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of by appropriate UN body. Said Philippine delegation wanted unified
Korea but not at price of destruction of UN.

Spaak (Belgium), speaking fluently from notes,® expressed hope
that after conciliatory UN delegation speeches Friday * and Eden’s
grave warning headway could be made but hopes again dashed after
Communist statements in first half of session. He referred to three
charges made by Molotov :

(1) That non-Communist delegates wanted to subject North Korea
to South Korean enslavement ;

(2) That certain delegations wanted to end conference; and

(3) That non-Communist delegates had not seriously considered
his proposals. In refuting these charges, Spaak said :

(1) We desire democratic elections in Korea wherein Korean people
can express themselves freely ;

(2) It is not our desire to end conference but causz of peace will
not be gained by interminable speeches ; and

(83) We have seriously considered Molotov proposals and com-
mented on them last session. Further asserted Communists today had
made no reply to fundamental questions asked of them in last session.
Reiterated previous thought that if UN considered to be aggressor
this would mean destruction of UN. In referring to Nam Il statement,
said this no better than his earlier statement and dealt only with
withdrawal of forces.

Spaak then mentioned that one delegation will read a final state-
ment; that this delegation not most powerful among them which
demonstrates principle equality of states. Said statement not intended
to end discussions on Korea and referred to necessity of reporting back
to UN on results since conference convened pursuant to UN resolution.
Spaak then referred to supplementary proposal of Molotov which
he thought would have good effect and to which he could give support
except that, as General Smith had said, armistice agreement serves
same purpose and states case better. Spaak cautioned against express-
ing same idea in two ways since this leads to confusion. Nevertheless.
he said he was glad to note the text and its spirit and he was sure all
were in agreement with it. The time had come, he continued, to sepa-
rate, but in doing so all should realize that nothing was lost. When
time has passed and passions have subsided parties can meet to discuss
and reach agreement. He emphasized that conference work not useless
and hoped all could meet again, re-examine situation. and establish
conditions for unified, democratic, independent Korea.

Pyun (ROK), who inscribed during Spaak statement, briefly and
cogently dissected Communist statements today on peaceful develop-

°For the text of Spaak’s statement. see The Koreen Problem at the Genevn
Conference, pp. 187-190.
° June 11.
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ment of Korea as scheme for infiltrating ROK and diverting attention
from primary subject of conference.

Prince Wan (Thailand) after short introduction read text 16-nation
declaration on behalf of 16. Full text sent Tousi 79.1

Molotov, who inscribed while Wan reading declaration, then de-
livered relatively long and intemperate, partly extemporaneous, attack
on 16, saving severest invective for ROK which he called “rotten, semi-
Fascist, etc.”. Apparently speaking largely for benefit domestic Com-
munist audiences, he denied “questions” posed by 16 had not been
answered and asked whether 16 had hidden their previous proposals
under their tables. Said only conclusion to be drawn from conference
was that the 16 had tried to impose Rhee regime on DPROK through
Geneva discussions, but failed and, therefore, obstructed any agree-
ment and took clear initiative in ending talks. He specifically accused
16 of not studying today’s 16 [6]-point proposal of Nam Il, charac-
terized Casey’s rebuttal of Nam Il as saying in effect that nothing
which would strengthen peace in Korea is acceptable, and said Smith’s
expression of surprise at resolution proposed today by Molotov to
guarantee peaceful development of Korea inappropriate in view of
talk coming from “Syngman Rhee regime” and elsewhere about cru-
sade to conquer [DPROK by] war. In conclusion, said USSR now as
always on the side of democratic forces and that USSR would continue
fighting for them.

Chou En-lai spoke next, stating he could not agree with position in
16-nation declaration, repeated view that conference had nothing to
do with UN and besides China denied rightful place in UN. Expressed
regret 16-nation declaration announced determination to end confer-
ence. Chou went on to support Molotov proposal that states participat-
ing in conference issue declaration on Korean question and regretted
even such a simple expression of common desire was rejected by Smith.
Stated that despite differences of opinion conference has objective
reaching certain agreements on unification of Korea and for this rea-
son made following proposal, the rejection of which, he said, could
only have an unfavorable effect on future international conferences:

“The states participating in the Geneva conference agree that they
will continue their efforts toward achieving an agreement on the peace-
ful settlement of the Korean question on the basis of establishing a
united, independent and democratic Korea.

As regards the question of the time and place for resuming appro-
priate negotiations, it shall be decided separately by the states con-
cerned through negotiation.”

Nam Il then spoke deploring 16-nation declaration which said that
conference should be ended. He recalled initial proposal of DPROK

" For the text of the Declaration by the Sixteen, see infra.
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and his subsequent acceptance of Chou En-lai proposal on formation
neutral commission to supervise elections. Referred also to DPROK
acceptance Molotov proposal re agreement by conference on major
questions of principle and noted that ROK and its supporters had
rejected these proposals. Said that today ROK and its followers again
turned down new proposals for establishment of peace in Korea thus
showing other delegates trying to disrupt conference. Concluded by
supporting proposal made by Chou En-lai earlier in session.

Prince Wan then addressed brief remarks with dignity and effec-
tiveness to Molotov’s charge that the 16 were taking the initiative in
breaking up conference. This, he rejected and denied saying Thailand
and others of 16 will continue to work for unification of Korea on
basis two fundamental principles set forth UN declaration.

Spaak then again intervened extemporaneously and stated that
there appeared to be a misunderstanding. The proposals of Molotov
and Chou En-lai, he said, did not contradict the declaration of the
16. None of the 16, he said, consider that their action calls into ques-
tion continuation of armistice agreement or leads to resumption of
hostilities. 16 appeared to differ with Molotov proposal in that they
believe his idea is already in armistice agreement and that the same
applies to Chou’s statement. If we separate now, he continued, we do
not abandon Korean problem. Therefore, it was his opinion that dis-
agreement should not be interpreted as rejection of initial Molotov
and Chou proposals and that disagreement existed simply because
these ideas were already embodied in armistice agreement and in
16-nation declaration.

In a brief intervention, Molotov registered support of USSR delega-
tion for Chou En-lai proposal.

At this point, Lord Reading (UK) spoke in support of Spaak. He
regretted conference had not made more progress but as 16-nation
declaration said we have done everything possible. However, he con-
tinued, if we fail here we still do not abandon hope for the future.
Spaak’s views, he thought, reflected those of signatories of 16-nation
declaration.

Chou En-lai then asked for floor by raising PROC sign. Belgian
Foreign Minister, he said, stated proposal of PROC was included in
armistice agreement. This assertion was groundless. There is no provi-
sion in armistice agreement for calling on participants in Geneva con-
ference to attempt settlement of Korean question. He said he had
brought spirit of negotiation and conciliation to this, his first inter-
national conference, and if his proposal was rejected by “UNC side”
he would regard fact with greatest regret and peace-loving people of
world would pass own judgment.
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Rising to Chou’s bait Spaak again intervened stating he feared
Chon had not listened carefully to what he had said. He did not say
Chou’s proposal was included in armistice agreement but simply that
it conformed to spirit of 16-nation declaration and also with his previ-
ous statement that if Geneva Conference met with no success confer-
ence should be prepared to seek a settlement at later date. UK delegate
and others, he thought, shared this sentiment,

Chou En-lai then continued the exchange with Spaak and stated that
if sixteen-nation declaration and proposal of PROC shared common
desire then declaration of 16 is only one-sided statement. In Geneva
Conference there are 19 states represented. Why not express desire of
all in common statement. If not even this much agreement could be
reached, he added sadly, he regretted to have had to learn this at the
first international conference. Having risen to the bait Spaak then bit
with a short statement expressing readiness to accept either a vote on
or affirmation by the conference of Chou En-lai’s proposal.

Molotov then immediately intervened stating that the conference
was about to wind up its consideration of the Korean question. It could
do so by a one-sided or a joint decision. He then asked rhetorically if
the conference was ready to make its decision reflect the views of all.

Eden, from the Chair, apparently realizing that the exchange had
already gotten out of hand then asked somewhat unhelpfully if he
could accept as the [sense of] the delegates that the proposal of PROC
expressed spirit of the conference.

General Smith immediately took the floor with statement (repeated
in Secto 450)2 to effect that this conference could not accept responsi-
bility for settlement of Korea question indefinitely since it is not a
permanent body. He was not prepared accept Chou’s proposal and
16-nation declaration made clear conditions to be made by Commies
for any resumption negotiations.

Eden then seemed to recover his footing and remarked from the
Chair that conference has no procedure for voting and that it acts
simply on common agreement. He pointed out that conference would
not be able to reach agreement on any of the various texts as part of
record of conference. If that were possible he stated he would add
that further progress appeared impossible and hoped that day would
come when task conference had set itself could be carried to successful
conclusion.

Molotov spoke next saying conference had heard statement from
Chair to effect all should take note of statement of Belgian delegate
in support of PROC proposal inasmuch as Chou proposals reflected

“For the text of Smith’s statement, see The Korean Problem at the Geneva
Conference, pp. 190-191.
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views of conference and that since another statement had been made
US delegation conference could also take note of it.

Chou En-lai then said he was pleased to note spirit of conciliation
shown by Spaak and noted chairman asked for consent of conference
for proposal of PROC delegation. He then referred to immediate op-
position US delegation had stipulated and asserted this showed how
US delegation has been obstructing conference and preventing it from
arriving at even minimum agreement. Asked that this statement be
noted as part of record of conference. Pyun then made a vigorous
impromptu remark referring to 16-nation declaration and stating that
if Communists wish to make a similar statement or one with the same
content they are free to do so but that a joint statement is “not right”.
The Belgian delegation, he said, does not represent all of the 16 and
specifically does not represent the ROK.

Eden from the Chair again remarked that the conference does not
vote but that it was his understanding that the conference could take
note of views expressed and in so doing does not implicate delegates
any more than they want to be implicated.

Casey then spoke in helpful manner supporting statement of US
delegate and of Chair. He reminded conference that 16 were not here
in their individual capacities but as those who resisted aggression in
Korea. He did not believe that second paragraph of Chou proposal
could be accepted since it appeared to make 16 a ‘““chance collection of
countries”. Any revival of conference should be done in UN context.

Molotov then asked for floor and said conference had heard [pro-
posal] to effect that it should take note of statements made today.
Therefore, he concluded, it was necessary to take note that Belgian
delegation joins with views of PROC delegation and that former
believed those views expressed sentiment of conference. Spaak replied.,
attempting to extricate himself from deteriorating situation, that he
understood Chou proposal to mean Chou hoped discussions on Korea
were not ended. Spaak said he agreed with that but would add that
any further discussions must be within framework of UN. Spaak said
he meant he did not oppose future discussions, for to do so would be
serious and unfortunate. Chou then asked if he could interpret what
had been said to mean that PROC would be excluded from future dis-
cussions on settlement of Korea question. If this were so, he added,
agreement on Korea question would seem impossible.

Eden from Chair concluded lengthy session by suggesting conference
could not adopt any drafts as representing collective agreement but
that such drafts and statements of delegates formed part of record of
conference. This he thought was only thing conference could do since
there was no procedure for voting. He asked if there were any objec-
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tions and there were none. He then expressed the personal hope that the
day would come when “our joint task” could be carried through to
successful conclusion. Meeting adjourned at 2035.

SMrTH

396.1 GB/6-255¢
DrecLaraTiON BY THE SIXTEEN, GENEVA, JUNE 15, 19541

Pursuant to the Resolution of August 28, 1953, of the United Na-
tions General Assembly, and the Berlin Communiqué of February 18,
1954, we, as nations who contributed military forces to the United
Nations Command in Korea, have been participating in the Geneva
Conference for the purpose of establishing a united and independent
Korea by peaceful means.

‘We have made a number of proposals and suggestions in accord
with the past efforts of the United Nations to bring about the unifica-
tion, independence and freedom of Korea; and within the framework
of the following two principles which we believe to be fundamental :

1. The United Nations, under its Charter, is fully and rightfully
empowered to take collective action to repel aggression, to restore peace
and security, and to extend its good offices to seeking a peaceful settle-
ment in Korea.

2. Inorder to establish a unified, independent and democratic Korea,
genuinely free elections should be held under United Nations super-
vision, for representatives in the National Assembly, in which repre-
§en11§{ati0n shall be in direct proportion to the indigenous population
in Korea.

We have earnestly and patiently searched for a basis of agreement
which would enable us to proceed with Korean unification in accord-
ance with these fundamental principles.

The Communist delegations have rejected our every effort to obtain
agreement. The principal issues between us, therefore, are clear.
Firstly, we accept and assert the authority of the United Nations.
The Communists repudiate and reject the authority and competence of
the United Nations in Korea and have labelled the United Nations
itself as the tool of aggression. Were we to accept this position of the
Communists, it would mean the death of the principle of collective
security and of the United Nations itself. Secondly, we desire genu-
inely free elections. The Communists insist upon procedures which
would make genuinely free elections impossible. It is clear that the
Communists will not accept impartial and effective supervision of free

! The source text, a signed original of the Declaration, was transmitted to the
Department of State under cover of despatch Secto 4, June 25, from Geneva.
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elections. Plainly, they have shown their intention to maintain Com-
munist control over North Korea. They have persisted in the same
attitudes which have frustrated United Nations efforts to unify Korea
since 1941,

We believe, therefore, that it is better to face the fact of our dis-
agreement than to raise false hopes and mislead the peoples of the
world into believing that there is agreement where there is none.

In the circumstances we have been compelled reluctantly and regret-
fully to conclude that, so long as the Communist delegations reject the
two fundamental principles which we consider indispensible, further
consideration and examination of the Korean question by the Confer-
ence would serve no useful purpose. We re-affirm our continued support
for the objectives of the United Nations in Korea.

In accordance with the resolution of the General Assembly of the
United Nations of August 28, 1953, the member states parties to this
declaration will inform the United Nations concerning the proceed-
ings at this Conference.

Gengva, June 15, 1954.

For Australia:

R. G. Casey

For Belgium:
P. H. Spasx

For Canada:
C. A. Rox~iNG

For Colombia:
Francisco Urruria
For Ethiopia:
Z. G. Hexwor
For France:
JEAN CHAUVEL

For Greece:
JEaN KINDYNIS

For Luxembourg:
J. Storm

For The Netherlands:
A. BeNTINCK

For New Zealand:
A. D. McInTosH

For The Philippines:
Carros P. Garcia
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For The Republic of Korea:
Y. T. Pyun

For Thailand:
Wan WAITHAYARON

For Turkey:
M. C. AciganiN

For The United Kingdom:
AxTtHONY EDEN

For The United States of America:
‘WaLTEr BEDELL SMITH

387



IV. POST-CONFERENCE DOCUMENTS: VIEWS ON THE
RESULTS OF THE CONFERENCE; CONSIDERATION BY
THE ALLIED SIDE OF A REPORT TO THE UNITED
NATIONS (JUNE 16-JUNE 23)

396.1 GE/6-1654 : Telegram

Meeting of the Representatives of the 16 Allied Delegations, Geneva,
June 16, Morning: The United States Delegation to the Depart-
ment of State

CONFIDENTIAL GENEVA, June 16, 1954—4 p. m.

Secto 454. Repeated information Canberra 15, Brussels 15, Ottawa
8, Bogota 5, Addis Ababa 5, Paris 442, Athens 14, The Hague 23,
Wellington 11, Manila 14, Bangkok 27, Ankara 6, London 291, Tokyo
140, Luxembourg unnumbered, Seoul 132 and Moscow 127. Tokyo pass
CINCUNC. Meeting representatives 16 Allied delegations this morn-
ing June 16 considered question of report to UN and offered expres-
sion of thanks Kural for excellent services as Allied Secretary-
General.

Ambassador Johnson openec discussion with suggestion that 16-
nation declaration (Tousi 792) form outline and substance report
to UN and that report be brief as possible. Recommended detailed
drafting be done by representatives of 15 in Washington.

Urrutia (Colombia) noted important to delay submission report to
UN until late August or early September. Recommended subcommit-
tee be established immediately Geneva to begin preliminary drafting
in order give appearance work in progress. Subcommittee would sub-
sequently pass recommendations to representatives of 15 in Washing-
ton, probably about end July. Washington representatives could then
take month to refer draft to respective governments and get
concurrence.

After general discussion Urrutia proposal it was agreed 6-nation
(Canada, UK, Colombia, US, Thailand, France) subcommittee under
chairmanship Kural should meet for several days beginning morning
June 17 to consider mechanics of transmission and substance of report.

Yang (ROK) asked whether report would contain recommenda-
tions. Consensus replies given him was that recommendations inappro-

! No minutes of this meeting have been found in Department of State files.
? For the text of the Declaration, see supra.
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priate and therefore probably could not be included, at which he indi-
cated gratification. He also expressed ROK desire be kept informed
progress of drafting and was assured that while ROK could not serve
on subcommittee since it not signatory it like other 16, welcome attend
Geneva drafting sessions. Following meeting US delegations assured
Yang we would keep ROK fully informed subsequent steps prepara-
tion report.

SMITH

396.1 GE/6-1654 : Telegram
The United States Delegation to the Department of State

SECRET GexnEva, June 16, 1954—noon.

Dulte 185. Personal for Secretary from Under Secretary. My per-
sonal reactions on final Korean plenary may interest you and supple-
ment our report Secto 451.* In first place, preparatory missionary work
and drafting by our own people here was superbly done. It was like
herding a flock of rabbits through a hole in a fence, and there were
causes for extreme exasperation, but everyone remained patient and
persuasive, and it paid off. We had most unusual degree of cooperation
from Canada, Australia, and New Zealand even though their basic
views on some important matters differed from ours. It might be
worth while if you sent a brief and very personal message to Webb
and Pearson expressing appreciation. You can thank Casey personally
when in Washington. He is not the world’s most brilliant statesman.
but he loyally stepped into the breach at last minute when some loss
of control of conference by Eden in Chair and bad blunder by Spaak
seemed likely to leave the US alone in declining without further in-
structions to associate itself with a final resolution which as we saw it
would in effect have made the Geneva Conference a self-perpetuating
body outside the UN but including Red China.

Until Spaak allowed himself to be baited, the session went very much
as planned for most of the more than six hours, and though the final
exchanges between Spaak, Pyun, and others on our side furnished the
Communists a good deal of amusement and an excellent propaganda
line, the real issues on which the Allies are in some disagreement never
came to the surface. On the whole it was about as good as could be
expected, though not as good as I had hoped from the unusual success
we had during the preceding two days in holding the sixteen together
on tactics and wording of final declaration.

We have operated under one great disadvantage. The Communists
knew, and indeed the whole press knew almost within minutes, every-

' Dated June 16. p. 376.
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thing that transpired in the meetings of the sixteen, and on the last
day particularly were cocked and primed and ready for us. Consider-
ing this, I am well satisfied.?

Surre

? Dulles sent the following reply in telegram Tedul 209, June 16, 8 p .m., to
Geneva :

“From Secretary for Under Secretary. Re Dulte 185. I congratulate you on
bringing Korean matter to so satisfactory a close. Please also extend my thanks to
your associates on our Delegation. I shall, as you suggest, cable to Webb and
Pearson and thank Casey when he is here.

“In view of fact that I shall probably have a very strenuous time with possible
trips to Brussels and Montevideo during the latter part of this month and the first
of July, I am hoping to get away from Saturday to Monday, returning Washington
Tuesday morning. I may therefore miss your arrival which I greatly regret but
which I hope you will excuse.

“As you have doubtless heard the President will want to have a group of Con-
gressional leaders at the White House after you get back to hear your report.
This may be set up for Wednesday morning [June 23].” (396.1 GE/6-16564)

Eden—Chou En-lai Meeting, Geneva, June 16: Editorial Note

Smith reported on this meeting, which took place at Chou’s request,
in telegram Secto 463, June 17, from Geneva; for the complete text,
see page 1170. The sole paragraph of the telegram dealing with Korea
read:

“Eden said that Chou was obviously shaken over conclusion Korean
conference, particularly rejection his final resolution, which he inter-
preted as slamming door any possibility Chinese participation any
further Korean discussions. Said that “he could not stand” another
rebuff of his efforts at conciliation and was concerned over Indochina
situation. Eden said that with respect Korean situation he had replied
Chou had thrown curved ball at conference, particularly at US, by his
resolution, and that the US obviously could not agree to perpetuating
Geneva Conference set up. It did not mean that China would neces-
sarily be excluded from any further consideration Korean problem.”
(396.1 GE/6-1754)

396.1 GE/6-1754 : Telegram

Y oung—-Pyun Meeting, Geneva, June 16 : The United States Delegation
to the Department of State

SECRET GeNEVA, June 17, 1954—4 p. m.

Secto 464. Repeated information Seoul 133, Tokyo 146. Department
pass Defense. Tokyo pass CINCUNC.

1. In conversation with Young Wednesday * Pyun confirmed his
answers to questions in press conference he called. ROK no longer felt

' June 16.
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obliged to abide by Korean armistice, collapse of Geneva talks means
armistice “invalidated” and ROK now feels free to take any action it
wants when time comes. He also said that either Chinese Communists
in North Korea should leave of their own free will or be forced to go.
He turned down UN taking up Korean question, as UN has “no com-
petence” judge it. Other delegations are disturbed and feel such re-
marks in public contradict 16-nation declaration.

2. In recent conversations with USDel and in meetings of 16, Pyun
has expressed strong view that as far as ROK concerned, armistice
should not be perpetuated, Geneva Conference is last on Korea, matter
should not be referred to or taken up in UN, and report to UN by 15
should contain no recommendations. Pyun in drafting committee on
declaration also objected strongly to all suggestions insert phrase “by
peaceful means” in connection UN objectives Korea.

3. Pyun’s remarks prompted in large part by his deep distress and
consternation over Spaak’s and Eden’s acceptance Chou En-lai pro-
posal closing hour final plenary. Pyun felt Spaak had “betrayed” 16
nation declaration. He explained his press remarks were no different
those he had made in meetings of 16 and represented his firm convic-
tions. Young pointed out his personal regret and disappointment such
statements made public day after closing plenary characterized by
good measure allied solidarity in declaration and successful efforts
beat back clever Communist tactics obscure issues and prolong con-
ference. Young pointed out Pyun’s public statements would be inter-
preted as running counter to General Smith’s statement in plenary
on armistice which had successfully neutralized and turned back pro-
posals of Molotov and Nam Il. Also pointed out to Pyun his statement
was already being interpreted by press and other delegations as con-
tradicting and undercutting declaration of 16. Pyun hoped answers to
press would be helpful and not harmful.

SMITH

396.1 GE/6-1754 : Telegram
The United States Delegation to the Department of State

CONFIDENTIAL GENEVA, June 17, 1954—6 p. m.
Secto 466. Repeated information Ottawa 9, London 299, Tokyo 147,
Bogota 6, Paris 453, Bangkok 28, Seoul 134. Re Secto 454.2
1. Drafting committee of 6 met today, June 17, and completed first
working draft report to UN. Belgian, Ethiopian, Netherlands, Philip-

*Dated June 16, p. 388
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pine representatives also present. ROK delegate out of town. USDel
will pouch draft ? to MeClurkin.
2. Agreed to following procedure :

(@) No further meeting in Geneva;
(6) Working draft will be sent 6 respective governments for
comments;

(¢) Representatives of 6 will then meet in Washington finish prepa-
ration of report;
(¢) Tt will then be submitted to full committee of 15 and their
governments for consideration and approval;
_ (e)_ Completed report will be submitted to SYGUN at suitable
time, i.e., 9th GA session.

Group felt this procedure might help keep 8th GA or special session
Thailand resolution * from taking up Korean question.

3. Principal point today’s discussion was armistice agreement. All
representatives expressed considerable concern over Pyun’s press re-
marks Wednesday on invalidation armistice. Owing to these remarks,
Urrutia (Colombia) proposed and others supported adding General
Smith’s statement in 15th plenary (Secto 450 *) to report itself. They
all stressed important report contains some reference to continued
validity and effect of armistice agreement. Young reported briefly on
Pyun’s explanation and circumstances underlying his remarks (Secto
464 °) which had been made sharper in press versions than he had
apparently intended. However, Young suggested and group agreed
possible addition Smith’s statement or short reference to armistice
should be referred to delegations or governments, because it involved
several important matters, before being incorporated in working draft
at later stage.

4. Group also suggested ending report with hope expressed by Eden
as chairman last plenary that day may soon come when task of con-
ference can be carried through to successful conclusion. Agreed that
this question, like one above, should be referred to delegations or gov-
ernments of six and taken up later by Washington working group.

SMmITH

2 Not printed.

® For related documentation, see pp. 727 ff.
¢ Not printed. but see footnote 6. p. 379.

> Supra.

Smith-Molotov Meeting, Geneva, June 18, Evening: Editorial Note

This meeting, which was held at Smith’s request, was reported to
the Department of State in telegram Dulte 202, June 19, from Geneva.
Most of the discussion dealt with Indochina; for the complete text of
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the telegram, see page 1189. Concerning Korea, Smith made the follow-
ing brief comment :

“With regard to Korean phase, I had only to say that in reserving
our position re final Chinese proposal had not implied to exclude Com-
munist China from future discussions on Korean question. As matter
of fact, China was belligerent there against UN and for practical rea-
sons would have to be party to settlement.” (396.1 GE/6-1954)

Conference files, lot 60 D 627, CF 285

Memorandum by Robert Cutler, Special Assistant to the President
for National Security Affairs®

TOP SECRET [WasHINGTON,| June 23, 1954.

QurLINE OF GENERAL SMITH'S REMARKS TO THE PRESIDENT AND
Breartisay CoxcressioNan Group, 8:30 A, M.

1. General Smith spoke first of the Korean phase of the Geneva Con-
ference, in which the US was as one of the belligerents a principal. He
said that the US had maintained its principal positions:

1. The authority of the UN.

2. Good relations with the ROK.

8. Good relations with the other UN nations participating in Korea.

4. Demonstration that the failure to reach agreement was the fault
of the Soviets.

He expected that the US would report to the UN, and that the existing
situation would continue until some further conferences were held.

[Here follows the remainder of the document which dealt with Indo-
china; for text, see volume XIII.]

! The source text is a copy of the memorandum forwarded to Smith at the re-
quest of Cutler by Robert Bowie, Director of the Policy Planning Staff.

Editorial Note

On November 11, 1954, the 15 member nations contributing to the
United Nations effort in Korea (Australia, Belgium, Canada, Colom-
bia, Ethiopia, France, Greece, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, New
Zealand, the Philippines, Thailand, Turkey, the United Kingdom, and
the United States) submitted their report on the Geneva Conference
to the Ninth Session of the United Nations General Assembly. The text
of the report is in United Nations document A /2786. It reiterated the
points made in the Declaration of the Sixteen on United Nations au-
thority and the need for free, supervised elections in Korea. noted
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that the Communist delegations rejected these points, and stated that
the Geneva Conference should be regarded as the political conference
referred to in Article 60 of the Korean Armistice Agreement and in
United Nations General Assembly Resolution 711 (VII) of August 28,
1953. The report also specified that the failure of the Geneva Con-
ference to solve the Korean question did not prejudice the armistice
in Korea, which remained in effect. A fter debate, the Assembly adopted
by a vote of 50 in favor (including the United States) to 5 opposed
(Byelorussian S.S.R., Czechoslovakia, Poland, Ukrainian S.S.R.,
U.S.S.R.), with 4 abstentions (Burma, India, Indonesia, and Syria),
Resolution 811 (IX), December 11, 1954, sponsored by the 15 powers,
which approved the report on the Korean Political Conference.

For documentation on the report and its adoption by the United
Nations General Assembly, see volume XV,



