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1.peil, on its call and in accordance with-'special agreerents, ammed
j,roes necessary for the purpose of maintaining international psace
{4 security.” As you are aware, Article 47 of the Charter calls for
1o establishient of a Hilitary Staff Committee to advise and assist
[0 Security Council on this matter. The Military Staff Committee,
ior the terms of Article 47 (2) consists of the Chiefs of Staff of
. five permanent members of the Security Council or of their
oresentatives.
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The Military Staff Committee has been meeting now for sone
ree years bub as yet it has not been able to formulate general
l.ccnients for the implementation of Article 43 of the Charter. The
sition of my Govermment on this failure of the Military Staff
-mittee to make progress was stated by the then Chairman of the
radian Delegation, lir, St., Laurent, in his opening speech in the
leral Assembly on October 29, 1946, in the following words:
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"We are particularly concerned that the Security Council and
s Iilitary Staff Committee have so far failed to make substantial
fogcress towards a conclusion of the special agreements with individual
bers required to irylement Article 43 and those following of the
darter, and thus make armed forces and other facilities available to
45 Security Council.... Canada therefore urges that the Security

meil and the Military Staff Comittee go ahead with all possible
ens in the constrwetive work of negotiating the special agreements’

43 of organizing the military and econonic measures of enforcement.!
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. This staterment was made almost three years ago and the
{sition has largely remained unchanged. Canada is not represented

the Military Staff Committee (as the latter consists only of the

ve permanent members of the Security Council) and so we do not have
{rst hand information of the disagreements vhich have led to the

tesent deadlock, However, it is generally knovn that these disagreements
e mainly concerned with three important points. These are: the size
i conposition of the forces proposed to be made available by the

ve permanent meanbers of the Security Council; the location of the
ited ilations forces, and their right of access to the nilitary bases
nenber nations, It should be noted that all rembers of the liilitary
aff Cormittee except the Soviet Union have agreed that the initial
{erall contribubtions should be comparable but that in view of “the
Yference in size and composition of national forces of each Permanent
..j_lbcr end in order to further the ability of the Security Council to
3]istitute balanced and effective combat forces for operations, these
]ntributions nay differ widely as to the strength of the separate
Jponent, land, sea and air.% =
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The position of tho U.S.S.R. on this point is that these
rces shaoll be nade aveilable Yon the Princinle of Equality regarding
¢ overall strength and the composition of these forces.,! ®EE

1L The fallacy of the Soviet position on this question scens
“fident, The obvious result would be that a naval power, such as the
-{ited Xingdom, tould conbribute the same aumber o ships as, let us
-y the Soviet Union; the Chinese viould contribute aircraft on a
-1ty with the United States, and so forth, or rather that the
nj:rlbutions in any cecrvice of any grecat power would be that of the
A<est in that service.

¥| Revort of the Military Staff Committee, Document S/336, 30 -April
1947, Chapter IV, Article 11, D.P. 9-10.

9 Chapter IV, Article 11, page 9.
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