
In. connection z,ith thé location of United Nations forces, the
• t Union pronoses that çuch forces "shall b d' th' 4-t,-Iv e ~ e garris on e L. i

n ÿontiers of theycontributing member nations oti•Tn territories or
rritorial ti^raters, except in cases envisaged in Article 106~ of th e
rter."~ The viezrrpoint of the United Kingdom, the United State s

~~ Chi.na, and the other hand, is that "Armed Forces made available
the Security Council by Member Nations ti•rhen not eraployed by the

curity Council ivill be based ât the discretion of Member Nations in
~y territories or waters to tirhich they have legal rit of access . "

I do not intend to go into further points of disagreement, a s
T~o o t have f irst hand knoti^rle dge of theni : It i s notiv evident, however,
~ t iour of the five members of the Military Staff Committee have for
ne tine been in general agreement on the fundamental principles, an d
t the inability of the Committee to make pzogress in its z^lork i s

e largely to the f act that the Soviet Union has consistently disagree d
tt, the position taken bv the other fouir rnPmbP r

CREATION OF Tf?E COLLiISSION FOR CONVENTIONAL ARI .:AP•ENTS .

o~eating the Commission for Conventional Arrnaments . This Commission

t: e Security Council . The Commission rras established t•rith the same mem-

- The first issue debated by this Commission vras whether or not

t~gether t•Ti.th the general reduc tion ôf amaments and amed forces by

:aeblens involved in the svorking out of a plan for the international
Introl of atomic energy involved technical questions rahich t•rer e

o4nventional arms and armament s .

zÉBRU.ABY 13 . 194? . . _

On February 13, 1947, the Security Council adopted a resolution

s given the task of preparing plans for the general regulation and
duction of aznaments, and was instructed to submit a plan of z^rork to

rship. as the Security Council .

question of the prohibition of atomic ti•reapons should be considere d

e sane body in drafting plans of disarruament . The Soviet Union
sired to have the ttiSao matters considered together vThile the majority
the other members, on the other hand, pointed out that the

f'ferent from those relating to the question of disaraament involvin g

~~ITdITION OF COrTVENTIONAL ARt2AI:ENTS

In view of the diPferences srhich becane apparent early in th e
issiont swArk, it became important to establish a definition of

nventional armaments . "

The Assembly resolution aP December 14, 1946, stated that
=Dthing contained in it should alter or limit the resolution of the
-~ eral Assembly of January 24, 1946, creating the Atomie Energy

^•ission . Similarly the Security ouncil resolution of February~ la A rn _ii :_ ~. ^--. r~, ►70 V V111~ 11j1 V11C VV1.,1 ;1155.LVu lUr VUAVenTilonal armaments stat ecd
t those matters f alling within the compe tence of the Atomi c

~rgy Comm.ission should be excluded f rom the juri sdic tion of the
ission .

At the first meeting of the Working Cowmittee of the Commissio n
Conventional Armaments, the United States representative propose d

efinition of weapons of mass destruction . This definition Svas
pted in the WorY.ing Commit tee . The rosolution of the j7orking
^ittee considered that all armements and arned forces, except-[nic ti7eapons and t^reapons of mass destruction, should fall rrithin
jurisdiction and that treapons of mass destruction should be

~ At'ticie 106 of the Charter of the United Nations .
Cbapter IX, Article 32, page 21 .


