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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




m

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
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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

- - 46 -




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
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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)
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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 