such transfers,

5) The parégraph concerning the transfer of fissionable
material by the US, UK, and USSR to international custody was
imprecise.

6) The plan for the egtablishment of aerial inspection
zones, while attractive, did not provide effective inspection
and contained several other unacceptable features,

7) The provision dealing with the establishment of
ground control and radar posts in the aerial inspection zones
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did not specify location of posts, had too short a time
schedule, and was otherwise 1lnadequate.

8) The paragraph covering the establishment of these
posts in the US, UK, and USSR suffered from the same short-
comings,

9) The provision concerhing the furnishing of military
blueprints did not provide for initial verification of these
blueprints and did not make it clear that the blueprints
exchanged should be only for areas subject to inspection.

10) with regard to the provision covering first stage
reduction by the US and USSR in arms, armed forces, and
military expenditures, the Joint Chiefs of Staff stated that
such large reductions could not be carried out under the
proposed time schedule with any reasonable degree of safety,
that it would be very difficult to verify financlal agree-
ments, and that provisions for verification of reductions of
arms and armed forces were inadequate.

11) The provision concerning similar reductions for
other signatories should include provision for the build-up
of West German forces to prev;ously planned manpower levels.

12) The paragraph covering cooperation in establishing
and maintaining the inspection system was "not particularly
meaningful" in its present context and should be included in
the control provisions of the disarmament plan.

13) The paragraph dealing ﬁith certification and veri-
fication of first phase reductions did not make sufficient

vision for verification, and was unacceptable as written.
[ |
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16) The paragraph covering expansion of the aerial in-
spection system after campletion of first-phase reductions
should also provide for a further.exchange of blueprints.
Furthermore, the time phasing of this paragraph was unaccept-

19)‘[:;
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20) The concept embodied in the provision covering

establishment of the armaments regulation organization needed
great expansion, and should include such details of the organ-
ization as rights, powers, and functions.

21) The plan for advance notification of major troop
movements appeared to depend for success on the ability of
the control organ to obtain and verify information,

22) The studies by the Presidential task groups on an
inspection system should be used for guidance but hot as the
exclusive basis for development of national policy.

23 ) The final provision, covering the regulation of the

export and impa;t of anns,—éould have a serious effect on the



Military Assistance Program. (Memo, JCS to SecDef, "Disarma-
ment," 22 May 57, derived fr JCS 1731/226, Note by Secys,
"Disarmament Planning (U)," same date, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec

| 68.) (SEeRRTY

22 May 1957 -- In a memorandum to the Secretary of State, Mr.

Stassen made modifications in and clarifications of his pro-
posal of 9 May on the basis of comments by the State and De-
fense Departments and the Atomic Energy Commission. The
following changes were made:

1) The requirement for signatories of the disarmament
treaty to give advance notice of intention to suspend their
comnitments was to be optional instead of mandatory.

2) The prohibition on the use of nuclear weapons by
countries other than the US, UK, and USSR now stated that if
these three nations used nuclear weapons, their allies would
also be free to employ them, The three states possessing
nuclear weapons could also maintain such weapoﬁs on the soil
of their allies except in a zone where nuclear weapons were
prohibited to all.

3) The restriction on the use of nuclear weapons by the
US, UK, and USSR now stated that these weapons could be
employed only under Artic : 51 of the UN Charter and against
& nuclear attack or against an attack that could not be re-
pelled without using nuclear weapons,

4) The commitment to design and install an inspection
system would also include a commitment to help maintain this
system. These commitments would be a prerequisite to halting
the production of nuclear materials for weapons.

5) The provision convering transfers of fissionable
material would state that the right of "refabrication" of

weapons would be maintained after the cut-off date,
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6) An annex to the treaty would spell out specifically
tirte method of aerial inspection. The US-Canadlan zcne to be
consideired within the Far East inspection zone should include
Alaska; Canada west of a line from the point Longitude 130
degrees West-Latitude 70 degrees North, through Edmonton, to
a point on the US-Canadian border at Longltude 95 degrees
West (Lake of the Woods); and the continental US west of
Longitude 95 degrees West (a line Just west of Kansas City).
The European zone would be "for a European decision" in which
the US would be willing to join, and might be settled
independently of the rest of the agreement.

7) The provision covering the exchange of military blue-
prints now defined "blueprint" as an inventory of "major
designated armaments," other than nuclear weapons, and of
armed forces,

| 8) The paragraph concerning first-stage reduction of
armaments and the placing of armms 1n storage depots now
stated that the right to check on cuts in Soviet military
expenditures should be sought.

9) The provision dealing with reductions by countries

other than the US, UK, and USSR now stated that West Germany

would make no reductions, but rather would accept a ceiling
for 1ts rearmament.

10) The commitment to cooperate in the establishment
and maintenance of an inspection system should apply to both
conventional and nuclear weapons.

11) The provision restricting the stationing of nuclear
weapons in the European inspection zone now stated that there
would be no prohibition on the stationing in that zone of
dual-purpose delivery systems or the training there of armed

forces in the use of nuclear weapons.,

-
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12) First-stage reductions 1nvthe European inspection
zone would not be large enough to imply a future complete
withdrawal of arms from this zone.

13) The commitment to expand progressively the aerial
and ground inspection systems would not include precise steps
or timing.

14) The provision covering the reduction of air bases inhh
the European zone would indicate that complete elimination of
foreign bases was not contemplated in any disarmament agree-
meht acceptable to the US.

15) It would be made clear that the temporary suspension
of nuclear tests for twelve months did not preclude the
possibility of resuming limited tests at the end of a year.

16) The paragraphs dealing with reductions beyond the
first-stage cuts would make clear that a reduction in arms
and armed forces "to a point of extreme weakness' or a re-
duction of internal security forces was not contemplated in
US policy.

17) The system of advance notification of major inter-
naticnal troop movements would be developed along the lines

. indicated in the Presidential task group studies, would cover
submarines and bombers, and was aimed at adding to the safe-
guards against great surprise attack. (Memo, Stassen to Sec-
State, no subj, 22 May 57, encl to JCS 1731/227, Note by
Secys, "Disarmament Planning (U)," 28 May 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45

sec 69.) (SECREP)

23 May 1957 -~ The National Security Council noted and discussed a

progress report by Mr, Stassen on the London disarmament talks
The Council also noted the President's "restatement of the
necessity of achieving some kind of halt to the curren* arms

race without incurring serious risks to U.S. security." (NSC

Action No. 1722, 23 May 57, C&E files.) [(TOP=SBGREEI—
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24 May 1957 -- The Deputy Secretary of Defense forwarded to the

Secretary of State the views of the Joint Chiefs of Stéff
(22 May) on Mr, Stassen's proposal of 9 May. The Deputy
Secretary, in a covering memorandum, expressed his general
approval of the JCS views. (N/H of JCS.1731/226, "Disarma-
ment Planning (U)," 24 May 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 68.)

(SEeRET)”

24 May 1957 -- Franz Joseph Strauss, West German Defense Minister,

stated at a news conference that his country would take no
steps toward manufacture of nuclear weapons. (New York Times,
25 May 57, 10:6.,) (UNCLASSIFIED)

25 May 1957 -- A special meeting was held at the White House to

discuss Mr. Stassen's proposals of 9 May, as modified by

him on 22 May, and to provide him with final 1nstructions_for
the London disarmament talks. Present at the meeting were
the President, Secretary Dulles, Mr. Stassen, Admiral Strauss,
Admiral Radford, Mr. Quarles, Mr. Allen Dulles, and Mr.
Robert Cutler. The group accepted with slight modifications
about half of the provisions in the revised Stassen proposal.
It directed more extensive changes for the remaining pro-
visions. At the end of the meeting, the President requested
‘the US Delegation to the London meeting to rewrite the basic
Stassen paper in the light of decisions reached at the White
House conference, in order to provide the President witha com-
plete correct text, This revision was completed and submittéd on
31 May. (See item of that date.) ("Memorandum of Conference
at White House," 25 May 57, encl to Memo, Cutler to SecState,
"Disarmament Conference at White House, May 25, 1957," 27 May
57, CJCS file, Disarmament (Misc Memos and Ltrs), oCcJCS

files.) (SEeRETY

27 May 1957 -- The National Security Council adopted a new state-

ment of Basic Natiomal Security Policy (approved by the
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President on 3 June). This statement called for the US, as
part of its national policy, to "actively seek a comprehen-
sive, phased and safeguarded international system for the
regulation and reduction of armed forces and armaments."
To attain this system, the US "should give priority to early
- agreement on and implementation of (a) such confidence-build-
ing measures as the exchange of military blueprints, mutual
aerial inspection and establishment of ground control posts
at strategic centers; (b) all such measures of adeguately
safeguarded disarmament as are now feasible; and (c) measures
likely to forestall nations not now possessing nuclear
weapons from developing a capability to produce them." The
statement deélared that the "acceptability and character" of
any international disarmament system "depend primarily on the
scope and effectiveness oflthe safeguards against violations
and evasions, and especially the inspection system." (NSC
Action No, 1728, 27 May 57, C&E files; NSC 5707/8, Memo,
Exec Secy NSC to NSC, "Basic National Security Policy," 3
Jun 57, encl to JCS 2101/266, Note by Secys, “Basic National
Security Policy (NSC 5708/8) (S)," 5 Jun 57, CCS 381 US
(1-31-50) sec 71.) (TOR=SESRET)

27 May 1957 -- The UN Disarmament Subcommittee resumed sessions in

London, At the first meeting, Mr. Staseen and Mr. Zorin
made general statements, In a four-power Western meeting,
Mr. Stassen informed his colleagues that significant decis-
ions on disarmament policy had been made in Washington, but
that no proposals would be made in the Subcommittee or to
the Soviets without ample consultation with the UK, France,
and Canada. He also stated that the establishment of a
European inspection zone required the full participation of,
and consultation with, NATO. The Western delegates agreed




that it would be necessary to consult with the other NATO
powers at once. Mr, Stassen also asked the Canadian repre-
sentative to seek the views of his government on the proposal
that all of Canada and the US, including Alaska, be opened
for aerial 1nspection in return for the opening of the entire

" Soviet Union. (Msgs, London (Whitney) to SecState, 6481,
6494, and 6495, 27 May 57.) (SECRE®} (Msg, London (Whitney)
to SecState, 6493, 27 May 57.) (CONRIDENSFAE)

28 May 1957 =-- President Eilsenhower and Chancellor Adenauer, in a

conmunique issued at the end of their talks in Washington,
called for a first-step disarmament agreement to create "a
degree of confldence"; then, a Big Four foreign ministers'
conference on German reunification; and, finally, after the
achievement of reunification, a comprehensive disarmament
agreement. Later, Chancellor Adenauer said at a news con-
ference that the first-step disarmament accord would have to
be worked out by the US and USSR without the participation of
West Germany or any of the cther smaller powers, (EEE.XEEE
Times, 29 May 57, 1:8; text of the communique, State Depart-
ment Bulletin, v. XXXVI, no. 938 (17 Jun 57), pp. 955-956.)
(UNCLASSIFIED)

28 May 1957 -- The US exploded a nuclear device at the Las Vegas

proving ground, opening the "Plumb Bob" series of tests
scheduled by the AEC. The explosive force of the detonation
was placed at ten kilotons, half as great as that of the
bomb dropped on Hiroshima, (New York Times, 29 May 57, 1:5.)

( UNCLASSIFIED)
28 May 1957 -- At the Disarmament Subcommittee meeting, Mr. Stassen

made a brief presentation calling for international control
of the export and import of arms, and of international troop
movements, Speaking to his Western colleagues, both

separately and at g;ﬁour-power meeting, he described in




general terms the new US position, presenting a somewhat
detailed outline of US policy on nuclear weapons and
materials, In the evening, he left for Paris for a one-day
consultation with the NATO Council on the question of a
European inspection zone. (Msgs, London (Whitney) to Sec-
State, 6526, 28 May 57; 6527, 28 May 57; 6706, 4 Jun 57.)
(SBERETT (Msg, London (Whitney) to SecState, 6531, 29 /Sic;
23/ May 57.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

29 May 1957 -- At the North Atlantic Council meeting, after a

pregentation by Mr. Stassen, the delegates agreed to obtain
“he views of their governments on the question of a European .-
inspection zone., Afterwards, Mr, Stassen gave the French a
complete outline of the new US disarmament position and
stated he would make a general exposition of this position
to Sovliet representative Zorin in a day or so. (Msgs, Paris
(Perkins) to SecState, POLTO 2859, 29 May 57; London (Whitney)
to SecState, 6706, 4 Jun 57.) (SEGRET)

29 May 1957 =-=- Secretary of State Dulles stated during a news

conference that the US attached a "tbp priority to getting
a substantial inspection zone wherever we can get 1t
quickly." Reflecting his statement of 14 May, he noted

‘ that there were far better chances of establishing an Arctic

inspection zone than a European one. (New York Times, 30

May 57, 1l:1; text, State Department Bulletin, v, XXXVI,
no. 938 (17 Jun 57), pp. 961-967.) (UNCLASSIFIED)
31 May 1957 -- The UK detonated a second hydrogen bomb in the

mid-Pacific. Like the first bomb, exploded on 15 May, this
one was dropped by a jet bomber and detonated at a high
altitude to minimize the fall-out of radioactive material.
(New York Times, 1 Jun 57, 1:7.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

31 May 1957 -- In response to the President's request of 25 May,

the US Delegation at the London disarmament talks submitted
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to the Secretary of State a revised version of the Stassen
proposals of 9 and 22 May as modified and supplemented by
the decisions of the 25 May White House meeting.

The paper contained the following provisions:

(1) The disarmament agreement would include specific
authority for a signatory power to suspend or partially
suspend its commitments upon written notice to the control
organization. A signatéry would have the option of giving
advance notice, so that the conditions on which it based
1ts decision to suspend might be corrected in time to prevent
actual suspension, '

(2) All signatory powers, except the US, UK, and USSR,
would agree not to manufacture, acquire, or possess nuclear
weapons, but the three nuclear-weapons states might keep
these weapons on the territory of other states, except with-
in a zone where nuclear-weapons were specifically prohibited
for all. Moreover, non-nuclear-weapons states could train
forces in the use of nuclear weapons and equip them with
dual-purpose delivery systems, fdr possible use within the
terms of Provision 3, below.

(3) All signatories would use nuclear weapons only (a)
in self-defense, under Article 51 of the UN Charter, against
a nuclear attack, or (b) against an attack that, 1in the
opinion of the defender, could not be repelled without using
nuclear weapons.

(4) The USSR, UK, and US would cooperate in designing,
installing, and maintaining an effective inspection system.
Beginning one month after the installation of thié system
(date of installation estimated as July 1959 or later),
they would devote all new production of fissionable material

to "non-weapons purposes," and would transfer "non-weapons



purposes" any fissionable material not aiready contained in
nuclear weapons. The right of "refabrication" of weapons
after the cut-off date should be maintained.

(5) After establishing an effective inspection system
and halting the production ol fissionable materials for
weapons, the USSR, UK, and US would begin to make "equitable
proportionate transfers of fissionable materials in succes-
sive increments from pfeVious production over to inter-
nationally inspected and supervised non-weapons purposes.”
Each of the three states, however, would maintain a very
substantial nuclear-weapons capability. '"Unless the Soviets
insist on a 50-50 ratio," the transfers could be made on a
ratio of US 55 to USSR 45, with the amount transferred by the
UK to be in addition to such transfers. Another acceptable
method might be to transfer all fissionable material above a
certain minimum amount.

(6) Upon the effective date of the treaty (estimated as
July 1958), all states concerned would begin the installation
and operation of an aerial inspection system in one or two
zones, One of these was a European zone, to be negotiated
separately, with NATO nations and other affected states
"~having a full voice 1in the negotiations. The US would propose
that the other zone 1nclude the continental US, Alaska,
Canada, and all Soviet territory. If this were unacceptable
to the USSR, then the US would accept a limitéd initial zone,
to test the inspection system, that would include roughly
the area north of the Arctic Circle (except Swedish and
Finnish territory), all of Alaska and the Aleutians, and all
of Kamchatka and the Kurils. An annex to the treaty would
spell out the precise method of aerial inspection.

(7) At the same time, ground control posts would be

established in the zone or zones specified for aerial inspec-
tion.




(8) In addition, ground control posts would be promptly
established in such areas of the USSR, beyond the initial
aerial inspection zone or zones, as might be decided upon by
negotiations, with the NATO nations having a full voice in
such negotiations.

(9) Three months after the effective date of the treaty,
the signatory powers would furnish blueprints of military
forces and conventional énnmnents. These blueprints would
cover only forces and conventional arms within the agreed in-
spection zones, and no blueprint covering the whole USSR
would be deemed reliable until an effective inspection system
over this area was established and operating. A list of arms
prepared by the US and USSR, as a basis for agreeing on
armaments reduction, would include definite, substantial
quantities of specific types of ilmportant arms of post-World
War II manufacture.

(10) The following first step was approved: (a) the US
and USSR would agree on a US-Canada-USSR zcne for aerial
and ground inspection; (b) the US and USSR would furnish each
other with blueprints of arms, installations, and forces with-

in this zone; (c) the US and USSR would agree to reduce

‘military forces to 2.5 million men and to provide a 1list of

armaments scheduled for reduction, this list bearing a
"rough relation" to the reduction in military forces; (d)
after the treaty became effective, the US and USSR would
each place the designated armaments in internationally
supervised depots within their own territories, Millitary
budget cuts would be supplemental to these reductions.
(11) other signatory powers would make similar reducs
tions under similar inspection systems, except that West

Germany and other states that were rearming, such as Japan,
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would make no reductions, but would accept instead a ceiling
on rearmament.

(12) All signatories would recognize the necessity of
an effective inspection system, and would help to install,
implement, and maintain sucﬁ a system.

(13) Upon the announced completion of first-year re-
ductions, mobile inspection teams would have access to each
state to verify fulfillmént of these reductions,

(14) If a European inspection zone were agreed upon,
the US would then determine whether it would agree to the
prohibition of.all nuclear weapons fram this zone,

(15) Any reductions of arms and armed forces within a
European inspection zone would be minor, and their extent
would be agreed upon in negotiations in which the NATO states
participated fully.

(16) At the end of first-year reductions (estimated as
July 1959), the aerial inspection system would be progressive-
ly expanded into a series of additional zones culminating
in the complete coverage of the Soviet Union and, if the
political situation permitted, China, as well as the free-
world areas, including the US and UK. Ground control posts
" would also be progressively increased.

(17) During the first-year reductions, a decision would
be made, with full NATO participation, on whether or not to
reduce air bases in any European inspection zone by 10
percent,

(18) On the effective date of the treaty, all
signatories would be committed (a) to cooperate in establish-
ing an intermnational inspection commission to monitor nuclear
tests; (b) to refrain from tests for twelve months, with the

understanding that in the absence of any agreement to the

-
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contrary, the US would resume testing at the end of this
period; and (c¢) if tests were resumed, to give advance
notification, allow limited access, and place limitations
on the amount of radiocactive material to be released.

(19) The US Delegation might state that 1f first-stage
reductions were successful, the US would be prepared to
negotiate further.

(20) No tentative discussion of second-stage reductions
should include conside:ration of such reductions in Europe.

(21) A hope might be expressed for a third-stage
reduction, but no cuts below the 1.5 million level for
armed forces should be 1ndlcated.

(22) The initial agreement should not spell out in de-
tail a third phase of reductlons.

(23) wWithin three months after the effective date of
the treaty, the signatories would establish a technical
committee to study the design of an inspection system that
would make 1t possible to assure that the sending of objects
through outer space would be exclusively for '"peaceful and
scientific" purposes.,

(24) An armaments regulation organization would be
.established within the framework of the Security Council, and
would operate through a board of control on which the US and
the USSR would have a veto on "significant decisions."

(25) The board of control would have authority to
establish a system of control over major international troop
movements.

(26) The details of an effective and sound inspection
system would be consistent with the studies on inspection
and control of the special Presidential task groups (see

item of 20 January 1956).




(27) The armaments regulation organization would be
authorized to establish a system to control the export and
import of arms,

(28) Unless otherwise indicated, the specific provisions
of this paper were inseparable parts of a whole, This was a
new provision. (Memo, U.S. Del to UN Disarmament Subcommittee
to SecState, no subj, 31 May 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 69.)

_{TOp SECRBFY—

31 May 1957 -- Meeting separately with Mr. Zorin in London, Mr.

Stassen read him a lengthy "informal memorandum" based on
the decisions made at the White House meeting of 25 May. He .--
stated that the memorandum reflected some of the most im-
portant decisions taken by the US in a dozen years, but
emphasized that his presentation was an informal one, and
was not an official US proposal or commitment.

Mr. Stassen's memorandum followed the line of the policy
paper Jjust completed for the President by the US Delegation
(see previous item), Some of the more important provisions
of the memorandum were as follows:

(1) Mr. Stassen indicated US agreement to a first stage
reduction of armed forces for the US and USSR to 2.5 million

‘ men, with possible subsequent redﬁctions to 2.1 million and
1.7 million,

(2) He said the US would accept a ten-month suspension
of nuclear-weapons tests combined with a commitment forvan
effective inspection systenm,

(3) In discussing a provision for transferring fission-
able materials to '"non-weapons purposes," he stated that the
US would be willing to make transfers equal to those made
by the USSR, but also declared US willingness to make 53
percent of these transfers, with the Soviets making only &7
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percent of them.
" Finally, he said that the US was willing to agree to
a European inspection zone as well as to a US-Canadian-USSR
}zone, provided the other states concerned also agreed, but
that both of the zones proposed by the Soviets on 26 April
- were unacceptable. He suggested that the European zone pro-
posed by the USSR be moved east and north, and that the other
inspection zone include "a similarity of percentage" of US
and Soviet territory in areas of relatively equal importance.
Both these zones, he said, could be worked out by negotia-
tion. (Msg, London (Whitney) to SecState, 6623, 31 May 57.)
{SEERETT (Memo, Chairman, US Del, to Chalrman, USSR Del,
"Informal Meﬁorandum,” 31 May 57, CCS 092 (4-14-U45) sec 69.)
(UNCLASSIFIED)

Prior to his meeting with Mr. Zorin, Mr, Stassen had
given copies of the "informal memorandum" to the UK, French,
and Canadian delegations. (Msg, London (Whitney) to SecState,
6706, 4 Jun 57.) (SEcRE®)

2 June 1957 =-- In a filmed interview of the CBS television program

"Face The Nation," Soviet Communist Party Secretary Nikita S.
Khrushchev sald that the USSR was willing to take '"some small
- step" toward disarmament, instead of insisting on a compre-
hensive agreement at once, "so that that small step might
lead to something bigger;" He suggested, as a useful first
step, the withdrawal of Western troops from Germany and of
US troops from elsewhere in Europe, along with a withdrawal
of Soviet forces from East Germany, Poland, Hungary, and
Rumania. Khrushchev also repeated Soviet vieﬁs on certain
other aspects of the disarmament problem. The interview was

filmed and recorded in Moscow on 28 May. (New York Times,

3 Jun 57, 1:8; text, DPC Sect Note No. 163, "Khrushchev
Appearance on 'Face The Nation,' Sunday, June 2, 1957," 3
Jun 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 9.) (UNCLASSIFIED) -




3 June 1957 -- Mr. Stassen discussed with West German representa-

tives in London the question of a first-step disarmament
agreement., The Germans restated their position that no
comprehensive disarmament accord should be reached without a
prior settlement of the problem of German reunification.
They warned against inclusion of "far-reaching" measures,
especially any provision for a European inspection zone, in
a first-step agreement, If this agreement were not
sufficiently limited, they said, the USSR would not be ins«- |
terested in a more comprehensive disarmament agreement, and
the question of German reunification would be dropped. Mr.
Stassen agreed that it would be necessary to work clésely
with West Gérmany during the disarmament talks, and said that
the question of how much should be included in a first-step
agreement was even then under discussion. He pointed out,
however, that, while the US would not propose boundaries for
a Eurcpean inspection zone unless they were acceptable to
West Germany, it might be necessary to include a European
zone in a first-step agreement in order to insure Soviet
acceptance of such an agreement., Mr. Stassen explained that
he had told Zorin that the inspection zones proposed by the
USSR were unacceptable and that the US would agree to
European and Far Eastern inspectlon zones only if the other:
states concerned would also agree (see item of 31 May 1957).

(Msg, London (Whitney) to SecState, 6669, 3 Jun 57.) LSBERET)

3 June 1957 -- The US asked the governments of Norway and Denmark

to agree to open parts of their territory for inclusion in an
Arctic aerial inspection zone, (Msg, SecState to AmEmbassy
London, 730, 24 Jul 57.) (SEERET)

3-4 June 1957 -- Representatives of the four Western members of

the Disarmament Subcommittee held lengthy and detailed dis-
cussions of the US "informal memorandum" of 31 May. Although
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the Subcommittee also held sessions during the week, and

Mr. Stassen met separately with Mr. Zorin, the most important
work was done in the four-power conferences, where the US
endeavored to establish a unified Western position in support
of the 31 May memorandum, Mr. Stassen emphasized that the US
memorandum was only a "talking paper," and that it would not
be officially submitted to the Subcommittee without changes
and without consultation with the West. In answer to strong _ -
expressions of disappointment and displeasure by the UK,
France, and Canada that they had not been given time to study
and comment on the memorandum before it was handed to the
Soviets, Mr. Stassen replied that he had not wished to give
his "talking paper" the increased status it would have gain-
ed had it been officially cleared by the other Vestern
governments. Moreover, he said, such clearance would have
taken three to four weeks, with a resultant.suspension of
East-West negotiations. This would only have given credi-
bility to the Soviet charge that the West was delaying dis-
armament negotiations, Mr. Stassen added, however, that he
would not give Mr. Zorin any more "talking papers" until his
Western colleagues agreed that he could do so,

The discussion of the US memorandum was a thorough, - i~
point-by-point analysis of the paper, with Mr. Stassen
attempting to clarify or answer objections to each point.

No conclusions were reached, and it was agreed to hold
further meetings on the subject.

The Western representatives agreed to send a weekly
report to the North Atlantic Council on the disarmament
negotiations. In the first report, a brief one sent on 4
June, the delegates stated that they were still awaiting

the views of the NATO governments on the question of a
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European inspection zone. (Msgs, London (Whitney) to Sec-
State, 6631, 1 Jun 57; 6641, 6662, 3 Jun 57; 6671, 6676,
6696, 6706, 4 Jun 57; 6713, 5 Jun 57.) (SECRET) (Msg, London
(Whitney) to SecState, 6705, 4 Jun 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec
69.) LSBERET) (DPC Note Non.lus, "Pour Power Report to North
Atlantic Council /% June 577," 11 Jun 57, same file, BP pt
9.) (CONRIDENEEAL)

4 June 1957 -- Soviet Premier Bulganin, in a special message read -~

for him at the opening session of the annual conference of
the International Labor Organization at Geneva, urged the
ILO to support the program of disarmament proposed by the
USSR. The Soviet delegation to the conference submitted a
resolution calling for the immediate cessation of atomic

and hydrogen bomb tests. (New York Times, 6 Jun 57, 19:1;

text of the Bulganin message, DPC Note No. 143, "Statement of
N. Bulganin to the ILO, June 4, 1957," 6 Jun 57, CCS 092
(4-14-45) BP pt 9.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

5 June 1957 -- President Eisenhower sald during his news confer-

ence that the US could not agree to halt nuclear weapons test-
ing, as part of aAfirst-step disarmament agreement, unless
that agreement also included a ban on the use of nuclear

" weapons and provision for an effective inspection system.

(New York Times, 6 Jun 57, 1:8, text, 14:1-8,) (UNCLASSIFIED)

5 June 1957 -- The Joint Chiefs of Staff furnished the Secretary

of Defense with thelr views concerning Mr. Stassen's paper

of 31 May on the US disarmament position, as well as his
"informal memorandum" of that date to Mr. Zorin. These views
were then formally presented to the Secretary in a memorandum
from the Joint Chiefs of Staff on 6 June. In this memorandum,
the Joint Chiefs of Staff stated that Mr, Stassen's "partial

reformulation" of the US position appeared to have remedied
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the majority of the objectionable features contalned in his
earlier proposals. There were, however, certaln earller
objections by the Joint Chiefs wf Staff that Mr. Stassen had
not met:

1) The proposed timetabie for first-year reductions did
not allow sufficient time for an effectlive inspection system
to be installed and placed in operation.

2) If the European inspection zone did nct "function
properly," the risk of irreparable harm to NATO was so great
that the Joint Chiefs of Staff believed that all proposals
concerning this inspection zone should be kept separate and
distinct from any otherproposals relating to and essential
to the succeés of a partial disarmament agreement. The latter
proposals should not be dependent upon achileving a "success-
ful arrangement" for a European inspection zone,

- 3) The Joint Chiefs of Staff felt that the proposed
moratorium on nuclear-weapons tests would make 1t psychologi-
~cally impossible for the US to resume testing at the end of a
year, even 1f no further agreement to suspend tests were
reached. Only irrefutable.evidence that the Soviet Union was
not observing the moratorium would make it possible for the
--US to resume testing. Provisions for obtaining such

evidence by means of an effectiveinspection Systém should
therefore be agreed to prior to any suspension of tests.

The Joint Chiefs of Staff recommended specific changes
in the wording of the US position in order to meet these
and other lesser objections. (JCS 1731/228, Note by Secys,
"Disarmament Planning (U)," 6 Jun 57; Memo, JCS to SecDef,
same subj and date, derived fr SM-404-57, same subj, 4 June

57. All in CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 63.,) (TOR=BECRET)




5 June 1957 -- The Department of Defense forwarded to the State

Department the views of the Joint Chiefs of Staff (see above

item) on the Stassen paper of 31 May and the Stassen "informal -

memorandum” of that date. In a covering letter to Secretary
Dulles, the Deputy Secretary of Defense endorsed the JCS views

° and added comments of his own. Mr. Quarles drew attention to
the Stassen proposals for limitations and reductions within
the'proposed European inspection zone. He stated that the
Defense Department considered that it would be counter to US
interests to suggest that these limitations and reductions
should be included in a statement of the Western position or
to imply that they would be acceptable to the US as part of
a first-step agreement, He also criticized Mr. Stassen's
presentation of his "informal memorandum" to Mr. Zorin before
the Stassen paper of 31 May on the new US position had been
submitted to US government departments for final review,
Mr. Quarles pointed out that although the memorandum present-
ed to Zorin had been labeled "informal," it would be difficult
for the US to disassociate itself with the position set forth
in that memorandum. (Ltr, Dep SecDef to SecState, 5 Jun 57,
CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 69.) (IORSEERHT)

5 June 1957 -- The Operations Coordinating Board discussed the

Stassen paper of 31 May and the views of the paper expressed
by various government agencies. (Memo, Robert Cutler to
Robert R. Bowie, "Comments on Memorandum from U.S. Delegation
re Revised Basic Paper on Disarmament dated May 31, 1957,"

5 Jun 57, CJCS file, Disarmament (Misc Memos and Ltrs), 0OCJCS
files.) (TOP—SEGRET)

7 June 1957 -- Mr, Zorin read to Mr, Stassen parts of an aide-

memoire that he said the USSR was offering as an answer to

the Stassen "informal memorandum" of 31 May. Mr. Stassen
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declared that since his memorandum was not an official US
proposal, and therefore technically did not exist, he could
not accept an official Soviet Government reply to it, He
asked Zorin to delay delivery of the Soviet note until the US
delegation could receive instructions from Washlngton. On 8
June, on instructions from the State Department, Mr. Stassen

accepted the Soviet aide-memoire. In so doing, he stated that

it was his understanding that the USSR would not refer, in the- .
Disarmament Subcommittee or in the press, to either the -
Stassen "informal memorandum" or the Soviet note until the US
and USSR were ready for formal exchanges.

The Soviet aide-memoire was for the most part a restate-

ment of earlier Soviet proposals, combined with comments on
the Stassen memorandum, The major Soviet points were:

1) The USSR was willing to agree to a three-stage re-
duction in force levels, as proposed by the US, but the Soviet
Union disagreed with the US view that second- and third-state
reductions should take place only if certain conditions were
- fulfilled. Moreover, the USSR held that cuts in armed forces
should be linked with a ban on nuclear weapons.

2) The Soviet Union agreed in principle to an exchange
" of lists of arms to be put into international storage; How-
ever, since the US proposal was "unclear" on how this was to
be carried out, the US, UK, and France should submit their
lists first and, after studying them, the USSR would submit
its own 1list.

3) The USSR could not accept the US "legalization" of
the use of nuclear weapons. Instead, it again called for an
agreement to ban the use of these ﬁeapons, and to eliminate
them completely from national stockpiles. Any provision to
halt the production of fissionable material for '"weapons-pur-

poses," to be acceptable, would have to be linked with such
an agreement,
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4) The problem of halting nuclear-weapons tests should
be separated from that of disarmament. Suspension of tests
for ten months, as proposed in the informal memorandum,"
was meaningless, since prepafations for a test required at
least that much time, and the ten-month period could be
used for the preparation of subsequent tests. The USSR be-
lieved that a period of at least two or three years should
be set for a halt in testing, and that control posts to
monitor thé test suspension should be established in the
USSR, US, and UK, and in the area of the Pacific Ocean.

5) The USSR rejected the US position on aerial in-
spection, and stated that the solution to the problem lay.
in expanding rather than in narrowing zones of aerial in-
spection,

After accepting the Soviet aide-memoire, US representa-

tives briefed the British, Canadians, and French on its
contents. (Msgs, London (Whitney) to SecState, 6820, 7
Jun 57; 6822, 6828, 6830, 6831, 6832, 6833, 8 Jun 57.)
(SEGRPT) (Msg, Actg SecState to London, NIACT 8610, 7 Jun
57.) (SEeRET) (Text reproduced in US Del to UN Disarmament
Commission, "USSR Aide Memoire of June 7," 8 Jun 57, CCS

092 (4-14-45) BP pt 9.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

9-13

June 1957 -- Mr, Stassen returned to the US for a brief

visit during the Whitsuntide adjournment of the disarmament
conference, O0fficially, he returned to attend his son's
graduation and to discuss "procedural complications" that
had developed, in relation to NATO, in the disarmament talks.
Newspaper reports stated that Mr. Stassen was reprimanded

in Washington for discussing certain disarmament issues with
Soviet representative Zorin before the achievement of a

unified Western position. Nothing has been found in the
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fi1les of the Joint Chiefs of Staff to substantiate these
reports. Secretary of State Dulles, during a news conference
on 11 June, stated that working out disarmament procedures
with the NATO states, especially West Germany, was "a matter
of some difficulty, of some delicacy," which "justified" a

- discussion with Mr. Stassen. Secretary Dulles said that the
US would not present a program for establlshing a European
inspection zone or for limiting military strength in central -
Europe, without the concurrence of the European nations in-

volved. (New York Times,. 10 Jun 57, 1:2; 12 Jun 57, 1:8,

14 Jun 57, 1:3. Text of Mr, Dulles' news conference, State
Department Bulletin, v, XXXVII, no. 940 (1 Jul 57), pp.
9-16.) (UNCLASSIFIED) (Msg, London (Whitney) to SecState,
6782, 6 Jun 57.) (OFFICIAL USE ONLY)

11-12 June 1957 -- In Washington, Mr. Stassen ccnferred with

State, Defense, and AEC officials, and briefed them on the

Soviet aide-memoire of 7 June. He requested the Department

of Defense to prepare a list of armaments, to be furnished by
the US under the terms of the proposed first-stage disarmament
agreement. (Memo for Rec, Chf, United Nations Affs, OASD
(1ISA), "Briefing by Governor Stassen on Soviet-June-Alde
Memoire," 13 Jun 57, CJCS file, Disarmament (Misc Memos and
Ltrs), OCJCS files.) (SEGR®T) (JCS 1731/231, Note by Secys,
"Disarmament Planning (U)," 20 Jun 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45)

sec 69.) (TQP.SEERET)

12 June 1957 -- President Eisenhower approved a new "US Position

on First Phase of Disarmament." This was a revision and
reorganization of the paper submitted to the Secretary of
State on 31 May by the US Delegation at the London disarmament
talks. The revised paper had gone through several drafts

and, in its final form, dated 1l June, was almost identical

-
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with a draft completed on 8 June by the State Department

in collaboration with representati&es of the Defense Depart-
ment, AEC, and CIA, and Mr. Robert Cutlef, Special Assistant
to the President (NSA). The approved paper was given to

Mr. Stassen to take back to London. It contained the follow-
ing major changes and additlons to the 31 May paper:

1) The first-step disarmament agreement would become
effective upon ratification by such states as might be agreed -
upon.,

2) Grounds for a signatory power to suspend or partially
suspend its commitments were listed as: (a) an important
violation by‘another state, or (b) other action by any state
which so endangered the security of the signatory power as
to require it to suspend or partially suspend its commit-
ments.

3) The signatory powers would agree that maintenance of
commitments would be dependent on the continued effectlve
operation of the agreed inspectlion system,

4) The provision to devote to '"non-weapons purposes"
all new production of fissionable material, and to transfer
to "non-weapons purposes" all fissionable material not
" already contained in nuclear weapons was broadened to apply
to all signatory powers. The right of "refabrication" of
weapons was broadened to include the completion of weapons
already being manufactured.

5) All signatory powers would agree not to transfer
nuclear weapons out of their control, or to accept transfer
of such weapons, except for use in self-defense, as defined
by the treaty. Nor could fissionable materials be trans-
fered or accepted, except for peaceful purposes, These

provisions did not preclude states that had nuclear weapons
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from introducing or keeping these weapons on the territory

of a non-nuclear-weapons state, with the consent of that
state; nor did they preclude non-nuclear-weapons states from
training forces in the use of nuclear weapons or in equipping
them with nucle:zr-weapons.delivery systems.

. 6) The provision to prohibit states other than the US,
UK, and USSR from manufacturing nuclear weapons, part of the
31 May paper and 1ncluded in the version approved ty the
President on 12 June, was deleted, with Presidential approval,
on 19 June.

7) The statement of Us.intent to resume nuclear tests
if no agreement to halt these tests were reached during the
proposed twelve-month suspension period was made stronger.

8) The provision for a US-Canada-USSR aerial and ground
inspection zone now stated that the US should propose that
thls zone 1include the continental US, Alaska, all Soviet
territory, and, with its consent, Canada. If this were un-
acceptable to the USSR, the US would accept a limited initial
zone, to test the inspection system. This limited zone would
include the entire area north of the Arctic Circle (except
Swedish and Finnish territory), all of Alaska and the

" Aleutians, Soviet territory east of 160 degrees East Longitude,
and all of Kamchatka and the Kurils. This proposal was
contingent upon the consent of Canada, Denmark, and Norway.

9) Agreement on a European inspection zone was not a
precondition for US agreement to a first-step disarmament
accord. The West European nations would have a full voice in
negotiating for a European zone and the US would leave to
these states the initiative on any provision: (a) concerning
the creation, extent, and location of such a zone, or the

types of inspection employed in it; (b) restricting states




possessing nuclear wéapons from locating such weapons within
a European inspectlion zone; and (¢c) reducing armaments,
armed forces, or air bases in such é zone. If the West
European states proposed the adoption of any of these pro-
visions, the US would then decide on what position to take
respecting such proposals,

10) if the first-phase agreement did not provide for
inspection of the entire-USSR, it might provide for such
subsequent expansion of the inspection zone or zones as
might be agreed upon in conformity with 8) or 3), above.

11) The provision calling for the deposit in inter-
national storage depots of certain arms of post-World War II
manufacture was broadened to include types of naval vessels
in active service, regardless of when they were manufactured.

12) The provision setting forth a veto power by the US
and USSR on "significant decisions" of the Armaments Regula-
tion Organization now stated that veto power would be held
by the US and such other signatory powers as might be agreed
upon.,

13) The reference to the studies by the special
Presidential task groups on inspection and control was
' dropped. (JCS 1731/230, Note by Secys, "U.S. Position on
First Phase of Disarmament (U)," 20 Jun 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45)
sec 69.) (ZoP=8ECRET dg SEeMET) (N/H of JCS 1731/230, 21 Jun
57, same file.) (SEeRET) (Memo, SecDef to CJCS, "Disarmament
Planning," 20 Jun 57, encl to JCS 1731/231, Note by Secys,
same subj and date, same file.) (TQR=8B6R®T) (Memo, Cutler
to Bowle, '"Comments on Memorandum from U.S. Delegation re
Revised Basic Paper on Disarmament dated May 31, 1957," S
Jun 57, CJCS file, Disarmament (Misc Memos and Ltrs), 0OCJCS
files.) (TOR-SBEMET) (Memo, Cutler to Pres, no subj, 8 Jun
57, same file.) (JOR=SBEeREF) (Memo Capt. F. J. Blouin, USN,
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to Radford, '"Disarmament,'" 12 Jun 57, CJCS flle, Disarmament

(Blouin Memos), OCJCS files.) LEop=S¥CTET)

12 June 1957 -- The Norweglan Foreign Ministry announced that

Norway agreed in principle to open parts of 1ts territory

to aerial 1nspectibn under- a disarmament agreement, Norway
reserved the right, however, to study the detalls of any such
inspection zone. At the same time, a spokesman for the
British Foreign Office salid that the UK did not exclude the
idea of a European inspection zone, but that establishment

of such a zone would require the consent of the European

nations affected. (New York Times, 13 Jun 57, 11:1-2.)

( UNCLASSIFIED)

13'June 1357 -- In a news conference in Helsinki, where Khrushchev

and Bulganin were winding up a week's visit to Finland,
Khrushchev rejected as 'quite comical" the idea of aerial in-
spection of Arctic areas. Indeed, he denounced the entire
"open skies" plan, as well as other Western disarmament pro-
posals., He did, however, repeat the proposal made in the

Soviet aide-memoire of 7 June that inspection posts be

established in the USSR, US, and UK to monitor a suspension
of nuclear tests. (New York Times, 14 Jun 57, 1:7.)
( UNCLASSIFIED)

14 June 1957 -- The UN Disarmament Subcommittee resumed its

meeting in London. Reflecting the Soviet aide-memoire of 7

June and the Khrushchev statement of 13 June, Soviet re-
presentative Zorin officially proposed an immediate suspension
of nuclear tests for two or thfee years, an international
commission to "supervise" this suspension, and the establish-
ment of control posts in the territory of the US, UK, and

USSR and in the Pacific Ocean area. Both Jules Moch, of

France, and Mr, Stassen raised the question of linking the
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test suspension with an agreement tc halt the production of
fissionable materials for "weapons purposes." Mr, Zorin,
however, declared that linking the question of suspending
tests with other problems would only prevent agreement on the
basic matter of ending tests.

. The Soviet proposal represented a signiflcant advance
towards the Western position, since this was the first time
the USSR had officially shown a willingness to accept con-
trols over the suspension of nuclear tests. Desplte the
Soviet unwillingness to consider a halt in the production of
fissionable materials for "weapons purposes," the Western
representatives viewed the new Sovlet position as encouraging.
(Msg, London (Whitney) to SecState, 6980, 14 Jun 57; (DPC
Note No. 148, "Four Power Report to North Atlantic Council,"
24 Jun 57, p. 1, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 9; text of the Soviet
proposal, DPC Note No. 150, "USSR Proposal of June 14, 1957,"
27 Jun 57, same file, BP pt 9.) (SEGRETY

14 June 1957 -- Prime Minister Macmillan formally replied to

Premier Bulganin's letter of 20 April. In a lengthy letter,
delivered to the Soviet Fremier on 15 June, Macmillan
stated that: 1) The answer to the disarmament problem lay
in international agreements on conventional and nuclear
disarmament, rather than in unilateral reductions. 2) Any
suspension of nuclear tests should be-carried out under
effective controls, in line with the UK proposal of 6 May
1957 in the UN. 3) Full-scale reductions in armed forces, as
opposed to first-step cuts, were contingent on comprehensive
settlements in the political field. U4) The Eden proposals on
demilitarized zones in Europe, to which Bulganin had re-
ferred, had been offered as part of a comprehensive settle-

ment that included the reunification of Germany and the
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estatlishment of a European security system. Reunifying
Germany was basic to this approach, and a non-aggression
pact between NATO and Warsaw Pact nations, as proposed by
Bulganin, would alone contribute nothing toward European

security. (New York Times, 16 Jun 57, 1l:4, text, 12:1-8.)

. (UNCLASSIFIED)

15 June 1957 -- Mr. Stassen gave his Western colleagues at the

disarmament talks a "draft working paper" on the newly approv-.
ed US position on first-step disarmament. With some minor
changes, the working paper was the same as the position paper
approved by the President on 12 June. The proposals contained--
in the working paper would be discussed with and approved by
the Wwest, ana, where appropriate, cleared with NATO, before
they were formally presented to the Soviets, (Msg, London
(Whitney) to SecState, 6992, 15 Jun 57.) (SEeRETT

17 June 1957 -- At a meeting of the Disarmament Subcommittee, the

Western delegates described the Soviet proposal of 14 June

as an important one, but reemphasized the need to include
adequate control provisions in any type of disarmament
agreement. Mr. Zorin objected to the Western emphasis on
controls and charged that the West was seeking to delay the
progress of negotiations. (Msg, London (Whitney) to SecState,
7033, 17 Jun 57.) (SBeRET)

18 June 1957 -- The US Senate, by a vote of 67-19, approved the

treaty to establish, and at the same time to make the US a
member of, the International Atomic Energy Agency (see items
of 23 and 26 October 1356). A move to amend the treaty was
defeated, but the opposition succeeded in obtaining Senate
approval of an "interpretation and understanding" that the

US would withdraw from the IAEA if the Agehcy's basic charter
were changed by an amendment. (New York Times, 19 June 57,

1:8.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

-

- 106 -




T

18 June 1957 -- Mr. Stassen repeated his request for an initial

list of armaments, to be furnished by the US under the terms
of the proposed first-stage disarmament agreement (see item
of 11-12 June). He asked that this list be forwarded to him
by 27 June, 1in order for him to consult with his Western

. colleagues on the Disarmament Subcommittee, advise NATO of
the US position, and maintain the "essential negotiating
momentum' to carry out US policy. (Msg, London (Whitney) to
SecState, 7050, 18 Jun 57, DA IN 30469 (19 Jun 57), CCS 092
(4-14-45) sec 69.) (SECREZ¥

On 20 June, the Deputy Secretary of Defense requested the"

Joint Chlefs of Staff to develop a list of armaments that they
would propose to put 1n storage in connection with a force-
level reduction to 2.5 million men under the US position on
a first-phase disarmament accord. (Memo, Dep SecDef to CJCS,
"Disarmament Planning," 20 Jun 57, encl to JCS 1731/231,
Note by Secys, "Disarmament Planning (U)," same date, C2S 092
(4-14-45) sec 69.) (IOPp-—SEERET)

19 June 1957 -- President Elsenhower told reporters at his news

conference that the US would be willing to agree to a tempor-
ary suspension of nuclear tests, under an international in-

" spection system, as part of a first-step disarmament agree-
ment. He said that he believed that a halt in the production
of fisslonable materials for '"weapons purposes‘ 'would not
necessarily be part of the whole pfogram." Later, White
House Press Secretary James C. Hagerty said that the

- President had not intended to give the impression that the US
was prepared to drop its insistence that an agreement to halt
such productlion should be part of an accord on suspending

tests (see item of 25 June 1957, below). (New York Times,

20 Jun 57, 1:8; text, 18:2-7.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

-
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20 June 1957 -- After several days' discussion with his Western

colleagues, Mr., Stassen began an official presentation in the
Disarmament Subcommittee of the US position. Referring to
the Soviet proposal of 14 June to suspend nuclear tests, he
stated that an agreement on nuclear tests should be related

- to certain other measures of a first-step accord, including
reductions in the strength of armed forces. The US was pre-
pared to agree to reduce its armed forces to 2.5 miilion men, -
without insisting on any political conditlons, as part of a
first-step accord in which the temporary cessation of nuclear
tests would be another element. The US was also prepared to
consider furpher reductions in force levels, in two succes-
sive stages, but would not lower 1ts military strength to
the 1-1.5 million levels that had been discussed in earlier
years. (These levels had originally been propocsed by the
West and subsequently endorsed by the USSR. See items of
28 May 1952 and 10 May 1955,.,) Moreover, said Mr. Stassen,
any reductions beyond the 2,5 million level would be con-
tingent on the resolution of outstanding political problems.
The other western delegates supported Mr. Stassen's proposals,
the British and French stating that they would not reduce

" thelr armed forces below the level of 750,000 men in a

first-stage agreement. Mr. Zorin requested clarification of
the US proposals and, in particular, asked to be given the
force-level figures contemplated by the US for second- and
.third-stage reductions. In accordance with his instructions,
Mr. Stassen declined to mention at this time any other force-
level figures beyond the 2.5 million figure. (Msg, London
(Whitney) to SecState, 7149, 20 Jun 57.) (&&8RET) (DPC Note
No. 152, "Fourth Report to NATO, June 25," 2 Jul 57, CCS 092
(4-14-45) BP pt 9.) (UNCLASSIFIED)
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21 June 1557 -- The White House announced that the US would with-

draw all American ground forces from Japan. Other US military
elements in that country would also be cut as Japanese
military strength increased, The announcement was made in
a communique issued at the end of a three-day visit to
. Washington by Prime Minister Nobusuke Kishi. (New York
Times, 22 Jun 57, 1:8, text, 4:4-6.) (UNCLASSIFIED)
24 June 1957 -- The Danish Ambassador in London informed US

representatives that Denmark approved in principal the in-
clusion in an aerial inspection zone of that part of Green-
land north of the Arctic Circle. (Msg, AmEmbassy London
to SecState, 7221, 24 Jun 57, quoted in Msg, SecState to
AmEmbassy London, 730, 24 Jul 57.) (SEGRETT

25 June 1957 -- At a news conference, Secretary of State Dulles

explained President Eisenhower's statement of 19 June con-
cerning the relationship between a suspension of nuclear tests
and a halt in the production of fissionable materials for
"weapons purposes." Mr, Dulles said that while a suspension
of tests was not dependent on a simultaneous cut-off of such
production, it was dependent upon an agreement for a future
cut-off. Both points would have to be a part of any first-

' " step disarmament accord. This accord, said the Secretary,
would also have to include: 1) arrangements for the transfer
to "non-weapons purposes" of previously produced fissionable
materials; 2) the designation of some areas in which to test
inspection techniques; and 3) some reductions in conventional
weapons, Discussing the temporary suspension of nuclear
tests, Mr. Dulles said that the suspension period should be
short enough to prevent the diséolution of US scientific and
technical staffs. With these staffs remaining intact, the

US would be able to resume testing, if necessary, at ine end




of the suspension period. (New York Times, 26 Jun 57, 1:7;

text, State Department Bulletin, v. XXXVII, no. 242 (15 Jul
57), pp. 96-102.) ( UNCLASSIFIED)
25 June 1957 -- The Disarmament Subcommittee met again. During

the period since 1ts last meeting on 20 June, the four
- Western delegates had consulted with each other and notified
the North Atlantic Council of the progress of negotiations
and of their further intentions. Mr. Stassen had also met
separately with German representatives, while Mr. Moch had
dined with Mr. Zorin. At the Subcommittee meeting, Mr.
Stassen announced that the US would be willing to cut its
armed forces to 2.1 million and 1.7 million men under
second- and third-stage disarmament agreements. These cuts
would be contingent upon implementation of agreements made in
the first-stage accord and upon progress toward politilcal
settlements, including a "solution" of the problem of German
unification. The UK and French representativés agreed to cut
their armed forces to 700,000 and 650,000 in second- and
third-stage reductions. They also stressed the link between
disarmament and political settlements., Mr. Zorin questioned
the emphasis on political settlements, again charged the West
" with using delaying tactics, and expressed regret that no
action had been taken on the Soviet proposal of 14 June to
suspend nuclear tests. (DPC Note No. 151, "June 21 Report
to NATO on Force Levels," 28 Jun 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt
9,) (ememm™) (DPC Note No. 152, "Fourth Report to NATO, June
25," 2 Jul 57, same file, BP pt 9.) (SONFPEPENBEAE (Msgs,
London (Whitney) to SecState, 7150, 20 Jun 57; 7209, 23 Jun
57; 7281, 7282, 25 Jun 57.) (SBEMETT
26 June 1957 -- At the Disarmament Subcommittee meeting, Mr.

Stassen presented the US proposal for reductlons in con-

ventional arms. This called for an exchange of lists of




arms, the placing of these arms in internaticnal depots, and
the eventual disposal of such weapons. The Subcommittee did
not discuss the specific items to be included on the list,
although it apparently accepted Mr. Stassen's description of
these arms--based on the approved U3 position--as "substantial
in amount, significant in kind, of post-World War II manu-
facture," and including those naval vessels "in current
military use." The UK, French, and Canadian representatives
supported Mr, Stassen's position., Mr. Zorin agreed in
principle, but asked that the US, UK, and France provide
provisional lists for study before the submission of the
Soviet 1ist. (Msg, London (Whitney) to SecState, 7324,
26 Jun 57.) L@BERETT (Msg, London (Whitney) to SecState,
7327, 27 Jun 57.) (OFFICIAL USE ONLY) (DPC Note No. 153,
"Fifth Report to NATO, July 4," 8 Jul 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45)
BP pt 9.) (GONEIDGMESHT) |

Reporting to the State Department, Mr. Stassen stated
that the Subcommittee discussion was concerned with the
principle of exchanging lists of arms, and did not at this
time involve any actual exchange of lists. (Msg, London

(Ymitney) to SecState, 7285, 26 Jun 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45)

sec 69.) (SeereET)

26 June 1957 -- During a news conference, President Elsenhower re-

affirmed the willingness of the US to accept a suspension of
nuclear tests as part of a general first-step disarmament
agreement. He added, however, that ending tests could
impede progress on the production of "clean" nuclear weapons
and on the development of nuclear energy for peaceful uses.

(New York Times, 26 Jun 57, 1:7; text, 10:1-8.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

27 June 1957 -- The International Labor Organization, at 1its

conference at Geneva, adopted a resoclution expressing the

-
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hope that the work of the UN Disarmament Commission might
move steadily forward. The resolution was offered by the

US, UK, France, and Canada as an amendment to the Soviet
resolution proposing a halt in nuclear tests (see item of 4
June), In a speech to the conference on 21 June, US delegate
Francis 0. Wilcox had pointed out that a ceSsation of nuclear
tests was Jjust one of the many disarmament problems being
considered by the UN Disarmament Commission. It would be
" better, he said, to leave such problems to the Commiséion.
The vote on the Western resoclution was 168-0, with 39
abstentions. (State Department Bulletin, v. XXXVII, no. 945
(5 Aug 57), pp. 258-259.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

27 June 1957 -- Mr. Stassen gave the Disarmament Subcommittee a

very general description of US views on the type of control
organ to be established under a first-step disarmament
agreement. His presentation contained nothing essentially |
different from his statement of 17 April. Mr. Zorin continued
to press for speed in the presentation of the US position.
Mr. Stassen and Mr., Zorin also met separately for an informal
discussion on disarmament. (Msgs, London (Whitney) to Sec-
State, 7329, 7363, 7369, 27 Jun 57.) [SEeR®T) (Msg, London
(whitney) to SecState, 7373, 27 Jun 57.) (OFFICIAL USE ONLY)
27 June 1957 -- The Joint Chiefs of Staff forwarded to the Secretary

of Defense a tentative list of armaments that could be placed
in storage in connection with a force-level reduction to 2.5
million men under a first-stage disarmament agreement (see
items of 18 and 26 June). The Joint Chiefs of Staff
questioned the advisability of introducing into the disarma-
ment negotlations any list of arms at that time. They re-
commended that the matter of determining arms to be stored

should not be introduced until the last stages of the
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negotiations, dependent upon agreement on other items in

the US position on first-stage disarmament. Moreover, the
Joint Chiefs of Staff had considerable misgivings concerning
the effect of a premature disclosure of a US list of arms.
Such a list should first be thoroughly discussed and coordin-
ated with the Western members of the Disarmament Subcommittee,
and not discussed with or given to the Soviets--even on an
informal basis-until the Joint Chiefs of Staff had reviewed
the results of consultations with the West.

The Joint Chiefs of Staff also strongly urged that when
the time came to give the US list to the Soviet delegates,
the list should be given only in return for a simultaneous
presentation-of the Soviet list. Moreover, it should be made -
clear to the Soviets that the US list was being submitted
only for the purpose of negotiating a flnal list to be
incorporated in a disarmament agreement.

The Joint Chlefs of Staff pointed out that the arms on
their tentative 1list bore only a general relation to a
reduction in US manpower to 2.5 miilion, and that the list
shouid be regarded as being only a rough approximation and
not a final solution. Any list of arms to be actually

- placed in storage would have to be based on the actual force

structure then in existence, and on consideration of the
terms of the disarmament agreement and of the USSR list. 1In
formulating a final 1list, the Joint Chiefs of Staff would
retain for US use those armaments required to insure the
maximum capabilities of the forces allowed under the terms
of any disarmament agreement. They would expect the USSR to
do the same,

In conclusion, the Joint Chiefs of Staff strongly urged
that the provisional list of arms they had prepared be
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withheld from Mr. Stassen until such time as was determined
propitious by the Secretary of State and the Secretary of
Defense. (Memo, JCS to SecDef, "Disarmament Planning (U),"
27 Jun 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 70, derived fr Dec On JCS
1731/232, Rpt by JSPC, same subj and date, same file, sec

T 89.) (ZOBSECRET)

28 June 1957 -- At a brief meeting of the Disarmament Subcommittee,

Mr. Stassen requested clarification of the Soviet views on
the establishment of ground control pdésts under a first-stage
disarmament agreement, He stressed the value of such posts
as a means of safeguarding against surprise attack. (Msg,
London (Whitpey) to SecState, 7400, 28 Jun 57.) (SaeRrE®)
(Msg, London (Whitney), to SecState, 7413, 29 Jun 57.)
(OFFICIAL USE ONLY)

29 June 1957 -- Mr, Stassen and Mr. Moch met with the North

Atlantic Councll 1in Paris to report on and discuss the
London disarmament talks and to explain Western disarmament
proposals. (DPC Note No. 153, "Fifth Report to NATO, July
4," 8 Jul 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 9.) (@ENFIDENTIAL)
(New York Times, 30 Jun 57, 1l:1; 2 Jul 57, 1:1.)
(UNCLASSIFIED) |

30 ‘June 1957 -- In a speech at Dortmund, Germany, Chancellor

Adenauer stated that West Germany was prepared to agree to
the inspection of German territory under a disarmament

agreement, He denied that his government was hindering the
conclusion of an agreement at the London disarmament talks.

(New York Times, 1 Jul 57, 1:8.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

1l July 1957 -= The Secretary of Defense forwarded to the Secretary
of State the list of armaments submitted to the Defense
Department on 27 June by the Joint Chiefs of Staff, along

with the views and recommendations of the Joint Chiefs of
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Staff. In his covering letter, Mr. Wilson expressed his
agreement with these views and recommendations. (N/H of
JCS 1731/232, "Disarmament Planning (u)," 3 Jul 57, ccs 032

(4-14-45) sec 63.) (Tob=-SRORET)

1 July 1957 -- Secretary of State Dulles cautioned Mr. Stassen

- against any move in the disarmament negotiations that might
tle the solution of specific political issues to specific
disarmament steps. He said that any such "one-to-one
correlation" would probably turn the Disarmament Subcommittee
into akforumfbr the discussion of the substance of political
issues, and could delay implementation of a flrst-step dis-
armament agreement. On 3 July, Mr. Stassen replied that he
had been ende;voring to avoid specific térms when discussing
political questions in the disarmament negotiations, The
US delegation, he said, had been negotiating along the lines
desired by Mr. Dulles, (Msgs, SecState to AmEmbassy London,
16, 1 Jul 57; London (Whitney) to SecState, 81, 3 Jul 57.)
(SRETET)

2 July 1957 -- At a meeting of the Disarmament Subcommittee,

British Foreign Secretary Selwyn Lloyd introduced a joint
statement of Canada, France, the UK, and the US concerning
the temporary suspension of nuclear tests. The jJoint
statement welcomed, as an "essential requirement" for pro-
gress on this matter, the Soviet acceptance of inspection .
posts to contrel and detect nuclear testing., It stated that
a temporary suspension of tests was now possible as part of
a first-step disarmament agreement. This suspension would
be subject to precise agreement on its duration and timing,
on the installation and location of controls and inspection
posts, and on its relationship to other provisions of a

first-step agreement. These other provisions would include

-
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initial reductions in armed forces and armaments, with
accompanying inspection measures, and a halt in the production
of fissionable materials for "weapons purposzs" under con-
ditions to be agreed upon. The joint statement also proposed
that a group of experts should meet to design an inspectlon
system to verify the test suspension. The chairman of the
five delegations to the Disarmament Subcommittee should con-
sider the necessary relationship of the provision for the '
temporary suspension of nuclear tests to the other provislons :
of the first-step disarmament agreement.

After Mr. Lloyd had concluded his presentation, Mr. Moch ™
(France) and Mr. Johnson (Canada) stated their support. Mr.
Zorin welcoﬁéd the Western move, but asked for clarification
of several points. Mr., Stassen then began a detailed

exposition of the provisions of the joint statement, in effect

" the US position on nuclear tests, He stated that the suspen-

sion of tests should be initially for ten months, contingent
on Soviet agreement to stop the production of fissionable
materials for "weapons purposes." Both measures should be
subject to adequate control, including inspectlion posts, and
be part of a first-step disarmament agreement to be joined
by other states. Ten months should be adequate for the
installation of an inspection ardcontrol system and for
other states to sign the treaty. If inspection was adequate
and many other states had Joined and the situation was
"favorable," than a longer period of suspension might be
possible, If not, the US would resume tests, Mr, Stassen
sald that the date for a halt in the production of fissionable
materials for "weapons-purposes' might be sométime in 1959,

after installation of an adequate inspection system. (Msg,

London (Whitney) to SecState, 78, 3 Jul 57.).L§BGHET) (DPC

-
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Note No. 153, "Fifth Report to NATO, July 4," 8 Jul 57,
CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 9.) (GONBEPPNTTRL) (Text in DPC
Note No. 154, "Joint Statement of Canada, France, the
United Kingdom, and the United States . . . ," 10 Jul 57,

same file, BP pt 9.) (SEGRET)
2-July 1957 -- Secretary of State Dulles stated during a news

conference that it would be possible to have a disarmament
‘agreement without Communist China being a party to 1t, The
agreement would be negotiated in such a way, however, that if
Communist China violated 1t, the US would be relieved of its
cbligations under the treaty. The Secretary also pointed

out tha&t it might be possible to make a disarmament agreement
with the Chinese Communists without extending diplomatic
recognition to them. He cited as examples armament-limit-
atlon and inspection agreements made in connection with North

Korea and Viet-Nam. (New York Times, 3 Jul 57, 1:5; text,

State Department Bulletin, v. XXXVIL, no. 943 (22 Jul 57),
'pp. 139-145), and also DPC Sect Note No 191, "Statements
on Communist China," 1 Oct 57, pp. 4-5, CCS 092 (4-14-45)
BP pt 10,) (UIICLASSIFIED)

2 July 1957 == In a memorandum to the US Representative to the

"-Standing Group, NATO, the Joint Chiefs of Staff provided
guidance 1n the area of disarmament in preparation for a
meeting of the Standing Group with the North Atlantic Council.
The Joint Chilefs of Staff forwarded to the US Representative
a copy of the US position on first-phase disarmament; approved
by the President on 12 June 1957. In accordance with this
position, the Joint Chiefs of Staff stated that the US would
leave to European initiative matters relating to an inspection
zone in Western Europe. (SM-468-57, JCS to US Rep SGN,
"Disarmament (U)," 2 Jul 57, derived fr Dec On JCS 2073/1416,

-
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Rpt by JSPC, same subj and date, both CCS 032 (4-14-45)

sec 70.) [Iop=SmemETr——

3 July 1957 -- President Eisenhower, at a news conference, repeated

his earlier statements that the US was willing to suspend
nuclear tests., If this coﬁntry should make another test,
however, he would invite other nations to make their own
measurements of the amount of radioactive fallout that
resulted. This would indicate US progress towards making a
"elean' bomb, The President said that, looking toward the
time when the US could actually produce a "clean" bomb, he
had talked with his scientific advisers about the feasibility
of sharing thisknowledge with other nations. Discussing the
disarmament negotiations then in progress, Mr. Eisenhower
stated that the US could not act on any program without con-
sulting the other NATO countries, He wanted to avoid a
situationin which he would "become like Napoleon and
Alexander, on a raft . . . , settling the fate of Europe."

(New York Times, 4 Jul 57, 1:5; text, 13:1-8.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

The New York Times later reported that Congressional

reaction toward the idea of sharing US knowledge of how to
produce a '"clean" bomb appeared to be "weighted on the un-

favorable side." (New York Times, 5 Jul 57, 1:5.)

(UNCLASSIFIED)
3 July 1957 -- Mr. Stassen reported to the State Department his

belief that it was possible that the USSR was prepared, "in a
suitable forum,’ to initiate serious negotiations concerning
political problems such as the reunification of Germany.
While admitting that his analysis was based on what might
appear to be "slender bits of evidence," he felt there was a
- good possibllity of a shift in the Soviet position. He based

this conclusion on a comparison of present with earlier

-
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Soviet attitudes toward a discussion of political conditions
in connection with disarmament. A year earlier, the USSR
had refused to recognize any relation between the two
subjects (see item of 3 July 1956); now the Soviets were at
least showing an interest and asking questions about the
. Western position that these problems were connected. (Msg,

London (Whitney) to SecState, 82, 3 Jul 57.) [SaewET)

3 July 1957 -- Mr. Staseen continued his exposition, at the

Disarmament Subcommittee, of the US position on nuclear

tests, He explained that, while the suspension of tests

would begin immediately after ratification of the first-stage
disarmament treaty, the inspection system needed to check
on a halt in the production of fissionable materials for
"weapons purposes" was more elaborate than that required
to monitor a test moratorium, and i1ts installation might take
some time., The cut-off in production would take effect one
month after this inspection system was installed, possibly in
1359. Mr. Stassen clted a number of statements by Soviet
spokesman as well as representatives of other countries,
including India, Yugoslavia, Sweden, and Poland, that either
called for a halt in nuclear weapons production, or that

" were favorable to the idea. (Msg, London (Wnitney) to Sec-

State, 125, 4 Jul 57.) (SEeRET)

3 July 1957 -- After the Subcommittee meeting, Canadian delegate

Johnson informed Mr. Stassen that he had been authorized to
Jjoin in an informal presentation to the Soviets of the North
American and Arctic aerial inspection zones. Ambassador
Johnson added that; if the Soviets showed interest, he did
not anticipate any difficulty in obtaining formal Cainadian
approval. (Msg, London (Whitney) to SecState, 116, 3 Jul 57.)

(spereT)




3 July 1957 -- The State Department suggested that Mr. Stassen

—

take care not to give the Soviets the impression that the
question cf limiting or restricting the use of nuclear
weapons was 1in any way negotiable. No new formula could be
Iacceptable 1f it went beyond the official US position that
neither nuclear nor conventional weapons should be wused in

a manner inoonsistent with the UN Charter. The Soviet
objective was to stigmatize nuclear weapons and their use,
and neutralize the'US superiority in this area. Nevertheless,
the US should not give the world the impression that it
intended to use nuclear weapons promiscuously, or that it

was insensitive to public opinion on this question. There-
fore, since the USSR had not accepted the US position, the
Department felt that the Soviets should be asked to suggest a
formula concerning nuclear weapons that they thoughtmight be
acceptable to the US. Any Soviet "movement" on this point
would be an important indication that an agreement might be
reached., (Msg, SecState to AmEmbassy London, 79, 3 Jul 57.)
(SeereT)

5 July 1957 -- The Disarmament Subcommittee met twice. At the

first meeting, Mr. Stassen concluded hls discussion of the
wéstern Joint statement of 2 July. H1is presentation was an
exposition of the US position on transferring previously
manufactured fissionable materials to "non-weapons purposes"
under international inspection (see items of 31 May and 12
June 1957). At the second meeting, the other Western re-
presentatives spoke in support of the Joint statement. Mr.
Zorin said the Soviet delegation would study the Western

position. (Msgs, London (Whitney) to SecState, 150,160,

5 Jul 57.) (SE€TET)
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5 July 1957 -- The Western delegates to the disarmament talks

neld a four-power meeting to discuss their views on in-
spection. The UK delegate reported that the North Atlantic
Council appeared to be in agreement on three troad principles:
1) the air inspection zone should be as large as possible;

- 2) the ground inspection zone should also be large and should
include mobile inspectors; and 3) inspection of nuclear
weapons should be excluded ffom,any inspection arrangement.
Mr. Stassen reiterated the US position that the initiative
for a European inspection zone and i1ts inspection requirements
would have to come from the European states. French repre-
sentative Mocp emphasized French insistence that air and
ground inspection zones must not be identical. He feared that,
if they were, a European neutral zone would result. In
response to a query from the Canadian delegate, Mr. Stassen
stated that the US proposal for inspection of the USSR,
Canada, and the US contemplated only aerial overflight, with
a proviso that other elements of inspection might be included
through subsequent negotiations. (Msg, London (Whitney) to
SecState, 161, 5 Jul 57.) (SpemeT)

8 July 1957 -- In a statement before the Disarmament Subcommittee,

‘Soviet representative Zorin in effect rejected the Western
disarmament proposals outlined in the four-power statement

of 2 July and in Mr. Stassen's subsequent presentations.
Although Zorin stated that the USSR was firmly convinced of
}the possibility of reaching a first-step disarmament agreement
his speech was largely negative. He rejected, as a waste

of time, the Western proposal that a group of experts meet to
design an inspection system to verify the suspension of
nuclear tests. On the other hand, he reaffirmed the Soviet

position in favor of control posts. He declared that a
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ten-month suspension of tests was too short, and repeated
his call for a two- or three-year halt. He said that the
USSR would consider a halt in the production of fissionable
~materials for "weapons purposes" only if this were tied to
a general renunclation of the use of nuclear weapons. 1In
- this connection, he criticized the US position that nuclear
weapons could be employed in self-defense, arguing that it
was impossible to define l’se.lf.‘-defense" or "aggression."
He added, however, that the USSR was ready to cooperate in
drawing up a new formula for the renunciation of the use of
nuclear weapons. The Soviet representative also criticized
other aspects of the Western position.

With the exception of Mr, Stassen, the Western delegates
found the Zorin speech to be '"negative," "disappointing,"
full of propaganda,and indicating no real desire to reach an
agreement. Mr, Stassen felt the speech required study. 1In
his report to the State Department, he said that the USSR
had made "'no moves backward" and that he saw an "element of
flexibility" in Zorin's presentation. (Msgs, London (Whitney)
to SecState, 213, 214, 8 Jul 57.) (SEe®@T) (Msg, London
(Whitney) to SecState, 215, 9 Jul 57.) (OFFICIAL USE ONLY)
(New York Times, 9 Jul 57, 1:3-4; 10 Jul 57, 1:1.)

( UNCLASSIFIED)

8 July 1957 -- The State Department informed Mr. Stassen that a

description of inspection zones that he had requested per-
mission to offer in the disarmament negotiations was not in
conformity with approved US policy (see item of 12 June 1957).
Mr. Stassen's description would have 1) referred to a
European inspection zone, although the European states had
not made a decision for or against this zone; 2) included

in the initial US-Canada-USSR inspection zone that portion of

~ -
-
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Norway and Denmark (Greenland) located north of the Arctic
Circle, although this was not in accord with arcroved US
policy; and 3) decreased the amount of Soviet territory to
be include¢ in the limited initial zone. Mr. Stassen was
directed to correct his proposed description to conform with
approved US policy. (Msgs, SecState to AmEmbassy London,
194, 8 Jul 57; London (vwhitney) to SecState, 162, 5 Jul 57.)

(SeerETYy

9 July 1957 -- The State Department sent two messages to Mr.

Stassen, questioning his statement to the Canadian delegate,
at the four-power meeting on 5 July, that the US contemplated
only aerial qvérflight in 1ts proposal for a USSR-Canada-US
inspection zone. The Department pointed out that US policy
called for an aerial and ground inspection system (see items
of 31 May and 12 June 1957). Moreover, it was the under-
standing of the Department that the President intended ground
and aerial inspection zcnes to be coterminous,'since only by
a combinafion of both elements could an effective safeguard
against surprise attack be achieved. It was up to Canada,
however, to decide the terms on which it wished to participate
in the US inspection proposal. The US would prefer Canadian
‘acceptance of both ground and aerial inspection but if the
Canadians would accept only aerial inspection, the US would
be prepared to have them join on that basis. (itsgs, SecState

to AmEmbassy London, 214, 221, 9 Jul 57.) (sBexET)

10 July 1957 -- Canadian Ambassador Johnson opened the discussion

TO B SO o

at the Disarmament Subcommittee by formally accepting the
US proposal that ten months be set as the period of suspension
of ﬁuclear tests. He also expressed disappointment at Zorin's
speech of 8 July. French delegate Moch also accepted the

ten-month period, and strongly criticized the Zorin speech.

~ -~
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Mr. Stassen then made three points: 1) He denied the ulterior
motivations attributed to the US by Zorin, and stressed
American devotion to peace and to reaching a sound, safe-
guarded disarmament agreement. 2) He asked why Zorin, on the
one hand, had insisted that the USSR would not delay

. establishment of a control system for nuclear tests, while,
on the other, he had opposed a méeting of experts to
establish such a system. 3)VMr. Stassen said the US would not
use nuclear weapons for aggression, but that the US would
not accept a complete ban on these weapons. He then asked
Zorin for any draft formula on the use of nuclear weapons
that the Soviets belleved would be mutually acceptable (see
item of 3 July 1957). UK Foreign Secretary Selwyn Lloyd,
speaking for his country's delegation, also expressed dis-
appointment in Zorin's speech. He later told Mr. Stassen
that the UK would support the ten-month period of nuclear-
test suspension,

Mr. Zorin replied by saying he wanted time to examine

the Western statements, He declared that a committee of
experts to design a control system could not be set up until
agreement was reached on the length of time of the suspension.
'He also requested the Western powers to explain their reasons
for wanting a ten-month suspension, adding that "perhaps you
can convince us" that this period shbuld be accepted. On the
basis of these remarks and Zorin's statement of 8 July, Mr,
Stassen felt that the USSR was "ready to move" toward dis-
armament, provided there were "movements by others." (Msg,
London (Whitney) to SecState, 278, 10 Jul 57.) (SEe®ET] (Msg,
London (Whitney) to SecState, 279, 10 Jul 57.) (OFFICIAL USE
ONLY)
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10 July 1957 -- In Washington, Secretary of State Dulles explained

to Louis Joxe, Secretary General of the French Foreign
Ministry, that, for military and political reasons, the US
felt it might be unwise to include a Eurcpean inspection zone
in the first-step disarmament égreement. (Msg, SecState to
°  AmEmbassy Paris, 138, 10 Jul 57.) (SESRETY
1l July 1957 -- Soviet Party Secretary Khrushchev, visiting

Czechozlovakia, told Prague factory workers that President
Elsenhower's reference to a "clean" nuclear bomb (see item
of 3 July) were "stupidities." "How can you have a clean
bomb to do dirty things?" he asked. Later, a White House
statement expressed amazement that Khrushchev should think
efforts to eliminate fallout from atomic explcsions were
stupid., The US, said the statement, would continue efforts
to avoid mass human destruction in an atomic war just as it

was trying to eliminate the possibility of the war itself.

(New York Times, 12 Jul 57, 1:5, 2:5; text of White House
statement, State Department Bulletin, v, XXXVII, no. 944
(29 Jul 57)s D. 185.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

1l July 1957 == Mr, Selwyn Lloyd told the members of the Disarma-

| ment Subcommittee that the UK supported the US proposal for a
ten-month suspensidn of nuclear tests, Mr. Stassen than spoke
at length on this proposal. He stated that the US would not
accept a two- or three-year Suspension, and insisted on the
ten-month period. Earlier in the day, in answer to a question
by his Western colleagues, Mr,., Stassen had indicated that the
US might consider a twelve-month sSuspension period, if the
Soviets proposed it, but that the US would not 80 beyond that
point. He asked the other Western delegates to continue
their support of the ten-month period. At the Subcommittee
meeting, after Mr. Stassen had finished his explanation of
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the US proposal, Soviet representative Zorin criticized his
reasoning, but said he would carefully read the transcript
of Mr. Stassen's statement. (Msgs, London (Wh;tney) to
SecState, 286, 312, 11 Jul 57.) (SpeReT] (Msg, London
(whitney) to SecState, 313, 11 Jul 57.) (OFFICIAL USE ONLY)

12 July 1957 -- At the Disarmament Subcommittee meeting, Mr.

Stassen listed five basic points in the US position on nuclear
disarmament in a first-step agreement. The US, he said,
would agree: 1) to halt nuclear tests; 2) to stop making
nuclear weapons; 3) to begin the transfer to "non-weapons
purposes” of fissionable material previously produced; L
never to use nuclear weapons in aggresslon; 5) during the
1mplementat15n of a first-step agreement, to continue its
efforts to reach agreement on a comprehensive disarmament
treaty. Mr. Zorin attempted to sway Mr. Stassen from his
insistence that a suspension of nuclear tests te limited to
ten months. 2Zorin characterized the US stand as an ultimatum
(see above item), and argued that other states would agree

to a longer suspension. He stated, finally, that the USSR
would be willing to negotiate about the length of the test

suspension, but not on the basis of a US ultimatum. Mr,

. Stassen was optimistic over the Soviet willingness to

negotiate, but the other Western delegations, especially the
British, were reported as being pessimistic about the chances
of agreement 1n the face of US unwillingness to make con-
cessions. (Msg, London (Whitney) to SecState, 355, 12 Jul 57.)
(OPFICIAL USE ONLY) (New York Times, 13 Jul 57, 1:2.)

( UNCLASSIFIED)

12 July 1957 -- Mr, Stassen sent the State Department a long

"clarifying message," apparently in answer to the Depart-

ment's messages of 9 July, concerning negotiations on the

A4
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question of aerial and ground inspecticn. He stated that
aerial inspection had been a matter of great difficulty to
negotiate with the Soviets, The US delegation, he said,

nad held unwaveringly to the position that aerial inspection
was essential to an inspection system, but it had never
contemplated or proposed that there be no ground inspection
in the aerial inspection zone. He had, hbwever, concentrated
on obtaining Soviet acceptance of the necessity of aerial
inspection, and on gaining the consent of Western states
whose territory would be involved, in order to be able to
press the aerial inspection question with the Soviets. The
Soviet Union had been willing to accept more ground than
aerial inspection, and it had always been clear that ground
inspection would be included in a disarmament treaty and

that the details of both aerial and ground inspection would
be Spelled out in an annex to the treaty. Such specific
matters as the degree of mobility, and the numbers and
location of ground inspectors would all have to be negotiated
before a treaty could be drafted, but Mr, Stassen's initial
concentration had been on the difficult task of obtaining
Soviet acceptance of aerial inspection. It was understood,
he sald, that any state consenting to a position to be

taken in negotliations with the USSR on aerial inspection
made this consent econditional on its own subsequent agreement
with regard to the extent and detail of ground inspection
within 1ts territory, and on its similar agreement with
relation to ground inspection in Soviet territory. The
tactical situation in London, concluded Mr. Stassen, was that,
due to his persistent efforts in support of aerial inspection,
the US had obtained a greater opening of Communist territory

to aerial inspection than ever before. This had come in the

~ -
-
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Soviet proposal of 26 April, formally presented on 30 April.
The USSR was now awaiting the response of the Viest to this
proposal. (Msg, London (Whitney) to SecState, 322, 12 Jul
57, DA IN 37319, Crystal Team, JSPG, files.) [SEoRmasy

13 July 1957 -- Canadian delegate Johnson advised Mr. Stassen that

his government agreed to the inspection zones proposed by the
US: a US-Canada-USSR zone, or the alternate Arctic zone (see
item of 12 June 1957). Ambassador Johnson also said that
Canada believed that an inspection system should include both
aerial and ground components, and that the location and
number of ground posts and the mobility of the ground in-
spectors should be subject to precise agreement., (Msg, London
(Whitney) to SecState, 363, 13 Jul 57.) (SGeRET)

13 July 1957 -- In a message to the Secretary of State, Mr.

Stassen commented on Mr., Dulles' statement to Louls Joxe that
a European 1lnspection zone might be unwise in a first-step
disarmament agreement (see item of 10 July). Mr. Stassen
stated that the majority of Western European military leaders
felt that a European inspection zone would add to Vestern
European security, would provide greater protection against
great surprise attack, and would decrease the danger of war.
The people of Western Europe also appeared to favor inclusion
of a European inspection zone in a first-step disarmament
agreement, Therefore, sald Mr. Stassen, if West Europeans
believed that the US had shifted from a position of leaving
the initiative to them to one of "stopping this initiative,"
this might lead them to think that the US had a negative
attitude toward the general subject of disarmament. Moreover,
pro-US Western statesmen and political parties might suffer
public disfavor, with serious adverse consequences to NATO

and US security. Under these circumstances, there was also
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the strong possibility that the UN General Assembly would
pass resolutions against nuclear-weapons testing, against

the stationing of nuclear weapons on foreign soil, and others
contrary to US interests. Mr. Stassen recommenced that, if

a European inspection zone was no longer acceptable, the West
Europeans should be allowed to realize this through their own
reasoning or through the Soviet rejection of a reasonable
proposal by the West Europeans. (Msg, London (Whitney) to

SecState, 362, 13 Jul 57.) (SEoRasy

15 July 1957 =-- Nikita Khrushchev told Czech workers 1n Pilsen

that the West was stalling in the London disarmament
negotiations because "the capitalists think it unprofitable
to liquidate the cold war." (New York Times, 15 Jul 57,

2:3,) (UNCLASSIFIED)

15 July 1957 -- Mr. Stassen opened the Disarmament Subcommittee

meeting by calling for patience and persistence in moving
towards a first-step disarmament agreement, He said he was
presenting the details of the US position as rapidly as
could be expected in view of the importance of the problems
involved and the number of nations whose vital interests were
concerned., Mr. Zorin expressed Soviet regret at delays in
~negotlations, and again requested a reply to the Soviet
proposals of 30 April 1957. Replying to Mr, Stassen's
request that the USSR submit an alternative draft formula
on the use of nuclear weapons (see item of 10 July 1957),
Zorin indicated that the Soviets might be willing to consider
a French suggestion that called for a renunciation of the use
of nuclear weapons except in self-defense., Although he did
not develop this poinf, his remarks appeared to suggest a
shift from the previous Soviet position calling for an un-

qualified renunciation of the use of nuclear weapons. (Msg,




London (Whitney) to SecState, 409, 15 Jul 57.) (SeemeTT

16 July 1957 -- After lengthy consultations, the four Western

delegations to the Disarmament Subcommittee forwarded to the
North Atlantic Council the proposals on aerial and ground
inspection and on control of missiles that they planned to
introduce in the disarmament talks. The systems of aerial
and ground inspection were aimed at guarding against surprise
attack, and not at verifying reductions in arms and arma-
ments. The latter would be covered by other provisions. 1In
a covering letter to the NAC, the Western Four requested
NATO comment in time to allow Subcommittee discussion of the
proposals to begin on 22 July. According to the letter:

(1) The’Western Four were prepared to propose the
following US-Canada-USSR aerial 1nspectlon zones:

(a) All of the continental US and Alaska, including
the Aleutlans, and all of Canada and the USSR, or
(b) All territory north of the Arctic Circle of the

USSR, Canada, US (Alaska), Denmark (Greenland), and

Norway; all of Canada, the US, and the USSR west of 140

degrees West longitude, east of 160 degrees East

longitude, and north of 50 degrees North latitudej all
of the remainder of Alaska and Kamchatka; and all of the

Aleutians and Kurils, Denmark and Norway had approved

inclusion of their territory.

(2) The British and French, with the support of Canada
and the US, were prepared to propose the following European
aerial inspection zones:

(a) All of Europe from the Atlantic to the Urals

(Cefined as from 10 degrees West to 60 degrees East

longitude), or

hl




(p) All European territory betwceﬁ 5 and 35 degrees
East longitude, and from the Arctic Circle to 40 degrees
North latitude.
(3) The Western Four were also prepared to propose a
system of ground observation that included lnspection posts
at principal ports, rail Junctions, highways, and airfields,
as well as ground teams having an adequate and agreed degree
of mobility. These posts and teams would be established by
agreement anywhere in the territories of the states concerned,h

and without regard to the limits of the aerial inspection

zones, T -l

(4) FPinally, the Western Four were prepared to propose
that, withimr three months after the entry into force of a
disarmament treaty, all signatory nations would cooperate in
the establishment of a technical committee to study the
design of an inspection system that would make it possible to
assure that the sending of objects through outer space would
be exclusively for peaceful and scientific purposes. (DPC
Note No. 156, "Four-Power Proposals on Inspection Zones and
Missiles Transmitted to NATO on July 16," 17 Jul 57, CCS 092
(4-14-45) BP pt 9.) (SEem=T)

The proposals on 1inspection zones were also delivered
to the Norwegian and Danish Embassies in London. On 17 July,
the Norwegian and Danish ambassadors met with Mr., Stassen
and stated their approval., (Msg, London (Whitney) to

SecState, 509, 18 Jul 57,) (Shen=TT
16 July 1957 -- Secretary of State Dulles said, during a news

conference, that the US was considering means of establishing
nuclear-weapons stockpiles in the NATO area for the use of
its allies in case of war. A disarmament agreement to halt

the production of nuclear weapons, he said, would make NATO

FRY
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dependent on the US. These stockpiles--the creation cf

which might require Congressional action--would assure the
NATO states of nuclear weapons 1f war came. MrQ Dulles added
that the stockpiling project would become "academic" if the
Soviets continued to oppose thé idea of halting the production
of nuclear arms. (New York Times, 17 Jul 57, l:l; text,

-State Department Bulletin, v. XXXVII, no. 945, pp. 228-235.)

(UNCLASSIFIED) .
16 July 1957 -- In response to a request from the Assistant

Secretary of Defense (ISA), based on a request from SACEUR,
the Joint Chiefs of Staff furnished the Secretary of Defense
with their appraisal of the intelligence advantages to be
gained for NATb through aerial inspection of certain areas of

the inspection zones proposed by the USSR on 26 and 30 April
=]

Y
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(Memo, JCS to SecDef, "SACEUR Request for Intelli-
gence Appraisal (S)," 16 Jul 57, derived fr Dec On JCS
1731/233, same subJj and date, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec T70.)
(@QR_SEGRED) |

16 July 1957 -- President Eisenhower authorized a cut of 100,000

men in the US armed forces. This reduction in the previously
authorized strength of 2.8 million men had been recommended
by Secretary df Defense Wilson and was to be carried out by
the end of 1957. On 17 July, at a press conference, the
President stated that the reduction was not linked with dis-
armament negotiations, but, rather, was being made in an
attempt to achieve as "perfectly balanced" a military program
as possible. (New York Times, 17 Jul 57, 1:5, text of Mr.

Wilson's recommendation, 8:3; 18 Jul 57, 12:8.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

17 July 1957 -- At a meeting of the Disarmament Subcommittee, UK

Foreign Secretary Selwyn Lloyd proposed the establishment of
four or five working groups to examine the technical details
of points on which agreement in principle had already been
achieved., These groups could éxpedite progress towards
over-all pagreement. They might examine such topics as the
levels for military forces and conventional armaments, the
details of aerial and ground inspection, and the suspension
of nuclear tests. Mr. Zorin, although pressed by French
representative Moch, refused to comment on this proposal
other than to say he would study it. (Msg, London (Whitney)
to SecState, 491,17 Jul 57.) (SBERET)

11:



17 July 1957 -~ In answer to a question at his press conference,

President Eisenhower said that it might be useful for Soviet
Defense Minister Zhukov and Secretary of Defense Wilson to
exchange visits, On 18 July, the State Department informed
US ambassadors at major European capitals that the President's
° statement was merely "a hypothetical answer to a hypothetical
question" and that there was no plan to hold bilateral talks
with the Soviets on disarmament matters affecting US allies.
(New York Times, 18 Jul 57, 12:4.) (UNCLASSIFIED) (Msg,
SecState to AmEmbassy London, 524, 18 Jul 57.) (CONPEDENGIASN—

17 July 1957 -- In a message to Mr. Stassen, Secretary of State

Dulles expregsed concern that the proposals transmitted to

the North Atlantlc Council by the Western Four on 16 July
failed to establish the "necessary relétionship“ between
aerial and ground inspection. He stated that US policy
clearly implied that there must be a single system having
both aerial and ground components capable of working with
each other. Mr. Stassen replied that all US proposals,

except those concerning establishment of a European inspection
zone, had been presented as inseparable parts of a whole. He
added that all delegations, including that of the USSR, knew
‘that there was to be an aerial and ground inspection system,
to be "knitted together," along with nuclear-weapons inspec-
tion, under an over-all inspection organization. The details
would be worked out in the annexes to the disarmament treaty,
once agreement was reached on the inspection zones themselves.
On 18 July, Secretary Dulles replied that Mr. Stassen must
stress the US position that aerial and ground inspection zones
must be coterminous to be effective. This, he stated, was a
different matter from the fact that the US proposals were
inseparable. Moreover, he did not think it adequate at this

~ ‘-

- 134 - — - -




auphuSSSREs

time to depehd upon annexes to assure the principle of aerial
and ground inspection zones being "'knitted together,'"
(Msgs, SecState to AmEmbassy London, 487, 17 Jul 57; 555,

18 Jul 57; London (Whitney) to SecState, L84, 17 Jul 57.)

SBeTET)

18 July 1957 -- Secretary of State Dulles requested Mr. Stassen's

opinion of a proposed change in the US position with regard
to aerial and ground inspection zones (see item of 12 June
1957). 1In view of the reservations held by some Western
states concerning a European zone, and considering German
apprehensions about ground inspectlon and its political T
impact on Germany, Mr. Dulles felt that the US should encour-

age the NATO states to propose an expansion of the proposed
US-USSR-Canada zone to include NATO and satellite Europe.

(As approved on 12 June, this zone had included all of the
continental US, Alaska, all Soviet territory, and, with its
consent, Canada. If this were unacceptable to the USSR, a
limited initial zone in the Arctic was to be offered.) The =
State Department now proposed to amend this to the following:
Initially the US would propose a 2zone to include the con-
tinental US, Alaska, all Soviet territory, Poland,
Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Bulgaria, Rumanié, Albania, and,
with the consent of the parties involved, all of Canada and
Germany and the European territory of the UK, Norway, Denmark,
Ita;y, Portugal, Belgium, the'Netherlands, Greece, Turkey,
Luxembourg, and Iceland. (The Secretary did not include
France among the European states listed. But since he had
stated that the enlarged zone was to include NATO, and since
he did not explain his omission of France, it was probably
accidental.) The US would be prepared to accept the'in-

c¢lusion of any other European states (Sweden, Finland,




Yugoslavia, Spain, Austria, and Switzerland) that wished to
join. If the USSR rejected this proposal, the US would then
fall back on the US-Canada-USSR zone, or the Arctic zone
alone, as conceived in the 12 June positlon. Further con-
sideration of a European zone could then be postponed until
after receipt of Soviet reaction to these US proposals, pre-
*  sumably after the forthcoming critical West German elections.
Mr. Dulles stated that the proposed expansion of the
US-Canada-USSR zone would have the following advantages:
(1) It would help the European states to resolve their
uncertainty about the desirability of a smaller European
zone, since 1t would provide them with the assurance they
desired that the USSR would also be open to inspection and
that they would not be singled out for separate treatment.
(2) The US would not be accused of backing down on its pro;
posal for a European zone and on the idea of the "open skies"
proposal in general. (3) Disarmament negotiations could be
concentrated more quickly on the more important areas dividing
the USSR and the West, such as the cut-off of production of
fissionable materials for "weapons purposes.," Should the
Soviets reject Western proposals in these areas, there would
be no need to proceed any further into the delicate question
- of a European zone, and world opinion would then favor the
‘West. (4) Since the USSR would probably not at this time
agree to open all of its territory to inspection, the new
proposal could give the US a "graceful way" of falling back
on its proposal for an Arctic inspection zone. (Msg, SecState
to AmEmbassy London, 552, 18 Jul 57, OCJCS files.) (SECRET)
18 July 1957 -- A UK White Paper on disarmament, in the form of

a Government report to Parliament, stated that the prospects

for partial disarmament had "materially improved" during the
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preceding four months. The White Paper swmmarized the 1957
disarmament talks and spoke of "substantial advances" having
been made, but pointéd out that many obstacles remained to
be overcome before a disarmament treaty could be signed.
(Washington Post and Times Herald, 19 Jul 57, 2:4; Report on
the Disarmament Talks--1957 (Miscellaneous No. 17 /I9577),

Presented by the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs to
Parliament (London, July, 1957), filed as DPC Note No. 163, -
"Disarmament Talks--1957," 30 Jul 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP
pt 9.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

19 July 1957 -- The London disarmament talks entered their fifth

month. At a meeting of the Disarmament Subcommittee, Mr.
Zorin gave a long speech in which he: (1) accepted the second-
and third-stage force level figures, proposed by the US, of
2.1 énd 1.7 million men, provided they were not tied in with
unacceptable political conditions; (2) indicated that the
Soviets were prepared to negotiate on a period between ten
months and two or three years for the suspension of nuclear
tests, provided this period was long.enough to inhibit sub-
stantially any test programs that might follow; and (3)
stated that the USSR was prepared to proceed with technical
committees, as proposed by the UK on 17 July, as soon as
agreement was reached in principle on the main issues between
East and West. Mr. Stassen, in his first official reaction
to the UK proposal, accepted the technical committees under
three conditions: (1) specific terms of reference would have
to be agreed to; (2) negotiations aimed at reaching agreement
on the principal remaining East-West differences would have
to continue simultanecusly in the Subcommittee; and (3) the
nunber of committees could not be so great as to impede the

progress of the Subcommittee. (Msg, London (Whitney) to
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SecState, 575, 19 Jul 57.) W

13 July 1957 -- The four lestern delegations to the Disarmament

Subcommittee answered questions raised by the North Atlantic
Council concerning the proposals transmitted to NATO by the
Western Four on 16 July. In-a message to the NAC, the
Western Four stated, among other things, that:

(1) The "5-35" inspection zone for Europe (between 5
degrees and 35 degrees East longitude) was the minimum they
would accept without further consultation with the NAC. The
southern boundary of this zone would be 42 degrees North
latitude, a line that excluded Greece and Turkey.

(2) The southern boundary of the larger European zone
(from the Atlantic to the Urals) would be 40 degrees North
latitude, since this would open the Caucasus to inspection.
This zone was intended to include all European countries that
consented to inspection, but inclusion of nations not belong-
ing to either NATO or the Warsaw Pact, while desirable, was
not necessary for the success of the system.

(3) A ground inspection syStem{ as well as air inspectim
zones, would be essential to inspection under a first-step
agreement. It was the firm position of the Western Four that
‘'the inspectlon provisions would not be permitted to lead to
the creation of a demilitarized zone. (DPC Note No. 159,
"North Atlantic Council Questions on Inspecticn and Western

~ Four-Power Replies," 24 Jul 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 9.)

(SEerer—

19 July 1957 -- In response to Secretary Dulles' proposal of

18 July concerning inspection zones, Mr. Stassen gave his
opinion that the US should proceed according to the position
approved on 12 June,and not make a major change at this time.

He stated that the West had given its approval to the

- 138 -




US-Canada-USSR and Arctic inspection zones as outlined in the
12 Juneiposition paper. A major change now would cause much
confusion and further delay. (Msg, London (Whitney) to
SecState, 572, 19 Jul 57, OCJCS files.) (Shersa)

Ffom NATO, meanwnile, US Ambassador Perkins gave his
general approval of the Dulles proposal, but warned that it
might take some time for it to be accepted by the Vest,

: (Msg, Paris (Perkins) to Sec3tate, POLTO 195, 19 Jul 57,

0CITS files.) (SEaRmerr

19 July 1957 -- The State Department forwarded to Mr. Stassen a

departmental 1nteiiigence analysis of Soviet disarmament
policy that stated thatithere existed no evidence of Soviet
intent to strive for rapid progress in disarmament negotia-
tlons. Moreover, the Soviets might even be preparing to try
to arrange a recess in the disarmament talks before an
agreement could be reached. 1In this case, they would seek
to have the record indicate that the West was to blame,
Secretary Dulles felt that this interpretation was too
strong, and that there were indications that the Soviets
might be even more inclined toward making an agreement than
they had been previously., If a recess occurred for any cause,
‘he said, the Soviets would not allow}a major break in the
"main thread" of negotiations. (Msg, SecState to AmEmbassy

London, 597, 19 Jul 57; 659, 22 Jul 57.) (GoweerENTIRLT

20 July 1957 -- Mr, Stassen continued his discussion with Secretary

of State Dulles of the relationship between aerial and ground
inspection zones (see item of 17 July). In a message to the
.Secretary, Mr, Stassen pointed out that the draft working
paper on the US position that he had transmitted to his.
Western colleagues on 15 June had used the precise language

with regard to inspectioh zones that had been employed in the

- -
-
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US policy paper approved by the Fresident on 12 June. He
also stated that the 12 June paper had not used the word
"coterminous," subsequently employed by Mr. Dulles to
describe the relationship between aerlal and ground inspec-
tion zones.

Mr. Stassen went on to explain the views of his Western

cclleagues on aerial and ground inspection zones. France,

he said, did not wish these zones to be coterminous in Europe, )

for fear that this might lead to the establishment of a
demilitarized zone within the area. The French therefore
favored ground inspection within the USSR and in western
Europe beyond the boundaries of the aerial inspection zone.

On the other hand, if only an Arctic zone were agreed upon,

Canada did not at this time wish to agree to open all of

Canada to ground inspection., PFurthermore, Mr. Stassen felt

that the Canadians did not wish to agree, in a first-step

~accord, to more ground inspection in Canada than the US would

accept for US territory. The British, finally, would not

consent to complete ground inspection of the UX under the

first-step agreement, even if it were counter-balanced by

deeper ground inspection of the USSR, if no US continental

- territory were subject to ground inspection. (Msg, London

(Whitney) to SecState, 579, 20 Jul 57.) (SaemreTr

20 July 1957 -- In a lengthy note to British Prime Minister

Macmillan, in reply to the Prime Minister's letter of 14 June,
Soviet Premier Bulganin strongiy criticized the Western dis-

armament position. His letter repeated familiar Soviet views

- and prcposals on disarmament, and the UK Foreign Office later

informed the US Embassy that the note was without any
"cghstructive significance." (New York Times, 23 Jul 57,

7;3} 25 Jul 57, 1:1, text excerpts, 4:3-8.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

“(Msg, London (Wnhitney) to SecState, 746, 26 Jul 57, 0CJCS

files.) (CONEIDGNGSAE~
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22 July 1957 -- At a brief meeting of the Disarmament Subcommittee,

the negotiators discussed the relation between a Suspension
‘of nuclear tests and a halt in the production of fissionable
materials for "weapons purposes." Nothing new or significant
was said. (Msg, London (Whitney) to SecState, 619, 22 Jul

57.) (S@eTET)

22 July 1957 -- Secretary of State Dulles, in a reply to Mr.

Stassen's message of 20 July, repeated his view that,
according to the US position on disarmament, aerial and

ground inspection‘zones must be combined, and one without

the other was inadequate. He stated that the Defense Depart-
ment and CIA strongly supported this 1nterpreta£ion, and that
the State Department agreed. The US, sald Mr. Dulles, did not
vwish to impose its views on its allies, but neither these
allies nor the USSR should doubt that the US considered
coterminous ground and air inspection "a related whole" and
that, with relation to reciprocal US and Soviet inspection
zones, the US would insist upon this point. He added, however
that, as he had already indicated (see item orf 9 July), if

the Canadians would accept only aerial inspection, the US
would be willing to have them sign a disarmament agreement

on this basis. The US would also consider the views of any
other of its allies concerning any inspection zone in which
they were involved. (Msg, SecState to AmEmbassy London,

662,.22 Jul 57.) (SEeRee)

22 July 1957 -- In a radio and television Speech, explaining US

disarmament policy, Secretary of State Dulles called on the
Soviet Union to provide "convineing proof" of its seriousness
about reaching a disarmament agreement. Without such proof,
he said, the US would continue to test nuclear weapons and

to strengthen its security alliances, Mr. Dulles stated that

~ -
-
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"some slight progress" had been made in the London disarma-
ment talks, but that East and West were still divided on
fundamental 1ssues, He called for a first-step disarmamént
agreement that would: (1) reduce the risk of surprise attack
by establishing a system of inspection and control; (2) halt
the production of fissionable materials for "weapons
purposes"; (3) suspend nuclear tests for "about" ten months;
(4) limit the size of military forces and lower the level of
conventional amms; (5) begin the transfer of fissionable
materials from weapons stockpiles to peaceful uses; and

(6) control the development of outer-space missiles, These
US proposals, he sald, represented "a beginning and not an

end." (New York Times, 23 Jul 57, 1:8; text, State Depart-

ment Bulletin, v. XXXVII, no., 946 (12 Aug 57), pp. 267-272;

copy also filed as DPC Note No, 158, "Disarmament and Peace;

Report to the Nation by Secretary Dulles, July 22, 1957,"

23 Jul 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 9.) (UNCLASSIFIED) -
24 July 1957 -- After a lengthy discussion on 23 July of the

latest disarmament proposals of the Western members of the
Disarmament Subcommittee (see items of 16 and 19 July), the
North Atlantic Council forwarded its views to the Western
'Four. The NAC stated that:

(1) It did not object to the US-Canada-USSR or Arctic
zones proposed by the Western Four, and agreed to the proposed - -
area of the European zones.,

(2) A European inspection zone should not be established
without also establishing an Arctic or US-Soviet zone, On
the other hang, the NAC could "envisage" a proposal for an
Arctic or US-Soviet zone that did not provide for a European

zone,




(3) The NAC agreed to aerial inspection and to ground
control posts within a European zone. It warned, however,
against the installation of mobile inspectors, since this
might lead first to demilitarization and then to neutraliza-
tion of this zone. The question of mobile inspectors should,
therefore, be considered at a later date. (Msgs, Paris
(Perkins) to SecState, POLTO 226, 23 Jul 57; POLTO 233,

24 Jul 57; DPC Note No. 156, Rev. 1, "Four-Pover
Proposals . . . and the Secretary General's Reply . . . ,"
21 Aug 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 10.) (SEERET)

25 July 1957 -- The Western Four met to discuss tactics for

presenting to the Disarmament Subcommittee the Western
proposals on inspection zones. The British and Frernch
strongly opposed any separation of the four proposed zones.
They stated that these should be presented in a single
package, with Four-Power support, although the US and
Canada could present the US-Canada-USSR and Arctic zones,
and the UK and France the European zones. In a message to
the State Department, Mr., Stassen supported this approach.
(Msgs, London {Whitney) to SecState, 711, 712, 25 Jul 57.)

(SECERD—

25 July 1957 -- Representatives of the State Department, headed

by Secretary Dulles, conferred with Defense Department
representatives, headed by Lt. Gen. Alonzo P, Fox, on the
problem of a European inspection zone. Mr, Dulles was
particularly disturbed over the reaction of the North Atlantic
Council to the Western-Four proposals on this subject. He
felt that the position of the NATO countries fell consider-
ably short of the desired West European "initiative" for a
European zone, and that, in fact, the West European

continental states did not wish to commit themselves to
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inspection until the nature of such inspection was further
developed and proved politically and militarily acceptable.
The Secretary believed that, under these circumstances, a
discussion in the Disarmament Subcommittee of a European zone
. would give the Soviets an excellent opportunity to exploit
Western differences and to win a great political victory.

Accordingly, with the concurrence of the Defense Depart-
ment, Mr. Dulles forwarded to Mr. Stassen and the US

Ambassadors to NATO and West Germany, for comment, the fol-
lowing proposed new US position on inspection zones:

(1) The US and, it was hoped, Canada would, on behalf
of the Western Four, propose the continental US-Canada-
Alaska-USSR zone.

(2) The UK and France, on behalf of the Western Four,
would state that the European members of NATO would agree to
the establishment, in conjunction with the above zone, of a
European zone extending from the Soviet Union to the Atlantic. _

The UK and Rrance would also state, however, that,.because
of the complicated political and military problems involved,
they did not wish to define precisely the scope of this zone
or the character of aerial and ground inspection until after
‘the matter of inspection had been realistically worked out
in an area free of such special problems,

(3) If the US-Canada-Alaska-USSR zone, with or without
the European zone, were rejected by the Soviet Union, then
the US and Canada, on behalf of the Western Four, would pro-
pose the Arctic zone.

(4) This position would be cleared with NATO. (Msg,
SecState to AmEmbassy London, 798, 25 Jul 57; Memo, Capt.

F. J. Blouin, USN, to Adm. Radford, "Disarmament," 26 Jul 57,
OCJCS file, Disarmament (Blouin Memos); (Memo, Fox to

- -
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DepSecDef, "Report of State Defense Meeting on European
Inspection Zone," 26 Jul 57, OCJCS file, Disarmament (Misc

Memos and Ltrs). All in OCJCS riles.)‘gﬁﬁsa!e7"’

25 July 1957 -- At a meeting of the Disarmament Subcommittee, Mr.

Stassen introduced a US proposal for control of missiles.
The proposal, part of the US disarmament position of 25 May,
and unchanged by the new position of 12 June, had been
cleared with NATO and had the support of the Western members -
of the Subcommittee. Mr., Stassen proposed that, within

three months after the effective date of a first-stage dis-
armament agreement, fhe signatory states cooperate in the
establishment of a technical committee to design an inspec-
tion system to ensure that outer-space missiles would be

used only for peaceful and scientific purposes. The other
western representatives also spoke in favor of this proposal.
~Mr. Zorin said the USSR would consider it, (Msg, London
(Whitney) to SecState, 710, 25 Jul 57.) (SEeReT)

25 July 1957 -- In a letter to the Secretary of Defense, Secretary

of State Dulles requested that the Defense Department study
and make recommendations on an air and ground inspection
system to serve as a'safeguard against surprise attack--as
‘opposed to a more comprehensive system involving a combina-
tion of purposes. Mr., Dulles was particularly concerned with
the ground component of such a system, and the questions of
mobility and right of access to be accorded ground inspec-
tion teams. He also felt it important to review existing
inspection plans from the standpoint of economy, consistent
with mllitary security, in both cost and numbers of personnel.
He requested an outline plan of the inspection system by

15 -August, in order to meet the schedule for the introduction

into the disarmament talks of proposals on inspection zones.

-~ -
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(Ltr, SecState to SecDef, 25 Jul 57, app to Memo, DepSecDef
to CJCS, "Disarmament Planning (U)," 30 Jul 57, encl to JCS
1731/235, Note by Secys, same subj, 1 Aug 57, CCS 092
(4-14-45) sec 71.) (Seem=T)

26 July 1957 -- The Western Four met to discuss further the

question of presenting to the Disarmament Subcommittee the
matter of inspection zones, The UK, France, and Canada
favored the following procedures:

(1) The US, with the support of the others, would state
that if the USSR would open all of 1ts territory to inspec-
tion, each of the Western Four would open its territory, . B
and, in addition, propose, subject to the consent of the
states concerned, opening up the remainder of the larger
European zone already approved by NATO.

(2) The Western Four would further state that if the
USSR were not prepared for such a complete opening, the West
would accept an Arctic zone, as defined in the US 12 June
position paper and subsequently approved by NATO.

(3) In this presentation, the West would not present the
"5-35" European zone, or any other sbecifically defined

European zone, The Western Four would await Soviet reaction,

.and then consult each other, before presenting any European

zone.
Reporting this meeting to the State Department, Mr.

Stassen commented that this approach would seem to fit with

the State-Defense broposal of 25 July, as well as with the

views of the West Germans, He added, however, that should T

the Soviet Union reject or delay its response to this

approach, the UK and France would probably desire strongly

to present the "5-35" European zone. The British and French

had misgivings about a first-step treaty without a European
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zone, and there was some feeling that the US and Wwest Germany
were trying to stop & European zone. On the other hand, if

the Soviets would accept the Arctic zone, public opinion in
favor of making a start on inspection might bring abcut

British, French, and general NATO acquiescence in a first-step
treaty without a European inspection zone. This situation,
counseled Mr. Stassen, should be permitted to develop

gradually. The US and/or West Germany should not give .-
the appearance of trying to impose thelr position on NATO.

(Msg, London (Whitney) to SecState, 726, 26 Jul 57, 0CJCS
files,) (SheRms) -

26 July 1957 -- At the Western Four Power meeting, the delegates

also discussed the French proposal for a formula, to be
incorporated into the disarmament treaty, on the use of
nuclear weapons. Soviet representative Zorin had indicated
that the USSR might be willing to accept this formula (see
item of 15 July). The French proposal, dubbed the "double
negative formula," was as follows: "Each of the parties
aasumes an obligation not to use nuclear weapons against a
state which has not made an armed attack putting the party in
a situation of individual or collective self defense." Mr.
- Stassen attempted to gain Four-Power approval of the US
formula on the use of nuclear weapons (see item of 31 May).

The French and British, however, opposed this., (Msgs,

London (Whitney) to SecState, 750, 756, 26 Jul 57.) (SE@REMpy—
26 July 1957 -- At a meeting of the Disarmament Subcommittee, the

UK and France supported the US proposal, introduced by Mr.
Stassen on 25 July, for control of missiles., (Msg, London
(Whitney) to SecState, 753, 26 Jul 57.) (&Bew=TT

26 July 1957 -- The US Ambassador at NATO commented at lenzth or

the Anglo-French and State-Defense proposals of 25 July an&
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on the UK-French-Canadian proposal reported by Mr. Stassen
earlier on 26 July: Ambassador Perkins felt that the latter
was preferable to any apprcach so far suggested. He warned
that any proposal in the Disarmament Subcommittee for a
European inspection zone might have dangerous effects on the
forthcoming German elections and on Chancellor Adenauer's
position. (Msgs, Paris (Perkins) to SecState, POLTO 255,
POLTO 263, 26 Jul 57, OCJCS files.) (@ECTET)

26 July 1957 -- President Eisenhower directed Secretary of State

Dulles to go to London and participate in the disarmament
negotiations. The President acted in hopes of achieving a
ﬁrompt agreement on a Western position on inspection zones.
Mr. Stassen was directed to take no new or fixed positions on
any of the matters under discussion until the arrival of the
Secretary on 29 July. Ambassadors Perkins (NATO) and Bruce
(Bonn) were directed to meet Mr. Dulles in London at that
time. (Msg, Actg SecState to AmEmbassy London, 838, 2¢ Jul

57, OCJCS filee,) SBeFET)
28 July 1957 -- Mr. Stassen commented adversely on the State-.

Defense proposal of 25 July. In a message to Secretary Dulles
he emphasized what he described as the "firm opposition" of
the UK and France to seeking an'agreement that did not con-
tain provision for a European inspection zone. He also warned
that any néw proposal to the NAC would be interpreted as an
attempt by the US and/or Germany to over-rule the rest of
NATO. He recommended development of a procedure that did
not require any new action by the NAC and that met with the
approval of the UK, France, and West Germany. |

Mr. Stassen estimated that a first-step disarmament
agreement, favorable to the US, could be reached through per-
sistent negotiation in the next few months., Such a first-

step accord might not include a European zone, but it was very

-
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importaat that omission of a European zone, oOr its deferral
to a second stage, should come about through a gradual real-
ization by the West European states and by the USSR that it
would not be practical to include this zone in the first-step
azreement. (Msg, London (.hitney) to SecState, 774, 28 Jul

57, OCJCS files.) (MPERET)

29 July 1957 -- The US, UK, France, and West Germany issued a joint

"Berlin Declaration" that éalled for reunification of Gennany”_~5
through free elections. Among other things, the declaration
stated that any European disarmament measures must have the
consent of the nations involved and must take into account

the link between European security and German reunification.

(New York Times, 30 Jul 57, 1l:4; text, State Department

Bulletin, v, XXXVII, no. 947 (19 Aug 57), pp. 304-307.)
(UNCLASSIFIED)
29 July 1957 =-- President Eisenhower signed the treaty establishing

the International Atomic Energy Agency (see item of 18 June
1957). The US, UK, France, and Canada deposited their
ratifications, bringing the treaty into force. (State Depart
ment Bulletin, v. XXXVII, no. 947 (19 Aug 57), pp. 307, 334.)
(UNCLASSIFIED)

29'Jﬁly 1957 -- Secretary of State Dulles.arrived in London. In a

statement 1ssued on his arrival, he said that progress on
disarmament and on & solution of East-West political problems -
hinged on reducing the danger of surprise attack. This re-
duction, he stated, could come about through adoption of
President Elsenhower's "open skies" plan. Every month that
passed without agreement magnified the problem of disarmament.
~Later in the evening, Mr, Dulles conferred with British

Porelgn Secretary Lloyd., (New York Times, 30 Jul 57, 1:8.)

(UNCLASSIFIED)
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30 July 1957 -- Secretary Dulles headed the US disarmament delega-

tion at a meeting of the wWestern Four. This was the first

of several meetings aimed at achieving a unified Western dis-
armament position. At this meeting, the principal matters
discussed were:

(1) Inspection zones, French representative Moch warned
again that linking aerial and ground inspection might lead
to a neutralized zohe in Europe. He also favored fixed con- -
trol posts, rather than mobile inspectors, in a ground in-
spection zone. Mr. Dulles explained that aerial and ground
inspection zones would be coterminous for the larger inspec-
tion zones contemplated, but that, for the limited zones, the
US was proposing ground inspection only in areas involving the
US. The Secretary also stated that aerial inspection without
mobile ground inspection would be inadequate. Selwyn Lloyd
called for an aerial inspection zone for all of Europe, from
the Atlantic to the Urals. Mr. Dulles pointed out the
political dangers of a European zone. He suggested that 1if
the Soviets rejected a zone that included all of the USSR, all
of the US and Canada, and all of Europe, then the Vest should
propose an aerial inspection zone in an area free of political
"problems, for example, the Arctic.

(2) A formula on the use of nuclear weapons. The British
and French expressed reservations about the US formula (see
item of 31 May), and Mr. Moch supported the "double negative"
formula (see item of 26 July). Mr. Dulles recommended drop-
ping the entire topic from the Western proposals, since, he
said, the Soviets had apparently rejected it anyway.

(3) Inventories of military installations and forces to

be exchanged under a disarmament agreement. Mr. Dulles said
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that the US was unwilling to make such exchanges without
means of verifying the accuracy of Soviet inventories. The
US could not agree to an exchange unless the entlre US and
USSR were open to inspection. (Msg, London (Dulles) to

SecState, SECTO 7, 30 Jul 57.) [SEeRE®Y
3i July 1957 "=~ The Western Four held two long meetings on the

question of inspection zones and other disarmament matters,
Secretary Dulles proposed a formula on zones which, after
lengthy discussion, was accepted with minor changes. The
approved formula, a copy of which was sent to the NAC, in-
cluded the following proposals:

(1) An inspection zone should be established for all of
the continental US and Alaska, including the Aleutians, all
of Canada, and all of the USSR. If the USSR rejected this
proposal, an Arctic zone should be established to include:
a) all territory north of the Arctic Circle of the USSR,
Canada, the US (Alaska), Denmark (Greenland), and Norway;

b) all territory of Canada, the US, and the USSR west of 140
degrees West longitude, east of 160 degrees East longitude,
and north of 50 degrees North latitude; ¢) all the remainder
of Alaska and Kamchatka; and d) all of the Aleutians and
‘Kurils.

(2) A European inspection zone should be established--
providing the USSR agreed to one of the above zones and
subject to the consent of the countries concerned and to any
mutually agreed exceptions--to include all of Europe north
of 40 degrees North latitude and between 10 degrees West and
60 degrees East longitude., If the USSR rejected this, a
more limited European inspection zone could be discussed,
but only under the same proviso as the lafger European zone

and on the understanding that the smaller zone would include

~ -
-
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a significant part of the Soviet Union as well as other
countrizs of Eastern Europe;

(3) Inspection would include aerial inspection, ground
observation posts, mobile ground teams, and all necessary
means of communication. Ground posts might be established by
'agréement anywhere 1n the territories of the states concerned
without being restricted to the limits of the zones of in-
spection, The mobility of ground inspector teams would be
specifically defined.

(4) A working group of technicians should be established
at once to examine the technical problems of an inspection
system.

(5) The initial inspection zone might be extended by
agreement of all concerned.

(DPC Note No. 164, "Report to North Atlantic Council on
Inspection Zones," 1 Aug 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 9.
Msgs, London {Dulles) to SecState, SECTO 9, 31 Jul 57;
ChMAAG London to OSD, C 40 GAD, 3115452 Jul 57, DA IN 42665;
both same file, sec T7l. Msg, London'(Whitney) to SecState,
845, 31 Jul 57. Msgs, London (Dulles to SecState, SECTO 13,
31 Jul 57; SECTO 14, 1 Aug 57.) (SEeRrETY

31 July 1957 -- At their two meetings, the Western Four also dis-

cussed several other disarmament questions:
(1) A formula on the use of nuclear weapons (see item of
30 July). Secretary Dulles suggested a new version, which,

after a short discussion, was adopted ad referendum (i.e.,

subject to the approval of the respective governments) with

a minor change. In 1ts final form, it was a variation of the
French "double negative' formula, and read as follows: "Each
party assumes an obligation not to use nuclear weapons if an
armed attack has not placed the party in a situation of
individual or colleqtive self-defense."

~ -
-
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(2) A formula on the transfer of fissionable materials,
The French and British strongly opposed any wording that would
restrict UK-French bilateral arrangements to exchange these
materials for peaceful uses. After further consideration, a

formula was adopted ad referendum that required each signa-

tory state to agree that, after the cessation of production

‘of fissionable materials for “weapons purposes,' 1t would not:
(a) transfer out of its céntrol any nuclear weapons, or accept -’
transfer of nuclear weapons, except through arrangements to

ensure that these weapons would not be used in violation of

the disarmament agreement; or (b) transfer out of its control,
or accept transfer of, any fissionable material except for
"non-weapons purposes,"

(3) Exchange of military inventories (see item of 30
July). Secretary Dulles explained that the proposed exchange
was aihed more at giving protectlon against surprise attack
than at reducing-arms levels, The French, however, strongly
opposed this measure in a first-step agreement, fearing it
would lead to demilitarization and neutralization of the
inspection 2zone.

(4) Control of the international movement of armaments
"and armed forces through advance notification of their move-
ments., The French, supported by the British, asserted that
this provision would help the USSR and hinder the West. The
Soviets, said Mr. Moch, were operating on land and could
concentrate their forces without crossing frontiers, whereas
the West would have to cross frontiers and international
waters, and would have to give advance notice of such move-
ments., Moreover, the Soviets would be given details of NATO
arms exchanges, while NATO would be uninformed of any move-

ments within the USSR. Mr. Dulles pointed out that if the

~ -
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Soviets gave adﬁance notification of large-scale movements of
submarines or bombers, it could be assumed that these move-
ments had a legitimate purpose., If movements were made with-
out prior warning, the West could expect an attack. It should
not be assumed, he said, that the Soviets could carry out
large movements without their being detected. (Msgs, London
(Dulles) to SecState, SECTO 12, SECTO 13, 31 Jul 57; SECTO

14, 1 Aug 57.) imerery

31 July 1957 =-- Secretary Dulles and Soviet representative Zorin

held an informal conversation on disarmament. Mr., Dulles
broadly outlined the inspection zones he hoped to present
formally in the Disarmament Subcommittee. Mr. Zorin indicated
interest, but also expressed Soviet concern about the rebirth
of a militarily strong Germany, and spoke of an East-West
collective security system as a means of averting German
resurgence, Mr. Dulles said that Soviet proposals tended to
pérpetuate the partition of Germany, and reminded Zorin of
the 1955 Geneva Conference declaration in favor of German
reunification., In answer to a question by Zorin on nuclear-
test suspension, Mr. Dulles stated that the US still held to
its position that suspension of tests must be accompanied
By the cessation of production of fissionable materials for
"weapons purposes.,” Replying to another question, the
Secretary denied that his presence in London indicated that

- the Disarmament Subcommittee meeting was to be raised to the
foreign-ministers devel, He added, however, that a foreign-
ministers meeting might be possible if the results of the
Subcommittee meeting warranted one. (Msg, London (Dulles) to
SecState, SECTO 15, 1 Aug 57.) (9=emET)

31 July 1957 -- At the recommendatibn of Admiral Radford, Secretary

of Defense Wilson sent a message to Secretary Dulles

-~ -
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objecting to one sentence in the position on 1inspection
approved earller in the day by the Western Four in London.,
The sentence in question stated that ground posts might be
established by agreement anywhere in the territories of the
states concerned without being restricted to the limits of
the zones of inspection. Mr. Wilson stated that this would
allow the establishment of ground posts throughout ?he Us
‘and USSR, and that it deviated widely from the approved US
position that air and ground inspection must be coterminous.
He added that ground posts alone would not provide effective
inspection and that acceptance of this arrangement would set
an undesirable pfecedent by putting the US on record as being
willing to accept an inadequate inspeétion system. The
Secretary urged that the sentence in question be dropped from
the inspection zone proposal. (Msg, OSD to USAmbassador
London (Wilson for Dulles), DEF 927362, 312346z Jul 57, 0CJCS
files,) [SaormTy

1 August 1957 -- In response to Secretary Wilson's message (see

above item), Secretary Dulles stated that the French had
insisted that there might possibly be value in having a

ground 1nspect;on post in some port, for example, outside of
the zones of aerial inspection. Mr. Dulles, himself, thought
this might be éonsidered as a possibility. Also, he pointed
out, since the proposed wording stated that ground posts

were to be established by agreement, if the US did not wish

to have these posts, it had only to refuse to agree to their
establishment., (Msg, London (Dulles) to SecState (for Wilson),
DULTE 9, 011228Z Aug 57, DA IN 42881, 0CJCS files.) GRPORET

1 August 1957 -- The Western Four again held two meetings to

continue discussion of the various proposals under con-

sideration for presentation to the Disarmament Subcommittee.

~
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The UK and French foreign ministers, as well as Secretary
of State Dulles, were present.

(1) Inspection zones, After considering the views of
West Germany, and further general discussion, the group
accepted a proposal by Secretary Dulles for a change in the
formula on ground inspection posts. The new version,
apparently drafted with the Defense Department's objections
in mind (see above two items), now stated that ground posts
might be established by agreement in the territories of the
states concerned without being restricted to the limits of
the aerial inspection zones, but the areas open to ground
inspection should not be less than the areas of aerial
inspection. At the recommendation of Canadian delegate
Johnson, the proposal on inspection was chanzed to include
a statement that the proposed inspection was intended to
provide safeguards against surprise attack. It was agreed
to present the Western proposal on inspection zones to the
Disarmament Subcommittee on 2 August, prior to Mr. Dulles'
departure, _

(2) Force levels. The French stressed their view that
reservists should not be included in force-level figures,
. The UK accepted this position, but all agreed to establish a
military-experts group to work out a definition of armed
forces for this proposal.

(3) A formula on the use of nuclear weapons. The UK and

French Governments agreed to the formula adopted ad referendum

on 31 July. The Canadian Government was still to be heard
from,
(4) Exchange of military inventories (see item of 31 July).

The French agreed to an exchange of lists of forces and arms
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in the inspection zones provided these zones would be as large
as the area contemplated in the Western propcsals.

(5) Other disarmament subjects were discussed without
final agreement being reached on them. (Msgs, London (Dulles)

to SecState, SECTO 17, SECTO 18, SECTO 19, 1 Aug 57, 0CJCS
files.) (BBORET)

2 August 1957 -- Having obtained complete Western support,

Secretary Dulles presented to the Disarmament Subcommittee

the Western proposals for inspection zones and methods under ~

a first-step disarmament agreement. These proposals were

those approved by the Western Four on 31 July and subsequently--
amended slightly on 1 August. Soviet representative Zorin
said that the USSR would study the proposals, but noted that
they did not cover US bases in Africa, the Near East, Turkey,
Pakistan, and Japan. The remainder of his speech was a
repetition of previous Soviet opposition to Western positions,
stressing the Soviet call for an unconditional suspension of
nuclear tests., (Msg, London (Morris) to SecState, 904,

2 Aug 57, OCJCS files.) (OFFICIAL USE ONLY) (Msg, London
(Morris ) to SecState, 905, 2 Aug 57,—OCJCS files.) (SECRET)

(Text of the proposal, and Secretary Dulles' comments, in

. Msg, London (Morris) to SecState, 901, 2 Aug 57, OCJCS files;

DPC Note No. 166, "Working Paper on Inspection Zones . . . ,"
5 Aug 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 9.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

3 August 1957 -- Secretary of State Dulles returned from London.

In a statement 1ssued on his arrival in Washington, he said
that the success of the disarmament negotiations was up to
the Soviets. Mr, Dulles predicted that the danger of general
war would be lessened if the USSR accepted the Western plan
for aerial and ground inspection to guard against surprise

attack. (New York Times, 4 Aug 57, 1:6; text, State Department

- Bulletin, v, XXXVII, no. 947 (19 Aug 57), p. 304.) (UNCLASSIFIEL

-~
-
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¢ Auzust 1957 -- Mr. Stassen discussed disarmament matters

sepafately with the Western Four and with Mr. Zorin. Then,

at the Disarmament Subcommittee meeting, he elaborated on

the Western inspectlon zone proposals. Mr., Stassen, Mr. Moch,
and Mr., Johnson replied to Soviet queries, as follows:

(1) why did not the proposed inspection zones include
areas, such as Nortih Africa, the Near East, Turkey, Pakistan,
and elsewhere, where US bases were located? Mr. Zorin was
told that the southern boundaries of the proposed zones were
practically the same as those sﬁggested earlier by the USSR
(see item of 26 April 1957); moreover, large areas of Asia
"assoclated with" the USSR were not covered either. The
Western proposals, however, anticipated an expansion of the
inspection zones consistent with the settlement of political
issues, Meanwhile, the most important areas where forces were
stationed were covered,

(2) why was establishment of the European zone made con-
tingent on Soviet acceptance of gither a US-Canada-USSR or an
Arctic zone? The Western delegates replied that the European
nations held that any inspection zone under a first-step
agreement must directly involve the territory of the US and

" USSR.

(2) Did the proposal on zones envisage implementation
of the inspection system prior to, simultaneous with, or after .
the entry into force of the first-step agreement? Mr. Zorin
was told that inspection would begin immediately upon the
entry into force of the agreement. It was therefore of great
importance to begin work at once to resolve the technical
difficulties of inspection. Technical groups, as proposed by
Mr. Lloyd on 17 July, should be formed immediately. (Msgs,
London (Barbour) to SecState, 943, 949, 950, G Aug 57, OCJCS

files.) _LSEeREP~.
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{ August 1957 -- At a press conference, Secretary of State Dulles

azain emphasized tho value of preventing surprise attach
in eliminating the possibility of war (see item of 3 August).
He used this as his main argument in calling for Scviet

acceptance of the Western inspection plan. (New York Times,

7 Aug 57, 1:8; text, State Department Bulletin, v. XXXVII,
no. 948 (26 Aug 57), pp. 344-350.) (UNCLASSIFIED)
6 August 1957 -- At a meeting of State and Defense Department

representatives, the State Department presented its views on -
certain of the disarmament issues under discussion by the
Western Four in London. The State Department proposed the
following changes in the "US Position on First Phase of
Disarmament" adopted on 12 June 1957:

(1) The paragraph on halting nuclear tests for twelve
months should include a provision for a subsequent agreement
for a further suspension of tests for six or twelve months
more, if the first suspension proved satisfactory.

(2) The provision concerning the international transfer
of nuclear weapons should be effective on the date of the
halt in the production of fissionable materials for "weapons
purposes,"

(3) The formula for the use of nuclear weapons adopted

ad referendum on 31 July by the Western Four in London should

be adopted.

(4) The provision for advance notification of inter-
national troop movements should be dropped.

(5) The provision for the regulation of the import and
export of arms should call for a study, rather than the
establishment, of a system for such regulation. (Memo, no
Signer, no adee, "State Staff Recommendations on Remaining
Issues in Draft Four-Power Proposals,"” no date, Encl "A" to
JCS 1731/236, Memo, Dir JS to JCS, "Disarmament Planning,"
7 Aug 57, CCS 09%-(4-14-45) sec 71.) (Soonmr)
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S _August 1957 -- The Department of State asked the Defense Depart-

ment for an appropriate definition of the term "force levels"

as employed in US proposals for a first-step disarmameﬁt agree-
ment, This request arose from the decision of the Wesfern

Four in London to work out such a definition for use 1h pre-
senting the Western disarmament proposals (see item of 1 August),
The State Department planned to use the Defense recommendations
as the basis for developing a US position on this question.

(Ltr, Spec Asst to SecState for Atomic Energy Matters to Asst
SecDef (ISA), © Aug 57, App "A" to encl to JCS 1731/239,

Note by Secys, "Disarmament Planning (U)," 20 Aug 57, CCS 092

(5-14-45) sec 72.) (SOMBEDBMTTRET—

€ August 1957 -- In answer to a request from Mr, Stassen, the State

Department authorized him to begin consultations with the
Western members of the Disarmament Subcommittee on thé list
of arms to be placed in storage under a first-step disarmament
agreement (see item of 1 July 1957). Mr. Stassen was;not to
discuss or give this 1list to the Soviets, even on an informal
basis, withoﬁt further authorization. _While in London,
Secretary of State Dulles had concluded that the time had
come to begin consultations with the West on this question.
He had obtained Secretary of Defense Wilson's concurrénce in
his decision to authorize this consultation, (Msgs, SecState.
to AmEmbassy London, 1077, 6 Aug 57; London (Morris) to
SecState, 914, 4 Aug 57; both in 0CICS files.) (SEem®TT (Msg,
London (Dulles) to SecState, DULTE 12, 1 Aug 57, and attached
Memo, Capt. F.J. Blouin to Radford, "Disarmament," 5 Aug 57,

0CICS files.) (TQReeETRET)

7 August 1957 -- The Western Four met and reached agreement ad

referendum on most of the disarmament items that they hoped

to present in the Subcommittee. Mr. Stassen also met;
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separately with Canadian Ambassador Johnson, (Msgs, London

(Barbour) to SecState, 969, 982, 7 Aug 57, OCJCS files.)

(Spermry™

7 August 1957 -- The Disarmament Subcommittee continued its dis-

cussion of the Western inspection zone proposals. In answer
to a question by Mr. Zorin, Mr., Stassen repeated the Western
position that a halt in nuclear tests could only be agreed to
as part of & larger agreemént that included adoption of the

proposal on inspection zones. (Msg, London (Barbour) to Sec-

State, 984, 7 Aug 57, OCJCS files,) (SEoHEy—

7 August 1957 -- In response to a question at his weekly news con-

ference, President Eisenhower set forth three reasons why the
Western inspection proposals had not covered all bases from
which a surprise attack could be launched, First of all, he
pointed to the difficulty of arranging for this with the
"dozens and dozens" of countries in which the US has bases.
Then, he sald, the course of the disarmament negotiations
might be complicated by trying to bring in Communist bases in
Red China. Finally, the President emphasized that one of the
desired goals of the inspection program was to get people

used to working together and to build up mutual confidence;

‘thus, the omission of some bases in the first-step agreement

would not be critical. (New York Times, & Aug 57, 1:4, text,
6:1-8.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

8 August 1957 -- At a meeting of the Western Four in London, Mr.

Stassen distributed to the other delegates, solely for study
and consultation, the US list of arms to be placed in storage
under a first-step disarmament agreement (see item of 6

August). This group also approved ad referendum a draft work-

ing paper of proposals to be offered in the Disarmament Sub-

committee. This paper reflected the agreements of the

N ~
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preceding ten days. (Msgs, London (Barbour) to SecState,
1008, 1010, 1012, B Aug 57, OCJCS files.) Lﬁﬁﬂﬁ!!ﬁ
8 August 1957 -- The Joint Chiefs of Staff considered the Defense

Department views of the State Department recommendations of

6 August. The Defense Department concurred, in general, with
the State Department recommendations, but proposed the follow-
ing changes:

(1) Nuclear tests should not be suspended for more than
a total of eighteen months.

(2) Provision should be made to establish a system for
the advance notification of troop movements into or out of
agreed inspection zones and of major troop movements within
inspection zones.

In a memorandum to the Secretary of Defense, the Joint
Chiefs of Staff expressed their agreement with the Defense
Department views, With reference to the question of a formula
for the use of nuclear weapons, however, they stated that they
preferred a positive statement, rather than the proposed
"double negative" formula. They recommendéd the following
wording: “The parties will not use ﬁuclear weapons, except in
individual, or collective self-defense against an armed \
attack." If this were not acceptable, the '"double negative"
formula could be used as a fall-back position. (" Department
of Defense Position on State Staff Recommendations on Re-
maining Issues 1n Draft Four Power Proposals," Encl "B" to
JCS 1731/236, Memo, Dir JS to JCS, "Disarmament Planning,"

7 Aug 57; Memo, JCS to SecDef, "Disarmament Planning (U),"

8 Aug 57, derived fr Dec On JCS 1731/236, same subj and

date. A1l 1n CCS 052 (4-14-45) sec T71.) LSEommry=—

8 August 1957 -- At another meeting of State and Defense Department

representatives, the Defense Department presented its views
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(see above item) on the State Department recommendation of ©
August. During the discussion of the question of suspending
nuclear tests, the State Department presented the AEC view of
this matter. The AEC believed that suspension for longer than
ten months would impair US weapons-testing capabilities, but,
if political factors required it, tests might be suspended for
a maximum of eighteen months. The State Department represent-
atives also stated that Seéretary Dulles preferred not to
refer to an extension of the suspension of nuclear tests in
specific terms, other than to indicate that testing would be
resumed not later than eighteen months after the effective
date of the agreement if the prescribed conditions for sus-
pending tests had not been met. Accordingly, the final ver-
sion of the provision on suspending nuclear tests, as approved
at the State-Defense meeting, was worded in conformance with

- this view. (Memo, Fox to DepSecDef, "Disarmament Planning,"
8 Aug 57, CJCS file,. Disarmament (Misc Memos and Ltrs),
0CJCS files.) (@mensf)

9 August 1957 -- Secretary of State Dulles discussed with Fresident

Eisenhower the recommendations approved at the State-Defense
meeting of 8 August. The President concluded that the period
for the suspension of nuclear tests should be extended to
twenty-four, rather than eighteen, months. (Memo, Blouin to
Radford, "Disarmament,” 12 Aug 57, CJCS file, Disarmament
(Misc Memos and Ltrs), OCJCS files.) (TOP SECRET) (Msg, Actg
SecState to AmEmbassy London, 1277, 14 Aug 57, OCJCS files,)

SasrmTr

10-19 August 1957 -- During this period the Departments of State

and Defense and the AEC held frequent inter- and intra-depart-
mental meetings to reach final agreement on the disarmament

proposals to be offered in the Disarmament Subcommittee.

~ -
-~
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Working with the draft approved in London on 8 August, the
conferees made modifications, additions, and deletions to
satisfy the objections or desires of all concerned. As
changes in the various provisions were made or considered,
the US delegation in London was informed. The US delegation,
in turn, consulted with the other Western delegations and
forwarded suggestions or comments to the groups working in
wWashington., These were considered and either rejected or
worked into the draft of the disarmament proposals, and again
forwarded to London. (Msgs, Actg SecState to AmEmbassy -
London, 1199, 10 Aug 57; 1218, 1221, 12 Aug 57; 1258, 1264,
14 Aug 57; 1328, 1329, 15 Aug 57; 1349, 16 Aug 57. Msg,
SecState to AmEmbassy London, 1413, 19 Aug 57, Msgs, London
(Barbour) to SecState, 1055, 1056, 1057, 11 Aug 57; 1060,

12 Awg 57; 1103, 1110, 1111, 1113, 13 Aug 57; 1146, 14 Aug 57;
1174, 1176, 1180, 15 Aug 57; 1189, 1191, 16 Aug 57; 1223,

17 Aug 57; 1231, 18 Aug 57; 1238, 19 Aug 57. All in 0CJCS
files.) (SE&#@® (Msg, London (Barbour) to SecState,

1145, 14 Aug 57, OCJCS files.) (eemPTPENTIAL) (Msg,

London (Barbour) to SecState, 1227, 18 Aug 57, OCJCS

files.) (TOP SECRET) (Memo, no signer, to Spec Asst to

SecDef, "Draft Four-Power Working Group Proposal Revision #12,

Aug 8,1957," 13 Aug 57, CJCS file, Disarmament (Misc Memos

and Ltrs), OCJCS files.) (S@@M*TT (Memo, Blouin to Radford, .

"Disarmament," 13 Aug 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 71.) (S@emeT)
During this period, the Disarmament Subcormittee met

twice, on 13 and 15 August, and Mr. Stassen talked with

Soviet representative zérin on 14 and 16 August, Nothing new

was introduced at these meetings., (Msgs, London (Barbour) to

SecState, 1112, 13 Aug 57; 1162, 1184, 15 Aug 57. All in

OCJCS files.) (SBSRBT) (Msg, London (Barbour) to SecState,

1213, 17 Aug 57, 00UCS files.) (Coaanmmmmmmmny
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14 August 1957 -- President Eisenhower, on the recommendation cf

Secretary of State Dulles, gave his formal approval to the
changes in the "US Position on First Phase Disarmament" (12
June 1957) proposed by the State and Defense Departments (see
items of 6 and 8 August). Mr. Eisenhower had discussed these
matters with Mr. Dulles on 9 August. The most important
change was in the US position on the suspension of nuclear
tests. This now stated that the US would announce that it
would exert every effort towards the implementation of the
first-step disarmament agreement by 1 November 1958, and that
1t would continue nuclear tests until the effective date of ~
that agreement. As part of the first-step agreement, all
signatory states would agree:

(1) To halt nuclear tests for 12 months, beginning with
the effectlve date of the agreement.

(2) To cooperate, during the l2-month period, or earlier,
in establishing an effective international inspection system
to monitor the test suspension.

(3) To refrain, beyond the l1l2-month period, from further
tests, 1f the inspection system proved satisfactory and if
satisfactory progress was being made on the installation of
an inspection system to monitor a halt in the production of
fissionable materials for "weapons purposes." This extension
of the test suspension would be made only with the under-
standing that testing might be resumed 24 months after the
effectlve date of the disarmament agreement if the inspection
system for the halt in production had not been installed by
that time, and if production had not been halted.

(4) To give advance notification, if tests were resumed,

of the dates and expected yields of thece tests, to provide
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limited access to tests, and to limit the amount of radio-
active material to be released into the atmosphere. (Msg,
Actg SecState to AmEmbassy London, 1277, 14 Aug 57, 0CJCS

files.) (omeTET)

14 August 1957 -- In response to a request by the Deputy Secretary

of Defense, the Joint Chiefs of Staff provided the Department
of Defense with an outline plan of an aerial and ground in-
spection system to serve as a safeguard against surprise
attack (see item of 25 July 1957). In their covering memoran-
dum to the Secretary of Defense, the Joint Chiefs of Staff
stated that this system should provide an improved estimate
of Soviet capabilities and make it more difficult for the
USSR to launch a surprise attack. They warned, however, that
it would not provide definite assurance of warning against

a surprise attack on the US or its European allies., A
positive safeguard against surprise attack, they stated, was
unobtainable, regardless of the numbers of personnel, within
a reasonable limit, employedin inspection activities.

The plan included a general estimate of the number. of
installations in Soviet or Communist-dominated areas to be
kept under surveillance, and the number of observers and
mobile teams required. It described areas of inspection,
the organization of inspecting teams, and the methods of
operation to be emplcyed in the inspection system. The Joint -
Chiefs of Staff stressed the view that the three components
of the inspection system--aerial, ground, and communicationg—
were complementary and inseparable. They pointed out that the
plan was presented as general guidance for the US members of
any working group that might be established by the Disarma-
ment Subcommittee to work out the technical details of an

inspection system. When the specific details of a disarmament

-
-
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agreement were agreed upon, the plan might require consider-
able refinement. (Memo, JCS to SecDef, "Disarmament Flanning
(U)," 14 Aug 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 72, derived fr Dec On
JCS 1731/237, same subj and date, same file, sec 71.) (SBOWET)
On 17 August, the Deputy Secretary of Defense forwarded
. the plan and its covering memorandum to the Secretary of
State, who, in turn, transmitted this materlal to Mr. Stassen
on 23 August. (NJH of JCS 1731/237, same file; Msg, SecState
to AmEmbassy London, 1539, 23 Aug 57, OCJCS files.) @!!Hﬂﬁﬁu’.
14 August 1957 -- The Joint Chiefs of Staff considered the State-

Defense discussions of disarmament proposals for the Disarma---
ment Subcommittee (see item of 10-19 August 1957). On 15
August, in a memorandum to the Secretary of Defense, they
stated that they concurred in certain modifications proposed
by the Defense Department. They added these comments, -
however:

(1) They preferred that the section of the disarmament
proposals covering military expenditures be dropped in 1ts
entirety. If this could not be accomplised, a statement -
should be included to the effect that the first stage of
disarmament might cause increased rather than decreased
expenditures.

(2) They warned that a long suspension of nuclear tests
might result in the disintegration of the US research-and-
development organization and the loss of key personnel. They )
urged that speclal efforts be made to maintain this organiza-
tion intact during the suspension period.,. Commenting on the
President's decision to extend the suspension period to two
years (see first item of 14 August), they stated that (a)
the US should be free to judge for itself whether or not

sat;sfactory progress was being made toward in§tallinq an
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inspection system; (b) this progress shoulc te substantial,
1f the US were to continue to abstain from tests after the
first twelve months; and (c) failure to make satisfactory
progress because of the obvious recalcitrant attitude of any
state should be sufficient reason for suspending the basic
agreement. (JCS 1731/238, Note by Secys, "Disarmament (u),"
15 Aug 57, source of Memo, JCS to SecDef, same subj and
date, CCS 092 (L4-14-45) sec T72.) (SECEET)

The comments of the Joint Chlefs of Staff on the pro-
posals covering military expenditures were informally passed
on to the State Department. On 23 August, the Deputy Secretaiﬁ
of Defense forwarded the complete comments of the qunt
Chiefs of Staff to both the State Department and Atomic Energy
Commission. (N/H of JCS 1731/238, 27 Aug 57, same file.)

(GueTET)

15 August 1957 -~ The Department of Defense sent an interim reply

to the State Department, in answer to its request for a
definition of the term "force levels" (see item of 6 August).‘
In a letter to the Special Assistant to the Secretary of
State for Atomic Energy Matters, the Assistant Secretary of
Defense (ISA) suggested that a definition of "armed forces"
would be of more practical value to the US delegation to the
disarmament talks than would a definition of "force levels."
Accordingly, the Department of Defense was requesting the
Joint Chiefs of Staff to prepare a detailed study of the
categories of military personnel that should be included in
and excluded from a disarmament agreement. This request was
passed to the Joint Chiefs of Staff at the same time.

In the meantime, however, the Defense Department offered

the following definition: The term "armed forces" included

all military personnel who were regular members of the

-
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military establishment, and reserves--both Reserve and
National Guard personnel--on extended active duty. Military
personnel on temporary active duty for reserve training, such
as two-week or six-month trainees, were not included in this
definition, nor were members of the Coast Guard, since in
peacetime they were not under the jurisdiction of the Depart-
ment of Defense. (Jcs 1731/239, Note by Secys, '"Disarmament
Planning (U)," 20 Aug 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec T72.) "
(CQuBERPITTAL)

This definition was forwarded to Mr, Stassen by the
State Deﬁartment on 20 August. (Msg, SecState to AmEmbassy
London, 1431, 20 Aug 57, OCJCS files.) 4Suemme-

20 August 1957 -- At a meeting of State and Defense Department

representatives the conferees reached flnal agreement on the
remaining disarmament proposals under consideration for
presentation to the Disarmament Subcommittee. Filnal in-
strucfions were then sent to Mr. Stassen, It was hoped to -
obtain full agreement from the NATO governments on these pyo-
posals within a few days. (For a full text of the Yestern
disarmament proposals in their final form, see item of 29
August, below) (CM-4-57, CJCS to Gen Taylor, et al.,
"Disarmament," 21 Aug 57, encl to JCS 1731/240, Note by Secys,
"Disarmament (U)," 27 Aug 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 72.)
(saermT)y _ .

21 August 1957 =-- On receipt of final instructions from Washington

on the wording of the planned disarmament proposals, Mr.
Stassen lmmediately began seeking the concurrence of his
Western colleagues in London. The Western Four agreed on the
final text of a working paper to be sent to NATO. This was
dispatched to Paris, with a request for NATO approval by 27
August. In their covering letter, the Western Four pointed

out that the paper-was in the main a summary of the views
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already expressed by the Western delegates, and that many of
the disarmament proposals had already been approved by the
North Atlantic Ccuncil. (Msgs, London (Barbour) to SecState,
1294, 1302, 21 Aug 57, OCJCS files.) (S@ORET) (Msg, London
(Barbour) to SecState, 12397, 21 Aug 57, CCS 092 (L4-14-45)

. sec T2.) (SoNPEBENPFIAL) (Msg, London (Barbour) to SecState,
1301, 21 Aug 57, OCJCS files.) (CoNBEPEN®FAL) (Text reproduced
in DPC Note No. 167, "Four Power Working Paper," 22 Aﬁg 57,
CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 10.) (GRNSSSENTTAT)

21 August 1957 -- President Eilsenhower announced that the US,

supported by Canada, France, and the UK, was willing to sus=-_.
pend nuclear-weapons tests for a period of up to two years,
provided that the USSR would agree to the initiation, within
that period, of a permanent halt in the production of fission-
able materials for "weapons purposes," and of the installatior
of inspection systems to monitor the cessation of tests and
production, This announcement was & result of the President's
decision of 14 August,

In London, meanwhile, having obtained the approval of his
Western colleagues, Mr. Stassen met separabely with 50v1et
representative Zorin and informed him of the new US proposal.
He said it formed part of the total Western position, which
would be presented in the near future, (New York Times, 22
Aug 57, 1:8; text, State Department Bulletin, v, XXXVII, no.
950 (9 Sep 57), pp. 418-419,) (UNCLASSIFIED) (Msg, London )
(Barbour) to SecState, 1312, 21 Aug 57, 0CJCS files.)
(COWPTDERTIAL) |

21 August 1957 -- At a meeting of the Disarmament Subcommittee, Mr.

Zorin called for the immediate cessation of nuclear tests. He
declared that the new Western proposal on this matter required
too many conditions, and was therefore inadequate. Mr.

Stassen made a detalled statement of the Western proposal,

~
-~
-
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describing it as a major move toward agreement on disarmament.
(Msz, London (Barbour) to SecState, 1311, 21 Aug 57, OCJCS
files.) (SB®RET)

22 August 1957 -- Mr., Stassen discussed with Mr. Zorin the Western

proposal on nuclear tests. The Soviet representative asked
several questions about the details of the proposal, but in
Mr. Stassen's words, made no 'negative attacks" on it. Mean-
wvhile, however, an English-language broadcast by Moscow Radio
stated that the proposal added nothing to "the former unre--
constructive attitude" of the West, and served only to confuéa
the disarmament picture. The broadcast called for an uncon-

ditional halt in tests. (Msg, London (Barbour) to SecState,
1351, 22 Aug 57, OCJCS files.,) (#B€®ET) (New York Times,

23 Aug 57, 4:5.) (UNCLASSIFIED)
22 August 1957 -~ The USSR resumed nuclear testing with a detcna-

tion of substantlal size, according to an announcement by the
Atomic Energy Commission, This was the first Soviet nuclear
explosion reported by the AEC in four months (see item of 16 _
April 1357). On 23 August, meanwhile, the US set off the
thirteenth nuclear explosion in its own series of tests that
had begun late in May (see item of 28 May 1957). The latest
US explosion, like earlier ones in this series, was of

relatively low force. (New York Times, 24 Aug 57, 1:2.)

( UNCLASSIFIED)

23 August 1957 -- A working group of the Western Four in London -

completed a draft of a "definition of Armed Forces" (see item
of 15 August), to be used in connection with the first-step
disarmament agreement being developed. This draft defined
"armed forces" as all full-time, fully paid, uniformed per-
sonnel maintained by a national government, including:

(1) regular or career personnel of the active armed forces and
personnel serving in the active armed forces on fixed engage-

ments or ccntracts; (2) conscripts performing full-time active

duty for a period fixed by national law; and (3) personnel

L]
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of militarily organized police forces and of otber forces or
organizations equlpped to perform a combat role., This defini-
tion excluded reserves not on full-time and/or fully paid
duty. (Msg, London (Barbour) to SecState, 1362, 23 Aug 57,
DA IN 48610, CCS 092 (L4-14-45) sec 72.) (SErE?)

23 August 1957 -- The Disarmament Subcommittee discussed the West-

- ern proposals of 21 August concerning nuclear tests., Soviet
representative Zorin asked several questions, and made a
special point of stating that the USSR was still studying
these proposals. (Msg, London (Barbour) to SecState, 1396,

23 Aug 57, OCJCS files.) (8meTET)
24 pugust 1957 -- All major Soviet newspapers published for the a

first time and simultaneously denounced the Western proposals
of 21 August for halting nuclear tests. The newspapers charged
that the new proposals did not alter the Western position,
and that the continued stipulation of conditions was aimed at
preventing an immediate halt in tests. The Soviets also re-
newed the charge that the West was negotiating lnbad faith at

London. (New York Times, 25 Aug 57, 1:5.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

26 August 1957 -- After several days' consultation, the North

Atlantic Councll gave general approval to the worklng paper on
disarmament submitted to 1t by the Western Four on 21 August.
West Germany, however, objected strongly to the wording of one
provision which, it felt, might leave the way open for the re-
cognition of East Germany and Red China. The NAC also had
other, lesser objections. (DPC the No. 168, "NATO Eleventh
Telegram on Western Working Paper," 27 Aug 57,CCS 092 (4-14-45)
BP pt 10; Msg, London (Barbour) to SecState, 1399, 23 Aug 57,
0CJCS files.) (SONFIDENTIAL) (Msgs, Paris (Nolting) to SecState
POLTO 433, POLTO 438, 26 Aug 57; POLTO 448, 27 Aug 57; London

(Barbour) to SecState, 1404, 24 Aug 57, All in OCJCS files,)
(BECRET)

26 August 1957 -- The Soviet Union announced the successful testing,

several days earligb, of an intercontinental multi-stage
ballistic missile. The misslle, said the announcement,

- - 172 -




travelled a "huge" distance, at a very high, "unprecedented"
altitude, and landed in the target area, showing that it was
possible to direct rockets "into any part of the world." On

20 August, according to the New York Times, Defense Department

officials stated that the USSR had tested at least four, and
probably six, intercontinental ballistic missiles in the

spring of 1957. (New York Times, 27 Aug 57, 1:8, text, 6:5;

31 Aug 57, 1:2-3.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

27 August 1957 -- The Western Four agreed on modifications in the

working paper on disarmament to meet the suggestions made by -
the North Atlantic Council on 26 August. With the approval of
the State Department, these were forwarded to NATO. (Msgs,
London (Barbour) to SecState, 1443, 27 Aug 57; SecState to
AmEmbassy London, 1624, 27 Aug 57. Both in OCJCS files.)

(SaerET)

27 August 1957 -- At a meeting of the Disarmament Subcommittee,

Soviet representative Zorin read a ninety-minute speech de-
nouncing the Western disarmament position and repeating earli-
er Soviet proposals. He charged that the West was impeding
the progress of disarmament negotiations and declared that tﬁé
Soviet Union was doing everything in 1ts power to achlieve suc-
cess in these negotiations. Referring particularly to the in-
spection proposals made by Secretary Dulles to the Subcommittee
on 2 August, Zorin asserted that the Western plans for a US-
Canada-USSR and a European inspection zone were aimed at gath-
ering intelligence information, and did not include many West-
ern bases that could be used against the Soviet Union. He alsc
spoke disparagingly of the proposed Arctic Zone. Turning to

the question of nuclear tests, he strongly criticized the West
ern proposal of 21 August, Such "unreal" proposals, he charg-
ed, prcved that the West did not actually desire a disarmament
agreement, The whole tone of his speech was denunciatory and
scornful of Western motives and proposals. He concluded with a
summary of the Soviet position, including a call for: (1) im-
medlate cessation of nuclear tests, or a suspension for at
least two years, dhder "appropriate" controls; (2) renuncia-

tion of the use of nuclear weapons; (3) reduction of arms,
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armed forces, and military budgets; (4) "abolition" ol mill-
tary bases on foreign soil; (5) reduction of foreign military
forces in Germany; (6) establishment of internaticnal control
over these measures; and (7) discussion of disarmament problems
by the UN as a whole, with the participation of all interested
states.,

Mr. Stassen and his Western colleagues replied to Zorin
in a restrained manner, again explaining some of the points in

the Western position, and asking the Soviet representative for

an interpretation of several points in his speech. Zorin re-

plied that the meaning of his statement was clear. He again
called for the immediate unconditional cessation of nuclear
tests. (Msg, London (Barbour) to SecState, 1458, 27 Aug 57,

0CJCS files.) (SE#™™T) (Text of Zorin's statement reproduced
as DPC Note No, 169, "USSR Statement," 4 Sep 57, CCS 092
(4-14-45) BP pt 10.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

28 August 1957 -- Prime Minister Macmillan, in a reply to Premier

Bulganin's letter of 20 July, declared that 'real progress" in
world disarmament depended on the Soviet Union. He praised
the proposals being made by the West at the disarmament talks,
and asked Bulganin to give them his favorable consideration.
(New York Times, 3 Sep 57, 1:8, text, 10:3-6.) (UNCLASSIFIED)
28 August 1957 -- At a brief meeting of the Disarmament Subcommit-

tee, Mr, Zorin again criticized the Western proposal of 21
August on nuclear testing, and repeated his call for the un-
conditional suspension of tests. (Msg; London (Barbour) to
SecState, 1486, 28 Aug 57, OCJCS files.) (SRemm™)

28 August 1957 -- The North Atlantic Council concurred in the

changes made in the Western working paper on disarmament, and
appreoved introduction of the paper in the Disarmament Sub-
comnittee. (Msg, Paris (Perkins) to SecState, POLTO 458,

28 Aug 57, OCJCS files; DPC Note No., 170, "Twelfth Telegram
from NATO," 9 Sep 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 10.) (SEeRET)

-
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23 august 1957 -- President Eisenhower issued a special statement

expresSing deep disappointment at the Soviet presentation in
the Disarmament Subcommittee on 27 August. He noted that the
Soviet attack on the Western position coincided with the
"boastful" statement of the USSR that it had successfully
tested an ICBM. The President called on the Soviet Union not
to reject, without complete and serious study, the proposals
being made by the West at London. These proposals, he said,
were fraught with significance for the peace of the world,
and would: (1) provide a measure of protection against
surprise attack; (2) suspend nuclear tests for two years;

(3) seek to restrict the use of outer space sclely to peaceful
purposes; (4) provide for a halt in the production of
fissionable materials for '"weapons purposes”" and for the
reduction of nuclear-weapons stockpiles; and (5) begin a

reduction in arms and armed forces. (New York Times, 29 Aug

57, 1:8; text, State Department Bulletin, v, XXXVII, no. 951
(16 Sep 57), p. 455.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

29 August 1957 -- With the approval of all Western governments

concerned, the Western Four submitted to the Disarmament
. Subcommittee the "working paper" contalning the complete
Western proposals for a first-step disarmament agreement. The
text of this paper, based on more than five months of inter-

and intra-governmental deliberatlions, was as follows:

Working Paper--Proposals for Partial
Measures of Disarmament

I. The limitation and reduction of armed forces
and armaments:

A. Within one year from the entry into force of
the convention, the following states will restrict
or reduce their armed forces respectively to the
maximum limits indicated below:

France--750, 000

United Kingdom--750,000-

Sovtet. Union--2,500,000
~_United States--2,500,000
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The definition of the armed forces will be annexed
to the conventilon.

B. During this same period, these states will
place in storage depots, within their own territories,
and under the supervision of an international control
organization, specific quantities of designated types
of armaments to be agreed upon and set forth in lists
annexed to the convention,

C. The relation of other states to the convention,
including the agreed levels of their armed forces, will
be determined later.

D. The states listed in Paragraph I.A. will be
prepared to negotiate on a further limitation of their
armed forces and armaments upon condition that:

l, Compliance with the provisions of the convention -

has been verified to their satisfaction.

2. There has been progress toward the solution of
polltical issues,

3. Other essential states have become parties to
the convention and have accepted levels for their armed
forces and armaments, fixed in relation to the limits
set out in Paragraphs A. and B. above. :

E. Upon the conditions cited above, negotiations
could be undertaken by France, the Soviet Union, the
United Kingdom and the United States on a further
limitation of their armed forces which would involve
agreed reductions for the United States and the Soviet
Union to not less than 2.1 million men each. The agreed
level of ferces for France and the United Kingdom,
corresponding to this figure, would be 700,000 men each.
The levels of other essential states would be specified
at the same time through negotiation with them.

F. Thereafter, and subject to the same conditions,
negotiations could be undertaken on further limitations
to not less than 1,7 million men each for the United
States and the Soviet Union. The agreed level corres-
ponding to this figure for France and the United Kingdom
would be 650,000 men each. The levels of other essential
states would be specified at the same time through
negotliation with themn.

G. Upon the conditions cited in D. above, these
states will also be prepared to negotiate on further
limitations of armaments. The calculation of any such
armament limitations will be in agreed relation to the
armed forces determined in Paragraphs E. and F. above
and will be completed prior to the application of the
further limitations in armed forces. The parties must
" be satisfied before such further limitations of arma-
ments are undertaken and at all times thereafter that
the armaments at the disposal of any party to the con-
ventlon do not exceed the quantities thus allowed in
each category.

H. No measures for the reduction and limitation of
armed forces and armaments beyond those provided for
in Paragraphs A, and B. above will be put into effect
until the system of control is appropriately expanded
and 1s able to verify such measures.

II. Military expenditures:

In order to assist in verifying compliance with the
provisions of Paragraph I., and looking forward to the

-
-
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reduction of military expenditures, France, the Soviet
Union, the United Kingzdom and the United States agree
to make avalilable to the intermational control organi-
zation information about their military budgets and
erxpenditures for tae year preceding entry of tihe con-
vention into force and for each year thereafter., The
categories of information to be supplied will be agreed
in advance and annexcd to the conventilon.

JII. Nuclear Weapons:

Each party assumes an obligation not to use nuclear
weapons if an armed attack has not placed the party in
a situation of individual or collective self-defense.

IV. The Control of Fissionable Material:

A. The parties to the convention further under-
take:

1. That all futurec production of fissionable e
materials will be used at nome or abroad, under inter-
national supervision, exclusively for non-weapons pur-
poses, including stockpiling, beginnins one month after
the international board of control described in Para-
graph VIII. has certified that the installation of
an effective inspection system to verify the commitment
has been completed.

2. That they will cooperate 1in the prompt in-
stallation and in tine maintenance of such an inspection
system.

3. That for the purpose of accomplishing the above
undertakings, the five governments represented on the
subcommittee will appoint a group of technical experts
to meet as soon as possible to design the required
inspection system, and to submit a progress report for
thelr approval within the first ten months after the
entry into force of the convention,

B. The parties which are producers of fissionable
material for weapons purposes at the time of cessation
of production for weapons purposes undcrtake to provide,
under international supervision, for equitable transfers,
in successive increments, of fissionable material for (from’
previous production to non-weapons purposes, at home or
abroad, including stockpiling; and, in this connection

1. To fix the specific ratios of quantities of
fissionable materials of comparable analysis to be
transferred by each of them, and -

2. To commence such transfers at agreed dates and
in agreed quantitles at the fixed ratios following the
cut-off date for production of fissionable materials
for weapons purposes.

C. From the date of the cessation of production
of flssionable material for weapons purposes provided
in Paragraph IV.A.1l:

1. Each party undertakes not to transfer out of
its control any nuclear weapons, or tc accept transfer
to 1t of such weapons, except where under arrangements
between transferor and transferee, their use will be
in conformity with Paragraph III.

2. Each party undertakes not otherwise to transfer
out of 1ts control any fissionable material or to accept
transfer to it of such material, except for non-weapons
purposes, -
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V. Nuclear Weapons Testing:

A. All parties to the conventlion undertake to
refrain from conducting nuclear test explosions for a
period of twelve months from the date of entry into
force of the convention, provided that agreement has
been reached on the installation and maintenance of the
necessary controls, including inspection posts with
scientific instruments, located within the territories
of t.e Soviet Union, the United Kingdom, the United States,
the area of the Pacific Ocean and at such other places
as may be necessary, with the consent of the governments
concerned.,

B. A group of technical experts appointed by the
five governments represented on the subcommittee will 3
meet as soon as possible to design the inspection system -
to verify the suspension of testing.

C. Upon termination of the twelve months period,
the parties will be free to conduct tests unless they
have agreed to continue the suspension for a further _
period under effective international inspectlon. -

D. If the inspection system referred to in Para-
graph V.A. 1is operating to the satlisfactlon of each
party concerned and if progress satisfactory to each
party concerned is being achieved in the preparation of
an inspection system for the cessation of the pro-
duction of fissionable material for weapons purposes
agreed to under Paragraph IV.A.l. above, all parties
to the convention undertake to refrain from conducting
nuclear test explosions for a further period of twelve
months. Such an extension will be made only with the
understanding that testing may at the discreticn of each
party be conducted twenty-four months after the entry
into force of the convention if the inspectlion system
for the cessation of production for weapons purposes
has not been installed to the satisfaction of each party
concerned before the end of the twenty-four months and
i1f the cessation of production for weapons purposes has
not been put into effect,

E. If tests are resumed, each party undertakes to
announce and register in advance the dates of each
series and the range of total energy to be released
therein; to provide for limited observation of them;
and to limit the amount of radiocactive material to be
released into the atmosphere.

VI. The Control of Objects Entering Outer Space:

All parties to the convention agree that within
three months after the entry into effect of the con-
vention they will cooperate in the establishment of a
technical committee to study the design of an inspection
system which would make it possible to assure that the
sending of objects through outer space will be exclusively
for peaceful and scientific purposes,

VII. Safeguards Against the Possibility of Surprise
Attack:

A. From the entry into force of the convention the
parties concerned will cooperate in the establishment
and maintenance of systems of inspection to safeguard
against the possibility of surprise attack.

-
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B, The establishment of such systems will be subject
to agreement on the details of its installation,
maintenance and operation. It 1s proposed as a matter
of urgency that a working group of experts appocinted by
the five governments represented on the subcommittee be
set up at once to examine the technical problems and to
report their conclusions which could form the basis for
an annex to the agreement.

C. With regard to inspection in the Western Hemi-
sphere and in the Soviet Union the Governments of Canada,
France, the United Kingdom and the United States propose
the following:

1., That all the territory of the Continental United
States, all Alaska including the Aleutian Islands, all
the territory of Canada and all the territory of the
Soviet Union will be open to inspection.

2. If the Government of the Soviet Union rejects
this broad proposal, to which is related the proposal
for inspection in Europe, referred to in Paragraph D.
below, the Governments of Canada, France, the United
Kingdom, and the United States (with the consent of the
Governments of Denmark and Norway) propose that:

All the territory north of the Arctic Circle of
the Soviet Union, Canada, the United States (Alaska),
Denmark (Greenland), and Norway; all the territory of
Canada, the United States and the Soviet Union west of
140 degrees west longitude, east of 150 degrees east
longitude and north of 50 degrees north latitude; all
the remainder of Alaska; all the remainder of the
Kamchatka Peninsula; and all of the Aleutian and Kurile
Islands will be open to inspection.

D. With regard to inspection in Europe, provided
there is commitment on the part of the Soviet Union to
one of the two foregoing proposals, the Governments of
Canada, France, the United Kingdom and the United States,
with the concurrence in principle of their European
allles and in continuing consultation with them, subject
to the indispensable consent of the countries concerned
and to any mutually agreed exceptions, propose that an
area including all of Europe, bounded in the south by
latitude 40 degrees north and in the west by 10 degrees
west longitude and in the east by 60 degrees east
longitude will be open to inspection,

E. If the Government of the Soviet Union rejects
this broad proposal, then, under the same proviso
expressed above, a more limited zone of inspection in
Europe could be discussed but only on the understanding
that this would include a significant part of the terri-
tory of the Soviet Union, as well as the other countries
of Eastern Europe,

F. The system of inspection to guard against
surprise attack will include in all cases aerial
inspection, with ground observation posts at principal
ports, rallway Junctions, main highways, and important
airfields, etc., as agreed. There would also, as agreed,
be moblle ground teams with specifically defined
authority.

G. Ground posts may be established by agreement at
points in the territories of the states concerned with-
out being restricted to the limits of the zones
described in Paragraphs C.l1 and 2, but the areas open
to ground inspection will not be less than the areas

-_
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of aerial inspection. The mobllity of ground inspection
would be specifically defined in tne agreement with, in
all cases, the concurrence of the countries directly
concerned. There would also be all necessary means of
communication.

H. Within three months of the entry into force of
the convention, the parties will provide to the board
of control inventories of their fixed military installa-'
tions, and numbers and locations of their military
forces and designated armaments, including the means
of delivering nuclear weapons located within an agreed
inspection zone or zones, and within such additional
area or areas as may be agreed.

I. Any initial system of inspection designed to
safeguard against the possibility of surprise attack
may be extended by agreement of all concerned to the
end that ultimately the system will deal with the danger
of surprise attack from anywhere.

VIII. The Internationgl Control Organization:

A. All the obligations contalned in the convention
will be conditional upon the continued operation of an
effective international control and inspection system
to verify compliance with its terms by all parties.

B. All the control and inspection services described
in the convention and those which may be created in the
course of 1ts implementation will be within the frame-
work of an international control organization established
under the aegis of the Security Council, which will
include, as 1ts executive organ, a board of control in
which the affirmative vote of the representatives of the
governments represented on the subcommittee and of such
other partles as may be agreed will be required for
important decisions,

C. All parties to the convention undertake to make
available information freely and currently to the Board
of Control to assist it in verifying compliance with the
obligations of the convention and in categories which
will be set forth in an annex to it.

D. The functions of the International Control
Organization will be expanded by agreement between the
parties concerned as the measures provided for in the
convention are progressively applied.

E. Other matters relating to the organization will
be defined in annexes to the convention. These matters
will include the duties which the organization is to
carry out, the method by which it shall function, its
composition, its relationship to the General Assembly
and the Security Council of the United Nations, its

voting procedures, its working conditions, Jjurisdiction,
immunities and prerogatives.

IX. Movement of Armaments:
In addition to other rights and responsibilities,

the Board of Control will have authority to study a

system for regulating the export and import of designated
armaments,
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X. Suspension of the Convention:

A. Each party will have the right to suspend its
obligations, partially or completely, by written notice
to the International Control Organization, in the event
of an important violation by another party, or other
action by any state which so prejudices the security
of the notifying party as to require partial or complete
suspension.

- B. At its option a party may give advance notice
of intention to suspend its otligations, in order to
afford opportunity for correction of the vioclations or
prejudicial action.

XI. This working paper is offered for negotiation on
the understanding that its provisions are inseparable.
Fallure to fulfill any of the provisions of the con-
vention would create a situation calling for examinaticn
at the request of any party.

(State Department Bulletin, v. XXXVII, no. 951 (16 Sep 57),
pp. 451-455; Msg, Tondon (Barbour) to SecState, 1514,
29 Aug 57, OCJCS files.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

29 August 1957 -- After submitting the Western "working paper" on

disarmament, the chairmen of the four Western delegations to
the Disarmament Subcommittee spoke in support of the paper.
Mr. Zorin made a lengthy reply, disparaging tiae Western pro-
pcsals and declaring that they contained nothing new. (Msg,
London (Barbour) to SecState, 1528, 29 Aug 57, OCJCS files.)
LSECRET)

20 August 1957 -- Pravda accused the West of '"double dealing" on

disarmament, and charged that the US, UK, France, and Canada
" ‘were participating in the London disarmament talks only to

"camouflage their frenzied war preparations." The West, it

declared, was fully responsible for the failure of the dis-

armament negotiations to achieve success, (New York Times,

31 Aug 57, 2:3.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

3 September 1957 -- At a meeting of the Disarmament Subcommittee,

Mr. Stassen reviewed at length the Western "working paper"
of 29 August, and called on the Soviets for a precise state-
ment of their reaction to this paper. It was essential that

the Soviet position be known, he said, if negotiations were

-
-
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to proceed satisfactorily. Mr. Zorin declined to reply other
than to state that he was prepared to meet again with the
Western delegates on the next day. (Msz, London (Whitney)

to SecState, 1593, 3 Sep 57, 0CJCS files.) (8FTRET) (Text

of Mr, Stassen's statement filed as DFC Note No. 172,
"Stassen Statement of September 3, 1957," 9 Sep 57, CCS 092
(4-14-45) BP pt 10,) (UNCLASSIFIED)

5 September 1957 -- The Joint Chiefs of Staff forwarded to the

Secretary of Defense a definition of the term "Armed Forces,"

to be used in connection with a first-stage disarmament agree- _

ment (see items of 15 and 23 August 1957). In a memorandum
to the Secretary, the Joint Chiefs of Staff stated that the
objectives of a definition of forces to be limited in any
disarmament agreement must be: (1) to establish categories
that would include all types of forces capable of effective
combat action immediately upon, or within a reasonably short
period of time after, the commencement of hostilities; and
(2) to providé means of insuring that limitations were not
circumvented throuéh failure to include any of the active
forces within one of these categories.

The primary emphasis, in a first-stage agreement, would
5e on active duty forces; reserves would remain available
during this phase, and would be affected only in later phases
of disarmament. The Joint Chiefs of Staff stressed the fact
that the Western position (see item of 29 August 1957) did
not provide for verification by inspection during this phase
even of active strengths, so it would be valueless to set up
elaborate rules for reserve forces. The definition forwarded
bty the Joint Chiefs of Staff was essentially the same as that
agreed upon by the Western Four working group in London on

23 August. There were, however, these differences: (1) The

-~
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definition by the Joint Chiefs of Staff did not include the
term "fully paid," with reference to military personnel; and
(2) it specifically excluded civilian employees of the national
military establishment, and personnel serving in units
maintained primarily for humanitarian missions, even 1if these

* personnel were full-time and uniformed.

Referring to the differences in the national military
establishmgnts of the US, USSR, UK, and France, the Joint
Chiefs of Staff recommended that the West should make every
effort to see that Soviet military security forces (MVD)
were included in the total of USSR armed forces to be limited --:
under a first-phase agreement. The organized reserves of the
Western powers, including the US National Guard, should be
excluded from any limitations. The US could not support,
however, the French desire to exclude reservists called up
for an indefinite period to maintain order in Algeria. The
Joint Chiefs of Staff, finally, pointed out that the Soviet
view that civilian employees of the armed forces should be
included was obvicusly unacceptable. (Memo, JCS to SecDef,
"Disarmament Planning (U)," 3 Sep 57,‘derived fr Dec On
JCS 1731/242, Rpt by JSPC, same subj and date, CCS 092

. (4-14-45) sec T72.) (DeP=SECRET)

4 Seotember 1957 -- Soviet representative Zorin, in a speech to

the Disarmament Subcommittee, charged that the West had failed
to submit realistic disarmament proposals and had obstructed
agreement on halting nuclear tests. An agreement to cease
tests, without connecting this with other issues, was of
primary urgency, he sald, He stated that the Soviet position
had been fully explained in his speech of 27 August. (Msg,
London (Whitney) to SecState, 1625, 4 Sep 57, OCJCS files.)

[$5 98
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5 September 1957 -- At an informal five-power meeting, and at a

meeting of the Disarmament Subcommittee, tiae five delegatioﬁs
considered the question of recessing the Subcommittee. All
agreed on a recess, but the West insisted on reconvening on

1 October or following the end of general debate at the forth-
coming twelfth annual session of the UN General Assembly,
whichever was later, while the Soviets refused to fix a date.
At the Subcormittee meeting, also, Mr. Zorin delivered an
hour's attack on the Western paper of 29 August. He repeated
his previous statements of the Sovliet positicn, emphasized
the necessity for an unconditional suspension of nuciear
tests, and rejected the major provisions of the 29 August
paper. (Msgs, London (Whitney) to SecState, 1652, 1660,

5 Sep 57, OCJCS files.) (SEeRET)

5 September 1957 -- The State Department forwarded to Mr. Stassen

the Defense Department definition of the term "Armed Forces"
(see item of 3 September). The Department concurred in this
definition, but cautioned Mr. Stassen to defer further con-
sideration of the question pending sufficient indications of
an affirmative Soviet response to the entire Western proposal
of 29 August to justify an examination of detalled technical
.considerations. (Msg, SecState to AmEmbassy London, 1876,

5 Sep 57, OCJCS files.) (SHERET)

6 September 1957 -- The Disarmament Subcommittee recessed without

setting a date for reconvening, as the Soviets continued to
refuse to agree to fix a date. Later, Western representatives
told newspapermen that they felt considerable progress toward
a first-step disarmament treaty had been made in the five-and-
one-half month session. Zorin, howevér, said at a news

conference that the Subcommittee had failed to reach agreement
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on a single issue. (Msg, London (Whitney) to SecState, 1633,

5 Sep 57, 0CJCS files.) (SB@RET) (New York Times, 7 Sep 57,

1:4,) (UNCLASSIFIED)

9 September 1957 -- Indla's UN representative, Arthur S. Lall, in

a letter to the Secretary General, proposed that the agenda
for the forthcoming General Assembly meeting include an item
on the subject of expanding the membership of the Disarmament
Commiésion and its Subcémmitﬁee. Mr. Lall stated that neither -
the Commission nor its Subcommittee appeared able to achieve
tangible progress or agreement. He called for the inclusion
of additional countries in the membership of these groups in
order to assist and intensify the search for a solution to
the disarmament problem. (DPC Note No. 171, "Indian Proposal
for Expanding U.N. Disarmament Commission and Its Subcommittee,'
10 Sep 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 10.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

15 September 1957 -- The Atomic Energy Commission and the Depart-

ment of Defense announced that a new serles of US nuclear-
weapons tests would begin at the Eniwetok proving area in
April, 1958, Among the tests' objectives would be the develop-
ment of weapons for defense and weapons with reduced radio-
active fall-out, The tests, said the announcement, would be

- governed by the terms of the US-UK Bermuda agreement cf
24 March 1957 to conduct tests in a manner designed to keep
the level of world radiation from rising to more than a small

fraction of an amount that might be hazardous. (New York

Times, 16 Sep 57, 1:3-4.) (UNCLASSIFIED)
17 September 1957 -- Belgium proposed that the agenda of the UN

General Assembly meeting include an item on the subject of
"Collective Action to Inform and Enlighten the Peoples of
the World as to the Dangers of the Armaments Race, and

Particularly as to the Destructive Effects of Modern Weapons."

-
-
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The Belgian proposal also included a draft resolutlon request-
ing the Disérmament Commission to make recommendations con-
cerning the nature of thc information to be disseminated under
the proposed action, and requesting the Secretary General to
report to the Disarmament Commission on the means available
for dissemination. (DPC Sect Note No. 179, R-1, "Text of
Draft Resolution on the Dangers of an Armaments Race, Proposed
by Belgium for the 12th U.N. General Assembly," 19 Sep 57,

CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 10.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

19 September 1957 -- Secretary of State Dulles, addressing the UN
| General Assembly, called for adoption of the Western disarma-
ment proposals of 29 August. He described the US nuclear
testing program as an effort to develop "clean" weapons.
This program, he stated could not be halted sorlong as the
Soviet Union rejected inspection to prevent surprise attack,
an end to the production of fissionable materials for 'weapons

purposes, "

cooperation to prevent the "promiscuous'" spread
of nuclear arms, and a reduction in weapons stockpiles.
Reflecting President Eisenhower's statement of 3 July 1957,
Mr. Dulles said that the US would invite UN observers to the

next US test. (New York Times, 20 Sep 57, 1:1; text, State

. Department Bulletin, v, XXXVII, no. 954 (7 Oct 57), pp. 555-
559.) (UNCLASSIFIED)
19 September 1957 -- Secretary of Defense Wilson ordered a cut of

100,000 men in the strength of the armed forces, to be
implemented, except for 8,000 men, by June, 1958. This
reduction, combined with a similar one authorized on 16 July
1957, would cut the strength of US armed forces to 2.5 million
men. At a press conference, Mr. Wilson said that a third cut
of 100,000 men was also being contemplated. He denied that

these cuts would affect the US negotiating position on
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disarmament, since the Western proposal for a first-step dis-

armament agreement called for the US and USSR to reduce thelir

rv

armed forces to 2.5 million men. (New vork Times, 20 Sep 57,

1:5.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

20 September 1957 -- In a ninety-minute speech to the UN General

Assembly, Soviet Foreign Minister andrei Gromyko attacked
Western policy in the Middle East, reviewed Soviet disarmament
policy, and introduced two new disarmament prooosals The
first of these called for all states possessing nuclear weapons
to renounce the use of these weapons for a period of five .
years, at the end of which time the question should again be
considered by the UN. The second proposal called for a two-
to three-year suspension of nuclear-weapons tests, beginning
on 1 January 1958. This suspension would be supervised by an
International Commission, responsible to the UN, which would
establish control posts within the territories of the US, USSR
and UK, and in the Pacific area, including Australia. Mr.
Gromyko offered two draft resolutions 1in support of these pro-
posals, and submitted 2 lengthy memorandum describing the

Soviet views concerning a first-step disarmament agreement.

(New York Times, 21 Sep 57, 1:1, text of speech, 6:2-7. DPC

Note No. 174, "Draft Resolutions Submitted by USSR, " 23 Sep
57; DPC Note No. 177, "Soviet September 20 Memorandum on
partial Measures in the Field of Disarmament," 24 Sep 57; bot

in CCS 092 (u-lu-HB) BP pt 10.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

23 September 1957 -- In a speech to the General Assembly in Suppol

of the Western proposals of 29 August, Prime Minister Diefen-
baker of canada said that his country would support any

suggestion to enlarge the Disarmament Commission, if this wo
lead to a quicker solution of the disarmaﬁent problem. Cana

he said, would even be willing to withdraw from the
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Subcommittee, if this would help. (DPC Note No. 1783,
"Diefenbaker Statement on Disarmament," 25 Sep 57, CCS 092
(4-14-45) BP pt 10.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

23 September 1957 -- Japan submitted to the UN General Assembly a

. draft resolution requesting the Disarmament Commission to
reconvene its Subcommittee by 1 January 1958, and calling for

a suspension of nuclear tests. The resolution requested the
Subcommittee to concentrate on reaching agreement on an inspeé~f
tion system to (1) ensure the prohibition of the manufacture

of nuclear weapons and the devotion of fissionable materials .---
to peaceful purposes, and (2) to prevent surprise attack. The
Subcommittee was to report on its progress within four months
after i1t had resumed meeting. The Japanese resolution also
called for a suspension of nuclear tests from the time an
agreement was reached in principle on a supervision and
inspection system to verify the test suspension until the con-
clusion of discussions on the report of the Disarmament b
Commission at the next regular General Assembly. Immediately
after the beginning of the test suspeﬁsion, negectiations were

to be opened to reach agreement on the prompt installation of

~ the supervision and inspection system{

The Japanese representatives had informed US delegates
that Japan had decided to submit this resolution in the hope
that it would have a "calming influence" on Japanese public
opinion. Japan also felt this resolution was necessary in
order to make clear the differences between the Japanese and
Soviet positions on nuclear testing. (DPC Note No. 176,
"Japanese Draft Resolution on Disarmament," 24 Sep 57,

CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 10.) (UNCLASSIFIED) (Msg, New York
(Lodge) to SecState, DELGA 41, 23 Sep 57.) LS@MFIDENTIAL)
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23 September 1957 -- In an informal memorandum to the Secretary

of State, Mr. Stassen proposed a new disarmament approacnh to
the Soviet Union. This new approach, he said, was aimed at
preventing the wide and irreversible spread of nuclear weapons,
with a consequent increase in the danger of war and decrease

in the security of the US.A He recommended that the US make

a separate proposal for a halt in nuclear tests, separating
this proposal from the comprehensive Western position of

29 August. He believed that an agreement on these terms with. - _
the USSR and all other essentlal states could be reached |
promptly'and implemented by 1 August 1958, before France could
begin testing nuclear weapons. This agreement would include o
these provisions:

(1) The immedlate installation of eight or ten monitoring
inspection stations in the USSR, a like number in the US,
and suitable numbers in the Pacific Ocean areas, and at other
necessary locations.

(2) A 24-month suspension of nuclear testing beginning
on 1 August 1958, subject to the satisfactory installation
of the inspection stations and to the right to end the test
suspension, for cause or upon notice of a violation, before
the expiration of the 24-month period.

(3) The establishment of an Armaments Regulation Organi-
zation, under the aegis of the Security Council, to supervise
the test suspension and to prepare to supervise further
disarmament measures.

(4) An undertaking by all signatory states to make a
sustained effort during the 24-month period to agree upon
and begin to implement additional disarmament steps, 1lncluding

the remaining measures of the Western proposals of 29 August.
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TOP_SEGART __

This agreement might also, but not necessarily, include
the establishment in initial zones of initial systems of air
and ground inspection to provide against surprise attack,
Other provisions of the Western disarmament proposals might
also be added, but they were neither as important nor as
crucial as the foregoing. Finally, Mr. Stassen bellieved that
the best method of achieving success in his proposed new
approach was to carry out informal bilateral talks with the
Soviets, while keeping the West advised of progress,

1"

("Informal Memorandum," Stassen to SecState, no subj, 23 Sep

57, App to Encl "C" to JCS 1731/243, Memo, Dir JS to JCS,
"Disarmament Planning (U)," 30 Sep 57, CCS 092 (L-14-45)

sec 73.) (SpeomET)

24 September 1957 -- Japanese Prime Minister Nobusuke Kishi, in

a message to President Eisenhower, urged the President to

make a thorough study of the draft resolution proposed by
Japan on 23 September. Mr. Kishi declared that, from the
"standpoint of humanity," nuclear tests should be suspended
without waiting for the conclusion of .disarmament negotiations.
He felt that a halt in tests would pave the way for the
achlevement of a disarmament agreement. (State Department
‘Bulletin, v. XXXVII, no., 956 (21 Oct 57), p. 636.)
(UNCLASSIFIED)

24 September 1957 -- After several days of discussion at the UN

among themselves and with the Japanese delegates, representa-

tives of the Western Four agreed on the draft of a disarmament
resolution to be presented to the General Assembly. They also
agreed to discuss this draft with the other members of the UN -
Disarmament Commission, except the USSR, in hope of obtaining

additional sponsors. The draft resolution in effect swmed

up the Western proposals of 29 August and further called on

~
-
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the Disarmament Commission to reconvene 1ts Subcommittee as
soon as possible, with the Subcommittee to report by 30 April
1958 on its progress towards disarmament. (DPC Note No. 173,
R-1, "Draft Western Disarmament Resolution for 12th U.N.
General Assembly," 25 Sep 57, CCS 092 (i-14-45) BP pt 10,
Msgs, New York (Dulles) to SecState, DELGA 21, 19 Sep 57;
DELGA 29, 20 Sep 57. Msgs, New York (Lodge) to SecState,
DELGA 41, 23 Sep 57; DELGA 47, 24 Sep 57. Msg, SecState to

USUN, New York, 245, 13 Sep 57.) (CONBEDENRIAL)

24 September 1957 -- India proposed to the General Assembly a

draft resolution calling for an immediate unconditional
suspension of nuclear-weapons tests, and calling on UN members
to report any evidence of continued testing. (DPC Note No. 179,
"Indian Draft Resolution on Suspension of Tests," 26 Sep 57,
CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 10.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

25 September 1957 -- India submitted to the General Assembly a

revised version of the draft resolution on nuclear tests that
it had submitted on 24 September. The revised resolution
called on the states concerned to inform the UN Secretary
General that they were willing to suspend tests, and requested
- them to agree to the nomination of a five-man scientific and
technical commission consisting of two scientists from "each
side" and a "scientific éhairman” to be picked by agreement.
The new version retalned that portion of the original reso-
lution calling on UN members to report any evidence of con-
tinued testing. (DPC Note No. 179, R-1, "Indian Draft Reso-
lution on Suspension of Tests," 26 Sep 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45)
BP pt 10.) (UNCLASSIFIED) (Msg, New York (Lodge) to SecState,

DELGA 57, 15 [sic; 25] Sep 57.) (CQMPEPENTTAL)
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| 25 S:iptember 1957 -- Another Indian draft resolution submitted to

thhe General Assembly called for.the enlargement of the Dis-
armament Commission and i1ts Subcommittee (see item of 9
September 1957). This was a revision of a draft proposal

on this subject that the Indian representatives had shown to

US delegates on 23 September, but had not submitted to the
General Assembly. The earlier version nad suggested that
Belgium, Brazil, Egypt, india, Poland, and Yugoslavia be added—;;
to the Commission, and that Brazil, India, and Sweden (already
a member of the Commission) be added to the Subcommittee.

The draft resolution actually submitted did not include either._:
the names of these countries nor the number of members to be
added to the disarmament groups. (DPC Note No. 175, R-1,
"Indian Draft Resolution on Expansion of the Disarmament
Commission and the Subcommittee," 27 Sep 57, CCS'092 (4-1L-45)
BP pt 10.) (UNCLASSIFIED) (DPC Note No. 175, "Indian Draft
Resolution on Expansion of the Disarmament Commission,"

24 Sep 57, same file.) (OFFICIAL USE ONLY) (Msgs, New York
(Lodge) DELGA 41, 23 Sep 57; DELGA 57,.15 [sic; 25] Sep 57.)
(SN TDENTITT

26 September 1957 -- As a follow-up to its resolutions calling

"for‘a halt in nuclear tests and an enlargement of the Dis-
armament Commission, India submitted to the General Assembly
a comprehensive disarmament resolution to be adopted after .

passage of the other two resolutions. The latest Indian

proposal called for: (1) prohibition of the further use of
fissionable material for military purposes; (2) prohibition

of the transfer of fissionable material from civilian to

military stocks; (3) prohibition of the manufacture and use

of nuclear and thermonuclear weapons; (4) prohibition of the

manufacture, use, and transfer of "so-called tactical' nuclear

T
-
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and thermonuclear weapons; (5) progressive dismantling of
existing stocks of nuclear weapons; (6) prohitition of the
export of nuclear and other weapons of mass destruction;
(7) submission of military budgets to the UN Secretary General;
(3) drafting of a disarmament conventlon; and (9) progressive
establishment, as required; of measures of land, air, or sea
inspection control. The Indian resolution also requested the
Disarmament Commission to consider the advisability of
recommending the convening of a special disarmament session
of the General Assembly. (DPC Note No. 182, "Indian Draft
Resolution on a Comprehensive Disarmament Program,'" 27 Sep 57,
CCS 092 (4-14-L45) BP pt 10.) (OFFICIAL USE ONLY) -
A member of the Indian UN delegation informed US
representatives that India hoped, by means of this and its
earlier proposals, to force both sides to make a serious
effort to reach agreementcn disarmament. India had concluded
that neither the West ncr the USSR could support any sub-
stantive resolution put forward by the other. (Msg, New York
(Lodge) to SecState, DELGA 68, 206 Sep 57.) (mer T

27 September 1957 -- Secretary of State Dulles forwarded to

Secretary of Defense Wilson a copy of Mr. Stassen's proposal
of 23 September. Mr. Dulles stated that he had told Mr.
Stassen that there were very serious difficulties, from a
political viewpoint, in-the way of the proposal. The Secretar
of State requested Mr. Wilson to provide him with the views

of the Defense Department and of the Joint Chiefs of Staff.
(Ltr, SecState to SecDef, 27 Sep 57, Encl "c" to JCS 1731/243,
Memo, Dir JS to JCS, "Disarmament Planning (u)," 30 sep 57,
CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 73.) &SECRET)

<0 September 1957 -- The Disarmament Commission met to consider

the results of the London disarmament talks. US representativ

Lodge reviewed the Western proposals, and Soviet representativ

-
-
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Sobolev confirmed the USSR's refusal to accept them. The
Disarmament Commission made no attempt to draw up recom-
mendations, and merely agreed to refer to the General Assembly
the transcript of the proceedings of the London talks.

(New York Times, 1 Oct 57, 1:6; text of the proceedings of

the Disarmament Commission filed as DPC Note No. 183,
"Disarmament Commission Meetings," 30 Sep 57, CCS 092
(L-14-45) BP pt 10.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

30 September 1957 =-- At the request of the Assistant Secretary

of Defense (ISA), the Joint Chiefs of Staff transmitted to
the Secretary of Defense their comments on Mr, Stassen's
proposal of 23 September concerning a suspension of nuclear
tests (see item of 27 September). The Joint Chiefs of Staff
believed that this proposal was inconsistent with US security
interests. They opposed 1ts adoption, and recommended con-
tinued adherence to the Western proposals of 29 August, for
the following reasons:

(1) By separating the nuclear-testing provisions of the
29 August proposals from the rest of the Western position,
Mr. Stassen was abandoning the requirement for Soviet agree-
ment to that position as a whole., This was unwarranted from
‘a security point of view, especially since only the presen-
tation of the 29 August proposals as "1nseparab1e" had made
them acceptable for national and Western security.

(2) Only the Wesﬁern’proposal for a halt in the pro-
duction of fissionable material for "weapons purposes," and
not the cessation of nuclear testing per se, would help to
prevent the spread of nuclear weapons and the threat of
nuclear warfare.

(3) Mr. Stassen's proposal was in consonance with the

Soviet UN resolution of 20 September. Acceding to the Soviet

-
-
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position of separately considering a test suspension as a
prerequisite to a disarmament agreement would weaken the U3~
bargaining position in future negotiations.

(L) It was questionable that France could develop a
capability to test nuclear weapons by late 1958 or early
1959--and thus open the way for the wide spreading of nuclear

weapons--as Mr. Stassen assumed. And even 1f France did have

this capability, it might well be in the best interest of the.

US 'and NATO.

(5) The ground posts in the USSR proposed bty Mr. Stassen
would only slightly improve Western intelligence. This gain
would be more than offset by the risk that the Soviets might
claim that fixed ground inspection posts, because of their
success in verifying a test suspension, would be adequate for
inspection in a first-phase disarmament agreement. This
would jeopardize the Western position that the inspection
system in a first-phase agreement must consist of coterminous
aerial and ground components, with freedom of access to all
objects of control, (Memo, JCS to SecDef, "Disarmament (U),"
30 Sep 57, derived fr Dec On JCS 1731/243, Memo, Dir JS to
JCS, 1 Oct 57, CCS 092 '(u-lu-us) sec 73.) (SRORETI—

30 September 1957 -- The Department of Defense forwarded to the

Secretary of State the views of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
(see above item) on Mr. Stassen's proposal of 23 September.
In his covering letter, the Deputy Secretary of Defense
strongly indorsed these views., He pointed out that the
Stassen proposal was essentially the same as that submitted
to the Disarmament Subcommittee by the Soviet Union in June
(see item 6f 7 June 1957), which the West had consistently
opposed. He added that the Western position on disarmament

had been adopted only after prolonged study and deliberation,

T~
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and was a single, interrelated program, The Soviet position
on suspending tests was a cynical propaganda attempt, and
cast grave doubts upon the sincerity of the USSR concerning
disarmament as a whole. The Department of Defense recom-
mended against adoption of the Stassen pioposal. (N/H of

" JCS 1731/243, 2 Oct 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) sec 73.) (Eemmmem—

1l October 1957 -- The first conference of the International Atomic

Energy Agency opened in Vienna (see item of 29 July 1957).
AEC Chairman Strauss, the chief US delegate, described the
efforts of the US to establish the IAEA, and read a message
from President Eisenhower containing expressions of hope for
the peaceful uses of atomic energy. The Soviet delegate
read a message from Marshal Voroshilov, Chairman of the
Presidium of the Supreme Council, deploring the fact that
the West had turned down the Soviet proposal for the

renunciation of the use of nuclear weapons. (New York Times,

2 Oct 57, 5:1; text of Strauss and Eisenhower messages,
State Department Bulletin, v. XXXVII, no. 950 (21 Oct 57),
pp. 637-638.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

2 Cctober 1957 -- At the UN General Assembiy, Poland and Czecho-

slovakia offered to prohibit the production and stockpiling

of nuclear weapons on their territory if East and West Germany

v
would agree to do the same. (New York Times, 3 Oct 57, 4:3;

text of Polish and Czech statements, DPC Note No. 185, "Polish

and Czech Statements on Production and Stockpiling of Atomic )

Weapons," 7 Oct 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 10.) (UNCLASSIFIED)
2 October 1957 -- The Western Four agreed informally to introduce

their UN disarmament resolution (see item of 24 September)
as soon as possible. So far more than a dozen other countries
had agreed to co-sponsor the measure, and several more were

favorably considering co-sponsorship. More than half a dozen
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nations, however, including Japan, had declined to join in
sponsoring the resolution. It was estimated that 40 to 45
or more members of the General Assembly would support the
resolution when it was introduced. (Msg, New York (Lodge)

to SecState, DELGA 98, 2 Oct 57.) _LCoNPIPENTIAL—

3 October 1957 -- In answer to Prime Minister Kishi's message

of 24 September, President Eisenhower wrote Mr. Kishi that
the security of the US and that of the free world depended
upon continued testing of nuclear weapons. The US, however,
was willing to halt tests provided there was international
agreement to the other disarmament measures it had proposed.
(State Department Bulletin, v. XXXVII, no. 956 (21 cet 57),
pp. 635-G36.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

2 October 1957 -- Mexican Foreign Minister Luis Padilla Nervo

proposed 1n the General Assembly that a UN Commissioner for

Disarmament be appointed to help break the disarmament dead-

lock. Dr. Nervo recalled other instances in which a UN

mediator or commissionsr had proved useful in handling inter-

national problems. He also suggested the establishment of

a General Assembly Subcommission, cohposed of the members of

the Disarmament Subcommittee and the General Assembly
~President, to study disarmament. This Subcommission would

be similar to the Committee of Twelve, which had recommended

establishment of the UN Disarmamenf Commission (see item of

13 December 1950 and 11 January 1952)., (New York Times,

L Oct 57, 4:1; DPC Note No. 186, "Mexican Proposals on
Disarmament Negotiations," 7 Oct 57, cCS 092 (4-14-45) BP
pt 10,) (UNCLASSIFIED)

L October 1957 -- The Soviet Union successfully launched the first

earth satellite. The satellite, circling the earth at an

altitude of about 560 miles and a speed of approximately
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13,000 miles per hour, was twenty-two inches in diameter,
weighed 184 pounds, and carried radio equipment Sending
signals to ground stations., The Soviet announcement of the
launching stated that the U3SR would launch more satellites

in the future. (New York Times, 5 Oct 57, 1:8; text of

tne Soviet announcement, 3:3-4,) (UNCLASSIFIED)

4 October 1957 -- The Board of Governors of the International

Atoriic Energy Agency elected an American, W. Sterling Cole,
to be Director General of the IAEA. Mr. Cole, a member of
the House of Representatives, had served on the Joint
Cengressional Committee on Atomic Energy since its estab-
lishment in l§46, and was chairman of that group in 1953-
1954, Representative Cole had also served as a member of
the US delegation to the conference that drafted the statute

of the IAEA (see item of 23 October 1955), (New York Times,

5 Oct 57, 2:8.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

5 October 1957 -- Secretary of State Dulles and Soviet Foreiga

Minlster Gromyko talked for several hours about major topics
of internaticnal concern, including disarmament. The meeting
was held at the invitation of Mr. Dulles, who felt that

" advantage should be taken of the fact that Gromyko was 1in the

US for the General Assembly session. (State Department

Bulletin, v. XXXVII, no. 956 (21 Oct 57), p. 635.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

7 October 1957 -- In an interview with New York Times writer

James Reston, Nikita Khrushchev said the USSR was willing
to put earth satellites and all pilotless missiles under
international control as part of a general agreement on peace-
ful coexistence. The Soviet transcript of the interview,
released on 9 October, referred to an agreement on disarmament
rather than on peaceful coexistence. The Soviet Union, said

Khrushchev, strongly desired a disarmament agreement, but
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could not accept one under the conditlions prcposed ty the

US. (New York Times, 3 Oct 57, 1:38; 11 Oct 57, 5:2. Text

f:led as DPC Sect Note No. 198, "Khrushchev Interview with
James Reston," 10 Oct 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 10.)
(UNCLASSIFIED)

7 October 1957 -- The US fired the last nuclear device in its

1957 atomic test series. At the same time, the Soviet Govern-
ment announced it had tested a new and powerful hydrogen

weapon. (New York Times, 3 Oct 57, 1:5-6, 10:7.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

8 October 1957 -- After a meeting with the President and Mr., Stassen, _

Secretary of State Dulles told reporters that the US might

te willing to .discuss with the USSR the inltiation of a study
of the control of outer-space objects, as mentioned by Nikita
Khrushchev on 7 October, The State Department later issued

a statement pointing out that control of outer-space objects
nad been part of the Western proposal of 29 August 1957. The
US, said the statement, was adhering to thils precposal, tut,
if its allies agreed, it would be willing to initiate a study
on outer-space control without awaiting the conclusion of an
agreement on other substantive features of the 29 August

proposal, (New York Times, 9 Oct 57, 1:8,) (UNCLASSIFIED)

i(DPC Sect Note No. 196, "Background News Conference on Outer
Space Objects," 9 Oct 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 10.)
(OFFICIAL USE ONLY)
9 October 1957 -- India submitted to the Political and Security

Committee of the General Assembly another revised version of
its draft resolution on the suspension of nuclear tests.
(see item of 25 September). This version included a request
for the proposed scientific and technical commission to
recommend an adequate system of inspection to supervise and

control the suspension of tests. (DPC Note 179, R-3,

-
-
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"Indian Draft Resolution on Suspension of Tests,” 16 Cct 57,
CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 10.) (OFFICIAL USE ONLY)

9 October 1957 -- Still another Indian draft resolution, submitted

to the Political and Security Committee, called for establish-
ment of a Disarmament Commission consisting of equal numbers

- of representatives of states supporting the Western disarma-
ment pcsition and states supporting the Soviet position, as
well as representatives cf other states to be chosen by
azreement. This Commissicn should consider and make recom=-
mendations on the questions of: (1) a halt in the production
of fissionable materials for other than peaceful purposes;
(2) a renunciation of tine use of nuclear weapons; (3) the
dismantling of nucleér-weapons stockpiles and the conversion
to peaceful uses of the fissionable materials thus released;
and (4) arrangements for inspection and control required to
implement agreements on conventional arms. The Commission
should also select a group of technical experts to work out
an inspection system tc ensure compliance with any recom-
mendations the Commission might make on the subjects outlined
above. (DPC Note No, 187, R-2, "Indlan Draft Resolution on
Nuclear Weapons," 16 Oct 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt}lO.)

~ (OFFICIAL USE ONLY)

10 October 1357 -- The General Assembly's Political and Security

Committee began consideration of the disarmament question.

US Ambassador Lodge made a conciliatory speech summing up the
Western proposals and optimistically describing the work of
the Disarmament Subcommittee in London. 1In his discussion of
the control of outer-space objects, he stated that the US was
willing to join in a multilateral study of this problem with-
out awaiting the conclusion of negotiations on the other sub-

stantive proposals made by the West on 29 August. Soviet

S
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Foreign Minister Gromyko, in his speech, repeated the Soviet
accusations that the West did not actually desire a disarma-

ment agreement. (New York Times, 11 Oct 57, 1:2, Texts,

DPC Note No. 189, "Lodge and Matsudaira Statements in the
First Committee Meeting, October 10, 1957," 17 Oct 57; DPC
Note No, 190, "Gromykoc Statement in the First Committee
Meeting, October 10, 1957," 18 Oct 57; both in CCS 092
(4-14-45) BP pt 10.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

11 October 1957 -- A Western disarmament draft resolution, with

twenty-three co-sponsors, was introduced in the Political
and Security Committee (see items of 24 September and

2 October). The resolution, differing in only one important
respect from that agreed upon by the Western Four on

24 September, called for a disarmament agreement that would
provide for:

(1) Immediate suspension of nuclear testing, with prompt
installation of effective international control, including -
inspectlon posts in the US, USSR, UK, Pacific Ocean areas,
and elsewhere, |

(2) A halt in the production of fissionable materials for

"weapons purposes" and the complete devotion of all fissionable

" materials produced in the future to "non-weapons purposes"

under effective international control.

(3) Reduction of'nuclear-weapons stockpiles by transferring-
fissionable material from weapons to "non-weapons" uses,

(%) Reduction of armed forces and armaments through
adequate safeguarded arrangements.

(5) Progressive establishment of ground and aerial
inspection to guard against the possibility of surprise attack.

(6) Joint study of an inspection system designed to

ensure that the sending of objects through outer space would
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re exclusively for peaceful and scientific purposes. This
was a provision not included in the earller version of the
draft resolution.

The resolution further requested the Disarmament Com-
mission to reconvene its Subcommittee as soon as possible

. to achieve the agreement described above, and requested the
Subcommittee to report on its progress by 20 April 1958.

This resolution was Sponsored by the Western Four and
Argentina, Australia, Brazil, Chile, Colombla, Cuba, the
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Honduras, Italy, Laos, Liberia,
the Netherlands, Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, the
Philippines, and Tunisia. (DPC Note No. 173, R-2, "Western
Disarmament Resolution for 12th U.N. General Assembly,"

14 Oct 57, CCS 092 (L-14-45) BP pt 10; Msg, New York (Lodge)
to SecState, DELGA 155, 11 Oct 57, DA IN 873382 (12 oct 57).)
(UNCLASSIFIED)

On 16 October, Belgium joined the list of co-sponsors,
bringing the total to twenty-four. (Msg, New York (Lodge)
to SecState, DELGA 189, 16 Oct 57, DA IN 63179 (17 Oct 57).)
EOONFTTENTIET)

13 October 1957 -- In Tokyo, a joint communique issued by Prime

" Minister Kishi and Indian Prime Minister Nehru declared,
among other things, that the suspension of nuclear tests must
be the first step toward the prohibition of the manufacture
and use of nuclear weapons, and toward other types of dis-
armament. The communique was issued at the end of a ten-day

state visit by Nehru. (New York Times, 14 Oct 57, 1:1.)

(UNCLASSIFIED)
14 October 1957 -- Commander Alan Noble, speaking for the UK in

the Political and Security Committee, made the first formal

speech in support of the Western disarmament resolution

-~
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introduced on 11 October. He said that the UX, iilke tune US, -
was willing to begin a study for the control of outer-space
objects without waiting for agreement on other phnases of
disarmament (see item of 10 October). He also declared that

a separate, unconditional ban on nuclear tests would endanger
the balance of security and would not, as had been claimed,
increase confidence and facilitate agreement on other disarma-
ment measures. (Msg, New York (Lodge) to SecState, DELGA 169,

14 QOct 57.) gggna:aiﬁﬁen=7-

15 October 1957 -- At a meeting of the Political and Security

Committee, Yugoslavia endorsed an immedlate ban on nuclear
tests, the Soviet proposal for a five-year renunciation of
the use of nuclear weapons (see item of 20 September), and
the Indian proposal for an expansion of the Disarmament
Commission and its Subcommittee (see item of 25 September).
Yugoslav Foreign Minister Koca Popovic called for compromise,
as the only way to achleve a disarmament agreement, (Msg,
New York (Lodge) to SecState, DELGA 175, 15 Oct 57.)

(oM RNDerT

16 October 1957 -- Australia's UN representative, in a speech to

the Political and Security Committee, said that any inter-
national disarmament agreement must also include Communist
China. At the same session of the Committee, V. K. Krishna
Menon of India called for a ban on nuclear tests. "There
1s no such thing as a clean bomb," he asserted. (New York
Times, 17 Oct 57, 15:3,) (UNCLASSIFIED)

17 October 1957 -- In an address to the Political and Security

Committee, the Chinese Natlonallist representative charged
that the USSR had consistently blocked world moves towards
disarmament. Supporting the 11 October Western resolution,

he opposed halting nuclear tests and expanding the Disarmament
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Commission or 1ts Subcommittee. (New York Times, 18 QOct 57,

s:3.) (UNCLASSIFIED) (Msg, New York (Lodge) to SecState,
DELGA 197, 17 Oct 57, DA IN 63529 (18 Oct 57).) (CONFIDENTIAL)
18 October 1957 -- The disarmament debate continued in the

political and Security Committee. Poland attacked the Western
resolution of 11 October; the Philippines and the Netherlands
criticized the Soviet disarmament position. (Msg, New York
(Lodge) to SecState, DELGA 210, 18 Oct 57, DA IN 63883

(19 Oct 57).) 4LLQNEIDENTIAL)

2l October 1957 -- The Japanese resolution on suspending nuclear

tests (see item of 23 September) was criticized by Rumania

in the Political and Security Committee. The Rumanian speaker
also echoed Soviet arguments on other aspects of the disarma-
ment question. In another speech, the Afghan representative
called for a halt in nuclear tests as Soon as possible.

(Msg, New York (Lodge) to SecState, DELGA 230, 21 Oct 57,

DA IN O4400 (22 Oct 57).) (GONGERRN ik

22 October 1957 -- French representative Moch, speaking before

the Polltical and Security Committee, urged adoption of the
Western resolution introduced on 11 October. He opposed an
unconditional suspension of nuclear tests and the expansion
of the Disarmament Commission and its Subcommittee. Later,
‘ét a news conference, he said that France was preparing
fissionable materials for military purposes and that it would
push ahead with atomic bomb development unless an inter-
national disarmament agreement could be reached. (Egﬁ.ggzg
Times, 23 Oct 57, 15:1; text of UN speech, DPC Note No. 193,
"Moch Statement in the First Committee Meeting, October 22,
1957," cCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 10.) (UNCLASSIFIED)
23 October 1957 -- The first conference of the International Atomic

Energy Agency ended. During the three-weeks session the
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Soviets nad tried on a number of occasions to gain admission
for Chlnese Communist delegates, tut each time had been voted

down. (New York Times, 25 Oct 57, 13:2.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

22 October 1957 -- As the disarmament debate continued in the

Political and Security Committee, Canada and Italy supported
the Western resolutlon of 11 October; Albania and the Ukranian
SSR opposed 1t; Greece called for establishment of control
machinery to supervise a test suspension; and Cambodia“
announced it would support all resolutions aimed at reducing
armaments and halting nuclear tests. (Msz, New York (Lodge)
to SecState, DELGA 255, 23 Oct 57, 2A IN 65197 (24 Oct 57).)
( CRMREDENBEEA] )

24 October 1957 -- At the Political and Security Committee meeting,

Brazil, Cuba, Portugal, and Nepal supported the 11 October
Western resolutlon; Pakistan also supported}it, but called
for an immediate agreement on the reduction of conventional
armaments; Bulgaria and the Byelrussian SSR opposed the
resolution; Indonesia urged an irmediate end to nuclear tests;
and Ireland advocated private discussions among the great
powers, particularly the US and USSR, at the highest possible
level, as a means of reducing world tensions. (Msg, New York
(Lodge) to SecState, DELGA 270, 24 Oct 57, DA IN 65572

(25 0ct 57).) desenmTOERTIRT

24 October 1957 -- Yugoslavia introduced a disarmament resolution

in the Political and Security Committee. The resolution
called for an early meeting of the Disarmament Subcommittee
to seek agreement on:

(1) A reduction of armed forces, armaments, and military
expenditures,

(2) Measures contributing to a halt in the nuclear arms

race. These would include:
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(a) an agreement not to transfer to other countries
nuclear weapons or flssionable materials for military
uses; (b) a halt in the production of fissionable
materials for weapons; and (c) arrangements for the
gradual transfer to "non-weapons purposes" of fissionable
materials stockpiled for military use.

(3) Measures to restrict the use of ICBM's and all other
devices for "outer-space motion" to peaceful and scientific
purposes. |

(4) An agreement to halt nuclear tests immediately.

(5) Adequate and effective measures of control and
inspection for all of the above.

The Disarmament Subcommittee was to report to the Dis-
armament Commission by 1 May 1958 on the progress achieved.
The Secretary General would then inform UN members of this
progress and consult with them on the advisability of convening
a special session of the General Assembly to consider the

disarmament problem. (New York Times, 25 Oct 57, 6:3; text,

DPC Note No. 192, "Yugoslav Draft Resolution on a Comprehensive
Disarmament Program," 29 Oct 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 10.)
(UNCLASSIFIED)

25 October 1957 -- President Eisenhower and Prime Minister

Macmillan, in a communique 1ssued at the end of a three-day

meeting in Washington, reaffirmed their support of the Western
disarmament proposal of 29 August. In the absence of dis-
armament, they said, the Free World would continue to work
together and would take steps for increased scientific
cooperation, To this end, President Eisenhower would ask
Congress to amend the Atomic Energy Act to permit "“close and
frultful collaboration" of scientists and engineers of the

UK, the US, and other friendly nations. Increased cooperation
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among Free World nations would be given particular con-
sideration at the forthcoming December meeting cf the North
dtlantic Council. (State Department Bulletin, v, XXXVII,
no. 959 (11 Nov 57), pp. 739-741.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

25 Cctober 1957 -- Ecuador, supported by Panama, suggested in the

Political and Security Committee the establishment of a
working group to malke a "supreme effort" to draft a disarma-
ment resolution. This working group would consist of the
five members of the Disarmament Subcommittee, plus Japan,
India, and Mexico. (Msz, New York (Lodge) tc SecState,
DELGA 286, 25 Oct 57.) (OFFICIAL USE ONLY)

28 October 1957 -- US UN Ambassador Lodge reported a growing

feeling at the UN that the passage of the 11 Octoter Western
resolution would only serve to harden the disarmament dead-
lock. This feeling, he stated, would render problematic
the passage of the resolution by a two-thirds vote, as
desired by the US. He suggested that the best method of
securing the deslred vote and also of obtaining a strong
rejection by the General Assembly of the proposed nuclear-
test ban was to indicate Western flexibility on the disarma-
ment question. To this end he recommended amending the
11 October resolution by calling for the establishment of
~é group of technical experts to design an inspection system,
this group to include three experts from states outside the
Disarmament Subcommittee, probably Japan, India, and Sweden.
The amendment could be offered at an appropriate time by a
state, not already a co-sponsor of the resolution, such as
Mexico or Burma, Mr, Lodge requested State Department
permission to discuss the proposed amendment with the UK,
France, and Canada. (Msgs, New York (Lodge) to SecState,

DELGA 291, DELGA 292, 28 Oct 57.) (CONFIDEMN@SmE—
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-3 ostober 1957 == A soviet draft resolution submittedAto the

Splitical and Security committee called for the replacement
of the UN Disarmament Cormission and 1its Subcommittee with
a new, permanent Disarmament Commission consisting of all

member states of the uN. (New York Times, 29 Oct 57, 1:7;

text, DPC Note 191, R-1, wgoviet Proposal for a Standing
commission for Disarmament,' 1 Nov 57, CCS 092 (u-1u-u5)
BP pt 10.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

>3 October 1957 == Argentina,'lsrael, and Uruguay supported the

Western 11 October disarmament resolution in the Political
and Security committee. (Msg, New York (Lodge) to SecState,
DELGA 305, DA IN 66603 (29 Oct 57).) ( RN TTEN TS

29 October 1957 -- Continuing the general disarmament debate in

the Political and Security Committee, Mexico called for
support of its resolution of 3 October; Austria advocated a
resumption of disarmament negotiations; Norway supported the
11 October Western resolution; Sweden warned against an 21l
or nothing“ attitude toward disarmament, and said a separate
agreement on certain points would have a positive value; and
Egypt supported a separate test ban and an enlargement of
the Disarmament commission and its subcommittee. (Msg, New
vork (Lodge) to SecState, DELGA 309, 29 Oct 57, DA IN 66876

(30 Oct 57).) LCNBERRND IR
30 October 1957 ~-- The Political and Security Committee completed

general debate on disarmament with statements by the USSR,
India, France, and Japan. The Soviet statement was a lengthy”
attack on the wWestern disarmament position and a criticism

of the Disarmament commission and 1its Subcommittee. India's
V. K. Krishna Menon reiterated the call for a suspension of
nuclear tests, and warned that adoption of resolutions, such

as the 1l October Western resolution, that did not represent
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=1e views of all could only lead to a tighten;ng of the
disarmament deadlock. (Msg, New vYork (Lodge) to SecState,

DELGA 325, 20 Oct 57, DA IN 37261 (71 Oct 57).) (abbREMIIALL
(New York Times, 31 Oct 57, 15:3.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

21 Qctober 1957 -- With the approval of the State Department,

US UN Ambassador Lodge obtained the agreement of the UK,

France, and Canada to his proposed change in the 11 Qctober
Western resolution (see item of 28 QOctober). It was hoped

that Mexico, Norway, Sweden, and Pakistan would agree to
introduce the amendment. (Msgs, New York (Lodge) to Secstate,"—
DELGA 330, 31 Oct 57, DA IN 67529 (1 Nov 57); SecState to

USUN New York, GADEL 70, 30 Oct 57.) (GONREDENEEAEr-—

2 November 1957 -- The Soviet Union successfully launched a second

earth satellife. The second satellite, much larger than the
first, weighed 1,120 pounds, circled the earth at 17,840
miles per hour and at a maximum altitude of 1,056 miles,
contained measuring instruments and two radios, and carried

a small dog. (New York Times, 3 Nov 57, 1:8; text of two

Soviet announcements, 8:1-3.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

4 November 1957 =-- As the Political and Security Committee completed

final consideration of the various disarmament proposals before
it, the Soviet Union announced that it would not continue to
-participate in the proceedings of the Disarmament Commission
and its Subcommittee as long as the composition of those

groups remained unchanged. Soviet First Deputy Foreign
Minister Kuznetsov, in a speech to the Political and Security
Committee, charged that the Western resolution of 11 October
was an ultimatum, and that it offered further proof that the
chances of reaching agreement through the Disarmament Sub-
committee had been "entirely exhausted." He called for

adoption of the Soviet proposal of 28 October to establish
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5 Nov

a new, permanent Disarmément Commission that included all
memtbers of the General Assembly.

The initial reaction of the Western Four delegations
was that the USSR was bluffing. They agreed to proceed on
their planned course, pressing for a vote as soon as possible
on the various resolutions before the Political and Securlty
Committce. (Msgs, New York (Lodge) to SecState, DELGA 362,
4 Nov 57, DA IN GBLL9 (5 Nov 57); DELGA 353, 4 Nov 57,
DA IN 68600 (5 Nov 57).) (CoNPMMEWTIRLT (New York Times,
5 Nov 57, 1:5.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

ember 1957 -- Secretary of State Dulles, during his press

conference, discussed the Soviet threat to boycott the UN
Disarmament Commission as it was then composed, and the USSR
resolution to enlarge the Commission to include all 82
members of the General Assembly (see above item)., Mr. Dulles
pointed out that disarmament negotiations in a body of 82
would be '"quite impossible," and that successful negotiations
could only be carried out between the principal parties
involved in the disarmament question., He added that the
talks in the Disarmament Subcommittee had narrowed the
differences between the USSR and the West and had developed

the acceptance in principle of certain ideas. (State Depart-

‘ment Bulletin, v. XXXVII, no. 961 (25 Nov 57), pp. 824-825.)

(UNCLASSIFIED)

5 November 1957 -- At a luncheon meeting of US and Soviet delegates

to the UN, the Soviets strongly indicated that their reason
for favoring an 82-nation Disarmament Commission was that

they felt that such an organization would be more conducive
to US-Soviet bilateral negotiations. The Soviets said that
an expansion of the Disarmament Subcommittee by only two or

three states would do no good. (Msg, New York (Lodge) to




SecState, DELGA 369, 5 Nov 57, DA IN 53808 (¢ Nov 57).)

QMR EPETTINL ]

£ November 1557 -- Nikita 5. Khrushchev called for a tcp-level

meeting of the Communist and capitallst countries to reach

an agreement that would stop the ccld war and the armaments
race and establish international relations on the basis of
peaceful coexlistence. He made his proposal in a speech before
a special session of the Supreme Soviet, meeting to celebrate
the fortieth anniversary of the Bolshevik Revolution. (New

York Times, 7 Nov 57, 1:0; text excerpts, 10:1-8,)

(UNCLASSIFIED)
6 November 1957 -- The Political and Security Committee voted on

the various disarmament resolutlons before it, It adcpted the
Western 11 October resolution, with amendments acceptable to
its sponsors, and the RBelgian resolution on informing the
world of the dangers of the arms race (see item of 17 September
1957). All other resolutions were rejected, The vote on
the Western resolution was 57 to nine, with 15 abstentions.
Only the Soviet bloc opposed the resolution, while the states
abstaining were Afghanistan, Burma, Ceylon, Egypt, Finland,
Ghana, India, Indonesia, Japan, Nepal, Saudi Arabia, Sudan,
Syria, Yemen, and Yugoslavia. The vote on the Belgilan
"resolution was 70-9-2, the Soviet bloc opposing passage, and
Syria and Yemen abstaining. The vote rejecting the Soviet
resolution to reorganize the Disarmament Commission with all
the members of the General Assembly was §9-51-21, Only thé
Soviet bloc supported the resolution; Austria, Finland,
Mexico, Yugoslavia, and many of the Afro-Asian states
abstained.

The Western resolution, as amended,

(1) Emphasized the urgency of achieving international

agreement on the reduction, limitation, and open inspection
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of arms and armed forces.

from

disar

ment,

would

(2) Welcomed the narrowing of differences resulting
the talks in the Disarmament Subcommittee,
(3) Stated that careful steps could be taken for partial

mament, whicin in turn would facilitate further disarma-

(4) Urged achievement of a disarmament agreement that
provide for:

(a) The immediate suspension of nuclear tests,
with prompt installation of effective international
control, including inspection posts in the territories
of the US, USSR, and UK, the Pacific Ocean areas, and
elsewherg as required.

(v) A halt in the production of fissionable
materials for weapons purposes, and the complete devotion
of the future production of fissionable materials to
"non-weapons purposes' under effective international
control,

(c) The reduction of nuclear-weapons stocks through
the internationally supervised transfer of fissionable
material from weapons to '"non-weapons uses."

(d) The reduction of armed forces and armaments
through adequate safeguarded arrangements,

(e) Ground and aerial inspection to provide against
surprise attack.

(f) Joint study of an inspection system to ensure
that the sending of objects through outer space would
be exclusively for peaceful and scientific purposes.

(5) Requested a meeting of the Disarmament Subcommittee

as soon as possible to draw up the above agreement,.
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(5) Requested the Subcommittee to establish, as one of

its first tasks, a group or groups of technical experts tc
" study 1inspection systems,

(7) Recommended tiat any technical group or groups be
composed of one expert from each of the member states of the
Subcommittee and one from each of three other UN member

- states, to be designated by thé Secretary General in con-
sultation with the Subcommittee.

(8) Invited the states concerned to consider the
possibility of devoting, out of the funds made available
through disarmament, additional resources to the improvement
of world living conditions., -

(9) Requested the Subcommittee to report to the Disarma-
ment Committee ty 30 April 1958 on its progress. (Msg, New
York (Lodge) to SecState, DZLGA 378, & Nov 57, DA IN 59231
(7 Nov 57).) (QOMmEDENSFAEY (Text and details of voting
on the Western resolution, DPC Note No. 196, "Draft Resolution
on Disarmament Adopted by First Committee," 15 Nov 57; text
of Belgian resolution, DPC Note No. 197, "Draft Resolution
on the Dangers of the Armaments Race Adopted by First
Committee," 18 Nov 57. Both in CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 10.)
(UNCLASSIFIED)

7 November 1957 -- In a statement commenting on Nikita Khrushchev's

proposal of 6 November for a high-level meeting between
Communist and capitalist nations, the State Department
declared that such meetings were desirable only if there were
reasonable grounds for expecting that they would bring
beneficial results. Statements by Secretary Dulles and
Department press officer Lincoln White also indicated a lack
of interest in the Khrushchev proposal. Mr., Dulles, for

instance, told newspaper reporters that international
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agreements, 1f properly enforced, were already adequate to
prevent the use of force. In Canada, however, Prime Minister
Diefenbaker said in the House of Commons that he thought

NATO ought to give careful consideration to the Soviet
proposal. (New York Times, 8 Nov 57, 1:6, 8:5,) (UNCLASSIFIED)

7 November 1957 -- The Political and Security Committee considered

- .2 Czech proposal to call a world scientific conference, under
the auspices of the UN, to study the effects of atomic
radiation. The Czechoslovakian draft resolution was cpposed
by James J. Wadsworth, alternate US representative, who
pointed out that the UN Scientific Committee on the Effects
of Atomic Radiation had been considering this subject for
two years, and was scheduled to report its findings in 1958.
Until then, he saild, any other steps along these lines should
be deferred. (New York Times, 8 Nov 57, 5:1; text, DPC Note

Mo. 195, "Czechoslovakian Draft Resolution on the Effects
of Atomic Radiation," 7 Nov 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45) BP pt 10.)
(UNCLASSIFIED) (Msg, New York (Lodge) to SecState, DELGA 385,

7 Nov 57, DA IN 69555 (8 Nov 57).) (CONRIDENEIHE)

8 November 1957 -- The Political and Security Committee discussed

the Czech proposal for an international conference on the
effects of atomic radiation (see above item). A US proposal,
.co-sponsored by seven others and offered as a substitute for
the Czech resolution, simply called on all concerned to
continue to cooperate in making available to the Scientific
Committee all information on the subject. 1India and Japan
offered suggestions aimed at reaching a compromise. (Msgs,
New York (Lodge) to SecState, DELGA 392, 8 Nov 57, DA IN (9878
(9 Nov 57); DELGA 393, 8 Nov 57, DA IN 69915 (9 Nov 57);

DELGA 395, 8 Nov 57, DA IN 69894 (9 Nov 57).) (CONBIBFNTTRT)
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11 November 1957 -- A sixteen-power ccmpromise resolution on the

subject of the effects of atomic radlation (see items of 7 and
3 November) was unanimously approved by the Political and
Security Committee., The Czech.and US proposals were not
pressed to a vote. The compromise resolution, which listed
the Western Four, India, Jépan, and Yugoslavia among its
sponsors, called for the General Assembly to:

(1) Call on all concerned to continue cooperating with
the UN Scientific Committee,

(2) Request the Scientific Committee to complete its
report as soon as possible.

(3) Request the Secretary General and the Scientific
Committee to consider the question of strengthening and
widening scientific activities in this field.

(4) Include in the agenda of the thirteenth session of
the General Assembly (1958) the report of the Scientific
Committee.

(5) Transmit to the Scientific Committee the record of
discussion of this question in the Political and Security
Committee. (Msg, New York (Lodge) to SecState, DELGA 397,
11 Nov 57, DA IN 888208 (12 Nov 57).) (UNCLASSIFIED) (Msg,

New York (Lodge) to SecState, DELGA 403, 11 Nov 57, DA IN

70270 (12 Nov 57).) [CONPERENTTAL)

12 November 1957 -- AS a result of growing opinion in the UN in

favor of enlarging the Disarmament Commission, the Western
Four agreed to introduce a resolution in the General Assembly
enlarging the Commission by the addition of five more nations.
For the first year, these were to be Brazil, India, Italy,

Poland, and Tunisia. (Msg, New York (Lodge) to SecState,
DELGA 406, 12 Nov 57, DA IN 70557 (13 Nav 57).) « ENTIAL)

e



13 November 1957 -- In the light of suggestions by India, Yuzoslavia,

and other interested states, and after discussion among them-
selves, the Western Four agreed to change their resolution
on enlarging the Disarmament Commission (see above item).
They agreed that ten, rather than five, new members should be
added to the Commission. The ten members would be Argentina,
Australia, Belgium, Brazil, Burma, Czechoslovakia, India,
Italy, Tunisia, and Yugoslavia. (Msgs, New York (Lodge)

to SecState, DELGA 420, 13 Nov 57, DA IN 70937 (14 Nov 57);

DELGA 424, 13 Nov 57.) (QONBEBENPIALY)

14 November 1957 -- The General Assembly adopted the two disarma-

ment resolutions approved by the Political and Security
Committee on 6 November. The vote on the Western resolution
was 56-9-15, the same as 1t had been in the Committee except
that Costa Rica, which had supported the measure, was absent
from the General Assembly vote. The vote on the Belgian
resolution was 71-9-1, also the same as in Committee, except
that Yemen, which had abstained, now supported the resolution.
The General Assembly also unanimously approved the resolution
adopted in the Political and Security Committee on the subject
of the effects of atomic radiation (see item of 11 November).
‘ After Canada and Japan had offered the Western-Four reso-
lution on enlarging the Disarmament Commission (see above
item), the General Assembly voted to defer action on this
question 1n order to permit further talks among the delegates.
(Msg, New York (Lodge) to SecState, DELGA 431, 14 Nov 57,
DA IN 71230 (15 Nov 57).) (&SeNPTDENTIRL) (New York Times,
15 Nov 57, 1:2.) (UNCLASSIFIED)

15 November 1957 -- India, Yugoslavia, and Sweden submitted in

the General Assembly an amendment to the proposed resolution

for enlarging the Disarmament Commission (see above item).




This amendment provided for the addition to the Commission
of =gypt, Mexico, Norway, and Poland, as well as the ten
nations listed in the original resolution, (Msg, New York
(Lodge) to SecState, DELGA 433, 15 Nov 57, DA IN 71511

(16 Nov 57).) (SOWPRDERTIAL]

18 November 1957 -- Secretary of.State Dulles requested the

Departmént of Defense to develop a preliminary statement of
principles and an outline of an inspection system to ensure
that the sending of objects through outer space would be for
exclusively peaceful and scientific purposes, This system
was to be in line with the proposal on this subject made in
London on 29 August as part of the comprehensive Western
disarmament proposal, Since the US Government had announced
it might be willing to begin a study of this problem without
awaiting the conclusion of an overall disarmament agreement
(see item of 8 October), Mr. Dulles felt that the US should
have a coordinated position on this matter as soon as possible.
On 20 November, the Secretary's request was forwarded for
action to the Joint Chiefs of Staff. (JCS 1731/245, Note

by Secys, "Disarmament (U)," 4 Dec 57, CCS 092 (4-14-45)

sec 73.) TIA

18 November 1957 -- The Western Four agreed to the inclusion in

the Disarmament Commission of the additional four states
proposed on 15 November by India, Sweden, and Yugoslavia.
Then Canada, India, Japan, Sweden, and Yugoslavia (with
Paraguay Jjoining later as a co-sponsor) submitted in the
General Assembly a revised.resolution listing the fourteen
states to be added to the Commission. Soviet representative
Kuznetsov, however, told US Ambassador Lodge, and later
reporters, that the proposal was "totally unacceptable" to

the USSR. (Msg, New York (Lodge) to SecState, DELGA 439,




18 Nov 57.) (Codemmwermsr (New York Times, 1% Nov 57, 1:5.)
(UNCLASSIFIED) (Msg, New York (Lodgze) to SecState, DELGA 443,

15 Nov 57.) LememET)

1C November 1957 -- The General Assembly accepted, ty a vote of

50-9-11, the proposal to include fourteen additional members

in the Disarmament Commission (see above itém). Before the
vote, the USSR, Czechoslovakia, and Poland announced they

would not participate in the Commission's activities unless

the General Assembly accepted a new amendment offered by
Albania. This amendment called for seven more states--Austria;‘:
Bulgaria, Ceylon, Finland, Indonesia, Rumania, and Sudan--to

be added to the fourteen other additions to the Commission.

This amendment was voted down, 19-38-19. Then the Soviet
resolution to enlarge the Commission to include all members

of the General Assembly was also defeated, 9-456-24, The vote
adding fourteen members to the Disarmament Commission followed
next. The General Assembly then defeated, 24-34-20, another
Indian proposal to suspend nuclear tests. (Msg, New York (Lodge
to SecState, DELGA 449, 19 Nov 57, DA IN 72526 (20 Nov 57).)

(CoMmERmerers) (New York Times, 20 Nov 57, 12:3.)

(UNCLASSIFIED)

23 November 1957 -- The Soviet delegation at the UN issued a formal

statement that the Soviet Union would not participate in the
‘ broceedings of the Disarmament Commission so long as the
majority of its members were "at the same time participants of
the aggressive military blocs." The enlargement of the Dis-
armament Commission (see above item) did not change the Soviet
intent to boycott that body (see item of 4 November), and the
USSR was not "merely pretending." A Soviet spokesman told
reporters that the USSR would still consider a ”seridus

approach" by the West on disarmament, but that the next move




was up to the UK, the US, and France. He indicated that
any further disarmament talks would have to include a dis-
cussion of & ban on the use or testing of nuclear weapons.

(New York Times, 24 Nov 57, 1:7.) (UNCLASSIFIED)
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