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The two delegations proceeded im?ediately toeztgis=

on of Item 3 of their agenda, concerning arrangem 7
%gisinrying out the terms of the armistice. A difference of
view at once developed over the question of supervision, as
the communist negotiators were unwilling to accept any thorough
supervision of activities behind the demilitarized zone, while
the United Nations negotiators were anxious that supervision
should be as.thorough as possible, The communists were unwil-
ling to allow a supervisory commission made up of represen-
tatives of neutral states to roam at will behind the lines on
both sides looking for clandestine military activity, or to
permlt the commission to fly over territory behigd the lines
to check on activities which could be seen from the air. The
communists later, after accepting the principle of a commis-
sion of neutrals, nominated .the Soviet Union as one of the
three states to be named by the communist side. The nomination
of so biased a state for a neutral commission obviously could
not be accepted By the negotiators for the United Nations Command.

In order to speed up the negotiations, discussion
was opened on Item 4 (prisoners of war) bon December 11 before
discussion of Item 3 was concluded, Negotiations on this item
too were deadlocked when it became apparent that the United
Nations negotiators would not accept an obligation to compel
communist prisoners in their hands to accept repatriation,
while the communist negotiators refused to agree that prisoners
were free to refuse to return to their own countries if they so
wished. The problem of prisoners who might prefer not to be
returned to their own side for political reasons was a very
difficult one. Current international custom is designed to
protect the rights of prisoners of war against their captors
but there is no long-standing custom which covers the case of
prisoners who want, for political réasons, protection against
the states from whose armies they were captured., To carry out
the humanitarian intent of international practice, therefore,
the negotiators for the United Nations Command took the stand
that any prisoner, who so feared repatriation for political
reasons that he was ready to resist repatriation by force,
should not be repatriated. For this, precedents existed, among
which were the offers made by the Russians to German armies

which were besieged in Stalingrad and Budapest during the
Second World War, A

Again with the object of hastening the discussion,
conversations began on Item 5 on February 6 while Items 3 and
4 were deadlocked. This item was relatively easily settled

and the two armistice teams agreed on the following wording
on February 16:

: In order to ensure the peaceful settlement of the
Korean question, the military commanders of both sides
hereby recommend to the governments of the countries
sides that, within three (3) months
after the armistice agreement is signed and becomes
effective, a political conference of g higher level of
both sides be held by representatives appointed resg-
pectively to settle through negotiation the questions
of the withdrawal of all foreign forces from Korea,
the peaceful settlement of the Korean question, etc.

In accepting this wording, the United Nations
negotiators made it plain thet "foreign forces™ meant ¥Ynon-
Korean forces™ and that the word "etc." was not to be con-
strued to relate to matters outside of Korea.




