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SECBET

1 October 1963

Notes on discussions at the Secretary-General's dinner on
Monday 30 September 1963. Guests: Messrs. Gromyko, Rusk,
Stevenson, Fedorenko, Lord Home and Sir Patrick Dean.

The Secretary-General observed that it seemed possible that

some progress could be made in further discussions on two or

three specific items such as outer space and the non-proliferation

and non-dissemination of nuclear weapons. Mr. Rusk observed that

the outlook for co-operation in the field of outer space seemed

promising. Mr. Gromyko also agreed that there could be an agreement

fairly soon banning the use of space vehicles for nuclear attack,

In fact, Mr. Rusk observed that such use was unnecessary since land-

based missiles existed with the capacity of reaching any part of

the world.

On the subject of non-proliferation and non-dissemination of

nuclear weapons Mr. Rusk stated that there was complete agreement

on objectives between East and West. None of the nuclear powers

wanted any addition to their number. The only question was on methods.

He mentioned in this connection the proposals for a multi-lateral

nuclear force, the details of which had not been finalised. Mr. Gromyko

stated his emphatic objection to this concept, especially because

this would involve stationing nuclear weapons in Germany albeit

under United States control.

Mr. Rusk observed that the USSR had land based intermediary

range missiles on its territory capable of reaching any part of

Germany. It therefore represented no advantage to them to agree, as

had been suggested by Mr. Gromyko, that no nuclear weapons should be

stationed either in East or West Germany. On the other hand it was

precisely to stop any German ambition to become a nuclear power in

its own right that the USA had thought up the idea of a multi-lateral

nuclear force. Germany and other countries such as Sweden had the

technology and resources to develop nuclear weapons by independent
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research. If Germany had to be stopped from embarking on such

a course, a multi-lateral nuclear force seemed unavoidable.

On the other hand the United States would never relinquish the

control of U.S. atomic weapons and they had had to pay a very

heavy price for adhering to this policy, as this had led to

serious misunderstandings, particularly with France.

Mr. Rusk added that it was a cardinal point of United States

policy to see that neither Germany nor China was ever allowed

to become a nuclear power. In reply to an enquiry by the

Secretary-General, Mr. Busk and Mr. Gromyko both agreed that

at this stage United Nations involvement in these discussions

would not help and that it was better to try and reach agreement

by discussions among the nuclear powers, including France if

possible.

The next question discussed was the question of a non-

aggression pact. The Secretary-General raised the problem of

the form of such a pact in view of the need for ratification etc.

and wondered whether a declaration would not be easier. The

discussion then turned to the question of substance. Lord Home

stated that he could see considerable merit in such a declaration if,

in answer to queries, he could catagorically state that it applied

to Berlin also. Apparently Mr. Gromyko had told him clearly that

such would not be the ease.

Mr. Gromyko could not indicate any change in this basic

position. He 'reiterated, however, that it was the policy of the

USSR to settle all questions by negotiation and by agreement as a

matter of preference. It appeared that the applicability of a

non-aggression declaration to Berlin was the basic problem of

substance which still remained to be resolved.

On the question of surprise attack it was agreed that so far

as the USA and the USSR were concerned the stationing of observers

in each others territory presented no great problem. But the question

of stationing observers in other countries in Europe, both East

and West, would require further discussion. The stationing of
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observers should "be coupled, of course, with an agreement on

both sides to report all significant movements of men and

materials, with the right of either side to ask for an

explanation of movements which appeared suspicious.

There was also some discussion about having some ceremony

when the Nuclear Test Ban Treaty was deposited with the

Secretariat for ratification. It was generally agreed that

the best way of doing this would be for the Secretary-General

to make a statement in a Plenary session of the General Assembly

on the day that this was done.

C. V. Narasimhan


