1% ard 1908

UNITED WATIOVS
_ CENTRE FOR DISARMAMENT

o DEPARTMENT OF
PQI_:_.’ETICAL AND SECURITY COUNCIL AFFAIRS
.. Reference Library

DISARMAMENT COMMISSION

OFFICIAL RECORDS

SUPPLEMENT FOR 1967 and 1968

UNITED NATIONS
New York, 1969



NOTE

Documents published in full in the records of the meetings of the Disarma-
ment Commission and of its committees are not reproduced in the supplements.

Symbols of United Nations docuinents are composed of capital letters com-
bined with figures. Mention of such a symbol indicates s veference to o United
Nations document.




DISARMAMENT COMMISSION
Supplement for 1967 and 19638

DISARMAMENT COMMISSION DOCUMENTS

issued during the period 1 Janmary 1967 to 31 December 1968

Document No

Date

Title

Ghservations and
refereices

Page

DC/229

DC/230 and
Addia

DC/a3l

7 December
1967

19 March
1668

4 September
1968

Interim report of the Conference of the Eighteen-
Nation Committee on Disarmament (21 Feb-
ruary-23 March and 18 May-7 December 1967)

Report of the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation
Committee on Disarmament (18 January-
14 March 1968)

Report of the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation
Committee on Disarmament

Originally distributed as
A/6951-DC/229; for the
text, see Official Records
of the General Assem-
bly, Twenty-second Ses-
sion, Anneres, agenda
item 28

Originally distributed as
A/7072.-DC/230 and A/
7072/Add1 - DC/230/
Addl

Originally distributed as
A/7180-DC/2H

37

iit



DOCUMENTS DC/230 AND ADD.I*

Report of the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Commitiee on Disarmament
(18 January-14 March 1968)

1. The Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Com-~
mittee on Disarmament submits to the General As-
sembly and to the Disarmament Commission a full
report on the negotiations regarding a draft treaty
on the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons, together
with the pertinent documents and records.

2. Representatives of the following States continued
their participation in the work of the Committee : Brazil,
Bulgaria, Burma, Canada, Czechoslovakia, Ethiopia,
India, Italy, Mexico, Nigeria, Poland, Romania,
Sweden, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Arab Republic, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland and United States of America.

3. The Conference reconvened on 18 January 1968
and recessed on 14 March 1968.

4. In view of the urgency of concluding a treaty
to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons, and
pursuant to General Assembly resolution 2346 (X.X11),
the Committee has continued to give its primary atten-
tion to the negotiation of this treaty. Initially, the
discussions and negotiations were conducted on the
basis of texts of the treaty submitted for the considera-
tion of the Committee by the delegations of the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States
of America on 24 August 1967 [see annex IV, sec-
tions & and 6 below}, On 18 January 1963 the two
delegations submitted revised texts incorporating a
number of views and proposals presented by various
members of the Committee [ibid., sections 9 and 7].
The text reproduced as annex I includes changes in-
corporated on 11 March 1968 by the delegations of the
United States of America and the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics in the light of the Committee’s sub-
sequent discussion.

5. During the Committee’s discussions specific pro-
posals were made by various delegations to amend the
texts of the draft treaty presented by the delegations
of the United States of America and the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics. The proposals and working
papers submitted by all delegations and by Governments
not represented in the Committee are found in annex
IV, covering the two sessions held in 1967 and the
session held in 1968. The views of individual delega-
tions on the text of the treaty, to the extent they
support or remain at variance with the text presented
in anmex I, are recorded in the relevant verbatim
records For the convenience of Members of the Gen-
eral Assembly, there is attached as annex III a listing
which cites pertinent documents and verbatim records
in which the views of various delegations are recorded.

6. Regarding the question of assurances to mnon-
nuclear-weapon States, the delegations of the Union

* Document DC/230/Add.1, dated 19 March 1968, constitutes
annex IV to the present report.

[Original text: English, French,
Spanish and Russion]

[19 March 1968}

of Soviet Socialist Republics, the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland and the United
States of America submitted on 7 March 1968 to the
Conference of the FEighteen-Nation Committee on
Disarmament a draft resolution for appropriate con-
sideration by the Security Council. The text of the
draft resolution appears as annex II. These delegations
also informed the Commitiee of statements their Gov-
ernments intended to make at the time the draft resolu-
tion was considered by the Security Council.

7. The Committee agreed to reconvene during the
summer of 1968, following the resumed twenty-second
session of the General Assembly, the actual date to be
established by the Co-Chairmen of the Conference in
consultation with all members.

8. This report is transmitted by the Co-Chairmen
on behalf of the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation
Committee on Disarmament.

(Signed) A. A RosSHCHIN
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics

William €. Foster
United States of America
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ANNEX 1

Text of draft tresty on the non-proliferation of nuclear
weaponst

The Stales concluding His Treaty, hereinafter referred to as
the “Parties to the Treaty”,

Considering the devastation that would be visited upon all
mankind by a nuclear war and the consequent need to make
every effort to averi the danger of such a war and to take
measures to safeguard the security of peoples,

a As revised by changes incorporated on 11 March 1968 by
the delegations of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and
the United States of America.



Belieping that the proliferation of nuclear weapons would
seriously enhance the danger of nuclear war,

In conformity with resolutions of the United Nations Generai
Assembly calling for the conclusion of an agreement on the
prevention of wider dissemination of nuclear weapons,

Undertaking to co-operate in fzcilitating the application of
Tnternatipral Atomic Energy Agency safeguards on peaceful
nuclear activities,

Expressing their support for research, development and
other efforts to further the application, within the framework
of the International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards system,
of the principie of safeguarding effectively the flow of source
and special fssionable materials by use of instruments and other
techniques at certain strategic points,

Affirming the principle that the benefits of peaceful applica-
tions of nuclear technology, including any technological by-
products which may be derived by nuclear-weapon States from
the development of nuclear explosive devices, should be avail-
able for peaceful purposes to ail Parties to the Treaty, whether
nuclear-weapon or nen-nuclear-weapan States,

Convinced that in furtherance of this principle, all Parties
to this Treaty are entitled to participate in the fullest possible
exchange of scientific information for, and to contribute alone
or in co-operation with other States to, the further develop-
ment of the applications of atomic energy for peaceful purposes,

Declaring their intention to achieve at the earliest possible
date the cessation of the nuclear arms race,

Urging the co-operation of all States in the attainment of
this objective,

Recalling the determination expressed by the Parties to the
partial-test-ban treaty of 19630 in its preamble to seek to achieve
the discontinuance of all test explosions of nuclear weapons
far all time and to continue negotiations to this end,

Desiring 1o further the easing of international tension and.
the strengthening of trust between States in order to facili-
tate the cessation of the manufacture of nuclear weapons, the
liquidation of all their existing stockpiles, and the climination
from national arsenals of nuclear weapons and the means of
their delivery pursuant to a Treaty on general and complete
disarmament under strict and effective international control,

Hawve agreed as follows:

Arricte 1

fach nuclear-weapon State Party to this Treaty undertakes
not to iransier lo any recipient whatsoever nuclear weapons
or other nuclear explosive devices or control over stich
weapons or explosive devices directly, or indirectly; and not
in any way to assist, encourage, or induce any non-nuciear-
weapon State to manufacture or otherwise acquire nuclear
weapons or other nuclear explosive devices, or control over
such weapons or explesive devices.

Agprrcie I

Each non-nuclear-weapon State Party to this Treaty under-
takes not to receive the transfer from any transferor whatsoever
of nuclear weapoas or other nuclear explozive devices or of
control over such weapons or explosive devices directly, or
indivectly; mot to manufacture or otherwise acguire nuctear
weapons or other nuclear explosive devices; and not to seele
or receive any assistance in the manufacture of nuclear weapons
or other nuclear explosive devices,

Awrricte IIT

1. Each nen-nuclear-weapon State Party to the Treaty
undertakes to accept safeguards, as set forth in an agreement
to be negotiated and concluded with the International Atomic
Energy Agency in accordance with the Statute of the Inter-
national Atomic Energy Agency and the Agency's safeguards

¥ Treaty banning nuclear weapon tests in the atmosphere, in
outer space and under water, signed in Moscow on 5 August
1963 for the text, see United Nations, Trealy Serics, vol 480
{1963), No. 6964

™

system, for the exclusive purpose of verification of the fulfil-
ment of its obligations assumed under this Treaty with a view
to preventing diversion of nuclear energy from peaceful uses to
nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices. Procedures
for the safeguards required by this Article shall be followed
with respect to source or special fissionable material whether
it is being produced, processed or used in any principal nuclear
facility or it outside any such facility. The safeguards required
by this Article shall be applied on ali source or special fis-
sionable material in all peaceful nuciear activities within the
territory of such State, under its jurisdiction or carried out
under its control anywhere,

2 Each State Party to the Treaty undertakes not to provide:
(a) source or special fissionable material, or (b} equipment or
smaterial especiaily designed or prepared far the processing, use
or production of special fissionable material, to any non-nuclear-
weapon State for peaceful purposes, unless the source or spetial
fissionable material shall be subject to the safeguards required
by this Articie.

3. The safeguards reguired by this Article shall be im-
plemented in a manner designed to comply with Article 1V
of this Treaty, and to avoid hampering the economic or tech-
nological development of the Parties or international co-opera-
tion in the field of peaceful nuclear activities, including the
international exchange of nuclear material and equipment for
the processing, use or production of nuclear material for peaceful
purposes in accordance with the provisions of this Article and
the principle of safeguarding set forth in the Preambie.

4. Non-nuclear-weapon States Party to the Treaty shall
conclude agreements with the TInternational Atomic Energy
Agency to meet the requirements of this Article either in-
dividuaily or together with other States in accordance with
the Statute of the International Atomic Energy Agency. Nego-
tiation of such agreements shall commence within 180 days from
the originzl entry intc force of this Treaty. For States deposit-
ing their instruments of ratification after the 180-day peried,
negotiation of such agreemenis shall commence not later than
the date of such deposit. Such agreements shall enter into
force not later than eighteen months after the date of initia-
tion of negotiations.

Articre IV

1. Nothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as affecting
the inalienable right of all the Parties to the Treaty to develop
research, prodoction and use of nuclear energy for peaceful
purpases without discrimination and in conformity with Ar-
ticles I and I of this Treaty.

2. Ali the Parties to the Treaty have the right to par-
ticipate in the fullest possible exchange of scientific and tech-
nological information for the peaceful uses of nuclear energy.
Parties to the Treaty in a position to do so shall also co~
operate in contributing alene or together with other States or
international organizations to the further development of the
applications of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes, especially
in the territories of non-nuclear-weapon States Party to the
Treaty.

Armicie 'V

Eack Party to this Treaty undertakes to co-operate to insure
that potential benefits from any peaceful applications of
nuclear explosions will be made available through appropriate
international procedures to non-nuclear-weapon States Party
to this Treaty on a non-discriminatory basis and that the
charge to such Parties for the explosive devices used will be
as low as possible and exclude any charge for research and
development It is understood that non-nuclear-weapon States
Party to this Treaty so desiring may, pursuant to a special
agreement or agreements, obtain any such benefis on a bilateral
basis or through an appropriate international body with
adequate representation of non-nuclear-weapon States.

Arnticie VI

Each of the Parties to this Treaty undertakes to pursue
negotiations in goed faith on effective measures relating to



cessation of the ruclear arms tace at an early date and to
nuciear disarmament, and on a Treaty on general and complete
disarmament under strict and effective international control.

Articir VII

Nothing in this Treaty affects the right of any group of
States to conclude regiona! treaties in order to assure the
total absence of nuclear weapons in their respective territories.

Articee VIII

1. Any Party to this Treaty may propose amendments to
this Treaty. The text of any proposed amendment shall be
submitted to the Depositary Governments which shall circulate
it to all Parties to the Treaty. Thereupon, if requested to do
so by one-third or more of the Farties to the Treaty, the
Depasitary Governments shall convene a conference, to which
they shall invite all the Parties to the Treaty, to consider
such an amendment.

2. Any amendment to this Treaty must be approved by a
majority of the votes of all the Parties to the Treaty, including
the votes of all nuclear-weapon States Party to this Treaty
and all other Parties which, on the date the amendment is
circulated, are members of the Board of Governors of the
Tnternational Atomic Energy Agency. The amendment shall
enter into force for each Party that deposits its instrument of
ratification of the amendment upon the deposit of instruments
of ratification by a majority of all the Parties, including the
instruments of ratification of all nuclear-weapon States Party
to this Treaty and ail other Parties which, on the date the
amendment is circulated, are members of the Board of Gev-
ernors of the International Atomic Energy Agency There-
after, it shall enter into force for any other Party upon the
deposit of its instrument of ratification of the amendment

3. Five years after the entry intc force of this Treaty, a
conference of Parties to the Treaty shall be held in Geneva,
Switzerland, in order to review the operation of this Treaty
with a view to assuring that the purposes of the Preamble
and the provisions of the Treaty are being realized. At in-
tervals of five years thereafter, a majority of the Partles to
the “Treaty may obtain, by submitting a proposal to this effect
to the Depositary Governments, the convening of further
conferences with the same objective of reviewing the operation
of the Treaty.

Anrricie IX

1. This Treaty shall be open to ali States for sigrature.
Any State which does not sign the Treaty before its entry
into force in accordance with paragraph 3 of this Article
may accede to it at any time

2. This Treaty shall be subject to ratification by signatory
States. Instruments of ratification and instruments of accession
shall be deposited with the Governments of ..., which are
hereby designated the Depositary Governments.

3. This Treaty shall emter into force after its ratification
by all nuclear weapen States signatory to this Treaty, and
40 other States signatory to this Treaty and the deposit of
their instruments of ratificasion For the purposes of this
Treaty, a nuclear-weapon State is one which has manufactured
and exploded a nuclear weapon or other nuclear explogive
device prior to 1 January, 1967,

4 For States whose instruments of ratification or accession
are deposited subseguent to the entry into force of this Treaty,
it shall enter into foree on the date of the deposit of their
instruments of ratification or accession.

5. The Depositary Governments shall promptly inform all
signatory and acceding States of the date of each signature,
the date of deposit of each instrument of ratification or of
accession, the date of the entry into force of this Treaty, and
the date of receipt of any requests for convening a conference
or other notices.

6. This Treaty shall be registered by the Depositary Govern-
ments pursuant to Article 102 of the Charter of the United
Nations.

Articre X

1. Each Party shall in exercising its national sovereigaty
have the right to withdraw from the Treaty if it decides that
extraordinary events, related to the subject matter of this
Treaty, have eopardized the supreme interests of its country.
It shall give motice of such withdrawal to all other Parties
to the Treaty and to the Urited Nations Security Council
three months in advance. Such notice shall include a statement
of the extraordinary events it regards as having jeopardized
its supreme interests.

2. Twenty-five years after the eatry into force of the Treaty,
a Conference shall be convened to decide whether the
Treaty shall continue in force indefinitely, or shall be extended
for an additional fixed period or periods. This decision shall
be taken by 2 majority of the Parties to the Treaty.

Articte XE

This Treaty, the Enplish, Russian, French, Spanish =znd
Chinese texts of which are equally authentic, shall be deposited
in the archives of the Depositary Governments. Duly certified
capies of this Treaty shall be transmitted by the Depositary
Governments to the Governments of the signatory and acceding
States.

In wirNEss wHEeReoF the undersigned, duly authorized have
signed this Treaty

) Done in at this . of

ANNEX II

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Kingdem of
Great Britzin and Northern Ireland, and United States
of America: draft resolution on security assurances, for
consideration by the Security Councile

LENDC /222, of 7 March 1968]
{Original text; English and Russian]
The Security Council,

Noting with appreciation the desire of a large number of
States to subscribe to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation
of Nuclear Weapons, and thereby to undertake not to receive
the transfer from any transferor whatscever of nuclear weapons
or other nuclear explosive devices or of control over such
weapons or explosive devices directly, or indirectly; not to
manufacture or otherwise acquire nuclear weapeons or other
nuclear explosive devices; and not to seek or receive any
assistance in the manufacture of nuclear weapons or other
explosive devices,

Taking inte consideration the concern of certain of these
States that, in conjunction with their adherence to the Treaty
an the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, appropriate
measures be undertaken to safeguard their security,

Bearing in mind that any aggression accompanied by the
use of nuclear weapons would endanger the peace and security
of all States,

1. Recognizes that aggression with nuclear weapons or the
threat of such aggression against a nom-nuciear-weapon State
would create a situation in which the Security Council, and
above all its nuclear-weapon State permanent members, would
have to act immediately in accordance with their obligations
under the United Nations Charter;

2. Weleomes the imtention expressed by certain States that
they wili provide or support immediate assistance, in accordance
with the Charter, to any non-nuclear-weapon State Party to
the Treaty on the Nen-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons
that is a victim of an act or an object of a threat of aggression
in which nuclear weapons are used;

3. Reaffrms in particular the inherent right, recognized
under Article 51 of the Charter, of individual and collective
seif-defence if an armed atiack occurs against a Member of
the United Nations, until the Security Councii has taken
measures necessary to maintain international peace and security.

¢ Adopted hy the Security Council on 19 June 1968, see
Resolutions and Decisions of the Security Council 1968, resolu-
tion 255 (1968).



List of doewments and verbatim records? setting forth

ANNEX 1II

views of varions delegations

Document Na. Lrate Observations
Brazil
ENDC/201 /Rev.2 13 February 1968 See annex IV,
sect. 17, helow
ENDC/PV.297 18 May 1967
ENDC/PV 327 31 August 1967
ENDC/PV 363 8 February 1968
ENDC/PV.367 20 February 1968
ENDC/PV.379 14 March 1968
Bulgaria
ENDC/PV.280 28 February 1967
ENDC/PV.300 30 May 1967
ENDC/PV.317 27 July 1967
ENDC/PV.328 5 September 1967
ENDC/PV.360 30 January 1968
ENDC/PV 371 28 February 1968
Burma
ENDC/PV 337 10 October 1967
ENDC/PV.373 5 March 1968
Canada
ENDC/PV 289 28 February 1967
ENDC/PV 32¢ 12 September 1967
ENDC/PV.355 12 December 1967
ENDC/PV.358 23 January 1968
ENDC/PV.368 21 February 1968
ENDC/PV .78 13 March 1968
Csechosiovakio
ENDC/PV 250 2 March 1967
ENDC/PV.298 23 May 1967
ENDC/FV.316 253 July 1967
ENDC/PV 327 31 August 1967
ENDC/PV.358 23 January 1968
ENDC/PV.373 5 March 1968
Ethiopia
ENDC/PV 336 5 October 1967
ENDC/PV 364 13 February 1968
Indic
ENDC/PV 298 23 May 1867
ENDC/PV 308 27 June 1967
ENDC/PV.325 24 August 1967
ENDC/FV 334 28 Septernber 1967
ENDC/PV.370 27 February 1968
ENDC/PV 379 14 March 1968
Italy
ENDC/200/Rev.1 26 October 1967 Ihid., sect. 15
ENDC/218 20 February 1968 Ihid,, sect. 34
ENDC/221 6 March 1968 Ibid, sect. 38
ENDC/PV.318 1 August 1967
ENDC/PV 326 29 August 1967
ENDC/PV.341 24 October 1967
ENDC/PV 350 23 November 1967
ENDC/PV 367 20 February 1968
ENDC/PV.379 14 March 1968

4The documents and records of the Conference of the
Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament are mimeographed,

except as indicated in the last column of the list.

Document Ne Date Observations
Mexico
ENDC/196 19 September 1867  Ibid, sect 12
ENDC/PV.287 21 February 1967
ENDC/PV 205 21 March 1967
ENDC/PV.297 18 May 1967
ENDC/PV.304 13 June 1667
ENDC/PV.331 19 September 1967
ENDC/PV.365 15 February 1968
ENDC/PV.374 6 March 1968
Nigeria
ENDC/220/Rev.1 14 March 1968 Ibid., sect. 37
ENDC/PV.327 31 August 1967
ENDC/PV 344 2 November 1967
ENDC/PV. 351 28 November 1967
ENDC/PV.371 28 February 1968
Poland
ENDC/PV.326 29 August 1967
ENDC/PV 359 25 January 1968
ENDC/PV.369 22 February 1968
Romania
ENDC/199 19 Qctober 1967 Ibid, sect. 14
ENDC/223/Rev.] 8 March 1968 Ibid., sect. 40
ENDC/PV.320 8 August 1967
ENDC/PV.334 28 September 1967
ENDC/PV 340 19 October 1967
ENDC/PV.342 26 October 1967
ENDC/PV 344 2 Novermber 1967
ENDC/PV.348 16 November 1967
ENDC/PV.362 6 February 1968
ENDC/PV.376 11 March 1968
Sweden
ENDC/216 13 February 1968 Ibid, sect. 32
ENDC/PV.363 8 February 1568
ENDC/PV 364 13 February 1968
ENDC/PV.373 3 March 1968
Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics
ENDC/PV 325 24 Aupust 1967
ENDC/PV 339 17 October 1967
ENDC/PV 356 14 December 1967
ENDC/PV.357 18 January 1968
ENDC/PV.361 1 Fehruary 1958
ENDC/PV.366 16 February 1568
ENDC/PV.370 27 February 1968
ENDC/PV 375 7 March 1968
ENDC/PV.376 11 March 1968
ENDC/PV.377 12 March 1968
ENDC/PV.379 14 March 1968
United Arad Republic
ENDC/197 26 September 1967  Ibid, sect. 13
ENDC/PV.294 16 March 1967
ENDC/PV.333 26 September 1967
ENDC/PV.340 19 QOctober 1967
ENDC/PV.367 20 February 1968
ENDC/PV.370 27 February 1968
ENDC/PV 380 14 March 1968
United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland
ENDC/207 5 December 1967 Ibid., sect. 24
ENDC/211 18 January 1968 Ibid., sect. 28
ENDC/203/Rev.1 Z2 February 1968 Ibid , sect. 20
ENDC/PV.326 29 August 1967
ENDC/PV.337 10 Octeher 1967
ENDC/PV.358 23 January 1968
ENDC/PV 369 22 February 1968
ENDC/PV.375 7 March 1968
ENDC/PV.378 13 March 1568



Document No. Date Observations
United Stofes
of America
ENDC/PV.325 24 August 1967
ENDC/PV.330 14 September 1967
ENDC/PV.336 & QOctober 1967
ENDC/PV.353 § December 1967
ENDC/PV.357 18 January 1968
ENDC/PV.359 25 January 1968
ENDC/PV 368 21 February 1968
ENDC/PV.365 22 Fehruary 1968
ENDC/PV.370 27 February 1968
ENDC/PV.375 7 March 1968
ENDC/PV.376 11 March 1968
ENDC/PV 378 13 March 1968
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the delegation of Sweden, at the
364th meeting of the Conference
of the Eighteen-Nation Commit-
tee on Disarmament on 13 Feb-
ruary 1968, to the revised drait
treaty on the non-profiferation of
nuclear weapons

Union of Soviet Soeialist Republics:
aide-mémoire dated 10 February
1968 from the Government of the
the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics to the Government of
the United States of Asmerica

italy: working paper containing
amendments to article TV, VIII
and X of the revised draft treaty
on the non-proliferation of nuclear
WERPONS

Memorandum by the Government
of Spain submitted on 8 February
1968 to the Co-Chairmen of the
Conference of the Eighteen-
Nation Committee on Disarma-
ment

Nigeria: working paper containing
amendments to the revised draft
treaty on the non-proliferation of
nuclear weapons

Doeriment No.

ENDC/209/Rev.1

ENDC/Z210

ENDC/211

ENDC/212

ENDC/213

ENDC/215

ENDC/216

ENDC/2Y7

ENDG/218

ENDC/219

ENDC/220

Document No.
37 Nigeria: working paper containing ENDC/220/Rev.1
amendments to the revised draft
treaty on the mnon-proliferation

of nuclear weapons

38 Italy: working paper concerning
the work of the Conference of
the Eighteen-Nation Committee
ont Disarmament

ENDC/221

39  Romania: amendments to the revised
draft treaty on the non-prolifera-
tion of nuclear weapons

ENDC/223

40 Romania: amendments to the re ENDC/ZEE»/REVi
vised draft treaty on the non-

proliferation of nuclear weapons
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Letter dated 18 January 1967 from the Secretary-General
to the Co-Chairmen of the Conference of the Eighteen-
Nation Committee on Disarmament, transmitting resolu-
tions 2149 (XXI), 2158 A (XX1), 2162 (XXI), 2163

(XX1), 2164 (XXI) and 2165 (XXI) of the General
Assembly

[ENDC/183, of 21 February 19677
[Original text: English]

1 have the honour to transmit the following resolutions
adopted by the General Assembly at its twenty-first session,
whiclh entrust specific responsibilities to the Conference of
the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament:

Resolution 2153 A (XXT), entitied “Non-profiferation of
nuclear weapons'!, adopted at the 1466th plenary meeting on
17 November 1966;

Resolution 2162 € {(XXI), entitled “Question of generai and
complete disarmament”, adopted at the 1484th plenary
meeting on 5 December 1966;

Resolution 2163 (XXI), entitled “Urgent need for suspen-
sion of nuclear and thermonuclear tests”, adopted at the
1484th plenary meeting on § December 1966;

Resolution 2165 (XX}, entitied *Elimination of foreign mili-
tary bases in the countries of Asia, Africa asd Latin
America”, adopted af the 1484th plenary meeting on 5 De-
cember 1964.

I would draw aftention particularly to the following direct
references to the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Commit-
tee on Disarmament:

In resolution 2153 A (XXI), paragraphs 4, 6 and 8 requesting
the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Dis-
armament to consider urgently the proposal that the nuclear-
weapon Powers should give an assurance that they will
not use, or threaten to use, nuclear weapons against non-
nuclear-weapon States without nuclear weapons on their
territories, and any other proposals that have been or may
be made for the sclution of this problem; calling upon the
Cosimittee to give high priority to the question of non-
proliferation of nuclear weapons in accordance with resolu-
tion 2028 (XX); and requesting the Committee to report to
the General Assembly at an early date on the result of its
work on the question non-proliferation of nuclear weapons;

In resolution 2162 C (XXI), paragraphs 1 and 3 requesting
the Committee to pursue new efforts towards achieving sub-

_ stantial progress in reaching agreement on the question of
general and complete disarmament under effective interna-
tional control, as well as on collateral meszsures, and to re-
port to the General Assembly, as appropriate, on the progress
achieved ;

Tn resolution 2163 (XXI), paragraph 4 requesting the Commit-
tee to elaborate without any further delay a treaty bannping
underground nuclear weapon tests;



In resolution 2165 (XXI), requesting the Committee to give
further consideration to the question of the elimination of
foreign military bases in the countries of Asia, Africz and
Latin America and to report to the Generai Assembly.

In connexion with resolution 2133 A (XXI), paragraph 7,
the relevant documents and records are the feliowing: A /63502
AJ6395e A/64402 A/6509;¢ A/CI/933p A/C1/E.371 and
Corr.1 and Addi-61 A/C1/1.3733 A/C1/L.371/Rev.i;E the
verbatim reccrds of the 1441st to 1450th meetings of the First
Committee (A/C1/PV.1441-1450} ; the summary records of
the corresponding mectings (A/C1/SR 1441-1450); and the
verbatim record of the 1469¢h plenary meeting (A/PV.1469).

In connexion with resolution 2162 C (XXI), paragraph 2,
the relevant documents and records are the following: A/6330.2
A/63050 A/6440,2 A/6529 and Addl}] A/6597;h A/C 179330
AJCI/L370m A/C1/LA70/Rev.l, Rev1/Add1l and Corrl,
and Rev1/Add2-8;» A/C1/L 374 and Revl and Rev.l/Add 1,
AfCI/L377, A/CL/L378 and Add1-2, A/C1/L1.379/Rev],
A/C1/1.381 and Rev.l, A/C1/1.382, Rev.l and 2;° the verba-
tim records of the 1450th to 1457th and the 1460th to 1462nd
meetings of the First Committee (A/C.1/PV.1450-1457 and
1460-1462) ; the sumsmary records of the corresponding meet-
ings (A/CI/SR1450-1457 and 1460-1462); and the verbatim
records of the 1484th and 1498th plenary meetings (A/PV 1434
and A/PV .1468).

In connexion with resoiution 2165 (XXI}, the relevant docu-~
ments and records are the following: A/6359r A/64389
A/6440 A/J6541p AFC1/033;0 A/C1/L 369, A/C1/L 385,
A/C1/1.386;r A/C1/L387;5 the verbatim records of the
1463vd to 1471st meetings of the First Committee {A/C1/
PV 1463-1471); the summary records of the corresponding
meetings (A/C1/5R 1463-1471}; and the verbatim record of
the 1484th plenary meeting (A/PV 1484).

The documents and records listed above have already been
circulated to the Members of the United Nations, including
all members of the FEighteen-Nation Committee on Disarma-
ment.

I also have the honour to transmit herewith, for the informa-
tion of the members of the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation
Committee on Disarmament, the following resolutions, adopted
by the General Assembly at its twenty-first session, which deal
with matters relating to the work of the Conference:

Resclution 2149 (XXD), entitled “Renunciation by States of
sctions hampering the conclusion of an agreement on the
non-profiferation of nuclear weapons”, adopted at the
1458th plenary meeting on 4 November 1966

Resolution 2153 B (XXI), entitled “Non-profiferation of
nuclear weapons”, adopted at the 1469th plenary meeting
on 17 November 1966;

e See Official Records of the General Assembly, Tweniy-first
Session, Annexes, agenda item 8.

t1bid , Twenby-first Session, Plenary Meetings, prefatory
fascicle No. 1, agenda.

g Ibid, Twenty-first Session, Anneves, agenda item 76

b Mimeographed.

{See Official Records of the General dssembly, Twenty-first
Session, Anneves, agenda item 26, document A/6509, para. 4.

11kid, para. 6.

k Same text as resolution 2153 A (XXI).

18es Official Records of the General Assembly, Tweniy-
first Session, Annexes, agenda item 27,

m [bid | document A/6529, para. 4.

n Same text as resolutien 2162 A (XXI)

0 See COfficial Records of the General Assembly, Trwenty-
first Session, Amngres, agenda item 27, document A/63529,
paras. 5, 13, 7, 8, 9, 16, 12, 11, 14 and 17, respectively.

v Ibid, Twenty-first Session, Annexes, agenda item 98

a Ibid., agenda item 8.

t Ihid, agenda item 98, document A/6541, paras. 5, 6 and 7,
respectively.

5 Same text as resolution 2165 (XXI).

Resolutions 2162 A (XXI) and 2162 B (X¥XI), eatitled
“Question of general and complete disarmament”, adopted
at the 1484th plenary meeting on 5 December 1966;

Resolution 2164 (XXI1), entitled “Question of convening a
conference for the purpose of signing a convention on the
prohibition of the use of nuclear and thermonuclear
weapens”, adopted at the 1484th plenary meecting on 5 De-
cember 1966,

{Signed) U Taant
Secretary-General

{For the text of fhe resolutions, see Official Records of the
General Assembly, Twenty-frst Session, Supplement No. 167
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Final act of the fourth session of the Preparatory Com-
mission for the Denuclearization of Lutin America, held
at Mexice City on 30 August 1966 and 31 January-

14 February 1967 )

[ENDC /186, of 21 February 19671
[Qriginal texi: English]

The Preparatory Commission for the Denuclearization of
Latin America held its fourth session in two parts. The first
part consisted of a single meeting on 30 August 1966; at this
meeting the Commission decided to posipene the discussions
at its fourth session untii 31 Fanuary 1967 in order to facilitate
more thorough consuitation and exchanges of views among the
member Siates and thus enable them to reach an understand-
ing on the ocutstanding points in the draft Treaty on the
Denuclearization of Latin America The second part of the
session covered the period 31 January to 14 February 1967,

At the meeting of 30 August 1966, at which the resolution
to postpone discussion (resolution 19 (IV)) was adopted, the
member States were represented by officials of their diplematic
missions accredited fo the Government of Mexico. At the second
part of the session, the member States accredited the following
defepations:

ARGENTINA
Representatioe
My Luis Santiago Sanz

Alternate representatives
Mr. Fidei Gonzilez Paz
Mr. Vicente Ernesto Berasatecu:
Mr. Octaviano Adolfo Saracwmo
Aduvisers

Commander Roberto OrNsSIEIN
Major Rodolio REvnoso
Mr. Mario Eduardo BAncora

Boimvia
Representative

Mr. Reinaldo det Canero JAUREGUTD

Alternate representaiive
Mr. Hugo EstEnssoro Barpoaar

Brazu
Representative

Mr. Sérgie Conrria pa Costa

Alternate representatives

Mr. Geralde de Carvarso Sinos

Colone! Fernande Guimaries de CErQUEIRA L.1MA
Mr. Paulo Ribeiro de Arrupa

Mr., Ovidio Andrade MEeio

Aduisers

Mr. Carlos Anténio de BerreEncousrTr BuenNo
Mr. Aderbal Cosra



CHiLE
Representalive

Mr. Armande Urise ARce

Alternate representatives

Mr. Enrique Coso aer Camro
Mr. Oscar Ruiz BoUrGeDis

CoLOMBIA
Representative

Mr. Alvaro HerrAn Mepina

Alternate represeniolive
My César Augusto PANTOTA

Adviser

Mr. Tulio MARULANDA

Costa Rica
Representative

Mr. Rafael Angel CArpErON GUARDIA

Alternate representatives

Mr. Guillermo Jisfinez Ramirez

Mr. Carlos Alberta MorEnNo VELAZQUEZ

Mr. Antonio Wirris Quesapa

Dominican Repustic

Representalive
Mr. René Fratro

Ecuapor
Representative
Mr. Leopolde Benries VInNuEza

Alternate representative
Mr. Gonzalo Armeipa Urrutia

Er Sarvapor

Representative
Mr. Rafael Ecuizdnsar Topias

Alternate representative
Mr. Guilierma Rusio Mermape

GUATEMALA
Representative

Mr. Carlos Lednidas ACEvEDO

Alternate representatives

Mr. Carles Hari LionepA
Mr. Juan Carlos DetFrEE CRES2O

Hait:
Representative
My Julio Jean PIerre-AUDAIN

HoNptrAs

Representative

Colonel Armando VerAzouez CERRATO

Alternate reprasenialive
Mr. Bernin Lopez CALIETAS

Adviser
Mr. Roberto Aronzo CLEAVES

Janmaica
Representative
Mz Frederick E Decazox
Alternate representative

Mr Oswald G Harping

Mex1co
Representative
Mr. Alfonso Garcia Robies

Alternate representative

Mr. Jorge CASTAREDA

Advisers

Mr. Roberto de RosEnzwerc-Diaz A

Mr. Manuel Terro Macias
Major Jaime CoNTrERAS GUERRERO
Captain Augustin Mufoz pe Cote
Mr. Carlos Gragr FERNANDEZ

Mr. Raberto TreviRo

Nicaracua
Representative

Mr Alejandro Arciiglto MoNTIE:

Alternaie representatives

Mr. Edgar Escosan Fornos
Mp Silvio Morales (cON

Panana
Representative

Mr. José B, CArpENAS

Alternate representatives
Mr. Simon Quirds Guarpia
Mr, José B Carvo
Paracuay
Represestative

Mr. Bacdén Duarte Prano

PerU
Represeniative

Mr. Eduvardo Varpez Pirez peEr CASTHLO

TrRINIDAD AND ToOBAGO

Representative
Sir Ellis Crarzs

Urucuay
Represeniative
Mr. Manuel SAncEsZ MORALES

Alternate representatives

Mr, Anibal ABADIE-AICARDI
Mr. Aliredo Gmrd Piwrtos

VENEZUELA
Representalive

Mr. Rolande Satcepo DELIMA

Alternats representatives

Commander Auguste BrITo ASCANID
Mr José A, Veranpia



Adviser
Mrs. Alberto Demincurz R.

The Preparatory Commission again received the valuable
heip of Mr. William Epstein, Chief of the Disarmament Af-
fairs Division, United Nations Secretariat, as Technical Con-
sultant. M. Gurdon W. Wattles, an official of the United
Nations Office of Legul Affairs, served as Technical Adviser
to the Drafting Committee.

The Countries listed below demonstrated their interest by
sending the following observers to aitend the proceedings:
Auskria

Mr. Hans THALBERG

Alternate: Mr. Christoph Georg Parisin:

Belginm

Mr Max WeEny

Alternate: Mr. Marcel LEyEUNE
Canada

Mr Dwight Wilder FuLrorp

Ching

Mr. Cmew Chih-Ping

Alternate: Mr Wgr Yu Sun
Denmark

Mr. Hans von HarrNer

Alternate: Mr Erno Carl Marinus O1sen
Federal Republic of Germany

Mr. Swidbert SCENIPPENKOTTER

Alternate: Mr. Bernhard Worr
Finlond

Mr. Kal SoMmeare

France

Mr. Jacques VIMONT

Alternate: Mr. Henri de CoigNac
Ghana

Genera! Nathan A. AFERD

India

Mr. Naranjan Singh GrL

Alternate: Mr. Pramod Kunar
Lsrael

Mr. Shimshon Arap

Alternate: Mr. Sinai RoME
Ttaly

Mr. Enrico Guastone BELCREDI

Alternate: Mr. Pio Pignatti Moramo 1 Custoza
Japan

Mr. Masami Narxana

Alternate: Mr Yoji Sucivama
Netherlands

Mr. Luis A. M. Liceivern

Alternate: Mr. Mathias ] M. Jawssew
Norway

Mr. Eigil Nycasrp

Alternate: Mr. Nils O. Dierz
Poland

Mr., Ryszard MAJCHRZAR
Alternate: Mr Roman Czyzvok:

Romonia
Mr. Gheorghe Diaconescy
Sweden

Mr. Tard GOraNssON
Alternate: Mr. Arne HEerieryp

United Arab Republic

Mr. Hassan Salah €] Diyv GoHARr
Alternate: Mr Apper Rauman Hassan

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Irelond
Sir Nicolas J. A. CHEETHAM

Alternates:
Mr Tan M. Siwcrame
Mr. Thomas C Barxer

United States of America

Mr. Fulton FreEsnan

Alternates:
Mr. Duncan A. I} Macray
Mr Robert W. SMmite

Yugosiavia

Mr. Dalibar Serpanié
Alternate: Mr Borivoje SroyapInovic

Internetional Atomic dgency
Mr. Reinhard Ramnzr

Among the ohservers referred to above, special mention
shouid be made of those from Belgium, China, Finland, Ghana,
Israel and Romania, who for the first time, to the Preparatory
Commission's pleasure, joined the other observers who had
followed the Commission's work at earlier sessions.

It should also be mentioned that, shortly before the opening
of the second part of the fourth session, one of the extra-
continental States having international responsibility for terri-
tories in America—namely, the Kingdom of the Netherlands—
requested permission to participate in the session on a footing
of equality with the member States. When the Preparatory
Commission had made considerable progress in its work without
reaching any decision whether or not to accept this friendly
averture, the observer from the Netherlands stated that his
Government would not press the point. The basic reason why
2 Netherlands delegation did not participate in the discussions
at this session was that it had finally been decided that exira-
continental States in the same situation would not be Con-
tracting Parties to the Treaty in preparation and consequently
the participation of a Netherlands delegation was not essential,
notwithstanding the friendly attitude in which the Preparatory
Camimission received the approach made by the Government of
the Netheriands.

As background material for its fourth session the Prepara-
tory Commission had before it, in addition td the aforemen-
tioned resolation 19 (IV), the recommendations which the
Co-ordinating Committee had made to the Governments of the
member States in December 1966, at the end of the meetings
it had held in New York in connexion with the twenty-first
regular session of the United Nations General Assembly, to
spare no time or effort in arriving as soon as possible at the
conclusion of a contractual instrument for the establishment of
a Latin American denuclearized zone.

On the basis of the Co-ordinating Committee’s suggestions
further to the proposals adopted by the Preparatery Commis-
sion at its third session, and the observations submitted by the
Governments of Mexico, Urugnay, Chile and Venezuela
(COPREDAL/OAT/1-4), the Commission adopted the jollow-
ing agenda:

1. Report of the Co-ordinating Committee (COPREDAL/

CC/23);

2. Preparation of the draft Treaty on the Denuclearization
of Latin America (COPREDAL/36, 46-49, 51-33, 55§, 56
and 60; COPREDAL/L/14 Rev.; COPREDAL/CAT/
1-4, COPREDAL/CN/2);



3. Consideration of the draft Treaty for the Prolubition of
Nuclear Weapons in Lalin America, with a view to its
possible adoption as a treaty and its being opened for
signature.

On this occasion the following served as officers of the
Commission :

Chatrinan :
Mr. Alfonso Garcia Robles, representative of Mexico

Vice-Chairmen ;

Mr. Rafael Eguizdbal Tobias, representative of El Salvador,
and Mr, Sérgio Corréa da Costa, represeatative of Brazil.

At the fourth session, the representative of Brazil served in
the office heid at earlier sessions by Mr. José Sette Camara,
also representative of Brazil on the Preparatory Commission.

Mr. Carlos Peén del Valle served as General Secretary of
the Preparatory Commission. He was assisted by Mr, Antenio
Gonzales de Ledn, as Deputy Secretary of the Commission, and
by Mr. Sergio Gonzédlez Galvez, Mr. Alvare Carranco, Mr
Joagquin Mercade and Mr. Mario Vallejo Hinojosa as Assistant
Secretaries. Mr. Donaciano Gonzilez Gémez served as Cao-
ordinator.

The Preparatory Cemmission was gratified to receive, both
at the opening and at the closure of the fourth session, mes-
sages of encouragement and congratulation from U Thant,
Secretary-General of the United Nations, and also had the
great honour of receiving Mr. Gustavo Diaz Ordaz, President
of the United Mexican States.

The President of Mexico was good enough to attend the
closing meeting of the fourth session, at which the Commis-
sion's term of office expired upon the opening for signature of
the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuciear Weapons in Latin
America.

In order to carry out faithfully, the task assigned to it, the
Preparatory Commission divided its work between two working
groups that examined the provisions on which no identity of
views had been achieved Working Group 1 was instructed to
study questions relating to the control system and other pre-
dominantly technical problems, while Working Group 2 dealt
mainly with legal and political questions.

Working Group 1 had as its Chairman Mr. Armando Uribe
Arce, representative of Chile, and as its Rapporteur Com-
mander Roberto Ornstein of the Argentine Republic. Working
Group 2 had as its Chairman Mr. Sérgio Corréa da Costa,
representative of Brazil, and as its Rapporteur Mr. Vicente
Ernesto Berasategui of the Argentine Republic.

In addition to those Working Groups, the Commission de-
eided to set up a Drafting Committee to prepare the final texts.
This Committee was presided over by Mr. Alvaro Herrdn
Medina, representative of Colombia,

Lastly, a Credentials Committee was set up under the _chair-
manship of Mr. Carlos Lednidas Acevedo, representative of
Guatemala.

At its fortieth plenary meeting on 7 February 1967, the
Preparatory Commission decided to place on record the correct
interpretation of the omission, from article I, paragraph 1, sub-
paragraph (b) of the Treaty, of the term “transport”, which
had appeared in one of the alternative fexts included in the
“Proposals for the preparation of the Treaty on the Denucleari-
zation of Latin America” (COPREDAL/36). The Commission
accordingly decided to include the following statement in the
Final Act:

“the Commission deemed it unnecessary to include the
term ‘transport’ in article i, concerning ‘Obligations’, for the
following reasons:

“%. If the carrier is one of the Contracting Parties, trans-
port is covered by the prohibitions expressly laid down in the
remaining provisions of article 1 and there is no need to
mention i expressly, since the article prohibits ‘any form of
possession of any nuclear weapon, directly or indirectly, by
the Parties themselves, by anyone on their behalf or in any
other way"
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“2 If the carrier is a State not & Party to the Treaty,
transport is identical with ‘transit’ which, in the absence of
any provision in the Treaty, must be understood fo be gov-
erned by the principles and rules of international law; ac-
cording to those principles and tules it is for the territorial
State, in the free exercise of its sovereignty, to grant or deny
permission for such transit in each individual case, upon
application by the State interested in effecting the transit,
tnless some other arrangement has been reached in a Treaty
between such States”

At the same time, the delegation of Argentina expressed the
wish that the following statement should be tecorded in the
Final Act:

“The delegation of Argentina declares that, in its opinion,
the prohibition of transport (including transit) of nuclear
weapons within the territorial jurisdiction of the Contracting
Parties needs to be specified inasmuch as to permit such
transport would in its opinion violate the spirit of the Treaty,
which~-as expressly stated in the preambie to the Treaty—
is that Latin America should be wholly free from nuclear
weapons.”

The delegation of Nicaragua expressly requested at the 47th
plenary meeting on 12 Februmiy 1967 that the following state-
ment should be included in this Final Act:

“The delegation of Nicaragna understands that the prohi-
bitions laid down in this Treaty refer solely to the use of
nuclear energy for warlike purposes. Consequently Nicaragua,
in signing this Treaty, reserves its sovercign right to use
nuclear energy as it sees fit for peaceful purposes, such as the
large-scale removal of earth for the comstruction of inter-
oceanic or other canals, irrigation works and electric power
stations, and to permit transit of atomic materials through
its territory.”

The Preparatory Commission adopted, at its only meeting in
the first part of the fourth session, the following resolution:

Resorurion 19 (IV), PosreoNgMENT OF DISCUSSIONS AI IHE
FOURTH SESSION

The Preporatory Commsission for the Dennclearization of
Latin America,

Considering that several member States have taken the view
that the discussions at the fourth session should be postponed
until January 1967 in order to facilitate the successiul cudmi-
nation of the Commission's work,

Wishing to help in fostering the most favourable conditions
for the completion of the draft Treaty on the Denuclearization
of Latin America,

Noting, furthermore, the urgent need to conclude the task
entrusted o it for the benefit of the peoples of Latin America
and of all mankind,

Decides

1. To postpone the discussions at the fourth session of the
Preparatory Commission for the Denuclearization of Latin
America ;

2. To set Tuesday, 31 Janvary 1967, as the date for the
resumption of the fourth session at the headguarters of the
Commission ;

3. Earnestly o urge the Governments of member States to
give priority, during this interval, to the study of those points
in the draft Treaty on the Denuclearization of Latin America
which are stili unresolved;

4. That the date set in this resclution may be changed only
by the Commission through the affirmative vote of two-thirds
of its members.

Lastly, the second part of the fourth session resulted in the
adoption of the following resclutions:

Resorution 20 (IV). TERMTORIES SUBJECTI TO DISPUIES OR
CLAIMS

The Preparatory Commission for the Denuclearisation of
Latin dmerica,

Congidering that the maintenance of the territorial integrity
of a State takes on particular importance by virtue of the aims



pursued by the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapaons
in Latin America,

Recalling that in the Act of Washington of the First Special
Inter-American Conference it was decided that the Council of
the Organization of American States should take no decision,
on any application for admission submitted by a political entity
whose territory was, in whele or in part and prier to the date
of that resolution, the subject of a dispute or claim between a
country outside the continent and one or more States members
of that Organization, until the dispute had been settled by
peaceful means;

Recalling also that the Preparatory Commission itseif agreed
to include the guiding principle of that resclution in article 20,
paragraph 3, by providing that the General Conference of the
Apency established by article 8 of the Treaty shall not take
any decision regarding the admission of a political entity whose
territory is in whole or in part and prior to the date of the
signature of the Treaty, the subject of a dispute or claim be-
tween a country outside the continent and ene or more Latin
American States until the dispute has been settled by peaceful
means,

Decides that, for the purposes of representing territories that
are, in whele or in part and prior to the date of signature of
the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin
America, the subject of 2 dispute or claim between a country
outside the continent and one o more Latin American States,
the Preparatory Commission for the Denuclearization of Latin
America recognizes the law of the Latin American States

Resorurion 21 {(IV). Tagaty ror THE FROHIBITION OF
NucLeEar WEearons IN LATIN AMERICA

The Preparatory Cemnission for the Denuclearization of
Latin America,

Recalling resolution 1911 (XVIIL), in which the United Na-
tions General Assembly noted with satisfaction, on 27 Novem-
ber 1963, the initiative for the denuclearization of Latin Amer-
ica taken in the joint declaration of 29 April 1963;t

Noting that in the same resolution the General Assembly
expresses the hope that the States of Latin America will ini-
tiate studies concerning the measures that should be agreed
upott with a view to achieving the aims of the said declaration;

Considering that the Preparatory Commission, in fulflment
of the task entrusted to it by the Governments of the member
States in resolution II of the Preliminary Meeting on the
Denuclearization of Latin America adopted at Mexico City on
27 November 1964, has completed the preparation of a draft
Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin
Anmerica,

Decides

1. To adopt the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclea:
Weapons in Latin America, as set forth in the annex to this
resolution;

2 To apen the said instrument for an indefinite period for
signature by the States referred to in article 25 of the Treaty,
at Mexico City, with effect from Tuesday, 14 February 1967

ANNEX

Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear IWeapons in
Latin dmerica

[For the text, see Ofhcial Records of the General Assembly,
Twenty-second Session, Annexes, agenda item 91, docimnent
AJC 1/%6]

ResoruTion 22 (ITV). TWENTY-SECOND SESSION OF THE UNITED
Narions GENERAL ASSEMBLY

[For the teat, see Official Records of the General Assembly,
Twenty-second Sesston, Annexes, agenda item 91, document
A/6676 and Add 1-4, para 6.]

tDeclaration on the denuclearization of Latin America,
issued by the Presidents of Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Ecuador
and Mexico; for the text, see Oficial Records of the General
Assembly, Eighteenth Session, Annexes, agenda item 74, docu-
ment A/5415/Rev 1, annex.
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Resorution 23 (IV). Tur CONFERENCE OF fHE EIGHTEEN-
Naron CoMMITTEE ON DISARMAMENT AND IHE INTERNA-~
TioNal AtoMic EnNercy Acepncy

The Preparatory Commission for the Denuclearization of
Latin America,

Considering that the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons in Latin America, which is to be opened for signature
at Mexico City on 14 February 1967, constitutes a distinguished
contributicn by the signatory States to the international com-
munity’s effort to avert the danger of proliferation of nuclear
weapons and thereby marks an important step, as a collateral
measure, towards general and complete disarmament,

Considering at the same time that the faithful application
of the Treaty entails the good will and co-operation of the
mternational organs concerned with disarmament and the par-
ticipation, in particular, of the International Atomic Energy
Apency in substantial parts of the control system provided for
in the said Treaty,

Decides

1. To recommend the Chairman to transmit, by such means
as he deems most appropriate, the Final Act of this session,
which includes the full text of the Treaty, to the Co-Chairmen
of the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on
Disarmament;

2 To request the Chairman to transmit to the Director
Genera! of the International Atomic Energy Agency, for all
appropriate purposes, the Final Act of this session with the
full text of the Treaty.

Resorursow 24 (IV). Text or TRE TREATY 1IN THE (HINESE
AND RUSSIAN IANGUAGES

The Preparatory Commission for the Denuclearization of
Lotin America,

Hawing regard to United Nations General Assembly resolu-
tion 1911 (XVIII), which, : operative paragraph 4, requests
the Secretary-General to exiend to the States of Latin America
such technical facilities as they may require in order to
achieve their aim of prohibiting nuclear weapons in Latin
America for ever,

Decides

1. To request the Secretary-General of the United Nations
to prepare the Chinese and Russian texts of the Treaty for
the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in lafin America, and
of the tweo Additional Protocols to the sald Treaty, which are
to be opened for sigrature zt Mexico City on 14 February
1967 ;

2 Further to reguest the Secretary-General of the United
Nations te be good cnough to have the Final Act of the
fourth session of the Preparatory Commission circulated
among ail States Members of the United Nabions as a General
Assembly document;

3. To ask the Chairman to transmit this resolution o the
Secretary-General of the United Nations.

Resororion 25 (IV). Depositary GOVERNMENT

The Preparatory Commission for the Denuclearization of
Latin America,

1, Conveys to the Government of Mexico thanks in advance
for its co-operation as Depositary Government of the Treaty for
the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America;

2. Reguests the Government of Mexico to make the neces-
sary arrangements to ensure the continuation of the documen-
tation and information services for which the secretariat of
the Preparatory Commission has been responsible;

3, Recommends it to undertake the preparations for the
preliminary meeting provided for in article 23, paragraph 3,
of the Treaty.



Resorutzon 26 (IV). VOIE OF GRATITUDE

The Preparatory Commission for the Denuwclearization of
Latin America,

Haouving completed the task entrusted to it by the Preliminary
Meeting on the Denuclearization of Latin America,

Conscions that the peaceful and Americanist policy of the
Government of Mexico has been of value morzily, practically
and in every way in the successful discharge of its respon-
sibilities, and that the said Government has made a valuable
contribution by providing all the facilities and services needed
to enable the Commission secretariat to work efficiently,

Having received with ali due respect and warmth the
demonstrations of support in its task which have been made
to it by the Mexican authoriiies,

Sure that it faithfully interprets the wishes of the Govern-
ments and peoples who laid on the Commission the respon-
sibility of preparing for a Latin America free from the con-
sequences of the use of nuclear energy in wai,

Decides

1. To convey to the Government of Mexico its gratitude
for the moral and material contribution it has made to the
Commission throughout its existence;

2. To submit to His Excellency Gustave Diaz Ordaz, the
President of the United Mexican States, and to His Excellency
Antonio Carrillo Flores, the Secretary for Foreign Affairs of
Mexica, a clear and expressive statement of its deep apprecia-
tion for the support they have given the Preparatery Com-
mission in the performance of its functions and for the
{facilities they have provided for its work

Resovyrion 27 {(IV).

The Preparatory Commission for the Denuclearization of
Latin America,

Seeking to make the results of its efforts as good and as
lasting as possible,

Keenly aware, for this high purpose, of the contributions it
has received from the holders of offices of particular promi-
nence in the Commissien’s proceedings,

Conseions of the merit which has distinguished the services
of those officers of the Commission who have been called upon
to play a particularly representative part in the Preparatory
Commission,

Recalling with satisfaction the agreements reached by this
Commission and by the Preliminary Mecting on the Denu-
clearization of Latin America concerning the appointment of
the Commission’s officers and the organization of the work
of this Latin American body,

Decides

1. To express in this resolution the deep appreciation which
is due to His Excellency Ambassador Alfonso Garcia Robles
for having brought the task entrusted to the Preparatory
Commission to a successful conclusion through his distinguished
services as its Chairman;

2 To extend its congratulations to Their Excellencies Am-
bassador José Sette Camara, Ambassador Rafael Eguizdbal
Tobias and Ambassador Sérgio Corréa da Costa on their
efficient work as Vice-Chairmen of the Comumission;

3. To record its gratitude to His Excellency Carlos Peén
del Valle, General Secretary, His Excellency Antonio Gon-
zilez de Ledn, Deputy Secretary, Mr. Donanciano Gonzilez,
Mr. Serpgio Gonzilez Galvez, Mr. Alvara (arranco Avila,
Mr. Joaguin Mercado and other officials of the secretariat for
the zeal and diligence with which they have contributed to the
success of the Preparatory Commission’s task

VOTE OF THANKS

Resorurion 28 {IV)., VOTE OF APPRECIATION

The Preparatory Commission for the Denuclearization of
Latin America,

Deeply grateful for the co-operatien it has received, in its
own work and in the specific activities of its various organs,
from the United Nations Secretariat,
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Paiticularly thonkful for the generous spirit of co-operation
shown by the United Nations Secretariat whenever recourse
has been had to operative paragraph 4 of United Nations
General Assembly resclution 1911 (XVIII) in order that
the Secretary-General of the United Nations might extend
to the States of latin America, at their request, such technical
facilities as they might require for the purposes of ensuring
the denuclearization of Latin America,

Esteeming likewise the technical co-operation with which
the International Atomic Energy Agency has contributed to
its worl,

Decides

1. To address a vote of thanks to His Excellency 17 Thant,
Secretary-General of the United Nations, for the valuable
services which the international organization under his charge
has rendered to the Preparatery Commission for the De.
nuclearization of Latin America by appointing Mr William
Epstein, the Technical Consultant, whose ability and efficiency
the Commission takes pleasure in acknowledging once agaim;

2 To extend this vote of thanks to Dr. Sigvard Eklund,
the Director General of the International Atomic Energy
Agency, for having accredited to the Commission Mr Reinhard
. Rainer as Observer and, in that capacity, as a distinguished
participant in the Preparatary Commission's work

ResorutioN 2¢ (IV)., VOTE OF APPRECIATION

The Preparatory Consnission for the Denuclearization of
Latin America,

Considering it a matter of justice to express the gratitude of
its members and of the countries they represent to Mr. Adolio
Lépez Mateos, the former President of Mexice who, sincerely
anxious to preserve our peoples from the terrible dangers of
nuclear wars, took the initfal steps towards the conclusion of
a treaty to prohibit nuclear weapens on our continent,

Dacides to record a vete of appreciation to Mr Adelfo
Lopez Mateos, the former President of Mexico, for his
magnanimous initiative and decisive contribution to the cause
of peace

This Final Act was adopted unanimously by the Preparatory
Commissian at the 49th plenary meeting, held on 14 February
1967

3

United States of America: message dated 21 February
1967 from the President of the United States, BMr.
Lyndon B. Johnson to the Conference of the Eighteen-
Nation Commitiee on Disarmament

[ENDC/187, of 21 February 1967
[Original text; English)

The Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Disarmament Come
mittee reconvenes today in a time of renewed hope. Conclusion
of a treaty baaning weapons of mass destruction in outer
space, and a treaty for a Latin American nuclear free zone,
give new impetus to the effert to bring the arms race under
coritrot

The Disarmament Commitlee now faces a great opportunity—
a treaty to prevent the spread of nuclear weapons I earnestly
hope that it will soon be possible to recommend draft
provisions of a non-proliferation treaty for the consideration
of the Committee.

As I pointed out to the Congress of the United OStates
in my State of the Union Message, the world is "“in the
midst of a great tramsition, a transition from narrow na-
tionalism1 to international partnership; from the harsh spirit
of the coid war to the hopeful spirit of common humanity
on a troubled and threatened planet’”

Qur deepest obligation to ourselves and to our children is
to bring nuclear weapens under control We have already
made considerable progress The next step is to prevent the
further spread of these weapons. If we fail to act now, nation
after nation will be driven to wuse valuable resources to



acquire them Ewven local conflicts will involve the danger of
nuclear war. Nuclear arms will spread to potentially unstable
areas where open warfare has taken place during the last
decade. Indeed, all the progress of the past few years toward
a less dangerous world may well be undone.

A non-proliferation freaty must be equitable as between
the nuclear and the non-nuciear-weapon powers. I am con-
fident that we can achieve such equity and that the security
of all nations will be enhanced

Such a treaty will help free the non-nuclear nations from
the agomizing decision of whether to pursue a search for
security through nuclear arms. Freed from the fear that
non-muclear neighbors may develop such weapons, nations can
devote their efforts in the field of atomic energy to developing
strong, peaceful pregrams.

T have instructed our negotiators te exercise the greatest
care that the treaty not hinder the non-nuclear powers in
their development of nuclear emergy for peaceful purposes.
We believe in sharing the bemefits of scientific progress and we
will continue to act accordingly Through the Intermational
Atomic Energy Agency, through the European Atomic Energy
Community, and through other international channeis, we have
shared—and will continue to share—the lknowledge we
have gained about nuclear energy There wiil be no barrier
to effective co-operation among the signatory nations

I am sure we all agree that a non-proliferation treaty should
not contain any provisions that would defeat its majar purpose
The treaty must, therefore, cover nuclear explosive device's
for peaceful as weli as military purposes. The technology 1
the seme. A peaceful nuclear explosive device would, in effect,
also be a highly sophisticated weapon.

However, this will not impose any technological penalty
on the participating mations. The United States is prepared to
make available nuclear explosive services for peaceful purposes
on a non-diseriminatory basis under appropriate internatiangl
safeguards. We are prepared to join other nuciear States in
a commitment to do this.

More generally, we recommend that the treaty clearly
state the intention of its signatories to make available the full
benefits of peaceful nuclear technology—including any benefitz
that are the by-product of weapons research.

To assure that the peaceful atom remains peaceful, we must
work toward a broad international system of sa[eguz}rds
satisfactory to all concerned The treaty provides a unique
opportunity for progress to this end.

Agreement on a treaty to stop the spread of nuclear weapons
will be an historic turping point in the long effort to bring
the atom to heel. It will, I am confident, permit further
co-operative steps to reduce nuclear armaments Plain sanity
calls for a halt to the competition in nuclear arms

There js nothing to choose here between the interests of
the nuclear and the non-puclear nations: there is a ferribie
and inescapable equity in our common danger I wisli you
Godspeed in your work

¢

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland:
message from the Prime Minister of the United Kingdom,
the Right Honourable Harold Wilsen, to the Conference
of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament

FENDC/188, of 21 February 19677
[Original text: English]

The 1967 session of the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation
Committee on Disarmament will be of critical importance. [
believe that we have now reached the point at which, given
the political will, a treaty to prevent the spread of nyclear
weapons can be negotiated scon This is the most urgent of
the Committee's tasks,

Such an agreement, however, cannot stand on its own. If,
as 1 hope, the Committee's negotiations result in a non-
proliferation treaty, this must spur it on to new endeavours
I believe that progress is possible in two most important
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areas. The first is that of a complete test ban; the second,
real progress to more general disarmament, particularly in
nuclear weapons. Dangerous tendencies now exist which conld
lead the world intc a new arms race It must be the Com-
mittee’s objective to halt these tendencies and to begin the
pressing task of reducing nuclear stocks and conventional
forces, so that the world can devote a higher proportion of
its resources to the problems of hunger and inequality.

In seeking these objectives the Commiitee will have the
full support of the United Kingdom 1 send it my best wishes
for a fraitful session

5

Sweden: memorandum on the control of en underground
test ban treaty

[ENDC/191, of 19 July 1967
[Original text: English]

1. Purrose

The purpose of this document is to provide a more detailed
explanation of the scientific background to some of the state-
ments on the preblems of underground test ban controf, made
by the representative of Sweden at the 309tk meeting of the
Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament
on 29 Jupe 1967 {(ENDC/PV 309). To make it more generally
accessible, descriptive language has been used. To be fully
understandable some of the points would, however, require
an explanation in mathematical terms.

As stated in the speech, the Swedish investigations have
been concentrated on the question of how to use seismological
methods of identification to distinguish underground explosions
among earthquakes for the purpose of verifying an under-
ground fest ban treaty.

2. ANALYTICAL METHOD USED

The statistical method of evaluation employed constitutes an
application of decision theory and is a further development
of the method described in a report from the National Defence
Research Institute in Stockholm ® It has beea used to evaluate
both the case of control with inspection and the case of such
control without inspection.

The basic assumption made was that a convincing control
system would have to satisfy two political reguirements:

(H It‘ should provide sufficient deterrence against viclations
by making the probability for discovery sufficiently high;

(2} It should contain adequate assurance against the risk
that “freaks of nature”, in the form earthquakes similar in

appearance to explosions, should induce unwarranted political
accusations

These political requirements were put into mathematical
form together with the statistical properties of the identifica-
tion method investigated The quantities obhtained were then
used in a mathematical mode] of control "procedures which
takes inte account the always present risks of mistaking
explosions {or earthguakes and vice versa (The appearance
now and then of expiosions looking like earthquakes is covered
in this way.) This mode! then provides a procedure by which
te determine the level of earthquake similarity below which an
event is regarded as an explosion This level is selected
in such a way as to provide the required deterrence against
violations and at the same time providing sufficient assurance
against mistakes concerning earthquakes. An essential feature
of the method employed is that it also permits the determina-
tion of the most efficient level of earthquake-similarity, effi-
cient in the sense that the required deterrent is maintained
at the same time as—in the non-inspection case—the risk for
mistakes concerning earthquakes is made as small as possible.
Likewise, in the inspecifon case, the number of inspections
reguired 5 minimized.

u Research Institute for National Defence of Sweden,
Approaches to seme test ban conlrol problems, report € 4286-
20(23) 1967,



In conclusion, the method employed provides a procedure
to determine whether a particular identification method, ex-
ploited in the most efficient way, meets a particular political
contrel requirement or not

3. SPECIFIC ASSUMPIIONS

The method involves eight basic guantities. These are
described more fully in the following. In order to he able to
make the caleulations, specific numerical values have been
assigned to some of them This is also explained below.

For three of the eight guantities the numerical values are
determined by nature and by the observational technigues
available.

For the purpose of calculation, the number of earthguakes
per year in the area to be monitored was taken as 200 Ac-
cording to an official statement in the United Statesv this
corresponds to the yearly number of shallow earthguakes in
the Soviet Union, of magnitudes larger than 4 This number
has also been said to be not far from the corresponding
number of earthquakes in the United States. The particular
magnitude level of 4 was selected as being close to the level
of routine detection by the powerful seismalogical LASA
[large aperture seismic array] station in Montana Events of
magnitudes just above this detection level will, because of the
sophisticated post detection processing possible with data from
this station, have a signai-to-noise tatio which is helpful to
identification analysis also of these weak events The magnitude
corresponds to underground explosions in hard rock of nuclear
devices with yvields of approximately 1 kiloton

Two statistical quantities were employed to describe the
particular identification methods considered One of them is
determined by the physical properties of earthquakes and the
other by the corresponding properties of explosions. Both are
influenced by the particular method of measurement employed
In all, fve identification methods were studied. The statistical
properties of these various methods were obtained from
published reports or from articles in scientific journais. Three
of those articles” make use of local or regional data, measured
within approximately 1,000 km from the event {For the pur-
pose of test ban control such regional data could be obtained
through a proper international data exchange ) The two other
identification methods considered employ teleseismic data,
obtained at distances between 2,000 and 10,000 km from the
event. (These can thus be used over intercontinental distances. )

The remaining five quantities involved in our analysis express
the political reguirements of the control procedure. Their
numerical determination is largely a matter of poiitical and
technical judgement and should be considered as = major
step in the definition of a control system.

The sufficient deterrence against violations is éeﬁn.ed b_y two
quantities : the number of explosions per year in viclation of

v United States Congress, Joint Committee on  Atemic
Energy, Developments te technical capabilities for detecting
and identifying nuclear weapons tests, Hearing before the
Joint Commitlee, March 5-8, 11-12 1963 (Washington, D C,
U.S Government Printing Office).

w James Brune, Alvaro Espinosa and Jack Oliver, “Relative
excitation of surface waves by carthquakes and undergrouad
explosions in the California-Nevada region”, Jowrnal of Geo-
phwsical Research  {Richmond, Va, American Geophysical
Union), val 68, No 11 (June 1963); Emil Jebe and David
Willis, “An application of the discriminant function technique
to seismic records”, Earthguake Notes (Eastern Section,
Seismological Society of America), vol. XXV, numbers 3-4
(September-December  1964) ; Aaron Booker and Walter
Witronovas, “An application of statistical discrimination to
classify seismic events”, Bulletin of the Seismological Society
of Americg (Baltimore, Md, Waverly Press), vol 54, No. 3
{ Fune 1964),

2. T Kelly, Semfannyal leclutical siwnmary report on scismic
discrimination, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Lincoln
Laboratory {(Lesington, Mass), 31 December 1966; P I
Marshali, E. W. Carpenter, A. Douglas and J B. Young,
Some seismic resulfs of the long shot explosion, Great Britain:
Atomic Weapons Research Establishment {Aldermaston, Berk-
shire) report No. 0-67/66, October 1966
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a treaty and a sufficiently high probability of disclosure of such
violations, In our calcolations the nmumber of these explosions
was chosen to be one per year. The disclosure probability
level! was put at 10 per cent, meaning that a prospective
violator would have to face one chance in ten of being
disclosed. This level was estimated to be high enough to deter
from viclations in view of the high political costs involved
in a disclosure As a matter of fact, this figure seems to have
been used in similar caleulations in the United States It
should not be confused with the higher levels of disclosure
desirabie in intellizence activities, where one, of course, wants
to fAind out as much as possible.

The second political requirement of the control system, as
outlined in the statement of the Swedish representative, con-
cerns the adequate assurance against the risk that earthquakes,
similar in appearance to explosions, could lead to unwarranted
political accusations.

In the case of control with inspection the process of verifi-
cation contains two steps. In the first of these, mistakes con-
cerning earthquakes on the basis of seismological and col-
lateral evidence are of Hmited impostance, as the final political
decision will be made only after the second step, that of
inspection, has given conclusive evidence of a violation. The
case of control with on-site inspection thereiore has to take
into account the number of such inspections required or
permitted. At the outset of our calculations this number was
left open 2s a quantity to be determined by the calculation.
In the inspection case the efficiency of inspections alse has
to be taken into account This will depend on the inspection
procedure provided in the treaty (in past test ban discussions
referred to as inspection modalities) and on available tech-
niques for event localization and on-site inspection. This
inspection efficiency was taken iato account in ferms of the
probability that inspections of violations will be successful.
This probability was put at 50 per cent, being an estimate
of what event location capabilities and modalities could provide,
taken together.

In the case of control without on-site inspections, the
guarantec given by the inspections against mistaking in ‘the final
assessment earthquakes for explosions does not exist and has
to be replaced by am extremely low probability for making
such mistakes. This probability is measured by the expected
number of years between such mistakes In our caleulations
this number was left open as a quantity to be determined.
In assessing the results, we assumed tha{ control systems,
where such mistakes are expected to accur orly once in a
hundred years, are acceptable and that systems with one
mistake in fen years are worth being discussed.

4 Resurts

Using the assumptions described above, the calculations
showed that some of the identification methods that have
been published are of rather limited efficiency. However, data
on the British teleseismic or long distance method of identifi-
cation by complexity, as presented by Keily in the report
referred to in an earlier foot-note and obtaimed with the
LASA station in Montana, indicate the possibility of
a control system with no more than one on-site inspection
in two years. A similar number of on-site inspections
would be sufficient if regional data, proper to the identification
method developed in the United States by Booker and Mitro-
novas and also referred to above, could be obtained, for
instance, through an international data exchange If combined,
these two methods shouid result in a further decrease in the
nurmber of on-site inspections required This constitutes con-
siderable progress if compared with the requirement of several
inspections per year stated in the past

The efficiency of the published identification methods has
indeed improved so much during the last years that it has
become meaningful fo discuss the possibilities for controf
without inspection. The data orn identification by complexity,
already referred to, indicate the possibility of an inspection-free
control system with the reguired ten per cent deterrence level
and limiting mistakes concerning earthquakes to once in 13
vears This might constitute an acceptable system in itself.



It would be further improved if regional data for the Booker
and Mitronovas identification method were made available
through an internmational data exchange

The most promising of the published identification methods
is, however, one which makes use of certain simultaneous
measurements, from long distances, of long period and short
period waves, The value of this method was recognized at
an early stage by DBritish scientists and the data on this
method, published by Marshall et al. in the British report
veferred to earlier, indicate the possibility of an imspection-
free system operating at a deterrence level of more than
10 per cent and Hmiting mistakes concerning earthquakes to
one in a hundred years. This would be a very impressive
system but in this case our estimates rest on rather few
observations and one should be cautious in using our con-
clusions until more data have been made available, To include
in its practical application sufficiently low magnitudes this
short-period/long-period methed of identification requires that
the sensitive short-period array stations are combined with
arrays of very sensitive long-peried instruments and powerful
computers.
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United States of America: draft treaty en the non-
proliferation of nuclear weapons

[ENDC/192, of 24 Angust 19677
[Original text; English]

The States concluding this Trealy, hereinafter referred to
as the "Parties to the Treaty™,

Constdering the devastation that would be visited upon all
mankind by a nuclear war and the consequent need to make
every effort to avert the danger of such a war and to take
measures to safeguard the security of peoples,

Believing that the proliferation of nuclear weapons would
seripusly enbance the danger of nuclear war,

In conformity with resolutions of the United Nations General
Assembly calling for the conclusion of an agreement on the
prevention of wider dissemination of nuclear weapons,

Undertaking to co-operate in facilitating the application of
International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards on peaceful
nuclear activities,

Expressing their support for research, development and
other efforts to further the application, within the framework
of the International Atomic Energy Agency saleguards sys-
tem, of the principle of safeguarding effectively the flow of
source and special fissionable materials by use of instruments
and other techniques at certain strategic points,

Affirming the principle that the benefits of peaceful applica-
tions of nuclear technology, including any technological by-
products which may be derived by nuclear-weapon States
from the development of nuclear explosive devices, should be
available for peaceful purposes to all Parties to the Treaty,
whether nuclear-weapon or non-nuclear-weapor States,

Convinced. that in furtherance of this piinciple, all Parties
to this Treaty are entitled to participate in the fullest possible
exchange of scientific informiation for, and to contribute alone
or in co-operation with other States to, the further develop-
ment of the applications of atomic energy for peaceful purposes,

Declaring their intention that potential benefits from any
peaceful applications of nuclear explosions should be available
through appropriate intermational procedures to non-nuclear-
weapon States Party to this Treaty on a non-discriminatory
basis and that the charge to such Parties for the explosive
devices used should be as low as possible and exclude any
charge for research and development,

Declaring their intention to achieve at the earliest possible
date the cessation of the nuclear arms race,

Urging the co-operation of all States in the attainment of
this objective,

Desiring to further the easing of international tensien and
the strengthening of trust between States in order to facilitate
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the cessation of the manufacture of nuclear weapons, the
liquidation of all their existing stockpiles, and the elimination
from national arsenals of nuclear weapons and the means of
their delivery pursuant to a treaty on general and complete
disarmament under strict and cffective international control,

Noting that nothing in this Treaty affects the right of
any group of States to conciude regional treaties in order to
assure @he total absence of nuclear weapons in their respective
territories,

Have agreed as follows:

Artrcre 1

Each nuclezr-weapon State Party to this Treaty undertakes
not to transfer to any recipient whatsoever nuclear weapons
or other nuclear explosive devices or control aver such weapons
or explosive devices directly, or indirectly; and not in any
way to assist, encourage, or induce any non-nuclear-weapot:
State to manufacture or otherwise acquire nuclear weapons or
other nuciear explosive devices, or control over such weapons
or explosive devices.

Articie I

Eaeh non-nuclear-weapon State Party to this Treaty under-
takes not to receive the transfer from any transferor whatso-
ever of nucledr weapons or other auclear explosive devices or
of control over such weapons or explosive devices directly,
or indirectly ; not to manufacture or otherwise acquire nuclear
weapons or other nuclear explosive devices; and not to seek
or receive any assistance in the mannfacture of nuclear weapons
or other nuclear explosive devices.

Anrticte 11T
{hiternational Control)
Axnricre IV

Nothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as affecting
the inalienable right of all the Parties to the Treaty to
develop research, production and wse of nuclear energy for
peaceful purposes without discrimination and in conformity
with articles I and II of this Treaty, as well as the right
of the Parties to participate in the fullest possible exchange
of information for, and to contribute alene or in co-operation
with other States to, the further development of the applica-
tions of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes

ArticLe V

1. Any Party to this Treaty may propose amendments to
this Treaty. The text of any proposed amendment shall be
submitted to the Depositary Governments which shall circulate
it to ail Parties to the Treaty. Thereupon, if requested to do
s0 by one-third or more of the Parties to the Treaty, the
Depositary Governments shall convene a conférence, to which
they shall invite all the Parties to the Treaty, to consider
such an amendment

2. Apny amendment to this Freaty must be approved by a
majority of the votes of all the Parties to the Treaty,
including the wvotes of all nuclear-weapon States Party to
this Treaty and all other Parties which, on the date the amend-
ment is circulated, are members of the Board of Governors
of the International Atomic Energy Agency. The amendment
shall enter inte force for all Parties upon the deposit of
instruments of ratification by a majority of all the Parties,
including the instruments of ratification of all nuclear-weapon
States Party to this Treaty and all other Parties whick, en
the date the amendment is circulated, are members of the
Board of Governors of the International Atomic Energy
Agency.

3 Five years after the entry into force of this Treaty,
a conference of Parties to the Treaty shall be held in Geneva,
Switzerland, in order to review the operation of this Treaty
with a view to assuring that the purposes and provisions of
the Treaty are being realized.



ArtictE VI

1 This Treaty shall be open to all States for signature.
Any State which does not sign the Treaty before its eptry
into force jn accordance with paragraph 3 of this article may
accede to it at any time.

2 This Treaty shal! be subject to ratification by signatory
States. Instruments of ratification and instraments of accession
shall be deposited with the Governments of ©, which are
hereby designated the Depositary Governments.

3 This Treaty shall enter into force after its ratification
by all nuclear-weapon States signatory to this Treaty, and

other States signatory to this Treaty and the deposit
of their instruments of ratifcation. For the purposes of this
Treaty, a nuclear-weapor State is one which has manuiactured
and exploded a nuclear weapon or other nuclear explosive
device prior to 1 January 1967

4. For States whose instruments of ratification or accession
are deposited subsequent to the entry into force of this Treaty,
it shall enter into force on the date of the deposit of their
instruments of ratification or accession. .

5. The Depositary Governments shali promptly inform all
signatory and acceding States of the date of each signature,
the date of deposit of each instrument of ratification or of
accession, the date of the entry into force of this Treaty, and
the date of receipt of any requests for convening a conference
ar other notices.

6. This Treaty shall be registered by the Depositary Govern-
ments pursuant to Article 102 of the Chartér of the United
Nations

Antrcre VII

This Treaty shall be of unlimited duration,

Each Party shall in exercising its national sovereignty have
the right to withdraw from the Treaty i it decides that
extraordinary events, related to the subject rmatter of this
Treaty, have jeopardized the supreme interests of its country.
Tt shall give notice of such withdrawal to ali other Parties to
the Treaty and to the United Nations Security Council three
months in advance. Such notice shall include a statement of
the extraordinary events it regards as having jeopardized its
supreme interests

Articie VIII

This Treaty, the Chinese, English, French, Russian and
Spanish texts of which are equally authentic, shall be deposited
in the archives of the Depositary Governments. Duly certified
copies of this Treaty shall be transmitted by the Depositary
Governments to the Governments of the signatory and acceding
States

IN wirNEss WHEREOF the undersigned, duly authorized, have
signed his Treaty.

Dowe N ... at .

this ... of .. ..
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United States of America: revised draft treaty on the non-
proliferation of nuclear weapons

[ENDC/192/Rev.], of 18 January 1968]
[Origtual texi; English]

The States concluding this Treaty, hereinafter referred to
ag the "“Parties to the Treaty”,

Considering the devastation that would be visited wpon all
mankind hy a nuelear war and the consequent need to make
every effort to avert the danger of such a war and to take
measures to safeguard the security of peoples,

Believing that the proliferation of nuclear weapons would
serionsly enhance the danger of nuclear war,

In conformily with resotutions of the United Nations Gen-
eral Assembly calling for the conclusion of an agreement on
the prevention of wider dissemination of nuclear weapons,

UUndertaking to co-operate in facilitating the application of
International Atomic Energy Apgency safeguards on peaceful
nuclear activities, .
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Expressing their support for research, development and other
efforts to further the application, within the framework of
the International Atomic Energy Apency safeguards system,
of the principle of safeguarding effectively the How of source
and specizl fissionable materials by use of instruments and
other techniques at certain strategic points,

Affirming the principle that the benefits of peaceful applica-
tions of nuclear technology, including any technological by-
products which may be derived by nuclear-weapon States from
the development of nuclear explosive devices, should be
available for peaceful purposes to all Parties to the Treaty,
whether nuclear-weapon or non-nuclear-weapon States,

Convinced that in furtherance of this principle, all Parties
to this Treaty are entitled to participate in the fullest possible
exchange of scientific informatien for, and to contribute alene
or in co-operation with other States to, the further develop-
ment of the applications of atomic energy for peaceful purposes,

Declaring their intention to achieve at the earliest possible
date the cessation of the nuclear arms race,

Urging the co-operation of all States in the attainment of
this objective,

Desiring to further the easing of international tension and
the strengthening of trust between States in order to facilitate
the cessation of the manufacture of nuclear weapons, the liquida-
tion of all théir existing stoclepiles, and the elimination from
national arsenals of nuclear weapons and the means of their
delivery pursuant to a treaty on general and complete disarma-~
ment under strict and effective internationai control,

Have agreed as follows:

Articie I

Fach nuclear-weapon State Party to this Treaty undertakes
not to traasfer to any recipient whatsoever nuciear weapens
or other nuclear explesive devices or control over such
weapons or explosive devices directly, or indirectly; and not
in any way to assist, encourage, or induce any non-nuclear-
weapon State to manufacture or otherwise acquire nuclear
weapons or other nuclear explosive devices, or control over
such weapons or explosive devices.

Arrrcre I1

Each non-nuclear-weapon State Party to this Treaty vnder-
takes not to receive the transfer {rom any transferor whatso-
ever of nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices or
of contro} over such weapons or explosive devices directly, or
indirectly; not to manufacture of otherwise acquire nuclear
weapons or other nuclear explosive devices; and not to seck
or receive any assistance in the manufacture of nuclear weapons
or other nuclear explosive devices.

Axtrcte IIT

1. Fach non-nuclear-weapon State Party to the Treaty
undertakes te accept safeguards, as set forth in an agreement
to be negotiated and concluded with the Internaticnal Atomic
Energy Agency in accordance with the Statute of the Inter-
national Atomic Energy Agency and the Agency's safeguards
system, for the exclusive purpose of verification of the {uifil-
ment of ity obligations assumed under this Treaty with a view
to preventing diversion of nuclear emergy from peaceful uses
to nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices. Pro-
cedures for the safeguards required by this article shall be
followed with respect to source or special fissionable material
whether it is being produced, processed or used in any principal
nuclear facility or is outside any such facility The safeguards
required by this article shall be applied on all source or special
fissionable material in all peaceful nuclear activities within
the territory of such State, under ils jurisdiction, or carried
out under its control anywhere.

2 Fach State Party to the Treaty underfakes not to pro-
vide: (a) source or special fissionable material, or (b) equip-
ment or material especially designed or prepared for the
processing, use or production of special fissionable material,
to any nonsnuclear-weapon State for peaceful purposes, unless



the source or special fissionable material shall be subject to
the safeguards required by this article

3. The safeguards required by this article shall be imple-
meried in & manner designed to comply with article IV of this
Treaty, and to avoid hampering the economic or technological
deveiopment of the Parties or international co-operation in the
field of peaceful nuclear activities, inciuding the interpational
exchange of nuelear material and equipment for the processing,
use or production of nuclear material for peaceful purposes in
accordance with the provisions of this article and the principle
of safeguarding set forth in the Preamble.

4, Non-nuclear-weapon States Party to the Treaty shall
conclude apreements with the International Atemic Energy
Agency to meet the requirements of this article either indivi-
dually or together with other States in accordance with the
Statute of the International Atomic Energy Agency. Negotia-
tion of such agreements shall commence within 180 days from
the original entry into force of this Treaty. For States
depositing their instruments of ratification after the I80-day
period, nepotiation of such agreements shall commence not
later than the date of such deposit. Such agreements shali enter
into force not later than eighteen months after the date of
initiation of negotiations.

Articte 1V

1. Nothing in this Treaty shail be interpreted as afecting
the inalicnable right of ail the Parties to the Treaty to develop
research, production and use of nuclear energy for peaceful
purposes without discrimination and in  conformity with
articles T and II of this Treaty

2. All the Parties to the Treaty have the right to participate
in the fullest possible exchange of scientific and technological
information for the peaceful uses of nuclear energy Parties
to the Treaty in a position to do so shall also co-operate in
contributing alone or together with other States or international
organizations to the further development of the applications of
nuclear energy for peaceful purposes, especially in the terri-
tories of non-nuclear-weapon States Party to the Treaty

AnticLe 'V

Fach Party to this Treaty undertakes to co-operate to
insure that potentizl benefits from any peaceful applications
of nuclear explesions will be made available through appro-
priate international procedures to non-nuclear-weapon States
Party to this Treaty on a non-discriminatory basis and that
the charge to such Parties for the explosive devices used will
be as low as possible and exclude any charge for research
and development It is understood that nos-nuclear-weapon
States Party to this Treaty so desiring may, pursuant to a
special agreement or agreements, obtain any such henefits on a
bilateral basis or through an appropriate international body with
adeguate representatior of non-nuclear-weapon States.

Anrticer VI

Each of the Parties to this Treaty undertakes to pursue
negotiations in good faith on effective measures regarding
cessation of the nuclear arms race and disarmament, and on
a treaty on pgeneral and complete disarmament under strict
and effective international control

Articie VII

Nothing in this Treaty affects the right of any group of
States to conclude regional treaties in order to assure the total
absence of nuclear weapons in their respective territories

Awrticie VIII

1 Any Party to this Treaty may propose amendments to
this Treaty The fext of any proposed amendment shall be
submitted to the Depositary Governments which shall circulate
it to all Parties to the Treaty. Thereupon, if requested to do
so by one-third or more of the Parties to the Treaty, the
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Depositary Governments shall convene a conference, to which
they shall invite all the Parties to the Treaty, to consider
such an amendment.

2. Any amendment to this Treaty must be approved by a
majority of the votes of all the Parties to the Treaty, including
the votes of all nuclear-weapon States Party to this Treaty
and all other Parties which, on the date the amendment is
circulated, are members of the Board of Governors of the
International Atomic Energy Agency. The amendment shall
enter into force for each Party that deposits its instrument
of ratification of the amendment upon the deposit of instru-
ments of ratification by a majority of all the Parties, including
the instruments of ratification of all nuclear-weapon States
Party to this Treaty and all other Parties which, on the date
the amendment is circulated, are members of the Board of
Governors of the Internationa! Atomic Energy Agency There-
after, it shall enter into force for any other Party upon the
deposit of its instrument of ratification of the amendment

3. Five years after the entry into force of this Treaty, a
conference of Parties to the Treaty shall be held in Geneva,
Switzerland, in order to review the operation of this Treaty
with a view to assuring that the purposes and provisions
of the Treaty are being realized.

Artrere IX

1. This Treaty shall be open to all States for signature. Any
State which does not sign the Treaty before its entry inte
force in accordance with paragraph 3 of this article may accede
to it at any time

2. This Treaty shall be subject to ratification by signatory
States. Instruments of ratification and instruments of accession
shall be deposited with the Governments of .., which are
hereby designated the Depositary Governments.

3. This Treaty shall enter into force after its ratification
by all nuclear-weapon States signatory to this Treaty, and
40 other States signatory to this Treaty and the deposit of
their instruments of ratification. For the purposes of this
Treaty, a nuclear-weapon State is ene which has manufactured
and exploded a nuclear weapon or other nuclear explosive
device prior to 1 January 1967.

4. For States whose instruments of ratification or accession
are deposited subsequent to the entry into force of this Treaty,
it shall enter into force on the date of the deposit of their
instruments of ratification or accession.

5. The Depositary Governments shall promptly inform all
signatory and acceding States of the date of each signature,
the date of deposit of each instrument of ratification or of
accession, the date of the eniry into force of this Treaty, and
the date of receipt of any requests for convening a conference
ot other notices.

6 This Treaty shall be registered by the Depositary Gov-
ernments pursuant to Article 102 of the Charter of the United
Nations

Anricee X

1. Each Party shall in exercising its national sovereignty
have the right to withdraw from the Treaty if it decides that
extracrdinary events, related to the subject matter of this
Treaty, have jeopardized the supreme interests of its country.
It shall give notice of such withdrawal o all other Parties
to the Treaty and to the United Natons Security Council
three months in advance Such notice ghall include a statement
of the extraordinary events it regards as having jeopardized
its supreme interests.

2. Twenty-five years after the entry into force of the Treaty,
a conference shall be convened to decide whether the Treaty
shall continue in force indefinitely, or shall be extended for
azn additional fixed period or periods This decision shall be
talken by a majority of the Parties to the Treaty

Articte X1

This Treaty, the Chinese, English, French, Russian and
Spanish texts of which are equaliy authentic, shall be deposited



in the archives of the Depositary Governments. Duly certified
copigs of this Treaty shall be transmitted by the Depositary
Governments to the Governments of the signatory and acceding
States

In wiiness wHereor the undersigned, duly authorized, have
signed this Treaty.

Dowg IN ... at .. this ... of ...

]

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics: draft treaty on the
non-proliferation of nuclear weapons

[ENDC/193, of 24 August 1967
[Original teat: Russian]

The States concluding Ihis Treaty, hereinfater referred to
as the “"Parties to the Treaty",

Considering the devastation that would be visited upon all
mankind by a nuclear war and the consequent need to make
every effort to avert the danger of such a war and to take
measures to safeguard the security of peoples,

Belicuing that the proliferstion of nuclear weapons would
seriously enhance the danger of nuclear war,

In conformity with resolutions of the United Nations Gen-
eral Assembly calling for the conclusion of an agreement on
the prevention of wider dissemination of nuclear weapons,

Undertaking to co-operate in facilitating the application of
International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards on peaceful
nuclear activities,

Expressing their support for research, development and other
efforts to further the application, within the framework of
the Interpational Atomic Energy Agency safeguards system,
of the principle of safeguarding effectively the flow of source
and special fissionable materials by use of instruments and other
techniques at certain strategic points,

Affirming the principle that the benefits of peaceful applica-
tions of nuclear technology, including any technological by-
products whick may be derived by nuclear-weapon States from
the development of nuclear explosive devices, should be available
for peaceful purposes to all Parties to the Treaty, whether
nuclear-weapon or non-nuclear-weapon States,

Conwvinced that in furtherance of this principle, all Parties
to this Treaty are entitied to participate in the fullest possible
exchange of scientific information for, and to contribute alene
or in co-operation with other States to, the further development
of the applications of atomic energy for peaceful purposes,

Declaring their intention that potential benefits from any
peaceful applications of nuclear explosions should be available
through appropriate international procedures to non-nuclear-
weapan States Party to this Treaty on a nom-discriminatory
hasis and that the charge to such Parties for the explosive
devices used should be as low as possible and exclude any
charge for research and development,

Declaring their intention to achieve at the earliest possible
date the cessation of the nuclear arms race,

Urging the co-operation of all States in the attainment of
this ohjective,

Desiring to further the easing of international tension and
the strenpgthening of trust between States in order fo facilitate
the cessation of the manufacture of nuclear weapons, the
liquidation of all their existing stockpiles, and the elimination
from national arsenals of nuclear weapons and the means of
their delivery pursuant to a treaty on general and complete
disarmament under strict and effective international controi,

Noling that nothing in this Treaty affects the right of any
group of States to conclude regional treaties in order to assure
the total absence of nuclear weapons in their respective terri-
tories,

Haue agreed as follows :

Articte I

Fach nuclear-weapon State Party to this Treaty undertakes
uot ta transfer to any recipient whatsoever nuclear weapons
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or other nuclear explosive devices or control over such weapons
or explosive devices directly, or indirectly ; and not in any way
to assist, encourage, or induce any non-nuclear-weapon State
to manufacture or otherwise acquire nuclear weapons or other
nuclear explosive devices, or control over such weapons or
explosive devices.

Articte II

Each non-nuclear-weapon State Party to this Treaty under-
takes not to receive the transfer from any transferor whatso-
ever of nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices or
of control over such weapons or explosive devices directly,
or indirectly; not to manufacture or otherwise acquire nuclear
weapons or other nuclear explosive devices; and not o seele
or receive any assistance in the manufacture of nuclear weapons
or other nuclear explosive devices

Articie JII
{International Control}
ArTiCiE IV

Nothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as affecting the
inatenable right of all the Parties to the Treaty to develop
research, production and use of nuclear energy for peaceful
purposes without discrimination and in conformity with
articles I and II of this Treaty, as well as the right of the
Parties to participate in the fullest possible exchange of
information for, and to contribute alone or in co-operation with
other States to, the further development of the applications
of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes.

ARTICLE V

1. Any Party to this Trealy may propose amendments to
this Treaty The text of any proposed amendment shall be
submitted to the Depositary Governments which shall circulate
it to all Parties to the Treaty, Thereupon, if requested to do
so by one-third or more of the Parties to the Treaty, the
Depositary Governments shall convene a conference, to which
they shail iavite all the Parties to the Treaty, to consider
such an amendment

2. Any amendment to this Treaty must be approved by a
majority of the votes of ali the Parties to the Treaty, including
the votes of alj muclear-weapon States Party to this Treaty
and all other Parties which, en the date the amendment is
circulated, are members of the Board of Governors of the
International Atomic Energy Agency. The amendment shail
enter into force for all Parties upon the deposit of instruments
of ratification by a majority of all the Parties, including the
instruments of ratification of all nuclear-weapon States Party
to this Treaty and all other Parties which, on the date the
amendment is circulated, are members of the Board of Governors
of the International Atomic Energy Agency

3. Five years after the entry into force of this Treaty, a
conjerence of Parties to the Treaty shall be held in Geneva,
Switzesland, in order to review the operation of this Treaty
with a2 view to assuring that the purposes and provisions of
the Treaty are being realized

Awrticie VI

1. This Treaty shall be open to all States for signature
Any State which does not sign the Treaty before its entry
into force in accordance with paragraph 3 of this article may
accede to it at any time

2. This Treaty shall be subject to ratification by signatory
States. Instruments of ratification and instruments of accession
shall be deposited with the Governments of . which are
hereby designated the Depositary Governments,

3 This Treaty shall enter into force after its ratification
by all nuclear-weapon States signatory to this Treaty, and ...
other States signatory to this Treaty and the deposit of their
instruments of ratification. For the purposes of this Treaty, a
nuclear-weapon State is one which has manufactured and
exploded a nuclear weapon or other nuclear explosive device
prior to 1 January 1967.



4 For States whose instruments of ratification or accession
are deposited subsequent to the entry into force of this Treaty,
it shall enter into force on the date of the deposit of their
instruments of ratification or accession.

5 The Depositary Governments shall promptly inform all
signatory and acceding States of the date of each signature,
the date of deposit of each instrument of ratification or of
accession, the date of the entry into force of this Treaty, and
the date of receipt of any requests for convening a conference
or other notices,

6 This Treaty shall be registered by the Depositary Govern-
ments pursuant to Article 102 of the Charter of the United
Nations.

Articte VII

This Treaty shall be of unlimited duration

Eack Party shall in exercising its national sovereignty have
the right to withdraw from the Treaty if it decides that
extraordinary events, related to the subject matter of this
Treaty, have icopardized tlse supreme interests of its country.
It shall give notice of such withdrawal to all other Parties
to the Treaty and to the United Nations Security Council
three months in advance. Such notice shall include a statement
of the extraordinary events it regards as having jeopardized
its supreme interests.

Arricie VIII

This Treaty, the Chinese, English, French, Russian and
Spanish texts of which are equally authentic, shall be deposited
in the archives of the Depositary Governments. Duly certified
copies of this Treaty shall be transmitted by the Depositary
Governments to the Governments of the signatory and acceding
States

In witnsss wHEREOF the undersigned, duly authorized, have
signed this Treaty

Dong v .o at . this ... of . ..
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Union of Soviet Socialist Republics: revised draft treaty on
the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons

EENDC/193/Revd, of 18 Jannary 1968
[Criginal text: Russian]

The Stafes concluding s Treaty, hereinafter referred to
as the '"Parties to the Treaty”,

Considering the devastation that would be visited upon zll
mankind by a nuclear war and the consequent need to make
every effort to avert the danger of such a war and to take
measures to safeguard the security of peoples,

Belicving that the proliferation of nuclear weapons would
seriously enhance the danger of nuclear war,

I conformily with resolutions of the United Nations Gen-
eral Assembly calling for the conclusion of an agreement on
the prevention of wider dissemination of nuciear weapons,

Underighing to co-operate in facilitating the apphleation of
International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards on peaceful
nuclear activities,

Expressing their support for research, development and other
efforts to further the application, within the framework of the
International Atomic Energy Agency safepuards system, of the
principle of safeguarding effectively the flow of source and
special fissionable materials by use of instruments and sther
techniques at certain strategic points,

Affirming the principle that the benefits of peaceful applica-
tions of nuclear technology, including any technological by-
preducts which may be derived by nuclear-weapon States from
the developments of nuclear explosive devices, should be avail-
able for peaceful purposes to all Parties to the Treaty, whether
nuclear-weapon or non-nuclear-weapon States,

Convinged that in furtherance of this principle, all Parties
to this Treaty are entitled to participate in the fullest possible
exchange of scientific mformation for, and to contribute alone
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or in co-operation with other States to, the further development
of the applicationis of atomic energy for peaceful purposes,

Declaring their intention to achieve at the earbiest possible
date the ccssat:on of the nuclear arms race,

Urging the co-cperation of all States in the attazinment of
this ohjective,

Desiring to further the easing of international tension and
the strengthening of trust between States in order to facilitate
the cessation of the manufacture of nuclear weapons, the
liquidation of all their existing stockpiles, and the elimination
from national arsenals of nuclear weapons and the means of
their delivery pursuant to a treaty on general and complete
disarmament under strict and effective international control,

Hawve agreed as follows :

Anrticee T

Each nuclear-weapon State Party to this Treaty undertakes
not to transfer to any recipient whatsoever nuclear weapons
or other nuclear explosive devices or control over such weapons
or explosive devices directly, or indirectly; and not in any way
to assist, encourage, or induce any non-nuclear-weapon State
to manufdcture or otherwise azcquire nuclear weapons or other
auclear explosive devices, or contrel over such weapons or
explosive devices.

Anticie Il

Fach non-nuclear-weapon State Party to this Treaty under-
takes not to receive the transfer from any transferor whatso-
ever of nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices
or of control over such weapons or explosive devices directly,
ar indirectly; not to manufacture or otherwise acquire nuclear
weapons or other nuclear explosive devices: and not to seek
or receive any assistance in the manufacture of nuclear weapons
or other nuclear explosive devices.,

AnpticLe II1

1. Each non-nuiclezr-weapon State Party to the Treaty under-
takes to accept safeguards, as set forth in an agreement to
he nepotiated and econcluded with the International Atomic
Energy Agency in accordance with the Statute of the Inter-
national Atomic Energy Agency and the Agency's safeguards
system, for the exclusive purpeose of verification of the fulfil-
ment of its obligations assumed under this Treaty with a
view to preventing diversion of nuclear energy from peaceful
uses to nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices.
Procedures for the safeguards required by this article shall
be followed with respect to source or special fissionable material
whether it is being produced, processed or used in any principal
nuclear facility or is outside any such facility. The safeguards
required by this article shall be applied on all source or special
fissionable material in ali peaceful nuclear activities within the
territosy of such State, under its jurisdiction, or carried out
under its control anywhere

2. Each State Party to the Treaty undertakes not to pro-
vide: (a) source or special fssionable material, or (b) equip-
ment or material especially designed or prepared for the
processing, use or production of special fissionable material, to
any non-nuclear-weapon State for peaceful purposes, unless the
source or special fissionable material shail be subject to the
safeguards required by this article

3 The safeguards required by this Article shall be imple-
mented in @ manner designed to comply with article IV of this
Treaty, and to avoid hampering the economic or technological
development of the Parties or international co-operation in the
field of peaceful nuclear aetivities, including the international
exchange of nuclear material and equipment for the processing,
use or production of nuclear material for peaceful purposes
in accordance with the. pmvasmns of this article and the
principle of safeguarding set forth in the Preamble.

4 Non-nuclear-weapon States Party to the Treaty shall
conclude agreements with the International Atomic Energy
Agency to méet the requirements of this article either indivi-
dually or together with other States in accordance with the



Statute of the International Atomic Energy Agency. Negotia-
tion of such agreements shall commence within 180 days from
the original entry into force of this Treaty. For States deposit-
ing their instruments of ratification after the 180-day periad,
negotiation of such agreements shall commence not later than
the date of such deposit Such agreements shali enter into
force not later than eighteen months after the date of initiation
of negotiations

Articte IV

1 Nothing in this Freaty shail be interpreted as affecting
the inalienable right of all the Parties to the Treaty to develop
research, production and wse of nuclear energy for peaceful
purposes without discrimination and in conformity with articles
I and II of this Treaty

2. Al the Parties to the Treaty have the right to participate
in the fullest possible exchange of scientific and technological
information for the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. Parties to
the Treaty in a position to do so shall also co-operate in
contributing alone or together with other States or interna-
tiona] organizations to the further development of the applica-
tions of nuciear energy for peaceful purposes, especially in
the territories of non-nuclear-weapon States Party to the
Treaty.

Articie V

Fach Party to this Treaty undertakes to co-operate to
insure that potential bencfits from any peaceful applications
of nuclear explosions will be made available through appro-
priate international procedures to non-nuclear-weapon Stales
Party to this Treaty on a non-discriminatory basis and that
the charge to such Parties for the explosive devices used
will be as low as possible and exciude any charge for research
and development. It its understood that non-nuclear-weapon
States Party to this Treaty so desiring may, pursuant to a
special agreement or agreements, oblain any such benefits on
a hilateraj basis or through an appropriate international body
with adequate representaztion of mon-nuclear-weapon States.

ArticiE VI

Fach of the Parties to this Treaty undertakes to pursue
negotiations in good faith on effective measures regarding
cessation of the nuclear arms race and disarmament, and on
a treaty on general and complete disarmament under strict and
effective international control.

Articte VII

Nothing in this Treaty affects the right of any group of
States to conclude regional treaties in order to assure the
total absence of nuclear weapons in their respective ierritories

Anrticie VIII

1. Any Party to this Trealy may propose amendments to
this Treaty. The text of any proposed amendment shall be
submitted to the Depositary Governments which shall circulate
it to all Parties to the Treaty. Thereupon, if requested to
do so by one-third or more of the Parties to the Treaty, the
Depositary Governments shall convene a conference, to which
they shall invite all the Parties to the Treaty, to consider such
an amendment.

2. Any amendment to this Treaty must be approved by a
majority of the votes of all the Parties to the Treaty, including
the votes of all nuclear-weapon States Party to this Treaty
and all other Parties which, on the date the amendment is
cireulated, are members of the Board of Governors of the
Internationzl Atomic Energy Agency. The amendment shall
enter into force for each Party that deposits its instrument of
ratification of the amendment upon the deposit of instruments
of ratification by a majority of all the Parties, including the
instruments of ratifieation of all nuclear-weapon States Party
to this Treaty and all other Parties which, on the date the
amendment is circulated, are members of the Board of
Governors of the International Atomic Energy -Agency. There-
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after, it shal} enter into force for any other Party upon the
deposit of its instrument of ratification of the amendment.

3. Five years after the entry into force of this Treaty, a
conference of Parties to the Treaty shall be held in Geneva,
Switzerland, in order to review the operation of this Treaty
with a view tp assuring that the purposes and provisions of
the Treaty are being realized.

Arnicre IX

1. This Freaty shall be open to all States for signature
Any State which does not sign the Treaty before its entry
into force in accordance with paragraph 3 of this article may
accede to it at any time

2 This Treaty shail be subject to ratification by signatory
States, Instruments of ratification and instruments of accession
shall be deposited with the Governments of .. , which are
hereby designated the Depositary Governments.

3 This Treaty shall enter into force after its ratification
by all nuclear weapon States signatory to this Treaty, and
40 other States signatory to this Treaty and the deposit of
their instruments of ratification. For the purposes of this
Treaty, a nuclear-weapon State is one which has manufactured
and exploded a nuclear weapon or other nuclear explosive
device prier to 1 January 1967.

4. For States whose instruments of ratification or accession
are deposited subsequent to the entry into force of this Treaty,
it shall enter into force on the date of the depasit of their
instruments of ratification or accession,

5. The Depositary Governments shall promptly inform all
signatory and acceding States of the date of each signature,
the date of deposit of each instrument of ratification or of
accession, the date of the entry into force of this Treaty, and
the date of receipt of any requests for cenvening a conference
or other notices.

6. This Treaty shali be registerad by the Depositary Gov-
ernments pursuant to Article 102 of the Charter of the United
Nations,

ARTICLE X

1. Each Party shall in exercising its national sovereignty
have the right to withdraw from the Treaty if it decides that
extraprdinary events, related to the subject matter of this
Treaty, have jeopardized the supreme interests of its country.
It shall give notice of such withdrawal to ali other Parties
to the Treaty and to the United Nations Security Council
three months in advance. Such notice shall include a state-
ment of the extraordinary events it rtegards as having
jeopardized its supreme interests.

2. Twenty-five years after the entsy into force of the Treaty,
a conference shall be convened to decide whether the Treaty
shall continue in force indefinitely, or shall be extended for
an additional fixed period o: periods. This decision shall be
taken by a majority of the Parties to the Treaty.

Anticte X1

This Treaty, the Chinese, English, Frencl, Russian and
Spanish texts of which are equally authentic, shall be deposited
in the archives of the Depositary Governments Duly certified
copies of this Treaty shall be transmitted by the Depositary
Governments to the Governments of the signatory and acceding
States.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the undersigned, duly authorized, have
signed this Treaty.

Dowe 1xv .. at ... this . . of
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United States of America: statement, dated 24 August
1967, by the President of the United States, Mr, Lyndon
B. Johnson

[ENDC/194, of 24 Augusi 19677
[Origingl text; English]

Today at Geneva the United States and the Soviet Unjon
as Co-Chairmen of the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation



Disarmament Commitlee are submitting to the Committee a
draft treaty to stop the spread of nuclear weapons.

For more than twenty vyears the world has watched with
growing fear as nuclear weapons have spread.

Since 1945, five nations have come into possession of these
dreadful weapons. We believe now-—as we did tlien—that even
ene such nation is too many. But the issue now is not whether
some have nuclear weapons while others do not. The issue is
whether the nations will agree to prevent a bad situation from
hecoming worse.

Today, for the first time, we have within our reach an
instrument which permits us to make a choice.

The submission of a draft treaty brings us to the final and
most critical stage of this effort. The draft will be available
for consideration by ail Governments, and for negotiation by
the Conference.

The treaty must reconcile the interests of nations with our
interest as a community of human beings on a small planet.
The treaty must be responsive to the needs and problems of
all the nations of the world—great and small, aligned and
non-aligned, nuclear and non-nuclear.

It must add to the security of all

It must encourage the development and use of nuclear
energy for peaceful purposes

It must provide adequate protection against the corruption
of the peaceful atom to its use for weapons of war

I am convinced that we are today offering an instrument
that wili meet these requirements

If we now go forward to completion of 2 worldwide agree-
ment, we will pass on a great gift to those who follow us.

We shall demonsérate that—despite all his problems, guarrels,
and distractions—man still retains a capacity to design his
fate, rather than be engulfed by it.

Failure fe complete our work will be interpreted by our
chiidren and grandchildren as & betrayal of conscience, in
a woarld that needs all of its resources and talents to serve
life, not death.

I have given instructions te the United States representa-
tive, Mr. William C. Foster, which reflect sur determination
to ensure that a fair and effective treaty is concluded.

The Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on
Disarmament now has before it the opportunity to make a
cardinal contribution to man's safety and peace.
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Sweden: text of an article on international control for
insertion in the draft Treaty on the non-proliferation of
nuclear weapons L .

[ENDIC/I95, of 30 August 1967]
EQrigingl text; English]

Artreee TTT

Tior the purpose of providing assurance that sousce or
special fissionable material, covered by this article, shall not
be diverted to nuclear weapons;

1. Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes:

(a) Not to allow scurce or special fissionable material, or
equipment or material especially designed or prepared for
the processing, use or production of special fissionable material,
to be transferred fo any other State unless such material and
equipment are subject to the safeguards of the International
Atomic Energy Agency;

(&Y To apply the safeguards of the International Atomic
Energy Agency on all such material and equipment, transferyed
to its territery or. territory under its jurisdiction after the
entry into force of the Treaty.

2, Each non-nuclear-weapon State Party to this Treaty
undertakes, in addition, to accept the full application of the
safeguards of the International Atomic Energy Agency on all
nuclear energy activities within its territory or. tecritory under
its jurisdiction.

3 Each nuclear-weapon State Party to this Treaty under-
talkes, in addition, te co-operate in facilitating the gradual
application "of ‘the safeguards” of the Internatidmal Atoimic
Energy Agency on the peacefi] nuclear energy activities within
its tcrritory or tcrntory urzc!er its jurisdiction

4. for such transfers refcrred to in paragraph 1 of this
article, or such nuclear energy activities referred to in para-
graph 2 of this article, as are regulated by bilateral or multi-
lateral arrangements contered into before the date of 'the
otiginal entry into force of this Treaty, the obligations stipulated
in paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be implemented as soon as
practicable, but not later than three years from the date of
the original entry into force of the Trealy
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Mexico: working paper containing a summary of amend.
merts suggested by the delegation of Mexico, in the
course of its statenient nf the 331st meeting of the
Comumittee on 19 September 1967, to the draft treaty
on the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons

LENDC /196, of 19 Scptember 1967
fOriginal text: English and Spanish]

ARTICLE v

1. Nothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as affecting
the inalienable right of all the Parties to the Treaty to develop
research, production and use of nuelear energy for peaceful
purposes without discrimination and in conformity with articles

T and 11 of this Treaty,

2. All the Parties to this Treaty have the right to participate
in the {ullest possible exchange of scientific and technological
information on the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. Those
Parties that are in a position to do so, have the duty to
contribute, according to their ability, alone or in co-operation
with other States or international organizations, to the further
development of the production, industries, and aother applica-
tions of nuclear energy for peacefui purposes, especially in
the territories of non-nuclear-weapon States.

Ariicte IV-A

1. Nuclear-weapon States Party to this Treaty shall provide
adequate means and facilities {0 make available to non-nuclear-
weapon States Party to this Treaty the potential benefits
from any peaceful applications of nuclear explosions.

2. Such assistance shall be requested and channeled through
appropriate intersational bodies with adeguate representation of
non-nuclear weapon States, subject to praocedures to be estab-
lished in a special agresment; it shall be provided on a non-
discriminatory basis and shall not be withheld because o
extraneous considerations. The charge to such Parties for the
explosive devices used should be as low as possible and exclude
any charge for research and develbpment.

Anrticie IV-B

Notﬁing in this Treaty affects the right of any group of
States te conclude regional treaties in order to assure the total
absence of nuclear weapons in their respective territories.

Article IV-C

Each nuclear-weapon State Party to this Treaty undertakes
te pursue negotiations in good {aith, with all speed and
perseverance, to arrive at further agreemenis regarding the
prohibition of all muclear weapon tests, the cessation of the
manufacture of nuclear weapons, the liguidation of all their
existing stockpiles, the elimination from national arsenals of
tuclear weapons and the means of their delivery, as well as
to reath dgreement .on a treaty on general and complete
disarmament under strict and effective international control.
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United Arab Republic: working paper containing certain
amendments to the draft treaty on the non-proliferation
of nuclear weapons

[ENDC/197, of 26 Sepiember 19671
{Original text: French)
Arricle T

Amend the article as follows:

1. Between the words “any recipient whatsoever” and the
words “nuclear weapons”, insert the words “in any form what-
soever” ;

2 At the end of the article add the following new para-
graph:

“Fach nuclear-weapon State undertakes to take appro-
priate measures to ensure that no person, company, enter-
prise or private, public or semi-public body that is subject
to its jurisdiction and is engaged in nuclear aclivities
participates in any act whichk is prohibited by this article.”

Article 1T

Amend the article by adding the following text at the end
of the last sentence:

“ . and not in any way to assist, encourage or induce any

non-nuclear-weapon State {0 manufacture or otherwise

acquire nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices,

or costrol over such weapons or explosive devices”

Articte TV-A

Tiach nuclear-weapon State undertakes not to use, or threaten
to use, nuclear weapons against any non-nuclear weapon State
Party to this Treaty which has no nuclear weapons om its
territory.
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Romania: working paper containing antendments to the

draft treaty on the non-proliferation of nuclear
weapons
[ENDC /199, of 19 October 1967]
EOrigingl text: French]
Preamble

1. After the third paragraph, introduce a new paragraph:
“Recognizing that the danger of a nuclear war can be

climinated anly by the cessation of the manufacture of

nuclear weapons, the prohibition of the use of nuclear

weagons, and the destruction of ali existing stockpiles of

such weapons and of the means of their delivery”

2 At the end of the fourth paragraph, add the following

provisions :

“  pased on the following principles:

*“{g) The Treaty should be void of any loop-holes which
might permit nuclear or non-nuclear Powers to proliferaie,
directly or indirectly, nuclear weapons in any form;

“(b} The Treaty should embody an acceptable balance of
mutoal responsibilities and obligations of the nuclear and
nen-nuclear Powers;

“(¢y The Treaty should be a step towards the achieve-
ment of general and complete disarmament and, more par-
ticularty, nuclear disarmament; )

“(d) There should be acceptable and workable provisions
to ensure the effectiveness of the Treaty;

“{¢) Nothing in the Treaty should adversely affect the
right of any group of States to conclude regional treaties
in order to ensure the total absence of nuclear weéapons in
their respective territories”

3 Replace the present fifth preambular paragraph by the
following text:

“Undertaking to co-operate in facilitating the application
of International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards to their
peaceful nuclear activities in accordance with the bilateral
or multilateral agreements concladed by them”

4. After the sixth paragraph, inser{ a new paragraph:
“Affirming the absolute right of ail Siates, whether they
possess nuclear weapons or not, to undertake research on
the peaceful application of nuclear energy and to use nuclear
energy for peaceful purpases, both now and in the futwre,
on the basis of equality and without any discrimination”

5. In the ninth paragraph: replace the words “declaring
their intention” by the words “expressing their determination”;
after the words “through appropriate international procedures”,
add the words: “accepted by all States signatories to the
Treaty”.

6 In the twelfth preambuler paragraph, after the words
“in order to facilitate the cessation of the manufacture of
nuclear weapons”, amend the text to read: “the prohibition
of the use of nuclear wespons, the Hquidation of al] their
existing stockpiles, and the elimination from national arsenals
of nuclear weapons and the means of their delivery, and to
achieve eventually the conclusion of a treaty on general and
coniplete disarmament under strict and effective international
control”

Arnricie [11-A

1. The nuciear-weapon States Parties to this Treaty under-
take to adopt specific measures to bring about as soon as
possible the cessation of the manufacture of nuclear weapons
and the reduction and destruction of nuclear weapons and the
means of their delivery.

2. If five years after the entry into force of this Treaty
such measures have not been adopted, the Parties shall con-
sider the sitwation created and decide on the measures to be
taken

Arricie ITE-B

Nuciear-weapon States Parties to this Treaty solemnly under-
take never in any circumstances to use or threaten to use
nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States  which
undertake not to manufacture or acquire nuclear weapons

ArTicLe IV

After the words “use of nuclear energy for peaceful pur-
poses”, add the words “on a basis of equality”

ArticLe V

1. Delete the second sentence of paragraph 2 and replace
it by the follewing text:

“The amendment shall enter into force, for every Party
having deposited its instruments of ratification therecf, upon
she deposit of instruments of ratification by a majority of
all the Parties, inciuding the instruments of ratification of
afl nuclear-weapen States Parties to this Treaty and all
other Parties which, on the date the amendment is circulated,
are members of the Board of Governors of the Inter-
national Atemic Energy Agency”

2. After paragraph 3, insert a new paragraph:

“Such conferences shall be convened thereafter periodically
every five years, to review the manner in which the obliga-
tions assumed by all Pariies to this Treaty are carried
out”

Article VII

Delete the last sentence of this article, beginning with the
wards "Such netice shall include . ..
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Italy: amendment to article VII of the draft treaty on the
non-proliferation of nuclear weapons

[ENDC/200/Rev.l, of 26 October 1967]
[Original text: French]
Article VIT

“1  This Treaty shall have a duration of ... years and
shall be renewed automatically for any Party which shall




not have given, six months before the date of expiry of
the Treaty, notice of its intention to cease to be Party
to the Treaty.”
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Brazil: amendntents to the draft treety on the non-
proliferation of nuclear weapons

[ENDC/201, of 31 Geiober 1967]
[Original text: Englisi)

1. Articie I shall be amended to read as follows:

“Each nuclear weapon State Party to this Treaty under-
takes not te transfer to any recipient whatscever nuclear
weapans or control over such weapons directly or indirectly;
and not in any way to assist, encourage or induce any non-
nuclear weapon State to manufacture or otherwise acquire
nuclear weapons or control over such weapons Each nuciear
weapon State Party to this Treaty undertakes the obliga-
tion to channpel, through a special United Nations fund,
for the henefit of the cconomic development of developing
countries, in particular for their scientific and technological
progress, a substantial part of the resources freed by the
measures of nuclear disarmament”

2. Article II shall be amended to read as follows:

“Fach non-nuclear weapon State Party to this Treaty
undertakes not to receive the transfer from any transferor
whatsoever of nuclear weapons or the control over such
weapons directly or indirectly, not to manufacture or other-
wise acquire nuclear weapons; and not to seek or receive
any assistance in the manufacture, acquisition or control of
nuciear weapons.”

3. A new article, provisionally numbered II-A, shall be
included and formuiated as follows:

*FEach nuclear weapon State Party to this Treaty under-
takes the obligation to negotiate at the earliest possible
date a Treaty for the cessation of nuclear arms race and
for the eventual reduction and elimination of their nuclear
arsenals and the means of delivery of their nuclear weapons”

4 Article IV shall be amended to read as follows:

“Nothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as affecting
the inalienable right of all the Parties to the Trealy to
develop, alone or in co-operation with other States, research,
production and use of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes,
including nuclear explosive devices for civil uses, without
discrimination, as well as the right of the Parties to parti-
cipate in the fullest possible exchange of information for,
and to contribute alone or in co-operation with other
States to, the further development of the applications of
nuclear energy for peaceful purposes”

5 Article V, paragraph 2, shall be amended to read as
follows:

“2 Any amendment to this Treaty must be approved by
a majority of the votes of all the parties to the Treaty,
including the votes of all nuclear-weapan States Party to this
Treaty and all other Parties which, on the date the amend-
ment is circulated, are members of the Board of Governors
of the International Atomic Energy Agency. The amendment
shali enter into force upon the deposit of the instruments
of ratification by a majority of all the Parties, including
the instruments of ratification of all nuclear-weapon States
Party to this Treaty, and all other Parties which, on the
date the amendment is circulated, are members of the Board
of Governors of the International Atomic Energy Agency"

6 Article V, paragraph 3, shall be amended to read as
follows: '

"3 Five years after the entry inte force of this Treaty,
a conference of Parties to the Treaty shall be held in
Geneva, Switzerland, in order to review the operation of
this Treaty, with a view to assuring that the purpases and
provisions of the Treaty are being realized, in particular
the provisions of articles I and II-A"

7. Article VI, paragraph 3, shall be amended to read as
follows:

“3 This Treaty shall enter intp force after its ratifica-
tion by all nuclear weapon States signatory to this Treaty,
and ... other States signatory to this Treaty and the depaosit
of their instruments of ratification. For the purposes of this
Treaty, a nuclear-weapon State is the one which has manu-
factured and exploded a nuclear weapon prior to January 1,
1967 "

8 In article VI, a new paragraph provisicnally numbered
paragraph 7, shall be inciuded and formulated as follows:

“7. Nothing in this Treaty affects nor shall be interpreted
as affecting, in any way, the rights or obligations of signatory
States under regional treaties on the proscription of nuclear
weapons or the right of any group of States to conciude
regional treaties, consistent with the objectives of this
Treaty".

8. Article VII shall be amended to read as follows:

“This Treaty shall be of unlimjted duration. Eaclr Party
shall, in exercising its national sovereignty, have the right
to withdraw from the Treaty if it decides that there have
arisen or may arise circumstances related with the subject
matter of this Treaty which may affect the supreme interest
of its country It shall give notice of such withdrawal to the
Depositary Governments, three months in advance”
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Brazil: amendments to the revised draft treaty on the
non-proliferation of nuclear weapons

[ENDC/201/Rev 2, of 13 Febriwary 1968}
[Original text: English}

1. Article 1 shali be amended to read as follows:

“Each nuclear-weapon State Party to this Treaty under-
takes not to transfer to any recipient whatsoever nuclear
weapons or control over such weapons directly or indirectly;
and not in any way to assist, encourage or induce any non-
nuclear weapon state to mamifacture or otherwise acquire
nuclear weapons or control over such weapons;"”,

2 Article II shali be amended to read as follows:

“Fach non-nuclear weapon State Party to this Treaty
undertakes not to receive the transfer frem any transferor
whatsoever of nuclear weapons or the contrel owver such
weapons directly or indirectly, not to manufacture or other-
wise acquire nuclear weapons; and not to seek or receive
any assistance in the manufacture, acquisition or conirol of
nuclear weapons;”

3 Article IV shall be amended to read as follows:

“1. Nething in this Treaty shall be interpreted as affecting
the imalienable right of all the Parties to the Treaty to
develop, alone or in co-operation with other States, re-
search, production and use of nuclear energy for peaceful
purposes, including nuclear explosive devices for civil uses,
without discrimination.

%2 All the parties to the Treaty have the right to
participate in the fullest possible exchange of sclentific and
technological information for, and te contribute aloue or in
co-operation with other States to, the further deveiopment
of the applcations of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes
Parties to the Treaty in a position to de so shall also
co-operate in contributing alone or together with other States
or International Organizations to the further development
of the applications of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes
especially in the territories of non-nuclear-weapon States
Party to the Treaty
4. Article VI shall be amended to read as follows:

%1, Each of the Parties to this Treaty undertakes to
pursue negotiations in good faith on effective measures
regarding a treaty on general and complete disarmament
under strict and effective international contrel.

“2  Each nuclear-weapon State Party to this Treaty under-
takes the obligation to negotiate at the earliest possible date
a Treaty for the cessation of nuclear arms race and for
the eventual reduction and elimination of the nuclear arsenals
and the means of delivery of the nuclear weapons.



“3  Each nuclear-weapon State party to his Treaty under-
takes the obligation to channel, through a special United
Nations fund for the benefit of the economic development
of developing countries, in particular for their scientific and
technofogical progress, a substantial part of the resources
freed by the measures of nuelear disarmament.”

5. Article VII shall be amended to read as follows:

“Ngthing in this treaty affects or shall be interpreted
as affecting, in any way, the rights or obligations of
signatory States under regional Treaties on the proscription
of nuclear weapons or the rights of any group of States
to conclude regional Treaties, consistent with the objectives
of this Treaty”

6. Article IX, paragraph 3, shall be amended to read as
follows:

“3. This Treaty shall enter into force after its ratifica-
tion by all nuclear-weapon-States signatory to this Treaty,
and . .. other States signatory to the Treaty, and the deposit
of their instruments of ratification. For the purposes of
this Treaty a nuclear-weapon-State is the one which has
manufactered and exploded a nuclear weapon prior to
1 January 1967”7
7. Article X, paragraph 1, shali be amended to read as

follows:

“I. Fach Party shall in exercising its national sovereignty,
have the right to withdraw from the Treaty if its decides
that there have arisen or may arise civcumstances related
with the subject matter of this Treaty which may affect the
supreme interests of its country. It shall give notice of
such  withdrawal to the Depositary Governments, three
months in advance.
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Nigeria: working paper containing ameundments to the
draft treaty on the non-proliferation of nuclear

weapons
[ENDC/202, of 2 November 19673
[Origingl fext: Euglish}

Anrticre 1I-A

Each nuclear-weapon State Party to this Treaty undertakes,
if requested, to come to the aid of any non-nuclear-weapon
State which is threatened or attacked with nuwclear weapons

Articiy IV-A

Each Party to the Treaty undertakes to co-operate directly
or through the International Atemic Energy Agency, in
good faith and according to its technologicai and/or material
resources, with any other State or group of States Party to
this Treaty in the development and advancement of nuclear
techiology for peaceful purposes, and in the fuliest possible
exchange of scientific and technological information on the
peaceful uses of nuclear energy.

The nuclear-weapon States Party to this Treaty shall make
available, through the Infernational Atomic Energy Agency,
to all non-nuclear-weapon Parties, full scientific and techno-
logical information on the peaceful applications of suclear
energy accruing from research on nuclear explosive devices

The nuclear-weapon States Party to this Treaty shall also
provide facilities for scientists from nen-nuclear-weapon coun-
tries Party to the Treaty to collaborate with their scientists
working on nuclear explosive devices, in order to narrow the
intellectual gap which will be created in that field as a result
of restrictions imposed by this Treaty on non-nuclear-weapon
States.

Anricie IV-B

Fach Party to the Treaty undertakes to communicate an-
nually to the International Atomic Energy Agency, full in-
formation on the nature, extent and results of its co-operation
with any other Party or group of Parties, in the development
of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes. The reports so
received by the International Atomic Energy Agency shall be
circulated by the Agency to all the Parties to the Treaty.

Anticie IV-C

Fach Party to this Treaty shall take necessary legal and
administrative steps to ensure that all organizations working on
the development of nuclear energy in territory under its
jurisdiction do so in conformity with the aims and provisions
of the Treaty.

Anricee VII

This Treaty shall be of unlimited duration.

Fach Party shall, in exercising its national sovereignty,
have the right to withdraw from the Treaty if it decides:

(a) That the aims of the Treaty are being frustrated;

(B) That the failure by a State or group of States to adhere
to the Treaty jeopardizes the existing or potential balance
of power in its area, thereby threatening its security;

(¢) That any other extraordinary events, related to the
subject matter of this Treaty, have jeopardized the supreme
interests of ifs country.

It shall give notice of such withdrawal 1o all other Parties
to the Trealy and to the United Nations Security Council
three months in advance. Such notice shall include a statement
of reasons for withdrawal.
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United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland:
amendment te article V of the drajft treaty on the non-
proliferation of nuclear weapons

[ENDC/203, of 22 Novewlcr 1967
{Original text: English]
Article V
"3 Five years after the entry into force of this Treaty,
a conference of Parties to the Treaty shali be held in
Geneva, Switzerfand, in order to review the operation of
this Treaty with a view to assuring that the purposes of
the preamble and the provisions of the Treaty are being
realized.”
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United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland:
amendnient to article VIII of the revised draeft treaty on
the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons

[ENDC/203/Rev.1, of 22 Febriary 1968]
[Original toxt: English]
Article VI

“3  Five years after the entry into force of this Treaty,
a conference of Parties to the Treaty shall be held in
Geneva, Swilzerland, in order to review the operation of
this Freaty with a view to assuring that the purposes of the
preamble and the provisions of the Treaty are being realized”
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Aide-mémoire subntitted on 17 November 1967 by the
Government of Switzerland to the Co-Chairmen of the
Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament

[ENDC/204, of 24 November 19677
[Original texi: Frenchl

Switzerland is paying the greatest attention to the work
of the Conference on the Eighteen-Nation Committee on
Disarmament. It is convinced that the interest of the com-
munity of nations requires that the spread and proliferation
of nuclear weapons should be checked. IHence it hopes very
much that a satisfactory non-proliferation treaty will be
concluded.

The present draft Treaty [sections 6 and 8 above] cannot
yet give rise to the adoption of a definitive position by the
Swiss Government, since the text is subject to amendment
and one of its rmain articles is missing. Nevertheless, the draft
calls for some comments which it is to be hoped that the
negotiators wilt be able to take into account



1. Arsticles T and II of the draft Treaty contain some
ideas which shouid be defined more accurately in order to
clarify the commitments which they entail.

(g} The two articles prohibit the direct or indirect transfer
of any nuclear explosive device. The Swiss authorities consider
that the term “indirect” concerns the supply of arms, explosives
or technical assistance for military purposes through the agency
of a third State whether a Party to the Treaty or not

(b)Y The phrase “to manufacture or ctherwise acquire nuclear
weapons or other nuciear explosive devices” does not cover,
according to the interpretation of the Swiss authorities, ex-
ploitation of uranium deposits, enrichment of uranium, extraction
of plutonium from nuclear fuels, or manufacture of fuel
elements or heavy water, when these processes are carried
out for civil purposes
The Swiss authorities would like these interpretations to be
confirmed formally.

2 The future article TII on control should express in
particular the following principles:

(¢) Consrol should be limited to the flow of source and
special fissionable materials, as indeed the fith paragraph of
the preamble provides It should not go beyond its objective,
which is to prevent these preducts from being used for the
manufacture of weapons. Consequently, there should be an
accurate description of what can be controlled in accordance
with the rules of the International Atomic Energy Agency cof
3 December 1965

(b) There should rot be any double control.

(¢) The costs of controf should be borne by the coutrol
organ in order o avoid commercial discriminalion against
peaceful exports of nuclear material from non-nuclear-weapon
States for the benefit of nuclesr-weapon States not subject to
contral or of non-signatory non-nuclear-weapen States,

(d) Each State should be entitled to object fo particular
inspectors, and to have inspectors accompanied during control
by its own officials.

() To maintain equality in the conditions of competition
between States, it would be desirable that control should
extend also to the civil nuclear instaliations of nuclear-weapon
States

3 Article TV, on freedom to use nuclear energy for
peaceful purposes, should be supplemented :

{a) The sixth paragraph of the preamble expresses the inten-
tion of the nuclear-weapon States to make available to all
—Parties to the Treaty the knowledge and henefits of applica-
tions of nuciear technology derived from the development of
nuclear explosive devices and capable of civil use. This
intention should be transformed into a juridical commitment
in the body of the Treaty, without however implying that
the commumication of such information would be free of
charge

(b) In regard to atomic explosions for peaceful purposes, the
Swiss authorities consider that the intentions expressed in the
cighth paragraph of the preamble should also constitute an
article of the Treaty; this article could provide for the
establishment of a special body, in which the nen-nuciear-
weapon States would be represented, to deterraine the coti-
ditions in which nuclear explosions fer peaceful purposes could
take place.

4. For the Treaty to fulfil its aim, it should come near to
universality. Tt would be desirable that article VI, paragraph 3,
shoutd stipulate that the entry into force of the Treaty shall
be subject to ratification by as large a number of States as
possible, including all the sigmatory nuclear-weapon States,
Switzerland could only be z party to the Treaty if most of
the Powers likely to possess nuclear weapons acceded to it
So long as that condition is not fuifilled, the Treaty will
contain a gap endangering the security of the small States
on which it would be bnding. Moregver, the non-accession of
imporiant industrial Powers might be economically prejudicial
to the competitive capacity of the atomic industry of the
signatary States.

5 Article VII stipulates that the Treaty shall be of unlimjted
duration. To subscribe to such a commitment seems hardly
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conceivable i a field where development is as rapid and
unpredictable as that of nuclear science and its technical,
economic, political and military implications Consequently it
would be preferable that the Treaty should be concluded for
a definite period, at the end of which a review conference
would decide abount its renewal During that interval the
nuclear-weapon States could adopt specific measures aimed
at a limitation of armaments. The non-nuclear-weapon States
certainly canuot take the responsibility of tying their hands
indefinitely if the nuclear-weapon States fail to arrive at
positive results in that direction.

6. The Treaty will establish a lasting juridical discrimina-
tion between States according to whether they possess nuciear
weapons or not. To consent to this would represent for the
non-nuclear-weapon States a heavy sacrifice which is incon-
ceivable unless something is given in return. Since their
securify is what the arms race chiefly endangers, some progress
should be made in limiting this

The provisions on that subject in the preamble are not
sufficient, because they do not constitute a commitment but a
mere declaration of intent. They should not only be given a
place in the body of the Treaty but should also comprise
more precise obligations, such as the stabilization of atomic
armaments at their present jevel. Furthermore, the nuclear-
weapon States should solemnly and formaily undertake never
to use or threaten o use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear
weapon States Parties to the Treaty

Such provisions would to some extent meet the securily
requirements of the non-nuclear-weapon States

7 1t would be desirable that the Treaty should provide
a mandatory arbitration procedure for all disputes over its
interpretation and application.
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Italy: working paper conteining a propaosal concerning
the trunsfer of fissile material

[ENDC /203, of 30 November 1967]
[Original text: French}

(The following text is similar to a statement made at the
318th plenary meeting of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on
Disarmament, on 1 August 1967, by the Minister for Foreign
Affairs of Italy, Mr. Amintore Fanfani)

Because of the importance we attribute to a well-balanced
and effective Treaty, no cffort should be spared to make
progress with olher collateral disarmament measures, especially
if they are likely to encourage adherence to the draft Treaty.

T therefore wonder whether it would not be possible to
tmagine some proposal which, while linked up with measures
examined in the past, might respond to certain imperatives
important for all of us and more particularly for the non-
nuclear Powers that have undertaken the negotiation of the
treaty.

This proposal could be independent of the Treaty, linked
with or even incorporated in it according td circumstances;
it could comsist of an agreement under which the nuclear
Powers weuld transmit periedically to the non-nuclear States
signatories to the Treaty an agreed guantity of the fissile
material they produce Such an agreement weuld be based on
the proposal put forward by the United States in 1964 for
a “cut-off"*—that is, a discontinuznce of the production of
fssile material for nuclear weapons—-a proposal which was not
followed up because of the difficulties encountered in connexion
with the question of control. Tt represented, however, an
expression of the will to achieve disarmament, an expression
of will to which it might perhaps be opportune to revert today.

An agreement of this kind would indirectly subject the
production of nuclear weapons by the military-nuclear Siates
to a brake consisting in the necessity of aliocating part of
their fissile material to nom-nuclear countries for peaceful
uses,

¥ See Official Records of the Disarmament Commission, Sup-
plement for January to December 1964, document DC/209,
annex 1, sect B



Within the same context, the non-nuclear countries to which
the fissile material transferred by the nuciear Powers would
be assigned should pay a reduced price compared to the market
value; while part of this price would go to the nuclear pro-
ducing Powers, the other part could be paid into the United
Nations funds for the progress of the developing countries

The agreement thus proposed could also lay down the prin-
ciples of the distribution of fissile material among the
benefciary countries As for control, one could refer to the
provisions to be proposed for a non-proliferation treaty.

I wish to stress the link that exists in this proposal between
the brake on nuclear armament, the encouragement of the
peaceful use of nuclear energy, and the aild given to the social
and economic progress of the developing countries.

This initiative, of which I have sketched the broad ocutline,
would also be a gesture of good will by the nuclear Powers
in respect of disarmament to prove their willingness to give
up part of their fissile material and to put a brake, even a
modest one, on the continuous growth of their military nuclear
potential This initiative would provide them with the means
of counterbalancing renunciation by the non-nuclear countries
by allocating to them fissile material for peaceful uses at a
favourable price, which would not fail to encourage concrete
measures to fill the technological gap, such as those that were
envisaged in an I[talian proposal put forward in 1966 The
initiative which we sugpest would enable the nuclear coun-
tries which would give up part of the value, and the non-
nuclear countries which would pay the agreed price, tg estab-
lish an ideal link between disarmament measures and the
progress of developing arcas, in conformity with the appeal of
His Holiness Pope Paul VI and the Ttalian proposal made
in 1963,

Lastly, if the transfer of fissile materiai would benefit only
the non-nuclear countries signatories to the non-profiferation
Treaty, the idea which I have just explained to you would
favour the accession to this trealy of the greatest possible
number of non-nuclear countries by providing an appreciable
material and moral compensation for their renmunciation of
nuclear weapons.

If the Committee agrees that this idea is interesting, the
Italian delegation could easily develop it for the purposes of
the Conference in a document which might prove useful either
in the expectation of a draft treaty and even in its preparation
or in supplementing and strengthening it.
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United States of America: statement made on 2 Decentber
1967 by the President of the United States, Mr. Lyndon
B. Johnson

[ENDC/206, of 5 Deccmnber 1967
[Original text: English)

T believe history will record that on this day 25 years ago,
mankind reached the turning-point of his destiny

The Book of Genesis tells us that, in the beginning, God
directed man to:

“Be fruitful, and mulliply, and to replenish the earth, and
subdue it . 7

But only in our lifetime have we acquired the ultimate
power to fulfill all of that command Throughout history, man
has struggled to And enough power—and to find enough energy
~-to do his work in the world He domesticated animals, he
sold his brother into slavery, and enstaved himself to the
machine—all in a desperate search for energy.

Desperation ended in the experiment conducted in Chicago,
25 years ago, by Enrico Fermi and by his fellow scientists.
In a single stroke, they increased man's available energy more
than a thousand-fold

They placed in our hands the power of the universe itself

Nothing could have been more appropriate than the words
that were used by Dr Arthur Compton to describe what

z [bid, Supplemcnt for 1966, document DCT/228, annex I,
sect C
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happened on that day: “The Italian navigator has just landed
in the new world.”

This modern “Italian navigator” was a great man of science
But he was also something more. He was one of millions who,
in the long history of the world, have been compelled to leave
a beloved native land to escape the forces of tyranny Like
miltions before him, Enrico Fermi found here a new home,
among free men, in a new world His life and career have
a special meaning to ali who love frecdom.

There are today millions of young Americans with an Italian
heritage who feel a deep personal pride in Fnrico Fermi
America was born out of the voyages of a grest Italian
navigator. In a time of greatest danger, another—equaliy
willing to purste his dream beyond existing charis—took us
into a new epoch.

Today we commemorate ocur debt to him And in deing so,
we also honor the historic bond between the old world and
the new.

In a short time, we will be dedicating, in Iilinois, a new
national accelerator laboratory. This laboratory, with its
200,000 million electron-velt accelerator, will maintain our
country's position in the forefront of nuclear research,

And T sugpest that we dedicate this great new laboratory
to the memory of the modern-day “Italian navigator”

In so honoring Ensico Fermi, we will also henor the im-
measurable contributions made, over the centuries, by the people
of Ttaly to the people of the United States.

Much has already bappened in that new world which began
25 years ago

Giant nuclear reactors, direct descendants of Fermi's first
atomic pile, are preducing miilions of kilowatis of power for
peaceful purposes. Other reactors are powering nuclear sub-
marines under the seas of the earth—our first line of defense
against tyraany, whatever its contemporary doctrine or disguise,
which Enrico Fermi dedicated himself to resist

But it is really the peaceful uses of atomic energy about
which Enrico Fermi would have wished us to speak-—and they
are many.

When I became President, nuclear energy was generating
ahout 1,000,600 kW of electric power in the United States

Today, the atom is giving us more than 2,800,600 kW —almost
three times as much. And more than 70 additional nuclear
power plants are already planned or under construction

This will egual about 20 per cent of the whole elegtric
generating capacity in the United States today. Tt is enough
to meet the total requirements of 45 million people All this
from what was, 25 years ago—beforé the success of Fermi's
experiment—only a scientist's dream.

The dream has been realized. By learning the secret of
the atom, we have given mankind—for the first time in
historyw-all the energy mankind can possibly use

It took the genius of countless generations of dedicated
scientists to find the secret, and it remains to us to use it
wisely.

What began as the most terrible instrument of war thai
man has ever seen, can become the key to a golden age
of miankind. But this will not happen unless we make it
happen.

We cannot forget that another, darker future alse opened
en this day, 25 years ago.

The power to achieve the promise of Genesis is aiso power
tp fulfill the prophecy of Armageddon. We can either remake
life on earth or we can end it forever

Let me be specific.

If Enrico Fermi's reactor had operated ten thousand years,
it would not have produced enough plutonium for one atomic
bomb.

Today, a single reactor can, while generating electricity,
produce encugh plutonium to make dozens of bombs every
yvear. And scores of these reactors are now being built all
over the world



Their purpose is peaceful. Yet the fact remains that the
secret diversion of even a small part of the plutonium they
create could soon give every nation power to destroy civiliza-
tion--if not life on this earth.

We cannot permit this to happen.

Nor can mankind he denied the unlimited benefits of the
peaceful atom.

We must find a way to remove the threat while preserving
the promise

The American people made their own desires crystal clear
when their representatives in the United States Senate voted
unanimously to support an eifective non-proliferation treaty
for nuclear weapons

We are now engaged in a major effort to achieve such a
treaty, in a form acceptable to ali nations.

We are trying to assure that the peaceful benefits of the
atom will be shared by all mankind—without increasing the
threat of nuclear destruction.

We do not believe that the safepuards we propese in that
treaty will interfere with the peaceful activities of any country

And T want to make it clear to the world that we in the
United States are not asking any country to accept safe-
guards that we are unwilling to accept ourselves.

So I am, today, announcing that when such safeguards
zre applied under the treaty, the United States will permit the
International Atomic Energy Agency to apply its safeguards
ta all nuclear activities in the United States—exciuding only
those with direct national security significance

Under this offer the Agency will be able to inspect a broad
range of United States nuclear activities, both governmental
and private, including the fuel in nuclear reactors owned
by utilities for generating electricity, and the fahrication and
chemical reprocessing of such fuel

This pledge maintains the consistent policy of the United
States since the beginning of the nuclear age

Just 14 years ago, a President of the United States appeared
hefore the General Assembly of the United Nations to urge
the peaceful use of the atomn President Eisenhower said on
that oceasion:

# . the United States pledges . . before the world, its
determination to help solve the fearful atomic dilemma—to
devote its entire heart and mind to finding the way by
which the miraculous inventiveness of man shall not be
dedicated to his death, but consecrated to his life’us

We renew that pledge today We reaffirm our determination
to dedicate the miraculous power of the atom, not to death,
hut to life.

We invite the world’s nations to jein with us.

Let us use then this historic anniversary to deepen and
reaffirm the search for peace

Let us so conduct ourselves that future generations will look
back upon 2 December 1942—not as the arigin of sorrow and
despair—but as the beginning of the brightest, most inspiring
chapter in the long history of man
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United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland:
extract from a statement made in the House of Com-
mons on 4 December 1967 by the Minister of State
for Foreign Affairs of the United Kingdom, the Right
Honourable Frederick Mulley

[ENDC /207, of 5 December 1967
[Origingl text: English]

As the House will know, a key issue in the negotiations at
present taking place in Geneva te secure a non-proliferation
treaty has been the safeguards to be applied in order to ensure
that there is no diversion by the non-nuclear weapon signatories
of the treaty of materials from their civil nuclear programmes
{0 nuclear weapon purposes.

aa See O fficial Records of the General Assembly, Eighth
Session, Plenary Meetings, 470th meeting, para. 125
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In order to assist these negotiations Her Majesty's Govern-
ment have decided that, at such time as international safe-
guards are put into effect in the non-nuclear weapon states in
impiementation of the provisions of a treaty, they will be
prepared to offer an opportunity for the application of simiiar
safeguards in the United Kingdom, subject to exclusions for
national security reasons only.

Her Majesty's Government welcome the similar decision
announced hy President Johnson on behalf of the United
States.
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Interim report of the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation
Committee on Disarmament to the General Assembly
and the Disarmament Conunittee

[ENDC /208, of 7 December 1967]
[Original fexi; English and Russian]

[For the text, sce Official Records of the General Assembly,
Twenty-second Session, Annexes, agenda ftem 28, dociment
A/6951-DCJ229 1
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Statement by the President of the Republic of Chile
submitted on 29 November 1967 to the Ca-Chairmen of
the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Conunittee on
Disarmament

[ENDC/209/Rev.1, of 15 Deccanber 1967
[Original texi: Spanish]
In view of various publications regarding the situation of

Latin American armament, the Government of Chile wishes
to express its opinion as foliows

Chile neither supports nor
Latin American countries

sponsors disarmament of the

Our armed forces are essentizl to the life ol our countries:
they safeguard our internal and external securily, public order
and national sovereignty, and must therefore maintain the
ievel of efficiency necessary for the fulfilment of their important
task.

To be drawn into an arms race is, however, guite a different
matter.

Our present Government, like its predecessor, maintains
that the acquisition of armaments must be restricted, for
otherwise we might throw ourselves into & competition which
would have the most serious political, economic and social
consequences, since no country could refuse to compete without
risking its own security.

It is inconceivable that we should make our chief aim
the integration of our nations, and at the same time should
initiate a policy of unlimited acguisition of armaments

Fhe situation would be even more unreasonable, for the
weapons so acquired would have no other use than to defend
each country apgainst attack by the very neighbours who are
secking integration. Hlowever much the weapons cost, they
could not he of the Iatest technological standards, nor of
any use in a world war, over which moreover in these days
our countries would have abselutely no control.

On the other hand, an arms rtace imports an cconomic
and social decision. It would be absolutely imcompatible for
our peoples to redouble their efforts at economic and social
development in order to extirpate misery, raise education to
a high level, build housing, improve health conditions, develop
agriculture and industry and create employment, and simul-
taneously to pay the costs of an uncontrolled competition in
armaments,

Furthermore, all the American Presidents assembled in
Punta del Esteb? upanimously and solemnly supported that
attitude towards the acquisition of armaments. We think it
necessary to reproduce their declaration:

bb Meeting of American Chiefs of State, held at Punta del
Tste, Uruguay, 12-14 April 1067



“The Presidents of the Latin-American Republics,

“Conscicus of the importance of armed forces to the
maintenance of security, recognize at the same time that
the demands of economic development and social progress
make it necessary to devote to those purposes the maximum
resources available in Latin America

“Therefore, they express their intention to limit military
expenditures in proportion to the actual demands of national
security in accordance with each country’s constitutional
provisions, avoiding those expenditures that are not indispen-
sable for the performance of the specific duties of the armed
forces and, where pertinent, of international commitments
that obligate their respective governments With regard to
the Treaty on the Banning of Nuclear Arms in Latin
America, they express the hope that it may enter into
force as soon as possible, once the reguirements established
by the Treaty are fulfilled”

This declaration was based precisely on the philosophy
inspiring the Alliance for Progress To act otherwise would
destroy its fundamental meaning

The Government of Chile, in making this statement, does
not claim to judge nor to refer to resolutions adopted by
any of the States in the exercise of their sovereignty It
malkes no complaint or repreach against any nation of the
hemisphere. Chile respects these naticns and seeks and needs
their friendship, for it is convinced that only integration and
co-gperation between our countries ean open before us a
wide road of progress, justice and social peace

We are guided only by an earnest desive, subject to the
actual situation and the need to maintain armed forces, to
seele apreements which will enable us to put the Declaration
of Punta del Este into practice and devete the bull of our
resources to the economic and social development which our
people so urgently reguire.

We do not ourselves claim to convene a meeting to consider
this problem We merely wish to point out to all fraternal
peoples and governments in Latin America that our Govern-
ment is completely ready and willing to participate in any
high-level meeting that may be convened or may be proposed
by any country, for this purpose

Failure to act immediately would court obvious dangers.
It would mean a deep coniradiction between the facts and
the declarations, and would compel us to admit that none of
the mmachinery intended to umite us and ensure peace had the
least value
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Letter dated 11 January 1968 from the Secretary-General
to the Co-Chairmen of the Conference of the Eighteen-
Nation Commitiee on Disarmament trangmitting resolu-
tions 2286 (XXII), 3289 (XXII), 2342 (XXH), 2343
(XXI1), 2344 (XXI1), and 2346 (XXI) of the General
Assembly

[ENDC/210, of 18 January 1968]
FOriginal text: English]

I have the honour to transmit the following resolutions
adopted by the General Assembly at its twenty-second session,
which entrust specific respensibilities to the Conference af the
Highteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament:

Resolution 2289 (XXII), entitled “Conglusions of a convention
on the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapens”, adopted at
the 1623rd plenary mecting on 8 December 1967 ;

Resolutions 2342 A (XXID) and 232 B (XXIID), entitled
“Question of general and complete disarmament”, adopted
at the 1640th plenary meeting on 1% December 1967;

Resolution 2343 (XXID), entitled “Urgent need for suspeasion
of nuclear and thermonuclear tests”, zdopted at the 1640th
plenary meeting on 19 December 1967;

Resolution 2344 (XXII), entitled “Elimination of fereign
military bases in the countries of Asia, Africa and Latin
America”, adopted at the 1640th plenary meeting on 19 De-
cember 1967 ;
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Resolution 2346 A (XXI), entitled “Non-proliferation of
nuclear weapons”, adopted at the 1640th plenary meeting on
19 December 1967,

I would draw attention particularly to the following direct
references to the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee
on Disarmament contained in the above-mentioned resolutions:

In resolution 2289 (XXII), paragraph 2 referring to the
possibility of negotiations by the Conference of the Eighteen-
Nation Committee on Disarmament on the conclusion of an
appropriate convention on the prohibition of the use of nuclear
WEeapons ;

In resolution 2342 (XXID), paragraph 4 recommending that
the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on
Disarmament, in its efforts towards the achievement of
zeneral and complete disarmament under effective interna-
tional control, should take into account the report (A /6858ec
and Corr1) of the Secretary-General on the effects of the
possible use of nuclear weapons and on the security and
economic Implications [or States of the acquisition and
further development of these weapons and the conclusions
thereof;

In resolution 2342 B (XXII), paragraphs ¥ and 3 requesting the
Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarma-
ment to resume at the carliest possible date consideration of
the question of general and complete disarmament in zc-
cordance with resolution 2162 C (XXI) and to report on
the progress achieved to the General Assembly at its
twenty-third session;

In resolution 2343 (XXID), paragraph 4 requesting the Con-
ference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament
to talce up as a matter of urgency the elaboration of a
treaty banning underground nuclear weapon tests and to
report on that matter to the General Assembly at its twenty-
third session;

In resolution 2344 (XXID), paragraphs 1 and 2 requesting
the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Dis-
armament to resume consideration of the question of the
elimination of foreign military bases in the countries of
Asia, Africa and Latin America, in accordance with resolu-
tion 2165 (XXI), and to report on the progress achieved
to the General Assembly at its twenty-third session;

In resolution 2346 A {(XXID), paragraphs 2 and 3 calling
upon the Conference of the Kighteen-Nation Committee on
Disarmament wgently to continue negotiations regarding
a draft treaty on the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons,
giving all due consideration te all proposals submitted to
the Committee and fo the views expressed by Member
States during the twenty-second session of the General As-
sembly, and requesting the Committee to submit to the Gen-
eral Assembiy on or before 15 March 1968 a full report
on the negotiations, together with the pertinent documents
and records.

In connexion with resolution 2289 (XXII), paragraph 3, the
relevant documents and records are the following: (A/68340d
A/6B40/Add 1ee A/6850/Rev 2,0 AJ6851/Rev 258 A /6945,
AJC1/1.409:8b the verbatim records of the 1532nd, 1534th
to 1537th and 1530th to 154Ist meetings of the First Com-
mittee (A/C1/PV.1532, 1534-1537 and 1539-1541); and the
verbatim records of the 1623rd plenary meeting {(A/PV.1623)

In connexion with resolution 2342 B (XXII), parageaph 2,
the relevant documents and records are the following; A/6680/
Rev.lee A/6B40ce A/6B50/Rev 2t A/6851/Rev.2 88 A/J7017;1
A/C1/L411 and Revl, A/CI1/L412 and Addl1-2, A/C1/

e2 United Nations publication, Sales No E68IX 1

ad See Official Records of the General Assenbly,
second Session, Anneyes, agenda item 96

ee [bid |, agenda item 8

1 Ibid., Twenty-second Session, Plemary Meetings, prefatory
fascicle No 1, agenda

e¢ Mimeographed

bt Same text as resofution 2289 (XXII)

USee Official Records of the General Assembly,
second Session, Anneres, agenda items 29-30-31

wenfy-

wenty-



1.415, AJC1/L 4173 A/C1/L.419 and Add 1.2k the verbatim
records of the 1545th to 1555th meetings of the First Com~
mittee (A/C.1/PV 1545-1555); and the verbatim record of the
1640th plenary meecting (A/PV 1640).

I also have the honour to transmit herewith, for the informa-
tion of the members of the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation
Committee on Disarmament, the following resolutions adopted
by the General Assembly at jts twenty-second session which
deal with disarmament matters:

Resolution 2286 (XX1I), entitled “Treaty for the prohibition
of nuclear weapons in Latin America”, adopted at the 1620th
plenary meeting on 5 December 1967

Resolution 2346 B (XXII), entitled “Non-proliferation of
nuclear weapons”, adopted at the 1640th plenary meeting
or 19 December 1967.

(Signed) U Trany
Secretary-General

[For the text of the resoltions, see Official Records of the
General Assembly, Twenty-second Session, Supplement No 16]
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United Kingdom of Great Britnin and Northern Ireland:
message from the Prime Minister of the United King-
dom, the Right Honourable Harold Wilson, to the
Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Conmittee on
Disarmament

[ENDC/211, of 18 January 1968]
[Original text: English]

With the resumption of the Conference of the Eighteen-
Nation Committee on Disarmament, the negotiations for the
treaty on the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons to which
the Committee has devoted so much effort move to their crucial
stage. I am giad that agreement has been reached on a complete
text to be tabled at the opening of this session and hope that
the treaty wili scon be cpened for signature

The early conclusion of this treaty will not only constitute
a major arms control achievementi; it should also open the way
to further progress in the field of disarmament

I send the Bisarmament Committee my best wishes for a
constructive session.
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United States of America: statement, dated 18 January
1968, by the President of the United States, Mr, Lyndon
B. Johnson

[ENDC/212, of 19 January 1968)
[Original text; English}

I am most heartened to learn the Soviet Union will join
the United States, as Co-Chairmen of the Conference of the
Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament, to submit a com-
plete text of a treaty to stop the spread of nuclear weapons
and that this draft treaty will be submitted today to the Com-
mittee in Geneva This revised text includes an agreed safe-
guards article and other revisions that will make the treaty
widely acceptable

We have worked long and hard in an effort to draft a
text that reflects the views of other nations. I believe the
draft presented today rtepresents a major accomplishment in
meeting these legitimate interests.

The text submitted today must now be considered further
hy all Governments. Following its review by the Conference
in Geneva, it wili be considered by the General Assembly in
the spring. 1t is my fervent hope that I will be able to submit
it ta the Senate of the United States for its advice and consent
this year

The deaft treaty text submitted today clearly demonstrates
an important fact In the face of the differences that exist in

i Ibid., document A/7017, paras. 4 (a), 4 (), 4 (d), 4 (D)
and 4 (), respectively
bk Same text as resolution 2342 B (XXII).
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the world, the two nations which carry the heaviest respon-
sibility for averting the catastrophe of nuciear war can, with
sufficient patience and determination, move forward They can
move forward toward the goal which all men of good will
seek—a reversal of the arms race and & more secure peace
based on our many common interests on this one small planet.

I believe history will lool on this treaty as a landmark
in the effort of mankind to aveid nuclear disaster while ensur-
ing that all will benefit from the peaceful uses of nuclear
energy.

This treaty will be a testament of man's faith in the future
In that spirit I commend it to all
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United States of America: statement dated 25 January
1968 on “Project Gasbugpy” by the Aiomic Energy
Commission of the United States

[ENDC/213, of 25 January 1968]
[Original text: English]

"The United States Atomic Energy Commission [AEC]Y and
other project participants released today the preliminary
technical data oltained from “Project Gasbuggy” Project
Gasbuggy is the fArst joint government-industry experiment
i the AECs “Plowshare Program” to develop the peaceful
uses of nuclear explosives.

The detonation occurred on 10 December 1967 near Farming-
ton, New Mexico. The limited seismic data analyzed to date
indicate that the explosion released approximately 26 kilotons
of energy.

The specific objective of Project Gasbuggy is to obtain data
to help determine whether nuclear explosives can be used to
stimulate production and recavery of natural gas from forma-
tions where gas s not presently economicaily recoverable by
conventional means The experiment is being conducted jointly
by the El Paso Natural Gas Company, the Department of
the Interior, and the AEC. The technical programme is under
the direction of the Lawrence Radiation Laboratory at Liver-
more, California, operated for the AEC by the University of
California. The final results of Project Gasbuggy are not
expected to he known for about a year.

Re-entry drilling was completed on 10 January 1968 and
indicates that a chimney of broken rock formed as expected.
The top of this chimney is 3,907 fect below the surface of
the ground, which gives 2 chimney height of 333 feet. FPre-
shot calculations had indicated that a layer of coai, located
334 feet above the explosion point would stop the formation
of the chimney at that height. The agreement between calcula-
tions and the actual chimney height is considered remarkably
good. ‘The fact that the chimney height was so close to that
expected gives increased confidence that other pre-shot calcula-
tions such as the 78-foot chimney radius may be alse ap-
proximately correct. Other measurements indicate that the
chimney was formed by collapse within a minute after the
explosion.

At the time of the explosion the instrumentation designed
to measure the extent of fracturing in rock around the
chimney indicated that such fractures were formed and ex-
tended out to about 440 feet. The pre-shot prediction of the
extent of such fracturing was about 390 feet

The chimney formation and the extent of the fracturing are
important since the rate at which natural gas flows into the
well is determined by the permeability of the vock and the
pressure of the gas within the rock. Thus, the size of the
chimney of broken rock and the extent of the fractures ex-
tending outward from it, determine the increase in the re-
coverable gas,

The measutements of gas pressure in the Gasbuggy reservoir
prior to detonation revealed a gas pressure of about 1,030
pounds per square inch. The gas pressure, measured after the
explosion currently is 833 pounds per square inch at the
surface which iadicates the piessure in the chimney now to
he about .950 pounds per sgquare inch. The lower pressure
results from the fact that the explosion created zbout two



million cubic feet of void space between the broken rock in
the chimney into which gas can flow. As gas enters the
chimney, pressure within the chimney starts to increase and
is expected to approach original leveis within a few months.
One of the cbjectives of the Gashuggy experiment is to
determine the rate at which gas re-enters the chimney, and
this can be measured, in part, by the rate of the pressure
increase. This datz will be refined further by removing the
gas collected in the chimney and again measuring the rate
at which gas re-enters the chimney Such determinations witl
he part of the continuing post-shot programme.

The predictions made before the Gasbuggy explosion
indicated that several radionuclides would be present in the
gas after the explosion-—including krypton-85, iodine-131, and
tritium, Measurements to determine the amount of tritium are
important in assessing the public-health and safety aspects of
this experiment. However, the samples of gas collected and
measured to date at the Gasbuggy site have shown only that
xenon-133 is present. The presence of xenon is not unexpected,
and its short radio-active hali-life of about five days means
that it would net be of significance in future applications,

On-site instruments used for these radioactivity measure-
ments are designed primarily to assure the health and safety
of the workers at the site. They are not designed to perform
detailed analyses to identify very small quaniities of krypton
or tritium_ Samples of natural gas have heen flown to Lawrence
Radiation Laboratory at Livermore, California, for detailed
analyses, to invesiigate the presence of these and other
nuclides. The results of these analyses are not expected to be
known for several menths

Selentists working on this project point out that the most
important information to be obtained from the Gasbuggy
experiment——on  radivactivity, gas-flow increases related to
fracturing, gas pressure, and gas-production testing—will be
gathered and analyzed during the coming year, after which it
will be possible to draw firm conclusions abont the results
of the experiment.

In the figure below, the larger drawing at the right shows
schematically the chimney, or column of crushed rock, and
attendant fracturing, resulting from the use of a nuciear
explosive used for the stimulation of gas production. The
smaller drawing at the left shows in idealized form how
nuclear explosives might be used for actual gas production
in a gas-bearing field.

APPENDIX
[See page 31]
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Sweden: working paper containing amendments, suggested
by the delegation of Sweden at the 363rd meeting of
the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on
Disarmament on 8 February 1968, to the revised draft
treaty on the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons

[ENDC/215, of 8 February 1968]
[Original text: English]
Preamble

After the tenth parsgraph insert a new paragraph worded
as follows:

“Recalling the determination expressed by the parties to
the partial test ban treaty of 1963 in its preamble to achieve
the discontinuance of all test explosions of nuclear weapons
for ali time and to continue negotiations to this end,”.

Article VI

After the words “arms race” insert the words “at an early
date”; between the words “complete” and “disarmament” insert
the word “nuciear”.

The article would then read as follows:

*Each of the Parties to this Treaty undertakes to pursue
negotiations in good faith on effective measures regarding
cessation of the nuclear arms race at an early date, and
anelear disarmament, and on 2 treaty on general and complete
disarmament under strict and effective international control”
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Article VHT

Add to the present wording of paragraph 3 the following
sentence !

“At intervals of five years thereafter, a majority of the
Parties to the Treaty may obtain, by submitting a proposal
to this effect to the Depositary Governments, the convening
of further conferences with the same objective of reviewing
the operation of the Treaty.”
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Sweden: working paper containing further amendments,
supgested by the delegation of Sweden at the 364th
meeting of the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Com-
mittee on Disarmament on 13 February 1968, to the
revised druft treaty on the non-proliferation of nuclear

weapons
[ENDC/216, of 13 February 1968]
[Osiginal text: English]
FPreamble

In the seventh preambular paragraph delete the words “hy
nuclear-weapon States”

Article V7

In the first sentence, replace the words “non-nuclear-weapon”
with the word “other” In the third sentence, after the words
“understood that”, delete the words “non-nuclear-weapon”; in
the same sentence, delete the words ‘so desiring”, 'or agree-
ments” and “on z hilateral basis”

The article wou'd then read as foliows:

“Each Party to this Treaty undertakes to co-operate to
insure that potential benefits from any peaceful applications
of nuclear explosions will be made available through appro-
priate intermational procedures to other States Party to this
Treaty on a non-discriminatory basis and that the charge to
such Parties for the explosive devices used will be as low
as possibie and exclude any charge for research and deve'op-
ment. It is understood that States Party to this Treaty may,
parsuan: to a special agreement, obtain any such benefits
through an appropriate international body with adequate
representation of nen-nuclear-weapon States.”
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Union of Soviet Socialist Republics: aide-mémoire dated
10 February 1968 from the Government of the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics to the Government of the
United States of America

TENDC/217, of 13 February 1968]
[Original text: Russian]

On 21 January 1968 » B-52 bomber of the United States
Strategic Alr Command casrying four hydrogen bombs crashed
in the area of North Star Bay, off the western coast of Green-
land, while trying to land at the United States Air Foree
base at Thule.

As a result of the disaster ihe bombs fragmented and radio-
active substances leaked out of them The search party of the
United States Air Force that arrived at the place of the ac-
cident has stated that radioactivity consisting of alpha particles
emitted by plutonium bas been discovered in the vicinity of
Thule. According to a dispatch of Associated Press, the leader
of the search party, Maj.-Gen. Richard O. Hunziker, has stated
that. appavently, it will take months before the United States
Air Force succeeds in recovering the lost bombs, and that
the search party has not even determined the scale of the
problem facing it

Competent scientists in various countries consider that the
risk of radicactive contamination off the shores of Greenland
is a very serious ome, The extensive fisheries areas of the
Atlantic Oceéan will suffer from radioactive contamination for
many months and possibly years. This hazard will be even
further increased when radioactive particles are caught up by
currents and carried throughout the waters of the Atjantic. The
Gulf Stream, which washes the shores of many States, is di-
rectly in the area of radioactivity
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The operations of the United States Air Force, which have
led, not for the first time, to radicactive contamination of wide
areas of the sea, are a violation of the generally recognized
principles and standards of international law They are conirary
to the purpose of the Treaty banning nuclear weapon tests
in the atmosphere, in outer space and under water ! signed in
Moscow 1963 This purpose is to “put an end to the contami-
nation of man's environment by radiozctive substances'. These
operations aiso infringe the 1958 Convention on the High
Seas,»m to which the United States is a party This Convention
obliges each State to take measures to prevent “pollution of
the seas or air space above, resulting from any activities
with radioactive materials or other harmiul agents™

In attemnpting to minimize the seripusness of the disaster, the
United States Department of Defense has stated that the
the hydrogen bombs, which cccurred in the present case, as
device. Of course, this expianation in no way aiters the
fact of the dangerous leakage of radicactive substances from
the hydrogen bombs, which occurred in the present case, as
in many previous similar cases Attempts to represent as
normal a situation in which United States nuclear bombs fall
to the ground year after year, even though they have a safety
device, cannot be taken seriously.

Is there any guarantee that the next accident to a Ugited
States bomber armed with nuclear bombs will not lead to the
explosion of the bombs, with all the ensuing consequences?
According to a statement in the Western press, there has al-
ready been an incident in which, at the time of an accident
o a United States B-52 bomber in Jenuary 1961, 4 of the §
switches were brought into operation, and everything depended
solely on the last switch, which, had it been actuated, would
have caused the hydrogen bamb to explode

According to an Associated Press dispalch from Thule,
each of the four hydrogen bambs carrvied by the B-52 homber
was of 1.1 megatons The explosion of even one of these bombs
would be 50 times greater than the power of the explosion
that wiped Hiroshima off the face of the earth Such & catas-
trophe is possible not only over Greenland, but also over
densely populated areas of the earth, since the United States
Air Force, as is known, makes fiights over many countries
of the world. Who can guarantee that in the present, tense
enough situation, such a nuelear expiosion would not enfail a
whole chain of irreversible events, hazardous for the whole
of mankind?

It is therefore guite understandable that many Governments,
inctuding Governments of the military allies of the United
States, are protesting against fights by American aircraft
carrying nuclear weapons in their air space. Two years ago,
when United States nuclear bombs fell on Spanish seil in the
Palomares area, a number of Governments protested against
such flights and demanded their cessation Justifiable anxiety
is now being expressed by the Government of Denmark, which
has stated that Aights over Greenland by aircraft carrying
nuglear weapons are a violation of existing agreements

The Soviet Government. for its part, has more than once
warned the Government of the United States of the serious
risk that is represenicd by flights of bombers carrying nuclear
weapons outside national boundaries. Attention was drawn to
this in the aide-mémoire from the Soviet Government to the
Government of the United States of 16 February 196680 in
connexion with the incident on the Spanish coast, when 2
considerable arex of land and water was contaminated by radio-
activity following a similar air disaster. Nevertheless, as is
evidenced, in particular, by the new disaster to a United States
B-52 bomber off the shores of Greenland, the United States
Government has not drawn the appropriate conclusions.

The Soviet Government once again draws the attention of the
United States Government to the dangerous and even aggressive
nature of fights by United States bombers carrying nuclear
weapons, especially in the neighbourhood of the boundaries of

11 United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 430 (1963}, No 6964
m:m Jhid, vol 450 {1963), No. 6465

na O ficial Records of the Disarmament Conunission, Supple-
ment for 1966, document DC/228, annex 1, sect. G

the Soviet Union. From a purely military standpoint these
fights by United States bombers are pointiess under the circum-
stances of the existence of nuclear missile weapons They can
have enly one purpose: to increase internationzl temsion, with-
out regard to the consequences for the security of the peoples
and the fate of mankind, It is obvious that the responsibility
for such a way of acting rests wholly and entirely on the
Government of the United States.
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Italy: working paper containing amendments to articles
1¥, VIII and X of the revised draft treaty on the non-
proliferation of nuclear weapons

[ENDC/218* of 20 February 1968]
{Original text: French]
Article [V

Insert the foliowing new paragraph after paragraph 1:

“2  Nothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as affecting
the inalienable right of all the Parties to the supply of
source and special fissionable materials or equipment for
the use of source and special fissionzble materials for peace-
ful purposes.”

Article VIII

Amend paragraph 3 to read as follows:

#3 Eyery five years after the entry into force of this
Treaty, a conference of Parties to the Treaty shall be held
in Geneva, Switzerland, in order to review the operation of
this Treaty with a view to assuring that the purposes of the
preamble and the provisions of the Treaty are being realized.

Article X

Amend paragraph 2 to read as follows:

“2  The Treaty shall have a duration of 2§ years. It
shall be renewed automatically for periods equal to its initial
duration for all govermments which shall not have given
six months before the successive dates of its expiry, notice of
their intention to withdraw.
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Memorandum by the Govermment of Spain submitted on
8 February 1968 to the Co-Chairmen of the Conference
of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament

[ENDC /219, of 27 February 1968]
[Qriginal text: Spanish]

Nuclear energy is one of the aspects of technical progress
that can contribute most decisively to the welfare of ali coun-
tries: but if its use is not controlled it is capable of destroying
man and his work on earth. Hence the imperative need to
prevent its use for ends not wholly peaceful. Likewise, until
such time as nuclear disarmament and the destruction of
atom-bomb arsenals are achieved, an objective which cannot
be overlooked in the context of general and complete disarma-
ment, a treaty on the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons
would brigg the international community nearer to that end.

The mature stage reached by the worlk of the Eighteen-Nation
Comrmittee on Disarmament on the preparation of a draft
treaty on non-proliferation of nuclear weapons, and the op-
portunities that its rules of procedure ofier to non-member
countries o set forth their ideas, have led the Spanish Govern-
ment to address to the Co-Chairmen some semarks on the
texts submitted on 18 January 1968 [sections 7 and 9 above]
setting forth its views on some aspects of the draft which
Spain regards as most important.

For many years the Spanish Government has been interested
in the peaceful uses of nuclear energy and in prospecting for its
sources. As a result Spain is now mining large uranium depo-
sits with highly favourable prospects of extension It also has
three atomic power stations under construction with an over-all

9; Incorporating document ENDC/218/Corr 1, of 22 February
3.



rating of more than 1,000 MW, and four others in an advanced
stage of design which will certainly double that rating in the
very near future

The measures in the new draft concerning the right to partici-
pate as fuily as possible in scientific and technical information
for the peaceful uses of atomic erergy are sound, and can have
important effects on the development of non-nuclear countries.
Nevertheless, the Spanish Government takes the view that this
information should refer specifically to the entire technology
of reactors and fuels

In regard to the measures proposed in article X, puragraph 2,
of the draft, the Spanish Government considers tao long the
period of 25 years which is specified before a conference would
decide whether the treaty is thereafter to continue in force
indefnitely or to be extended for a limited period. Likewise, the
20 years between the conference mentioned ia article VIIJ,
paragraph 3, and that mentioned in article X is toc long a
time for the treaty to he adaptable sclely through the proce-
dare lzid down for introducing amendments, to any fresh
circumstances that may arise in the international situation,
Thus it seems advisable that conferences ke that provided
for in article VIIT should be held every 5 years, and that the
one mentioned in article X should be held 20 years after the
treaty comes intc force

In the Spanish Government's view the vitality of the treaty
wiil be directly proportional to the support it receives from the
members of the international community Thus the important
question is not merely the number of ratifying countries, for
the purposes both of putting it into force and of introducing
amendments, but the nuclear characteristics of the countries
whose signature and ratification wili help to put it into force.
Hence this Government takes the view that the non-nuclear
Powers which ratify the treaty and it amendments ought to
include the largest possible number of countries baving some
devefopment in this feld It would therefore be advisable to
require that the ratifying countries should inciude at least 12
which possess power reactors in operation or under construction,
or eise possess within their territories uranium deposits which
have been proved economically exploitable Lastly, the number
of 40 for the countries ratifying the treaty seems too small,
and should be raised to 60 at least

In regard to the ratification of ameadments, it would seem
logical that the procedure for putting them into force should
be similar to that proposed for ratifying the treaty, naturally
subject to the provision of article VIII, paragraph 2, that
amendments shail be binding solely on the parties that ratify
them

The Spanish Government attaches the greatest importance to
the content of article VI of the draft. It is indeed essential that
non-proliferation shall never be regarded zs an end in itsel.
Actually it is only a stage—one of vital importance to rankind,
certainly—but only a stage in the consummation we all seek to
achieve: general and complete disarmament under effective
international contro! Hence this Government considers that the
obligations set out in article VI shouid be strengthened to the
maximum by specially including in them the destruction of
nuclear weapons and their vehicles, since disarmament will not
have any effective reality except under a general scheme which
covers nuclear armament. Though the undertaking to pursue
negotiations is of the greatest importance, it seems advisable to
specify more concretely the ebligations which signatories of
the Treaty undertake through this clause

The Spanish Government attaches the greatest importance to
the statements made by the President of the United States of
Amrerica and by the Government of the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland to the effect that both
these countries are ready to accept the application of the system
of safeguards to all their peaceful activities, following the prin-
ciple set forth in resofution 2028 (XX), paragraph 2 (&), of
the Upited Nations General Assembly, which is fundamental in
all matters connected with the proliferation of atemic weapons.
The Spanish Government thinks it necessary that an abligation
of this kind should also be included in the text of the treaty,
binding all the nuclear Powers, so as to reduce as far as pos-
sible the existing discrimination between them and those who
do not possess atomic weapons,
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Lastly, a feature which the Spanish Government misses in the
text submitted to the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Dis-
armament Committee on 18 January 1968 is any measure relat-
ing to the guarantees which must be given to non-nuclear
countries by signatories possessing nuclear weapons: first that
they shall not be attacked or threatened with attack by nuclear
weapons, and secondly that, if a nuclear Power not party to
the treaty attacks or threatens to attack a non-nuclear signatory,
the nuclear parties to the treaty shall react appropriately. The
Government of Spain hopes that a formula wiil be found for a
positive solution of this problem, the importance of which has
been stressed by most countries and which is jundamental for
this Government.
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Nigeria: working paper containing amendments to the
revised draft treaty on the non-proliferation of nuclear
weapons

[ENDC/220, of 28 February 1968]
[Original text; English]
Article IV

In paragraph 2,
pate in', with
same sentence,
tion” and ‘“the
the waord “on”.

replace the words "have the right to partici-
the words “undertake to facilitate”. In the
between the words ‘“technological informa-
peacefu! uses”, teplace the word “for" with

Article ¥V
Insert the following as paragraph 2:

“2 Each Party to the Treaty undertakes to communi-
cate annually to the International Atomic Energy Agency,
full information on the nature, extent and results of its
co-operation with any other Party or group of Parties, in
the development of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes.
The reports so received by the International Atomic Agency
shall be circulated by the Agency to all the Parties to the
Treaty”

Ariicle VIII
After the amendments of the United Kingdom and Sweden

(ENDC/203/Rev 1 and ENDC/215, respectively,b® ingert the
following as paragraph 4.

“4 The fiindings of the review conferences shall
adopted by a majority of signatory States present”

be
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Nigeria: working paper containing amendments to the
revised draft treaty on the non-proliferation of nuclear
weapons

[ENDC f220/Rev 1, of 14 March 1968]
[Original texs; English]
Article IT

Insert as paragraph 2, the following:

#2 FEach nuclear-weapon State Party to the Trealy un-
dertakes, if requested, to come to the aid of any non-nuclear-
weapon State Party to the Treaty which is threatened or
attacked with nuclear weapons”

Article IV

In paragraph 2, replace the words “have the right to partici-
pate in” with the words “undertake to facilitate”. In the same
sentence, between the words "technological information” and
“the peaceful uses”, replace the word “for” with “on’.

VIH

In paragraph 3, insert the following sentence at the end of
the paragraph: “The findings of the review conferences shall
be adopted by a majority of the Parties to the Treaty who are
present

Article

o0 See sections 20 and 31 above



Article X

In paragraph 1, after the words “extraordinary events”,
insert the words “or important international developments”;
after the words “have jeopardized”, insert the words "or are
likely to jeopardize™; and replace the words “supreme infer-
ests” with the words “national interests”, so that the para-
graph will read as follows:

“Fach Party shail in exercising its natiomal sovereignty
have the right to withdraw from the Treaty if it decides that
extrordinary events, or impertant international developments,
related to the subject matter of this Treaty, have jeopardized,
or are likely to jeopardize, the nationmal interests of its
country. It shall give notice of such withdrawal te all other
Parties to the Treaty and to the United Nations Security
Council three months in advance. Such notice shall include
a statement of the extraordinary events it regards as having
jeopardized its supreme interests”

38

Itely: working paper concerning the work of the Con-
ference of the Eighteen.Nation Commitiee on Disarma-

ment
[ENDC/221, of 6 March 1968]
[Original text: French]

Resolution 2346 (XXII), adopted by the United Nations
General Assembly on 19 December 1967, called upon the Con-
ference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament,
among other things, io continue its work, giving all due con-
siderztion to all proposals submitted to the Committee concern-
ing non-proliferation and to the views expressed by Member
States during the twenty-second session of the General
Assernbly.

In view of the short time separating us from 15 March 1968,
the date on wiich a full report en the state of our worl is to
be submitted to the General Assembly, the Italian delegation
desires to make an initial contribution to the preparation of this
report, at the same time facilitating the task of its drafters.

For this purpose, it has endeavoured to group, by chapter
headings relating to the specific points raised, the various doc-
aments which refiect the opinions and proposals advanced from
all quarters concerning the non-proliferation treaty. The Ital-
jan delegation expresses the opinion that these documents
should be referred to in the report to the (eneral Assembly.

The list of these documents,B? which is reproduced below,
far from claiming to be complete, is, on the contrary, open 1o
any addition and amendments which other delegations may
wish to make to i#:

A.

Link between the won-proliferation treaty and other dis-
armament sleasures: the treaty as a first step fowards the
ochicvenent of general and complefe disarmament

Mexico: ENDC/1%6 [sect 12]

Sweden: A/PV.1563.

Japan: A/PV.1563.

United Kingdom: A/PV.1567.

Romania: A/PV 1584

Romania; ENDC/PV 362 {6 February 1968)
Sweden; ENDC/215 [sect. 3i].

Brazil: ENDC/201/Rev 2 [sect. 17]

United Kingdom: ENDC/PV.369 (22 February 1968).
India: ENDC/PV.370 (27 Febroary 1968).

Bolance of muinal respensibilitics and obligations between
nuclear and non-nuclear Powers

1. Romania: ENDC/19% [sect. 4]
2. Italy: ENDC/PV 318 (1 August 1967).

0N O

o
e}

B

o0 The records of the General Assembly meetings mentioned
are contained in Official Records of the General Assembly,
Twenty-second Session, Plenary Meetings, respectively. Ibid,
Tweniy-second Session, First Commitiee; the records of the
Conference are mimeographed. The indications in brackets
after the various documents of the Conference listed refer to
other sections in the present annex, in which thase documents
are printed.
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. Ttaly: ENDC/PV 326 (29 August 1967).

Switzerland: ENDC/Z04 {sect. 21].

. Brazil: A/PV 1562,

. Burma: A/PV 1573,

. Netherlands: A/PV.1570.
. Malta: A/PV 1582

India: A/PV 1582

. India: A/C1/PV 1531,

: Sudan: A/PV.1585

. Pakistan: A/PV.1584,
. Nigeria: A/PV.1586.

. Ceylon: A/PV.1588.

. Ghana; A/C1/PV.1553.

Development of research and utilication of nuclear energy
for peaceful purposes

. Italy; ENDC/PV.28% (28 February 1967)

. Ttaly: ENDC/PV.326 (29 August 1967)

. Canada: ENDC/PV.329 (12 September 1967)
. Mexico: ENDC/196 [sect 12]

Romaniz: ENDC/199 [sect. 14]
Brazil: ENDC/201 [sect. 16]

. Nigeria: ENDC/202 [sect. 18]

Switzerland: ENDC/204 [sect. 21]
Brazii: A/PV.1562.
Japan: A/PV 1563

. USSR: A/PV.1563

. Canada: A/PV.1569.

. Argentina: A/PV. 1365
. Paraguay: A/PV.1579.
. India: A/PV. 1582

. Romania: A/PV.1584
. Nigeria: A/PV.1586.

. India: A/C1/PV 1551

Sweden: ENDC/216 [sect. 37].
Brazil: ENDC/201/Rev 2 [sect. 17].

. Haly: ENDC/218 [sect. 34}
. Nigeria: ENDC/220 [sec. 36]

Problem of securily guaranices against nnclear affack ond
against the threat of such attack

. Italy: ENDC/PV 326 (29 August 1967)

. Usited Arab Republic: ENDC/197 [sect. 13].
. Romania: ENDC/199 {sect 14].

. Nigeria: ENDC/202 [sect. 18]

. United States of America: A/PV 1562

. Japan: A/PV 1563

. Ghana: A/PV 1565

Canada: A/PV. 1569
Malta: A/PV 1582
Jamaica: A/PV 1584

. Pakistan: A/PV 1384

- Ceyion: A/PV 1588,

. Finland: A/C1/PV.1548.

. Malaysia: A/PV 1581 and A/C1/PV 1552,

. Romania: ENDC/PV 362 (6 February 1968).

Prablem of the Universality of e non-proliferation ireaty

. Japan: A/PV 1563

. Malta: A/PV.1582

. United Republic of Tanzania: A/PV 1583
. Liberia: A/PV 1587

. Brazil; A/CI/PV 1551

. Ghana: A/C1/PV.1553.



F. Problem of conirol

Ttaly : ENDC/PV 280 (28 February 1967).
Ttaly: ENDC/PV.326 (29 August 1967).

Ttaly: ENDC/PV.341 (24 October 1967).
Sweden: ENDC/195 [sect. 11]

Romania: ENDC/199 {sect. 141

. Switzerland:; ENDC/204 [sect. 21].

. United States ofAmerica: ENDC/206 [sect. 23].
United Kingdom: ENDC/207 fsect. 243

. Romania: A/PV.1584.

Romania: ENDC/PV 362 (6 February 1968}

DN G e b

—

Feriical proliferation in its warlous aspects
United Arab Republic; ENDC/197 [sect. 131
. Switzerland: ENDC/204 [sect. 217

. Brazii: ENDC/Z201/Rev2 [sect 171

Regional denuclearizabion agreements
. Maxico: ENDC/196 [sect 123,
. Brazil: ENDC/201/Rev2 [sect. 173

[\Ji—l:kI: mm:—-g}

[}

. Duration of the non-preliferation treaty and problems of
antendments

Ttaly: ENDC/PV 326 (29 August 1967).

Romania: ENDC/199 fsect. 14].

Italy: ENDC/PV.341 (24 October 1967).

Brazil: ENDC/201 [sect. 161

Ttaly : ENDC/PV.350 (23 November 1967).

Brazii: ENDC/PV.363 (8 February 1968).

Ttaly: ENDC/218 [sect. 34].

et N

J. Periodic revision conferences

1. Romania: ENDC/PV.362 (6 Febrvary 1968)
2. Sweden: ENDC/215 {sect. 311

3. Ttaly: ENDC/218 [sect. 341

4. Nigeria: ENDC/220 [sect. 36].

K. Right of withdrawal

1. Nigeria: ENDC/202 [sect. 18]
2. Romania: ENDC/PV 362 (6 February 1968).
3. Brazii: ENDC/201/Rev2 [sect 17].

1. Entry into Jorce of the non-proliferation treaty
1. Switzerfand : ENDC/204 [sect. 21].
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Romania: emendments te the revised draft treaty on the
non-proliferation of nuclear weapons

[ENDC /223, of § March 1965)
[Original text: French]
Ariicle TI

1. Introduce a new paragraph—paragraph I—worded as
{follows ;

*1. The control established by this Article shall have the
exclusive purpose of preventing the use of special fissionable
materials for the production of nuclear weapons or other
nuelear explosive devices by non-nuclear-weapon States Party
to the Treaty. Control shall be applied to such peaceful nu-
clear activities of non-nuclear-weapon States Party te the
Treaty as, by their nature and the guantities of source and
special fissionable materials which they produce, process or
use, may lead to the proliferation of nuciear weapons.”

2. Amend paragraph 1 of the present text, which becomes
paragraph Z in the proposed formulation, in the following way:

{a)} TReplace the words “assumed under this Treaty” by the
words “assumed under Articles I and II of this Treaty”.
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() Replace the expression “required by this Article” by
the expression “stipulated in the afaresaid agreement concluded
with the International Atomic Energy Agency”.

(c) Replace the last sentence beginning “The safeguards
required by this Article”, by the following sentence: “The
safeguards stipulated in the aforesaid agreement concluded with
the International Atomic Energy Agency shall be applied on all
source or special fissionable material which exceeds the qual-
itative and quantitative limits beyond which its use in peaceful
nuclear activities within the territory of such State, under its
iurisdiction, or carried out under its control anywhere may lead
to the praduction of nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive
devices™.

3. Amend paragraph 2 of the present text, which becomes
paragraph 3 in the proposed formulation, by replacing the
words “safeguards required by this Article” by the words
“safeguards stipulated in the aforesaid agreement concluded
with the Internatiopal Atomic Energy Agency”.

4. Amend paragraph I of the present text, which becomes
paragraph 4 of the proposed formulation, in the following way:

{z) Replace the words “The safeguards required by this
Article” by the words “The safeguards stipulated by the afore-
said agreement concluded with the International Atomic Energy
Agency'”.

(¥} Replace the words “in accordance with the provisions of
this Article” by the words “in accordance with the provisions
of the Statute of the International Atomic Energy Agency, the
Apgency's safeguards system”.

5. Paragraph 4 of the present text becomes, as a result of
the foregoing amendments, paragraph 5

6. Insert at the end of the present text a new paragraph
worded as follows:

"6, The States Party to the Treaty apree to establish
through the Security Council an appropriate controf to ensure
that non-nuclear-weapon States Party to the Treaty on whose
territory there are foreign mikitary bases shall not acguire in
any form whatsoever access to nuclear weapons indirectly
through such bases.”

As a resunit of the proposed amendments Article IIT will have
the following wording:

“1. The control established by this Article shall have the
exclusive purpose of preventing the use of special fissionable
materials for the production of nuclear weapons or other
nuciear explosive devices by non-nuclear-weapon States Party
to the Treaty. Control shall be applied to such peaceful nu-
ciear activities of pon-nuclear-weapon States Party to the
Treaty as, by their nature and the quantities of source and
special fissionable materials which they produce, process or
use, may lead to the proliferation of nuclear weapons.

“2. Each nop-nuclear-weapon State Party to the Treaty
undertakes to accept safeguards, as set forth in an agreement
to be negotiated and concluded with the Internaticnal Atomic
Energy Agency, in accordance with the Statute of the Inter-
national Atomic Energy and the Agency's safeguards system,
for the exclusive purpose of verification of the {ulfiiment of
ity obligations assumed under Articles I and II of this
Treaty with a view to preventing diversion of nuclear energy
from peaceiul uses to nuclear weapons or other nuclear ex-
plosive devices. Procedures for the safeguards stipulated i
the aforesaid agreement concluded with the International
Atomic Energy Agency shall be foliowed with respect to
source or special fissiopable material whether it is being
produced, processed or used in any principal nuclear facility
or is outside any such facility., The safeguards stipulated in
the aforesaid agreement concluded with the International
Atomic Energy Agency shail be applied on all source or
special fissionable material which exceeds the qualitative and
quantitative limits beyond which its use in peaceful nuclear
activities within the territory of such State, under its jurisdic-
tion, or carried out under its control anywhere may lead to
the production of nuclear weapens or other nuclear explosive
devices.

“3. Each State Party to the Treaty undertakes not to pro-
vide: (@) source or special fissionable material, or (&)
equipment or material specially designed or prepared for the



processing, use or production of special fissionable material,
to any non-nuclear-weapon State for peaceful purposes, uniess
the source or special fissionable material shall be subject
to the safeguards stipulated ir the aforesaid agreement con-
clsded with the International Atomic Energy Agency

“4. The safeguards stipulated in the aforesaid agreement
concluded with the International Atomic Energy Agency shall
be implemented in a manner designed to comply with the
provisions of Article IV of this Treaty, and to avoid hamper-
ing the economic or technological development of the Parties
ar international co-operation in the field of peaceful nuclear
activities, including the international exchange of nuclear
material and equipment for the processing, use ar production
of nuclear material for peaceful purpeses in accordance with
the provisions of the Statute of the International Atfomic
Energy Agency, the Agency’s safeguards system and the
principal of safeguarding set farth in the Preamble.

43 Non-puclear-weapon States Party to the Treaty shail
conclude apreements with the International Atomic Energy
Apgency to meet the reguirements of this Article either indi-
vidually or together with other States in accordance with the
Statute of the International Atomic Energy Agency Nego-
tiation of such agreements shall commence within iBC days
from the original entry into force of this Treaty. For States
depositing their instruments of ratification after the 180-day
period, negotiation of such agreements shall commence not
later than the date of such deposit. Such agreements shail
enter into force not later than eighteen months after the
date of initiation of negotiations.

g The States Party to the Treaty agree to establish
through the Security Council an appropriate control to ensure
that non-nuclear-weapon States Party to the Treaty on whose
territory there are foreign military bases shall not acquire
in any form whatsoever access to nuclear weapons indirectly
through such bases”

Article VT

Replace the present text by the following formulation:

#]  Nuclear-weapon States Party to the Treaty undertake
to adopt specific measures to bring about as socn as possible
the cessation of the menufacture of nuclear weapons and the
reduction and destruction of nuclear weapons and the means
of their delivery.

%2 1§, five years after the entry into force of this Treaty,
such measures shall not have been taken, the Parties shall
examine the situation thus created and decide on the measures
to be taken”.

Article VI-A

Insert & new article worded as follows:

“Nuclear-weapon States solemnly undertake never in any
circumstances to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons
against non-nuclear-weapon States which undertake not to
manufacture ar acguire nuclear weapons”.

Article VIII
After paragraph 3, add a new paragraph:
4Syuch conferences shall be convened thereafter periodically

every five years, to review the manner in which the obliga-
tions assumed by ail Parties to this Treaty are carried out'"

Article X

Delete the last sentence of paragraph 1 of this Article which
reads: “Such notice shall include a statement of the extraordi-
nary events it regards as having jeopardized its supreme
imterests”
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Romania: revised amendments to the revised draft treaty
on the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons

[ENDC/223/Rev ], of 1 March 1968]
[Original text: French)
Arkicle IIT
1 Introduce a new paragraph-—paragraph l—worded as fol-
lows:
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“1  The control established by this Article shall have the
exclusive purpose of preventing the use of special fissionable
materials for the production of nuclear weapons of other
nuclear explosive devices by non-nuclear-weapon States Party
to the Treaty. Control shall be applied to such peaceful nu-
clear activities of nen-nuclear-weapon States Party to the
Treaty as, by their mature and the quantities of source and
special fissionzble materials which they produce, process or
use, may lead to the proliferation of nuclear weapons "

2. Amend paragraph 1 of the present text, which becomes
paragraph 2 in the proposed formulation, in the following way:

(o) Replace the words “assumed under this Treaty"” by the
words “assumed under Articles I and II of this Treaty”

{b) Replace the expression “required by this Article” by the
expression “stipulated in the aforesaid agreement concluded with
the International Atomic Energy Agency”.

(¢) Replace the last sentgnce, beginning “The safeguards
required by this Article”, by the following sentence: “The
safeguards stipulated in the aforesaid agreement concluded with
the International Atomic Energy Agency shall be applied on
ali source or special fissionable material which exceeds the
qualitative and guantitative limits beyond which its use in peace-
ful nuclear activities within the territory of such State, under
its jurisdiction, or carried out under its control anywhere may
fead to the production of nuclear weapons o7 other nuclear ex-
plosive devices™

3 Amend paragraph 2 of the present text, which becomes
paragraph 3 in the proposed formulation, by replacing the words
“safeguards required by this Article” by the words “safeguards
stipulated in the aforesaid agreement concluded with the Inter-
nationa! Atomic Energy Agency”.

4 Amend paragraph 3 of the present text, which becomes
paragraph 4 of the proposed formulation, in the following way:

(a) Replace the words “The safeguards required by this Ar-
ticle” by the words “The safeguards stipulated by the aforesaid
agreement concluded with the International Atomic Enerpy
Agency”.

(b) Replace the words “in accordance with the provisions of
this Article” by the words “in accordance with the provisions
of the Statute of the International Atomic Energy Agency, the
Agency’s safeguards system’

5 Paragraph 4 of the present text becomes, as a result of
the foregoing amendments, paragraph 5.

6 Insert at the end of the present text a new paragraph
worded as follows:

45 The Stales Party to the Treaty agree to establish
through the Security Council an appropriate control to ensure
that non-nuclear-weapon States Party to the Treaty on whose
territory there are foreign military bases shall not acquire in
any form whatsoever access to nuclear weapons indirectly
through such bases'.

As a result of the proposed amendments Article Il will have
the following wording:

4] The control established by this Article shall have the
exclusive purpose of preventing the use of special fissionable
materials for the production of nuclear weapons or other
nuciear explosive devices by non-nuclear-weapon States Party
to the Treaty. Controj shail be applied to such peaceful
muclear activities of non-puclear-weapon States Party to the
Treaty as, by their nature and the quantities of source and
special Assionable materials which they produce, process or
use, may lead to the proliferation of nuclear weapons.

“2  Fach non-nuclear-weapon State Party to the Treaty
undertakes to accept safeguards, as set forth in an agreement
t0 be negotiated and concluded with the International Atomic
Energy Agency, in accordance with the Statute of the Inter-
national Atomic Energy Agency and the Agency's safeguards
system, for the exclusive purpose of verification of the fulfil~
ment of its obligations assumed under Articles I and II of
this Treaty with a view to preventing diversion of nuclear
energy from peaceful uses to nuclear weapons or other nu-
ciear explosive devices. Procedures for the safeguards stipu-
lated in the aforesaid agreement concluded with the Interna-
tional Atomic Energy Agency shall be followed with respect



to source or special fissionable material whether it is being
produced, processed or used in any principal nuclear facility
or is outside any such facility. The safeguards stipulated in
the aforesaid agreement concluded with the International
Atomic Energy Agency shall be applied on all source or spe-
cial fissionable material which exceeds the gualitative and
guantitative limits beyond which its use in peaceful nuclear
activities within the territory of such State. under its jurisdic-
tion, or carried out under its contrel aaywhere may lead to
the prodnction of nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive
devices

"3, Each State Party to the Treaty undertzkes not to pro-
vide: (2) source or special fissionable material, or (b} equip-
ment or material specially designed or prepared for the
processing, use or production of special fissionable material,
to any non-nuclear-weapon State for peaceful purposes, unless
the source or special fissionable material shall be subject to
the safeguards stipulated in the aforesaid agreement conciuded
with the International Atomic Energy Agency.

“4, The safeguards stipulated in the aforesaid agreement
concluded with the International Atomic Energy Agency shall
be implemented in 2 manner designed to comply with the
provisions of Article IV of this Treaty, and to avoid ham-
pering the economic or technological development of the
Parties or internationaj co-operation in the field of peaceful
nuclear activities, inciuding the internatiomal exchange of
nuclear material and equipment for the processing, use or pro-
duction of nuclear material for peaceful purposes in accord-
ance with the provisions of the Statute of the International
Atomic Energy Agency, the Agency's safeguard system and
the principle of safeguarding set forth in the Preamble

3. Non-nuclear-weapon States Party to the Treaty shali
conclude agreements with the International Atomic Energy
Agency to meet the requirements of this Article either indi-
vidually or together with other States in accerdance with the
Statute of the International Atomic Energy Agency. Nego-
tiation of such agreements shall commence within 180 days
from the original entry into force of this Treaty. For States
depositing their instruments of ratification after the 180-day
period, negotiation of such agreements shall commence not
tater than the date of such deposit Such agreements shall
enter into force not later than eighteen months after the date
of initiation of negotiations

“8 The States Party to the Treaty agree to establish
through the Security Council an appropriate control to ensure
that non-nuclea:~weapon States Party to the Treaty on whose
territory there are foreign military bases shall not acquire in
any form whatsoever access to nuclear weapons indirectly
through such bases”

Article VI
Replace the present text by the following formulation:

“1  Nuclear-weapon States Party to the Treaty undertake
to adopt specific measures to bring about as soon as possible
the cessation of the manufaciure of nuclear weapons and the
reduction and destruction of nuclear weapons and the means
of their delivery.

“2. If, Ave years after the entry into force of this Treaty,
such measures shall not have been taken, the Parties shall
examine the situation thus created and decide on the measures
to be taken”

Article VI-4
Insert a new article worded as follows:

“1. Nuclear-weapon States solemnly undertake never in
any circumstances to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons
against non-nuclear-weapon States which undertake not to
manuiacture or acguire nuclear weapons

"2 The States Party to the Treaty agree to establish
through the Security Council an appropriate procedure to
ensure that the undertaking set forth in paragraph 1 of this
Article shail be fulfilled.”

Article VI

After paragraph 3, add the following new paragraph:

“4. Such conferences shall be convened thereafter period-
ically every fAve years, {o review the manner in which the
obligations assumed by all Parties to this Treaty are
carried cut”

Article X

Delete the last sentence of paragraph I of this Article which
reads: “Such notice shall include a staterment of the extra.
ordinary events it regards as having jeopardized its supreme
interests.”

DOCUMENT DC/231

Report of the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Commitiee on Disarmament

(16 July-28 August 1968)

INTRODUCTION

1. The Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Com-
mittee on Disarmament submits to the Disarmament
Commission and to the United Nations General As-
sembly a report on the Committee's deliberations on
the questions before it for the period 16 July to 28
August 1968

2. Representatives of the following States continued
their participation in the work of the Committee:
Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma, Canada, Czechoslovakia,
Fthiopia, India, Italy, Mexico, Nigeria, Poland, Ro-
mania, Sweden, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
United Arab Republic, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland and United States of
America.

3. Upon the recommendation of the Co-Chairmen,
members of the Committee reconvened the Conference
on 16 July 1968
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{Original text: FEnglish and Russian]
{4 September 19681

4. Fourteen formal plenary meetings took place be-
tween 16 July and 28 August 1968. On 8 August, the
Committee held an informa! plenary meeting.

I. ResoLuTioNs OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY REFERRED
10 TEE COMMIITEE

5. The Committee had before it resclution 2289
(XXI), entitled “Conclusion of a convention on the
prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons™ ; resolutions
2342 A {XXTII) and 2342 B (XXII), entitled “Ques-
tion of general and complete disarmament’; resolution
2343 (XXII), entitled “Urgent need for suspension
of nuclear and thermonuclear tests”: resvlution 2344
{XXII}, entitled “Elimination of foreign military bases
in the countries of Asia, Africa and Latin America”;
and resolution 2373 (XXII), entitled “Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons”.



6. The Committee considered these resolutions. Not-
ing the importance of the Treaty on the Non-Prolifera-
tion of Nuclear Weapons, and in accordance with
General Assembly resolution 2373 (XXII), the Com-
mittee devoted most of its attention to the request of
the General Assembly that the Committee urgently
pursue negotiations on effective measures relating to
+he cessation of the nuciear arms race at an early date
and to nuclear disarmament

17, MESSAGES, WORKING PAPERS AND OTEER DOCUMENTS
SUBMITTED TO THE CONFERENCE

7. On 11 January and 20 June 1968 the Secretary-
General of the United Nations transmitted to the Co-

Chairmen letters containing the above resclutions of the
General Assembly [ENDC/210, ENDC/226].

8. On 16 July the representative of the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics submitted a memorandum
of the Government of the USSR concerning urgent
measures to stop the arms race and achieve disarma-
ment [ENDC/2271.

9. On 16 July the representative of the United States
of America submitted a message to the Conference
from President Lyndon B Johnson [ENDC/228].

10. On 16 July the representative of the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland sub-

mitted a message to the Conference from Prime Min-
ister Harold Wilson [ENDC/229].

11. On 29 July the representative of Sweden sub-
mitted a letter which enclosed a summary report of
the meetings of a group of experts on seismic methods
for monitoring underground explosions convened by
the International Institute for Peace and Conflict Re-
search in Stockholm [ENDC/230].

12, On 6 August the representative of the United
Kingdom submitted a working paper on microbiological
warfare [ENDC/231].

13. On 20 August the representative of the United
Kingdom submitted a working paper on the compre-
hensive test ban treaty [ENDC/232].

14. On 23 August the representative of Italy sub-
mitted a working paper on underground nuclear ex-
plosions [ENDC/234]

15. On 26 August the delegations of Brazil, Burma,
Ethiopia, India, Mexico, Nigeria, Sweden and the
United Arab Republic submitted a joint memorandum
on a comprehensive test ban treaty [ENDC/235]

16, Anmex I contains the text of the documents at-
tached to the present report. Amnex II contains a list
of all documents submitted to the Committee and of
the verbatim records of the plenary meetings during
the period covered by the report.

111, Acernpa

17. In recognition of the views expressed by the
members of the Committee, in response to the recom-
mendations of the General Assembly, taking info ac-
count the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons® and also the agreement, announced on 1 July
1968, for bilateral discussions on the limitation and re-
duction of both offensive strategic nuclear weapons
delivery systems and systems of defence against bal-
Listic missiles, which was welcomed by members of the
Committee, the Co-Chairmen recommended the follow-

1 Geperal Assembly resolution 2373 (XXII), annex.
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ing provisional agenda which was adopted by the Com-
mittee on 15 August 1968:

L. Further effective measures relating to the ces-

sation of the nuclear arms race at an early date and
to nuclear disarmament.

“Under this heading, members may wish to discuss
measures dealing with the cessation of testing, the
non-use of nuclear weapons, the cessation of produc-
tion of fissionable materials for weapons use, the
cessation of manufacture of weapons, and reduction
and subsequent elimination of nuclear stockpiles,
nuclear free zones, etc.

#2. Non-nuclear measures.

“Under this heading, members may wish to dis-
cuss chemical and bacteriological warfare, regional
arms limitations, ete.

#3. Other collateral measures,

“Under this heading, members may wish to dis-
cuss prevention of an arms race on the sea-bed, etc.

“4 General and complete disarmament under
strict and effective international control.”

18. The Committee also noted the recognized right
of any delegation to raise and discuss any disarmament
subject at any time.

19, Because of the comparative shortness of this
session, the Committee reports that it has not been
able to give comprehensive consideration to the matters
before it. However, the Committee had a useful dis-
cussion of items on the agenda. All delegations par-
ticipated in the work of the Committee and many
interesting suggestions were made.

20. The Committee believes that the adoption of
this agenda is a step forward which will facilitate pro-
gress in its worlk. In addition, the submission and dis-
cussion of concrete proposals, the exchange of views,
and the exploration of possible questions which may
become ripe for agreement, all help to lay the founda-
tion for fruitful negotiations in the future.

IV. QUESTIONS CONSIDERED BY THE COMMIITEE

A, Further effective measures relating to the cessa-
tion of the nuclear arms race af an early date and
to nuclear disarmament

21. The Committee agreed that first priority in its
work should be given to further effective measures re-
lating to the cession of the nuclear arms race at an
early date and to nuclear disarmament. In this session,
and pursuant to the recommendations of the General
Assembly contained in resolution 2373 (XXII), the
Committee pursued negotiations on such measures.
Several delegations made useful contributions.

22. In accordance with the recommendations of the
General Assembly in resolution 2343 (XXII), the
Committee gave consideration to the question of a
treaty banning underground nuclear weapon tests. The
Committee held a useful and valuable discussion regard-
ing this important matter.

23. Pursuant to resclution 2289 (XXII), the Com-
mittee received from the Secretary-General the draft
convention on the prohibition of the use of nuclear
weapons proposed by the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics? and the records of the meetings of the
First Committee concerning such a convention Mem-

2 See Official Records of the General Assembly, Twenty-
second Session, Annexes, agenda item 96, document A/6834.



bers of the Eighteen-Nation Committee had an extensive
discussion of this matter.

24. The Comimittee considered the cessation of pro-
duction of fissionable materials for weapons use, the
cessation of manufacture of weapons and reduction and
subsequent elimination of nuclear stockpiles. Members
of the Commiitee also took up the subject of nuclear-
free zones.

25. The Committee intends to devote attention to
this category of measures commensurate with the
priority attached to it by the agenda. The hope was
expressed that one or more of the measures within this
category would hecome ripe for agreement at an early
date.

B. Non-nuclear measures

26. Taking into account resolution 2162 B (XXI)
of the General Assembly, the Committee considered the
problem of chemical and bacteriological weapons. The
United Kingdom proposed 2 study by the Secretary-
General on the nature and possible effects of chemical
weapons and on the implications of their use Poland
proposed a study by the Secretary-General on the
effects of the use of both chemical and bacteriological
weapons. The Comimittee agreed to recommend to the
General Assembly that the Secretary-General appoint
a group of experts to study the effects of the possible
use of chemical and bacteriological means of warfare,
Because of the importance of this matter, the hope
was expressed that the report on this study would be
referred at an early date to the General Assembly, the
Security Council and the Committee. A number of other
proposals were aiso made concerning chemical and
bacieriological weapons.

27. Members of the Committee expressed the view
that the problem of chemical and bacteriological weapons
should be given further attention at ifs next session,

28. Views were also expressed on the problem of
regional arms Hmitations.

C. Other collateral measnres

29. Several suggestions were made concerning the
proilem of prevention of an arms race on the sea-bed.
The Committee concluded that this new subject would
be a fruitiul area for its future work.

30. Taking into account resolution 2344 (XXII)
of the General Assembly, delegations made statements
on the question of the elimination of foreign military
bases.

D. General and complete disarmament

31, In accordance with General Assembly resolutions
2342 (XXII} and 2373 (XXII}), and taking into ac-
count the report of the Secretary-General on the effects
of the possible use of nuclear weapons? members of the
Committee exchanged views on the question of general
and complete disarmament under strict and effective
international control, and emphasized the importance
of resuming the consideration of this guestion.

V. MEeerinGgs oF THE Co-CHAIRMEN

32. During the period covered by this report, the
representatives of the Union of Soviet Socialist Re.
publics and of the United States of America, in their
capacity as Co-Chairmen of the Conference of the
Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament, held

8 United Nations publication (Sales No.: E68IX.1}.
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meetings to discuss the schedule of and procedure for
the worls of the Committee and also certain substantive
questions before the Committee.

*
He E

33. The Committee agreed to reconvene on a date
to be established by the Co-Chairmen in consaltation
with all members of the Committee.

34. This report is transmitted by the Co-Chairmen
on behalf of the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation
Committee on Disarmament.

) (Signed) A. RosECHIN
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics

George Buny
United Stotes of dmerica

ANNEX I
Decuments attached to the report
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1 Tetter dated 11 January 1968 from the
Secretary-General to the Co-Chairmen
of the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation
Committee on Disarmament, transmit-
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(XXII), 2342 (XXID), 2343 (XXID,
2344 (XXI1) and 2346 (XXII) of the
General Assembly

2 Letter dated 20 June 1968 from the
Secretary-General to the Co-Chairmen of
the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation
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resolution 2373 (XXII) of the General
Assembly and resolution 255 (1968) of
the Security Council
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Prime Minister of the United Kingdom,
the Right Honourable Harold Wilson,
to the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation
Committee on Disarmament

6 Sweden; letter dated 29 July 1968 from
the representative of Sweden addressed
to the OSpecial Representative of the
Secretary-General

United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland: working paper on
microbiological warfare

8 United Kingdom of Great Britain and

Northern Ireland: working paper on
the comprehensive test ban treaty

9 Italy: working paper

nuclear explosions

ENDC/228

ENDC/229

ENDC/230

ENDC/231

ENDC/232

on underground

ENDC/234
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prehensive test ban treaty

ENDC/235



1

Letter dated 11 January 1968 from the Secretary-General
to the Co-Chairmen of the Conference of the Eighteen-
Nation Committee orn Disarmament, transmitting resolu-
tions 2286 (XXII), 2289 (XXI1I), 2342 (XXil), 2343
(XXI1), 2544 (XXII), and 2346 (XX1H) of the General
Assemibly

[END( /210, of 18 January 1968]
{Original tert: English}

{For the text of the Secretary-General's letler, see document
DC/230 and Add I, annex IV, sect. 27 abowe; for the text of
the resolutions cited, see Official Records of the General Ase
sembly, Twenty-second Session, Supplement No. 16.]

2

Letter dated 20 June 1968 jfrom the Secretary-General
to the Co-Chairmen of the Conference of the Eighteen-

Nation Commitiee on Disarmament, transmitting resolu-
tion 2373 (XXII) of the General Assembly and resolu-
tion 255 (1968) of the Security Council

[ENDC /226, of 16 Tnly 1968*]
[Original text: English]

I have the homour to transmit herewith resolution 2373
{XXII) of 12 June 1968, adopted by the Generai Assembly
on agenda item 28 (a2} of the twenty-second session entitled,
“Non-proliferation of nuclear weapons: Report of the Con-
ference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament”.
Annexed to the resolution is the text of the Treaty on the
Non-Protiferation of Nuclear Weapons.

1 wish to draw attention, in particular, to paragraphs 4
and 3 of the resolution, reguesting the Conference of the
Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament and the nuclear-
weagon States urgently to pursue negatiations on effective
measures relating to the cessation of the nuclear arms race
at an early date and te nuclear disarmament, and on a treaty
on general and complete disarmament under strict and effective
international control, and reguesting furthermore the Eighteen-
Nation Committee on Disarmament to report on the progress
of its work to the General Assembly at its twenty-third session.

ANl the relevant documents and records reiating to the
discussion of item 28 (a) in the First Committee and in the
plenary meetings of the General Assemnbly have heen cir-
culated to the Members of the United Nations, inciuding all
members of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament

1 also have the homour to transmit herewith resolution 255
(1968), adopted by the Security Council at its 1433rd mecting
on 19 June 1968, dealing with the question of appropriate
measures to be undertaken to safeguard the security of States
in conjunction with their adherence to the Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons

(Signed) U TaANT
Secretary-General

[For the texts of the lwo resolutions, see Official Records
of the General Assembly, Twenty-second Session, Supplement
No 16A and Resolutions and Decisiens of the Security
Council 1968, respectively.]

3

Memorandum of the Government of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics concerning urgent measures to siop
the aring race and achieve disarmament

[ENDCG /227, of 16 July 1968]
[Original text: Russion]

[For the text, see Official Records of the General Assembly,
Twenty-third Session, Annexes, agenda items 27, 28, 29, 94
and 96, docnument A/7134 ]

*Reissned for technical reasons to replace an earlier text,
dated 20 June 1968
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4

United States of America: message from the President of
the United States, Mr. Lyndon B. Johnson, to the
Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on
Disarmament

[ENDC/228, of 16 July 1968]
[Origingl text: English]

The Canference has achieved singular success in negotiating
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons »
The Treaty is a major step toward a goal which the United
States has been seeking sisce the dawn of the nuclear age.
It is a triumph of sanity in international affairs and a testa-
ment to man's will to survive.

The worid looks today for a beginning of the negotiations
called for by the Treaty—'negotiations in good faith on
effective measures relating to cessation of the nuclear arms
race at an early date and to nuclear disarmament .. M

This is the most pressing task which the Treaty lays on its
parties, and the nations meeting in Geneva today share a
major responsibility in performing it. The United States
sakes this responsibility with the utmost sericusness.

High on the disarmament agenda of mankind is the need to
hale the strategic arms race Agreement has been reached
between the Governments of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics and the United States to enter in the nearest future
into bilateral discussions on the limitation and the reduction
of both offensive strategic nuclear weapons delivery systems
and systems of defense against ballistic missiles. It is expected
that the two sides will shortly reach a decision on the time
and place for talks

In the absence of agreement, the nuclear arms race could
escalate to new levels. This would only result in higher and
higher destructive power on cacl side and vast diversion of
resources from peaceful pursuits—with no increase in security
for anyone.

If we can make progress on limiting strategic delivery
systerms, the United BStates would be prepared to consider
reductions of existing systems. By reducing these systems, we
would cut back effectively—and for the first time—on the
vast potentials for destruction which each side possesses.

The United States and the Soviet Union have 2 special
responsihility to head off a strategic arms race. The fate of
mankind could well depend on the manner in which our two
nations discharge that responsibility.

Progress on limiting strategic delivery systems will alsa
facilitate the achievement of varions related measures of
nuclear arms control and disarmament, A number of such
measures has been suggested by the United States, Additionat
meastres have been proposed by other nations and recom-
mended by the General Assembly of the United Nations.
The Urited States hopes that your conference will soon be
able to make significant progress on measures which have been
the subject of past discussions. But these are not the only
subjects of interest to the conference

We mmust soon tzke up the guestion of arms limitations on
the sea-bed in the light of the consideration being given by
the General Assembly’s Ad Hoc Committee to Study the
Peaceful Uses of the Sea-Bed and the Qcean Floor beyond
the Limits of National Jurisdiction to a numbes of proposals
for arms limitations on the sea-bed. Your conference should
begin to define those factors vital to a workable, verifiable
and effective international agreement which would prevent the
use of this new environment for the emplacement of weapons
of mass destruction.

Meaning miust soon be given to the language of the Non-
Proliferation Treaty dealing with sharing potential benefits
from any peaceful applications of nuciear explosions In the
view of the United States, the International Atomic Energy
Agency is the “appropriate international body” through which
the nan-nuclear-weapon Farties to the Treaty may obtain these
benehts under article V of the Treaty if they choose to do sc
We also believe that the Agency is the appropriate forum
for development of procedures and agreements relating to the

v Generzl Assembly resolution 2373 (XXI11), annex.



furnishing of the peaceful nuclear explosive services obtained
through the Agency.

Finally, we must be alert to opportunities for achieving
regional limitations on armaments, We have seen that co-
operation at the regional level to limit armaments is not
only possible but is in fact a promising path to progress. The
Treaty of Tlatelolco? is = worthy example of what can be
achieved when sneighbors collaborate in safeguarding their
national security interests and in promcting their common
welfare. In signing Additional Protocol II of the Treaty of
Tlatelolco, the United States had demcnstrated its intention
to respect the denuclearized status of Latin America which
will be established by that Treaty. We hope that all nuclear
powers will respect this great achievement of Latin American
diplomacy.

We have also seen the consequences of the failure of
nations to effect regiomai arrangements to inhibit the growth
of arsenals of cenventional weapons. Resources continue to be
diverted from critical human needs to the acquisition of arma-
ments and the mainterance of military establishments that in
themselves feed fears and create insecurity among nations.

The United States attaches particular importance to hakting
non-nuclear arms races. We must achieve regional Hmitations
on conventional armaments.

Representatives of the United States are under standing
instructions to search out any initiatives for regiomal restraints
coming from the areas concerned. If arrangements acceptable
to the nations involved can be concluded, they will be respected
by the United States. We stand ready to support any reason-
able measure affecting the activities of the major weapons-
producers that would make a regional agreement more effective
including a requirement that suppliers publicize or register
their arms shipments to a particular region.
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United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland:
message from the Prime Minister of the United King-
dom, the Right Honourable Huarold Wilson, to the Con-
ference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disurma-

ment
[ENDC/229, of 16 July 19681}
[Criginal text: English]

The long and patient labours that the Conference of the
Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament had devoted to
the Non-Proliferation Treaty were finally, at its last sessiom,
erowned with success and with the opening of the Treaty
for signature the Committee will be free to turn its attention
to other measures of arms control and disarmament. This is a
tremendous opportunity which must be expleited to the full I
am sure the Disarmament Committee will be egual to its
responsibilities and trust that in its present session it will
initiate work that will enable further steps to be taken on
the long road that leads to general and complete disarmament

6

Sweden: letter dated 29 July 1968 from the representative
of Sweden addressed to the Special Representative of

the Secretary-General
[ENDC /230, of 29 July 1968]
[Original text: English]

Enclosed with this letter you will find a copy of a press
release issued by the International Inmstitute for Peace and
Conflict Research in Stockholm on 29 June 1968, regarding
two meetings of seismological experts which took place in
Sweden in April and June of this year., Attached to the press
release is a summary report, adopted on 23 Jume by this
group of experts on seismic methods for monitoring under-
ground explosions.

b Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin
America; see Official Records of the General Assembly,
Twenty-second Session, Anneves, agenda item 96, document
AJC1/046,
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The International Institute for Peace and Conflict Research
in Stockholm is a non-governmental international institution,
which was set up two years ago through a decision of the
Swedish Parliament which alse aliocates the main funds for
its activities, The governing bodies and the personnel of the
Institute are, however, international. The Swedish Govern.
ment is thus not involved in or responsible for the actions
or publications of the Institute.

As this documentation wonid seem to be of interest to other
delegations in the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament
1 hereby request you to circulate this letter with the enclosed
press rtelease and summary report as a document of the
Committee

{Signed) Alva Mympai
Chatrman of the delegotion of Sweden

APPENDIX

INTERNATIONAL INST17UTE FOR PEACE AND CONFLICT RESEARCH,
STOCKEOLM : PRESS RELEASE, DATED 29 Jumwe 1968

The group of seismological experts from 10 countries in-
cluding four nuclear Powers which met at Tallberg, in the
province of Dalarna, on 24 June 1968 adjourned on 2§ June,
after having unanimously adopted a joint report assessing to-
day's state of the art of seismic test-ban verification. The
meeting was the second of two by the Stockhelm International
Peace Research Institute (SIPRIG.

The plan is to publish the experts’ report as soon as pos-
sible, preferabiy before the resumption of the Geneva disarma-
ment conference on 16 July, in order to provide a technical
background for those who have to make political judgements
in different countries

The main feature of the report is the recognition that it is
now possible to distinguish large and medium-sized under-
pround explosions from interfering earthquakes. This provides
a new situation in test-ban contrel. The report includes no
political judgement of the sufficiency of available capabilities.

An assessment of the state of the art of seisrnic test ban
control cannot alone indicate whether sufficient security can be
achieved or not. But it is a necessary ingredient for political
decision-making. Other ingredients are assessments of the secu-
rity risks of cheating by the other parties if it is not disclosed,
the need for additional measures as on-site-inspections, the
military significance of difficult-to-disclose small tests, and the
general feasibility of stopping all testing and by that restrict-
ing weapons development., This last point is closely related to
the procurement of anti-ballistic missile systems.

SEISMIC MEIHODS FOR MONITORING UNDERGROUND EXPLOSIONS!:
AN ASSESSMENT OF THE SIATUS AND CQUTLOCOK

Summary of report of the SIPRI seismic study greup, April
and June 1968

Considerablie progress in the field of detection and identifica~
tion of underground explosions and earthquakes has been
made since 1960, when technical talks were held on this
subject in Geneva. At that time the prospect of identification
of explosions as such was considered remote. On the initiative
of SIPRI an expert study group was convened to review and
assess the present possibilities of detection and identification
by seismological means alone of underground explasions and
earthquakes. In the work of the group, seismologists from
the following ten countries took part: Canada, Czechoslovalia,
France, India, Japan, Rumania, Sweden, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America.

The study group considered these developments in order
to assess the state of the art in different countries, to find
areas of consensus, to probe unclear or controversial areas
and to point out promising arcas for further research and
development. One of the main tasks of the group was to
examine the usefulness of networks for the detection and
identification by seismological means only of underground
explosions. The members of the study group presemted the
most recent results and arrived at the conclusions summarized
below



(1) Since 1960 improvements in the fields of instrumentation,
seismological theory and interpretation of observations have
heen achieved, and netwerks of standardized instruments (re-
porting to data centres, for example the International Seis-
mological Centre, at Edinburgh and the Bureau international
de séismologie, at Strashourg) have been deployed. Research
and developruent of this type had been recommended by the
Geneva Conference of Expertse This and other encourage-
ment to research has led to the establishment of several seis-
mological networks and stations. Twe of them are particularly
targe and homogeneous, one consisting of about 100 widespread
single stations, One of these systems is the national system
deployed on the territory of the USSR. The other, the so-
called WWSSN (World-Wide Standard Seismological Net-
work) system, is on the territories of the United States of
America and many other countries of the world. The former
system is within the territory of the USSR, whereas the latter
is external to the USSR and is world-wide. This distribution
results in the better capability of the latter system to detect
and identify underground explosions of interest. in addition,
ter: arrays® have been cstablished for research purposes, some
of which contribute data to international data centres.

(2} It was reported that the problems of detection using
body waves by such networks as WWSSN and contributing
arrays are less severe than those involved in identification.
American and British participants reported that identification
by the WWSSN network is possible for explosions in the
northern hemisphere down to the level of 20 to 60 kilotons
exploded in hard rock like granite. This progress has depended
on the traditionzl seismological data exchange between
countries.

(3} Both major systems mentiened in paragraph (1) ahove
are able to locate within 10 to 40 kilometres the site of ex-
plasions in the range of yields mentioned above.

(4) It was however recognized that for explosions in less
dense materials, like Nevada tuff (a porous volcapic rock)
and alluvium, the yield corresponding to the identification limit
mentioned above would be increased two (tuff) to ten times
(alluvium), depending in the latter case on the water content.
The maximum possible yield in alluvium would be limited by
the thickness of the alluvium layer, and by the possible require-
ment to prevent cratering. For example, if the layer is 450
metres thick, the maximum fully contained yield would be of
the order of 20 kilotons.

(5) Another case of reduced signal strength is that of an
explosion in = specially prepared underground cavity, Small-
scale experiments in the United States and the United King-
dom have been made during the last few years, the largest of
which was reported to be a nuclear explosion of (¢35 kilotons.
ANl confirmed the theoretically predicted reduction of signal
strength by a factor of about 100, It was recognized that there
tnay be considerable practical limitations to do this with yields
above 10 kilotons. Some participants expressed the opinion that
large decoupled explosions might be detected by radicactive
leakage, subsidence craters and by other means.

(6) Although the emergence of a method for positive
identification of explosions has made the annual number of
corresponding earthquakes less important than in the past,
earthquake statistics are still pertinent to the problems as-
sociated with an underground test ban. The world-wide yearly
number of earthguakes corresponding to a 20-kiloten explo-
sion in tuff, has heen observed to be about 2,000. The number
corresponding to 271 kilotens exploding in granite, was
estimated to he somewhere between 10,000 and 20,000 These
observations and estimates are based on four years of observa-
tions, obtained from the data centre of the WWSSN. The
Saviet data indicate that these numbers of earthquakes should
be reduced by a factor of 2 The large numbers of earthquakes
at the lower yield equivalence would be expected fo cause some
problems of intereference.

¢ Conference of experts to study the possibility of detecting
violations of a possible agreement on the suspension of nuclear
tests, held at Geneva from 1 July to 21 August 1958

4 An array is a complex of seismometers spread cver a wide
area and connected te a ceatral peint.
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(7} The criterion providing the method of positively
identifying explosions by seismological means alope employs
the difference in the relative excitation of body and surface
seismic iwaves between explosions and earthquakese This
technique requires that seismic waves from explosions are not
masked by signals from other events

(8) At the yields referred to above (20 to 60 kilotons
in granite), the measurements of these seismic waves recorded
by the WWSSN network give a clear separation of explosions
and earthquakes. The existing experimental evideace on the
usefuiness of the surface wave method for identification of
explosions with lower yields is as yet inconciusive. The long-
period instruments in the WWSSN are not sensitive encugh
to record the surface waves from low-yield explosions at
great distances. Tnited Kingdom, Canadian, United States and
TISSR research indicates separation of explosicns and earth-
quakes down to 10 kilotons in hard rock, Studies at shorter
distances are inconclusive as to the validity of this discriminant
for yields below 10 kilotons in hard rock.

(93 The majority of the participants believe that other
criteria, such as the depth at which the event takes place,
the direction of the Arst ground motion at recording stations,
the frequency content of seismic waves, excitation of shear
waves and the complexity of the seismic tecord, do nat at
present provide positive identification. However, ideas were
presented on how such criteria could be combined, by standard
statistical pracedures, for more effective utilization of the data.

{10} Lmprovements in identification can be expected in the
foreseeable future from application of current resezrch results.
Tmmediate improvement of existing networks couid be ob-
tained, for example, by moving stations from disturbed to
guiet locations or establishing satellite stations in certain cases.
A similar example of a more costly improvement would be
the installation of about 30 highly sensitive long-period seis-
mographs, of 2 kind only recently developed, at certain stations
of the WWSSN network Tt would lower the detection
threshofd for surface waves by a factor of about 10, but the
diseriminant is at present unproved helow 14 kilotons in
hard rock.

In addition, the implementation of more arrays would make
it possible to conduct research into the guestion whether the
identification of explosions in the 2 to 10 kiloton range in
granite is possible, and would enable the design of suitable
monitoring systems, if the resulis so warrant.

(11) Implicit in the projections above are recommendations
for network developments based on present research results.

(12} The group also saw that the following fields for re-
search could be profitable:

(s} Methods of improving surface wave detection;

() More detailed work on the relative excitation of body
and surface waves by carthquakes and explosions;

(¢} Pattern recognition of seismic records;

(d) Statistical treatment of identification criteria for deci-
sion applications.

(13) The ecffectiveness of this programme of research, as
well as progress in the efforts to lower the thresholds of
detection and identification, would be greatly increased if
existing networks could merge into one world-wide data ex-
change system.

(Signed) (Signed)
L. CONSTANTINESCY I PasgCHNIR
U. Ericsson ¥. PgpEss
K. Herriw H THIRLAWAY

K Waraam
T. VaArcHESE

V. Kirwix
P MrceiER
S. MryaMmMuRra

e A surface wave is a wave of long period running along
the surface of the Earth; a body wave is a shart-period wave
ruaning through the deep interior of the Earth.
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United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Irelond:
working paper on microbiological warfare

[ENDC /231, of 6 August 1968]
[Original text: English]

1. The United Kingdom delegation considers that the
Geneva Protocol of 1925! is not an entirely satisfactory instru-
ment for dealing with the question of chemical and micro-
biological warfare. The following points may be noted:

(i) Many Siates are not Parties to the Protocol and of
those that are Parties many, including the United King-
dom, have reserved the right to use chemical and bacterio-
logical weapens against non-parties, violators of the
Protocol and their allies.

(i} Jurists are not apreed whether the Protocol represents
customary international law or whether it is of a purely
contractual nature.

{ii#) Even if all States were to accede to the Protocol, there
weuld still be a risk of large-scale use of the proscribed
weapons as long as States have the right to manufacture
such weapons and to use them against violators and their
allies.

(iv) There is no consensus on the meaning of the term “gases”
in the phrase "asphyxiating, poisonous or other gases and
all analogous liquids, materials or devices”. The French
version of the Protocol renders “or other” as “on
sintilaires” and the discrepancy between “other” and
“stinflatres” has led to disagreement on whether non-
lethal gases are covered by the Protocol,

{v) The term ‘“bacteriological” as used in the Protocol is
not sufficiently comprehensive to inciude the whole range
of microbiological agents that might be used in hostilities.

{vi) The prohibition in the Protocol applies to use “in war',
There may therefore be doubt about its applicability in
the case of hostilities which do pot amount to war in its
technical sense.

2. It is not to be expected that all these difficulties can be
easily or speedily resclved. The United Kingdom delegation
suzgests, however, that the problem might be made less in-
tractable by considering chemical and microbiological methods
of warfare separately. The Geneva Protocol puts them on an
identical basis, but:

(i) As indicated in paragraph 1 (iv) above, therc is disagree-
ment on whether the ban covers all agents or only lethal
ones It would be extremely difficuit to secure agreement
on a new instrument banning the use of all agents of
chemical warfare, particularly as some of those agents
have legitimate peaceful uses for such purposes as riot
control.

(ii) Chemical weapons have been used on a large scale in
war in the past and are regarded by some States as a
weapon they mmust be prepared to use if necessary in any
future war, particularly as they fear they may be
used against them In any cveat, at the moment, they
would be reluctant to give up the manufacture of che-
mical agents and the right to conduct research, etc,
in this field.

3 The United Kingdom delegation recognizes that verifica-
tion, in the sense in which the term is normaily used in
disarmament pegotiations, is not possible in either the chemical
or the microbiological field The difficulty, as far as the
microbiological field is concerned, is that the organisms which
would be used are reguired for medical and veterinary uses
and could be produced quickly and without special facilities
either in established laboratories or in makeshift facilities. As
far as chemical agents are concerned it seems unlikely that
States will be prepared to forgo the right to produce and
stockpile such agents for possible use in war unless adequate
verification procedures can be devised and applied and problems

£ Profocot for the Prohibition of the Use in War of
Asphyxiating, Polsonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological
Methods of Warfare, signed on 17 June 1925 (l.eague of
Nations, Ireafy Series, voi. XCIV, 1929, No. 2138).
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of definition ete. resolved However, the use of microbiological
methods of warfare has never heen established, and these are
generally regarded with even greater abhorrence than chemical
methods. The United Kingdom delegation therefore considers
that in this field the choice lies between pgoing ahead with the
formulation of new obligations and doing nothing at all—in
which case the risks and the fears of eventual use of micro-
biological methods of warfare will continue and intensify in-
definitely

4. The United Kingdom delegation thereiore proposes the
early conclusion of a new conventien for the prokibition of
microbiological methods of warfare, which would supple-
ment but not supersede the Geneva Protocol of 1925, This con-
vention would proscribe the use for hostile purposes of micro-
biological agents causing death or disease by infection in man,
other animals, or crops Under if States wouid:

(i) Declare their belief that the use of microbiological
methods of warfare of any kind and in any circum-
stances should be treated as contrary to international
law and 2z crime against humanity;

(ii) Undertake never to engage in such methods of warfare
themselves in any circumstances.

5. The convention should also include a ban on the pro-
duction of microbiological agents which was so worded as
to take account of the fact that mest of the microbiological
agents that couid be used in hostilities are also needed for
peaceful purposes. Thus the ban might be on the production
of microbiclogical agents on & scale which had no independent
peaceful justification. Alternatively, the convention might ban
the production of microbiological agents for hostile purposes, or
it might ban their production in quantities that wounld be incom-
patible with the obligation never to engage in microbiclogical
methods of warfare in any circumstances.

6 Whatever the formulation might be, the ban would
also need to cover ancillary equipment specifically designed
to facilitate the use of microbiological agents in hostifities. In
addition, the convention would of course need to include
an uadertaking to destroy, within a short period after the
convention comes into force, any stocks of such microbiclogical
agents or ancillary equipment which are already in the pos-
session of the parties,

7. The convention would also need to deal with research
work, It should impose a ban on research work aimed at
production of the kind prohibited zbove, as regards both
microbiolegical agents and ancillary equipment. It should
also provide for the appropriate civil medical or health au-
thorities to have access to all research work which might
give rise to allegations that the obligations imposed by the
convention were not being fulfilled Such research work should
be open to international investigation if so reguired and
should also be open to public scrutiny to the maximum extent
compatible with national security and the protection of in-
dustrial and commercial processes.

8 In the knowledge that strict processes of wverification
are not possible, it is suggested that consideration might be
given infer olia to the possibility that a competent body of
experts, established under the auspices of the United Nations,
might investigate allegations made by a party to the conven-
tionn which appeared to establish a prima facle case that another
party had acted in breach of the obligations established in the
conventions The convention would contain a provision by
which parties would undertake to co-operate fully in any
investigation and any failure to comply with this or any of
the other obligaticns imposed by the convention would be
reported to the Security Council.

9. As regards entry into force of the convention, the ap-
propriate international body might be invited to draw up a
list of States (say 10 to 12} that it considers most advanced
in microbiological research work The convention might come
into force when ratified by all those states and a suitably
large number of other states,

10. Consideration should be given to the possibility of
including in the convention an article under which the parties
would undertake to support appropriate action in accordance



with the United Nations Charter to counfer the use, or
threatened use, of microbiological methods of warfare. If
such an article were included it might be endorsed by the
Security Council in rather the same way as the Council
welcomed and endorsed the declarations made by the United
States, the Soviet Union and the United Kingdom in con-
nexion with the Non-Proliferation Treaty.

8

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland:
working paper on the comprehensive test ban treaty

[ENDC/232, of 20 Augnsé 1968]
[Original text: English]

1. The United Kingdom delegation considers that priority
in the field of nuclear-arms control and disarmament should
be given to a ban on underground tests of nuclear weapons;
in their view the real danger of vertical proliferation lies in
the development of more sophisticated weapons systems which
a comprehensive test ban treaty would prevent The United
Kingdom delegation favours the conclusion of & comprehensive
test ban treaty at the earliest possible moment and as soon
as terms that are generally acceptable can be agreed

2. The principal avowed abstacle in the way of a com-
prehensive test ban treaty is the problem of on-site inspection.
It may be noted, however, that since the early days of the
negotiations on a comprehensive test ban treaty, the means
of identifying incidents as earthquakes or explosions have
been greatly improved and there is substantial agreement at
the technical level on what can or cannot be identified. This
is evidenced in the unanimously adopted summary of the
seport [sect 6 above] of the recent mieetings of scientists
and other experts to discuss the technical aspects of the
control of an underground test ban under the auspices of
the International Institute for Peace and Conflict Research
in Stockholm.

3 The United Kingdom delegation understands fears that
on-site inspection might present difficulties but recognizes that
below the identification threshold there ean be no certainty
whether a given event is an explesion or an earthquake. In
these circumstances it is reasomable for parties to a com-
prehensive test ban treaty to ask for such verification to be
provided as is possible, practicable and necessary to ensure
that other parties are honouring their obligations. In order
to dispel the fears of these who maintain that on-site inspec-
tion would present difficulties and to meet the needs of those
who maintzin that the possibility of on-site inspection is vital
for the conclusion of an effective comprehensive test ban
treaty, the United Kingdom delegation sugpests that con-
sideration should be given to the establishment under such
a treaty of a committee whose function it would be to con-
sider evidence of possible iniringement of the treaty. Such
a committee would have the right to carry out on-site
inspection but only if strong evidence were produced of an
infringement of the treaty

4 The United Kingdom delegation's views on the com-
position of the committee are flexible, It seeks first to gain
acceptance of the principie of its establishment. But it suggests
that the commitiee might be composed of representatives of
the three nuclear-weapon States parties to the treaty, repre-
sentatives of three non-aligned countries, and a nominee of the
Secretary-General of the United Nations or the Director-
General of the International Atomic Energy Agency. It is
suggested that, apart from the United Nations or the Inter-
national Atomic Energy Agency nominee, the members of
the committee might be government representatives, assisted
by scientific advisers, rather than themselves scientists. The
right of on-site inspection would only be exercised if the
committee agreed by & majority of 5 to 2 that a prima facic
case had been made out, While the committee would have
the ultimate right of on-site inspection, the procedure proposed
is specifically designed to circumscribe this right in such
a way as to emsure that it was not exercised irresponsibly
or improperly
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5. As scientific knowledge and the means of detection and
identification develop, the need for and the probability of on-site
inspection would diminish. No country adhering to the treaty
would be submitting to any certain or automatic on-site
inspection. But the possibility that inspection might take
place would play a very large part in establishing confidence
in the effectiveness of the treaty.

6. While the United Kingdom delegation is in favour of
the conclusion of an effective test ban treaty at the earliest
possible moment it has also been considering the possibility
that the implementation of the comprehensive test ban might
he made a phased operation by starting with an agreed annual
quota of underground test explosions, This proposal is based
on recognition of the fact that it may not be possible to get
agreement now to stop all nuciear weapons testing over night
in isolation from other measures of disarmament The object
of the quota propesal is to put an increasingly powerful brake
on the development of new nuclear weapon systems with a
view to bringing this dangerous process to a complete ha't
within a fixed time period, The treaty might provide for
quotas on a descending scale over a period of four or five
years ending with a nii quota after which further tests would
be banned absolutely. Alternatively, the quotas might not be
written into the treaty but fixed annually, possibly by a
committee of the kind which has been suggested above Super-
vision of the quota arrangements would be exercised by the
same mechanism as proposed above for the treaty itseif.

7. 1t will also be necessary under a comprechensive test
ban treaty to provide for the carrying out of operational or
experimental nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes. The
United Kingdom delegation considers that such a requirement
couid be accommodated within the systern proposed There
may well be a need for international supervision of peaceful
nuclear explosions, in order to satisfy States party to the
treaty and the international committee that the explosion in
question was needed for its stated purpose. Peaceful nuclear
explosions could also be accommodated within a guota system,
gither by treating them as part of the quota or as permitted
exclusions from the treaty provided they conflormed to inter-
nationally agreed arrangements for their conduct.
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Italy: working paper on underground nuclear explosions

[ENDC/234, of 23 Augnst 1968]
EOriginal text; French]

1. The Italian Government has long advecated the possibility
of extending the 1963 Treaty# on the partial prohibition of
nuclear tests to underground nuclear explosions. The recent
conclusion of negotiation on a Treaty on the non-proliferation
of nuclear weapons,h and the undertakings stipulated in article
VI of that Treaty, as well as in the preamble, make it
possible to hope that definite progress will be made very
quickly in this field, which iz so important for world peace
and security From the development of the discussions during
the present session of the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation
Committee on Disarmament it appears that an over-all and
complete solution of this problem still presents difficulties which
have not been eliminated. Consequently, the Italian Govern-
ment feels that every possible efiort should be made to
achieve at least some partial progress, while waiting until
events have matured and enable all the remaining obstacles
to be overcome.

2. With this in view, and with the object of obtaining
some partial resuits, the Italian delegation suggests that the
regulation of ovnderground explosions for peaceful purposes
should for the time being be separated from that of under.
ground nuclear explosions for military purposes This separa-
tion would have the advantage of making it possible fo feave
military explosions aside provisionally and to endeavour to
reach agreement on an acceptable form of control where
nuclear explosions of a peaceful nature are concerned. The

¢ Trealy banning nuclear weapon tests in the atmosphere,
in outer space and under water (United Nations, Treaty
Series, vol. 480 (1963), No. 6964).

b General Assembly resolution 2373 (XXII), annex.



problem would thus be simplified becauvse by tackling it in
this way a temporary solution would be possible, until scientific
and technical progress succeeded in providing appropriate ways
and means for guaranteeing an over-all prohibition of tests,
beyond all possibility of dispute.

3 Within the framework of an international system for the
regulation of nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes, the
foliowing preliminary initiatives could be envisaged:

{a} Governments responsible for underground nuclear ex-
plosions should 2ct in a different manner according to whether
underground nuclear explosions for peaceful or for military
pusposes are concerned The former, before being carried out,
should be announced to the United Nations, with all neces-
sary details (approximate date of the test, locality, depth,
purpose, power of explosive). All explosions which had not
been announced to the United Nations in this way wouid
be regarded as being of a military nature

{b) These same Governments should invite foreign experts
(scientists and technicians} chesen and approved by them from
non-nuclear States to observe the explosions. In thiz way,
the experts of the non-nuclear States would be able to
familiarize themselves with the technigues of nuclear explo-
sions, and especiaily with their practical results. A start would
thus be made to apply the provisions of article V of the Nen-
Proliferation Treaty.

(¢) Non-auclear Governments, in their turn, should submit
a list of experts to the Governments of the States where the
nuclear explosions are to take place; the observers invited to
participate in the nuclear tests wouid be selected from among
the names given in this list,

4. The proposal submitted by the Italian delegation, if
accepted, would make it possihle to obtain the following
results:

(@) The scope of the field not yet covered by the regulations
of the 1963 Treaty would be reduced.

(b} A start could be made to apply the provisions of the
Non-Proliferation Treaty, and in particular articles V and
VI, as well as the eleventh preambular paragraph,

(¢) The result would be achieved that a certain number
of scientists and technicians from non-nuclear States would
acquire knowledge or deepen their existing knowledge of the
benefits that can be derived from nuclear explosions for
peaceful purposes.

(d) There would be created a more favourabie situation for
taclding, in due course, the problem of underground nuclear
explosions for milltary purposes with reasonable prospects
of success.

5. Lastly, the Italian Government is of the opinion that,
in the light of recent developments in the international field,
it would be desirable to consider, at the same time as the
measures set forth above, the advisability of deciding upon
and proclaiming the prohibition of all explosions under the
sea-bed of nuclear weapons or nuclear explosive devices for
military purposes. Nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes
under the sea-bed could at present be the subject of a general
moraterium until they are regulated on an international basis
requiring detailed studies to guarantee the necessary safety
measures for the protection of the interests of nations in the
sea-bed and ocean floor environments

6. The Itslian delegation wishes to make it clear that the
proposals whicli it has submitted are aimed essentially at the
adoption of provisional measures which would represent a
limited advance while waiting for the pessibility of reaching
an over-all agreement for the cessation of ali experiments for
military purpeses
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Brazil, Burma, Ethiopia, India, Mexico, Nigeria, Sweden
and the United drab Republic: joint memerandum on
a comprehensive test ban treaty

[ENDC/235, of 26 August 1968]
[Original text: Englisii]

The delegations of Brazil, Burma Ethiopia, Indiz, Mexico,
Nigeria, Sweden and the United Arab Republic continue to
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view with deep concern that it has not so far been possible
to reach agreement on a comprehensive test ban treaty, They
had expressed their apprehensions and anxieties in this regard
in their earlier joint memoranda [ENDC/159 and ENDC/
1774].

Ever since 1959, when the General Assembly became seized
of this question, it has adopted resolutions each year on the
urgent need for suspension of nuclear and thermonuclear tests.

In its latest resolution on the subject, resolution 2343
(XXI1} of 19 December 1967, the General Assembly urged
ail States which have not so far adhered to the Treaty
banning nuclear weapon tests in the atmosphere, in outer
space and under water to do so without further delay, called
upon  all nuclear-weapon States to suspend nuclear weapon
tests in ail environments, and expressed the hope that States
would contribute to an effective international exchange of
seismnic data. Finally, the resolution reguested the conference
of the Eighteen-Nation Disarmament Committee to take up as
a matter of urgency the elaboration of a treaty banning
underground nuclear weapon tests and to report to the
General Assembly on this matter at its twenty-third session.

In the preamble of the partial test ban Treaty of 1963 the
three nuclear-weapon powers parties to the Treaty had ex-
pressed their determination to seek “to achieve the discon-
tinuance of all test explosions of nuclear weapons for all time
and determined to continue negotiations to this end”.

it is a matter of utmost regret that despite General As-
sernbly resolution 1762 (XVII), which had condemned all
nuclear weapon tests, and the partial test ban Treaty, nuclear
weapon tests have not been suspended but are continuing both
in atmosphere and underground

The eight delegations are gravely concerned by the fact
that all countries have not yet adhered to the partial test ban
Treaty., Tests in the atmosphere are, in fact, taking place at
an increasing rate and the yields of such tests have reached
the megaton range, resulting once again in widespread radio-
active contamination, which had started diminishing since the
conclusion of the partial test ban Treaty.

Nuclear weapon testing uaderground is alse continuing at a
high frequency and with increasing yields, thus substantiating
the fears expressed in the June memorandum of the eight
delegations of 17 August 1966, that continued testing would
impart “z renewed impetus to the arms race, bringing about
unioreseeable consequences in regard to imbalance and mis-
trust in the relationship between States and causing immense
and increasing diversion of human and material resources
for purposes of war"$

There have also been reports that large underground tests
have led to leakages of radicactivity outside the territorial
limits of testing States, thus causing infringements of the
partial test ban Treaty Even if these incidents have not been
deliberate, they may eventually lead to a weakening of the
partial test ban Treaty and even endanger its very existence.

The heavy costs involved in nuclear weapon testing and the
continued drain on highly specialized personnel being used
for the further development and sophistication of nuclear
weapons are a matter of serious concern for the international
community. Considerable economic and technical resources
and personnel could be redirected to peaceful scientific efforts
and co-operation in the peaceful nuclear field if a com-
prehensive test ban treaty were concluded

The eight delegations reaffirm their strong view that a treaty
banning underground nuclear weapon tests would be an im-
portant step in the field of disarmament and would constituze
an earnest of the intention of the nuclear-weapon Powers to
carry out their obligations in accordance with the partial test
ban Treaty.

The eight delegations are aware that the differences among
the nuciear-weapon Powers on the guestion of verification and
the type of system needed for monitoring a treaty banning

1See Official Records of ihe Disermament Conunission,
Supplement for January to December 1965, document DC/227,
annex 1, sect. EF.

1fbid., Supplement for 1966, document DC/228, annex 1,
sect. O,



underground tests bave not yet been resolved in spite of the
fact that there has been considerable progress in regard to
methods of control of an underground test ban.

The eight delegations note that various propesals have been
put forward in the Commitiee by several delegations. They
view with deep apprehension the fact that no serious negotia-
tions have taken place on these proposals. These proposals
should be studied further without delay.

Further international discussion could be held to promote
an organized international exchange of seismic data from
national seismological stations. Such an exchange would heip
to provide a better scientific basis for naticnal evaluation of
underground events

An encouraging development has been that experts from
various countries including four nuclear-weapon States have
recently had an unofficial meeting in order to exchange views
and hold discussions in regard to the adequacy of such
methods. It is the view of the eight delegations that such
discussions are useful and should continue

In the Non-Proliferation Treaty and in connexion with dis-
cussions on it the question of nuclear explosions for peaceful
purposes has beea given considerable prominence. This ques-
tion is, however, also closely Hnked with a comprehensive test
ban. This aspect of the matter underlines the urgency of a
universal and comprehensive solution of the problem of
nuctear explosions for peaceful purposes in the context of
a comprehensive fest ban treaty,

The eight delegations strongly urge that renewed and urgent
efforts be made to conclude a comprehensive test ban treaty.

Pending the conclusion of such a treaty, the cight delega-
tions reaffirm their strong and consistent view that the nuclear-
weapon  States should take immediate steps for the dis-
continuance of all nuclear weapon tests.
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