
on its ca11 and in accordance tirith• special agreenents, armed
rces i'necessary roi' the purpose of maintaz .ning international aeace

a. security." As you are a.•rare Article 47 of the Charter calls fo r

1e 5ecurity Council on this natter . The Military Staff Committee ,
e establish:~ent" of a Military ~taff Committee to advise and assis t

der the terms of Article 47 (2) consists of the Chiefs of Staff of
five permanent members of the Security Council or of thei r

presentatives .

The Military Staff Committee has been meeting now for some
ree :Y ears but as ye t it has not been able to f ormulate general

4reenents for the implementation of Article 43 of the Charter . The

iLers required to ilement Article 43 and those following of the

Atncil and the r:ii]:i.tary Staff Committee go ahead SJith all possible

1 This statement was made almost three years ago and the

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

ve permanent manbers of the Security Council ; the location of the

oîaponent, land, sea and air. 'Z

Tho position of tho U.S.S .R . on this point is that thes e

sition of my Governnent on this failure of the Military Staf f
ittee to ma:;e prAgress tiras stated by the then Chairman of the

~u,adian Delegation, L:r . St . Laurent, in his opening speech in the
neral Assembly on Oc tober 29, 1946, in the f ollowing rwrds :

"tiYe are particularly concerned that the Security Council and
e I~-1i itary Staff Committee have so far failed to make substantial
ogress towaxds a conclusion of the special agreements with individual

arte-r, and thus mahe arts.ed forces and other facilities available t o
Security Council . . . . Canada therefore urges that the Security

eps in the construtive jTorY of negotiating the special agreement s
d of organizing the military and economic neasures of enforcement ."

sition has largely remained unchanged . Canada is not represente d

ve permanent members of the Security Council) and so t:e do not have
rst hand information of the disagreements i•hich have led to th e
esent deadlock. However, it is generally knoim that these disagreeWents
e nainly conc erned i•rith three important points . These are : the s iz e
3 conposition of the forces proposed to be made available by the

ited ï;ations forces, and their right of access to the nîlitary bases
ne:aber nations . It :hould be noted that all members of the Military

Committee eacept the Soviet Union have agreed that the initial
erall contributions should be comparable but that in vie w of " the
°ference in size and composition of national forces of each Permanent
?'~r and in order to further the ability of the Security Council to

. 1rstitute balanced and effective combat forces for operations, these
~ ntributions L:ay differ i•ridely as to the strenbth of the separate

~

rces shall be r.iade available "on the Prir.cinle of Rnuality regarding
e overall strength and the composition of those forces ." ~

Tho fallacy of the Soviet position on this question see:as
dent . The obvious result would be that a naval power, such as the

:1tributions 3n any sorviee of any great power would be that of th e

ited Kingdan, ;;ould contribute the same nuaib.3r of ships as, let u s
, the Soviet Union ; the Chinose trould contribute aircraf t on a

rity ti•rith the United States, and so forth, or rather that the

aest in that service .

Report of the Military Staff Committee, Document S/336, 30 •April
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