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. The CH.A.IRMAN (Bulgaria) (translation from French): I declare open the 

eighty-eighth ::?lenary meeting of the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on 

Disarmament. 

Before calling on the first spe&ter 1 I shoUld like to inform the Conference that 

the two co-Chairmen have circulated a draft report to the General Assembly on the 

progress of nego~iations for the cessation of nuclear weapon tests. 

The representative of 1iexico has asked to speak on a point of order. 

give him the floor, 

I therefore 

Mr. PADILLA NERVO (Mexico) {translation from Spanish): I have asked to spe.'*' 

not in order to make a statement on behalf of the lJexican delegation, but to read a 

declarat-ion which the eight non-aligned. delegations have drawn up jointly and which I 

have been asked to submit to you on their behalf. 

This statement was drafted in ~glish and reads as follows: 

"The suggestions and observations made in the past few days by the non-
. . 

aligned delegations regarding a t est ban have been offered in the Eighteen~Nation 

Conmittee in pur~uance of Genercl Assembly resolution 1762 A (XVII) (zliDCf63), .• 
. ' 

"These suggestions and obserVations must not be construed as individual 

tnterpretations of the eigh~nation memorandum now endorsed by the General 

Assembly without a dissident vote. 

"The eight delegations in this respect still abide by the statement 

(ENDC/PV .241 pp. 5 et ~·) made on their behalf by the representative of Ethiopia. 

on 19 April last". 

(Continued in Spanish) 

I shoulc like now to raise another question, also on behalf qf th~ representatives 

of the eight Powers. Ye should like the report to the Gei:ieraf A.S'sembiy to . in~lude 1 in 

pursuance of General Assembly res~lution 1762 A (XVII) 1 paragraph 7, .. a brief SUI!Dllary of 

the- suggestions and observations made by the delegations in question with a view. to 

assisting the Committee in complying with the terms of the General A~sembly resolution. 

The CH.A.IRMA,N {Bulgaria) (.tre.nslation from French): VIc shall now resume . ou,r 

work1 and I call on the first speo.k.er,. the representative of Brazil--. 

r:lr. ASSUMPCAO de .llJ.'lAUJO {Brazil) (translation from French). I should like. first 

to welcome Their Excellencies Tun Shein and Kurka, representatives of Burma and 

Czechoslov~~ia 1 whose presence among us will certainly contribute to the success of our 

work. 
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(Mr. AS~ca.,- de .Ar§.u.,jo, .Brazil) 

The Bro.zilian _qelegation has given very close atterit:i,on to the important statements 

made at our Conference since it resumed its. work, o.nd ·would like to state its views 

briefly on the question before us, the suspension of nuclear tests. 

We are now so close to the time-limit set for us by the United Nations General 

Assembly tha.t there seem good grounds for anxie-ty. There still o.ppears to be a long 

way to go to reconcile the views of the opposing parties. On 3 December last 

(ENDC/PV.86) our co-Chairmen went over the history of the :negotiations which had taken 

place during the recess at the meetings of the Sub-Committee on a Treaty for the 

Discontinu&~ce of Nuclear Tests, and we have to admit that the results are scarcely 

satisfactory. 

However, we need not lose all hope. We should be encouraged by the ~rogress, mod~st 
.. : .. ; ; : _ ... : . . •' . 

though it is, ·which has been achieved during the last few months. The many problems raised 

by the suspension of nuclear tests have gradually been brought down to the question of 

underground explosions, as · e~~rybody s~ems now to n.d.rnit that no control system is needed 

for tests in the atmosphere, in outer s::_)ace and under water. 

'Moreover, the developments in the internationcl situation have created an atmosphere 

which is- innc~ more favoura,ble tho.n befor.e, not only to the actual discontinuance of 

explosions but also to the negotiation of at least e provisional agreement on a test ba.n. 

The discontinuance of tests is a matter of the highest importance to us, as the head of 

the Brazilian delegation stated at the opening of the seventeenth session of the United 

Nations General Assembly: 
.. . . . . . . . ' ~ . 

"We are ·convinced that our possibilities for progress in the field of general 

and complete disarmament are very slim if we do not succeed at le_ast in roachip~ 
, .. 

agreement on tho more direct question of a nuclear cease-fire." ··-- ·-··· 

(A/PV.ll25 (pio~isional), p.ll). 

The seven~eenth s~ssion of the General Assembly gave great prominence to this 

question, · and this i.!l all the more important as our Conference must now be guided in its 

work by resolution 1762 (XVII) (ENDC/63). 

In this resolution, tho General Assembly which is here only expressing world public 

opinion, condemns all tests of n~~l~a~ .Jrqap()I;ll:! _a.nd requests the Powers concerned: 

to coc.se their t ests in anyform whatsoever immediately and not later than 

1 January 1963 ; 
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(Mr. Assumpc_a.o de .Araujo, BrzzU) 

to roach an agreement on cessation of tests by 1 January 1963, if possibl.e ln 

all environ~cnts 1 or at least in those environments where control is not necessary. 

(IIi this latter·' case th&y should also conclt1..de a provisioiui.l. agreement suspending 

anderground tests); 

to conclude as soon ~s possible a final treaty prohibiting nuclear explosions 

in all environments. · 

AS we have already seen, the Su.spension of tests in the atmosphere, in outer space 

· ~d under water does not depend on any particular machinery, but only on the goodwill' 

of the nuclear Powers and on their proper understanding of their real interests and of 

the interests of the whole world. The Co0ferencc 1s role in this field is therefore 

essentially to bring the voice of world public opinion to the ears of these Powers. 

1he case is different when we are dealing with underground tests, a question which 

raises not only poii tical but technical difficul tics. The eight-nation memorandWl) 

(ENDC/28) represents an attmnpt to escape from the deadlock reached by the negotiations. 

Unfortunately, as we stressed in the United Nations Gcrierat Assembly on 26 September 1962, 

the eight count~ies: 

" ••• follow with concern the effort towards a logical construction through which the 

representatives of the two major blocs seek to give different interpretations to 

the suggestions put forward with the avowed purpose of reaching agreement." . 

(A/Py.ll25 {Erovisiono.l), p.ll) 

The memorandum now endorsed by the General Assembly, which describes it as a sound, 

adequate and fair basis for negotiations (ENDc/63 - A,/RES/1762 (XVII), p,2), stresses 

that possibilities exist for establishing by agreement a system for continuous observation 

and effective control on a purely scientific and non-political basis. A commission of 

scientist-s. W<iuld examine the data provided by observation posts and in the case of 

suspicious events could be asked to investigate on the spot. The parties to ·the treaty 

would be free to determine their line of action on the basis of the reports made by the 

international commission. These are the data available to us as a guide to our work 

during its third stage. 

I should now like to define the attitude of the Brazilian delegation on the various 

points with which we are concerned. 

In the first place, Brazil cannot admit the legitimacy of any nuclear tests 

wha1:.soever1 nor does iii recognize the right of o.ny Power to carry out such experiments 

in any circuillstances. We protested when the Soviet Union resumed its experiments in 

October last year; we protested again (see ENDC/PV.28, pp.ll and 12) when the United 
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States announced last March that it int~nded to carry. out a new· series of tests, and 

we :pro~ested yet again (ENDC/PV .. 67, :i?P• 23 and 24) when the Soviet Union embarked. on 

its last s·eries of experiments. In Brazil's . opinion, all nuclear tests, no matter by 

whom they nrc conducted, are to be condemned. The first operative paragraph of 

resolution 1762 a, which condemns all nuclear weapon tests 1 is very timely in that it 

gives our views the backing of the United Nations General Assembly. 

Secondly, Brazil desires the cotiQlcte and permanent abolition of nuclear tests in 

all environments, and does not forget tha:t this Conference's final nim is the conclusion 

of a general treaty prohibiting all t ests. for all time. However, the present 

difficulties show us that this ideal aim. cannot be att~ined until many considerable 

obstacles have been overcome. 

Thirdly, Brazil cannot raise any objection to tem::?orary or :;_:>artial solutions, 

:provided that these represent real progress and are not mere tactical or polemical 

manoeuvres within the framework of the cold -war. 

Fourthly, the General Assembly in asking the nuclear Powers to cease their tests 

immediately o.nd not later than 1 January 1963 (resolution 1762 A (XVII), paragraph 2) 

can therefore count on our support. 

1 November last: 

As we pointed out in the First Committee on 

"··· It does not seem to us that the ~act of a favourable respon~e to that 

appeal im::>lies for the nuclear Powers the establis_hment of an, indeterminate and 

uncontrolled moratorium, as some appe~ to believe. .IndeeG. 1 the whole context 

of the draft ,resolution ;calls for immediate negotiations with a view to reaching 

agreements which would obviously be controlleG. ••• The iOiiled,inte cessation of 

tests, if it were o.cce:_Jted, . would be but a first step, with a beneficial 

psychological effect G.esigned to facilitate ·these negotiations •11 (A/C .l(:pv.l262 1 

P~· 12 ~d 13-15) 

Fifthly, Brazil also considers that so long ns the negotiations for a general 

treaty on a test ban were going on it would be wrong to reject _the idea of n limited 

moratorium under which the nuclear ?owers would agree to suspend their experiments and 

woul¢1 also agree .o.n the question of effective control. of this suspension. Naturally 

we shall welcome any agreement the nuclear Powers may mske on the duration of the 

moratorium. o.nC. on the nature and degree ofi control necessary. 
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Sixthly, the Brazilian delegation is ready in this same realistic spirit to accept 

partial solutions 1 and since its first statement on 16 May 1962 it has been asking the 

nuclear Powers why they did not seriously examine the possibility of suspending tests 

in the atmos?here, in outer space anc under water, where there no longer seems to be 

any in~urmountable disagreement in reg~rd to the effectiveness or ineffectiveness of 

control. Resolution 1762 1 .. (XVII), :;_:>aragra.ph 6, contains fl. provision to the same 

effect, although it links the proposed ~greement to a.n interim arrangement suspending 

underground tests, on the basis of the eight-nation memorandum and taking into 

consideration other proposals submitted to the seventeenth session of the General 

Assembly. 

Seventhly, so far a.s concerns underground tests, we hope that the difference 

between the two blocs will steadily diminish. The possibility of extending the field 

of agreement to a definite category of underground tests could be considered immediately, 

since it seems that the detection and identification of explosions above a. certain power 

no longer raises an insurmountable problem. As technology progressed, the threshold could 

be gradually reduced until they were brought to the point where only very low power 

explosions of a practically negligible military value escaped identification. This 

point seems to us an extremely important one, since such a formula would encble us 

largely to eliminate the present differences which mainly concern the question of control. 

Eighthly, all this of course docs not mean that Brazil is an advocate of an 

uncontrolled moratorium or of control established without previous agreement. What we 

have said both in the United Nations General Assembly and a.t this Conference, as well 

as our proposal for the creation of a technical committee for the scientific study of the 

problem (ENDC/PV.39, p.20) have, I hope, made our position perfectly clear. It is 

moreover, I re:;_:>ea.t, in harmony with the eight-nation memorandum and the recent 

resolution 1762 (XVII). 

In regard to these last questions, we have examined with much interest the 

suggestions made here by various delegations, particularly those of Sweden, India and 

Mexico. 1lr. Padilla Nervo has offered us some interesting suggestions a.bout the 

essential provisions which might be included in the interim or final agreement which is 

our target (ENi:lC/.PV.85, pp. 35 and 36). Mr. Edberg has mentioned in particular that 

it should be ?Ossible to set up a scientific commission without waiting for the final 

drafting and implementation of a. co~~lete agreement (ENDC/PV.841 pp. 17 and 18). OQe of 

the advantages of such a.n interim international scientific commission would be to clear 
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up the still very debatable question of the value of detection and identifica;~ion by 

existing national systems. .Such a system fits very well into the framework of the 

eight-nation memorandum, an<l Mr. Lall quite rightly insisted on the fresh il!Q'Jrtance 

acquired by this document (ENDC/PV.85, p.22), since it forms the only basis of 

negotiation recommended by the United Ho.tions General J~ssembly, !l.l. though other bases 1 

which we should be careful not to reject, might also be found. 

The Swedish formula deserves our full support and is moreover fully in narmony with 

the ideas expressed by Brazil at the sixteenth and seventeenth sessions of the United 

Nations General s~sembly an<l at this Conference. Brazil, in fact, has always considered 

that control is both a political and technical process, and if this latter as?ect is 

neglected, tne ?Olitical as?ect will suffer. On 13 .May 1962 1h-. de 1/lello Frcnco said 

here: 

"We think it would be advisable to set up, under the auspices of the Conference, 

a specinlized technical body to stuay control ~roblems and to submit sugcestions 

on the subject in ~ue course." (~liDCJpv.J9, ~.20) 

This proposal was repeate~ on 12 June in the following terms: 

"In our view, the political as?ect of control merges with the actual negotiation 

of the disarmament treaty and is tnus necessarily an essential issue at tnis 

Conference; but the technical O.S]ect of control can, and to a certain extent even 

must; be the subject of scientific studies parallel to the work of this Conference, 

though t:C.ey can, of course , be carried out under its auspices and su:;:>ervision." 

(ENDC/Py.54, p.2J) 

At the opening of the general discussion at the General Assembly's seventeenth s ession 

on 20 September last, the head of the Brazilian del egation said : 

"••• we are more and more convinced that political negotiations on disarmament 

simply cannot continue to be carried out in a technical vacuum." (Aj?v.ll25, 

(provisional), P• 12) 

We therefore support the Swedish delegation's suggestion which might i ndeed be 

combined with other proposals. It seems to us an eminently ?ractical one. We might, 

for example, envisage a system within the framework of resolution 1762 A(XVII), paragraph 

61 whereby the nuclear Powers would asroe to suspend their t ests in the atmos?here, in 

outer space ~~d under water and woul~ adopt a limited moratorium - six months for 

example - in connexion with undergro~~d t ests. During this time the scientific 

commission woulc decide on t he nature anQ degree of control r eally necessarJ' l or a 

permanent ben on this type of e~losion. 
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The delegations Qf the eight nations have done, and will continue t o do, everything 

in their power to faeilitate negotiations between the nuclear Powers. 

It is now for the nuclear Powers to toke a decision and to show that 11 s:_1irit of 

mutual understanding and concession" called for by General Assembly resolution 1762 A. 

Either they vrill persist in their present stubborn attitudes rejecting United Nations 

resolutLms, C:isappointing the hopes o:f the entire world, alienating most of the peoples, 

or else they will recognise that the differences separating them on this issue are far 

from being essential, that wise compromise solutions cannot be a threat to the 

requirements of their sovereignty end their security and that to continue the armaments 

race involves a much more serious risk than to suspend tests. General Assembly 

resolution 1762 moreover calls on these :Powers to reach agreement "bearing in mind the 

vital interests of mankind" and not their ill-considered defence interests. 

Naturally past experience does not justify too optimistic a view, and t hat is why, . 

I repeat, we ~re ready to welcome any constructive ?roposal from whatever source it may 

come, whatever its nature, even a provisional or p artial one. The same ap?lies t o the 

question of disarmament, where Brazil prefers not to wait for a final treaty before 

taking a decision in favour of the creation of nuclear-free zones in some regions of the 

world, particularly Latin ~erica. 

The two questions indeed are closely related, and if we do not succeed in reaching 

agreement on the nuclear tests issue, at once so limited and so serious, we shall have 

to admit that G.iscusl!lions on general o.nc1 complete disarmament are useless, Uto::..:>io.n 

and vain. 

:Ulr. KURKA (Czechoslovakia) (translation from Russian): I should like to state 

our position on the question under discussion and the possibilities for its solution, and 

I should also like to make a few remarks on certain arguments which have been put f brward 

in the course of our discussions. 

In the statement . I made on 28 November (ENDC/PV .84, pp. 24-30) I have already had al1 

opportunity t o confirm that we fully share the position of those del egations which are 

stri~tig for an earliest po~sible agreement on the immediate cessation of all nuclear 
.) .··· 

weapon t e st s. I n this connexion, I also pointed out.the need t o arrive at a fundamental 

and final s olution ·of this prob:lem and not to be satisfied with partial or half-way 

me a.sur l'S which cotil.d ~~t ensure th~ ,fip.al c essation of nucle&.r weapon t ests 1 but, on t he 

contrary, would leave the door op en for continuinG t he nuclear armaments race . 
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This position of ours is in full accord with the views of the overwhelming majority 

of the States Ilembers of the United Nations as expressed in the repeatedly quoted 

resolution 1762 A(XVII), adopted at .the seventeenth session of the General Lssembly 

(ENDC/63). 

This resolution contains three main requests: first, it calls for an immediate 

cessation of nuclear weapon tests and not later than 1 January 1963; secondly, it 

calls for the continuation of negotiations with a view to achieving an appropriate 

agreement; thirdly, it endorses the eight-nation memorandum of 16 April 1962 

(ENDC/28) as ~ basis for negotiation. 

We fully support these requests contained in this resolution~ including the 

appeal contained in operative paragraph 2 of the resolution that all nuclear weapon 

tests should cease immediately and not later than 1 January 1963. However, in this 

connexion I should like to dwell briefly o~ one question to which the representative 

of the United States devoted considerable attention in his statement on 5 December 

(ENDC/PV.87,pp.J5 ets.)J refer to the relationship between paragraph 2 and paragraph 6 

of resolution 1762 A(XVII). In his brilliant speech, the representative of the United 

States accused the representatives of the socialist countries of trying to over­

emphasise or increase the importance of paragraph 2 to the detriment of paraaraph 6, and 

of wishing to prove thereby that the purpose of the resolution was to provide for a 

moratorium as from 1 January 1963. 

For the. sake of accuracy, I should like "t,o add that of course Mr. Dean did not use 

such defective words as "socialist delegations" or "delegations of the socialist 

countries"; he used the expression delegations of the "Soviet bloc". This is only for 

the sake of accuracy. 

I should like to say that -in this case the representative of the United States, 

·Mr. Dean, is directing the barb of his arguments to the wrong quarter. As is well 

known, resolution 1762 A(XVII) was not sponsored by the Soviet Union or by other 

socialist countries but by a large group of thirty-seven non-aligned States. 

Consequently, their interpretation of the resolution should be decisive in this question. 

Permit me therefore, Mr. Chairman, to quote some brief extracts from the statements of 

representatives of the non-aligned countries at the seventeenth session of the General 

Assembly in which they dealt precisely with the relationship between paragraph 2 of the 

resolution and paragraph 4 of the Canadian delegation's amendment (A/C.l/L.313 and 

Rev.l and 2), the greater part of which was subsequently included in the present 

operative paragraph 6 of resolution 1762 A(XVII). 
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Considerable attention was given to this question, for instance by the 

representative of Iraq who said, among other things, the following. As I have not 

got the Russian text, I will quote the statement of the repre~entative of Iraq in 

mglis:O.. I would ask the representative of the United Kingdom to forgive my Brooklyn 

accent as I have not been able so far to acquire an Oxford accent. 

The representative of Iraq said: 

(continued in English) 

w;re studied very carefully the statement of the representative of Canada 

yesterday in order to find the exact meaning of the new addi tiona! paragraph 

which he proposed, particularly in relation to paragraph 2 which he does not 

propose to amend. Paragraph 2, in the view of many, if not all, of the sponsors 

of the thirty-seven-Power draft resolution is the key paragraph of the whole 

draft resolution. The sponsors of the resolution attach the greatest importance 

to the cessation of all tests by 1 j-anuary 1963. J...s the representative of India 

stated yesterday, this is the central fact which emerged from the whole debate 

in the First Committee this year." (A/C.l/PV.l262, pp.47-50) 

(continued in Russian) 

The representative of Ethiopia made a similar statement at the same meeting. 

I shall quote this again in ~glish: 

(continued in English) 

"J.s far as I am concerned, I do not see any connexion between amendment 4 and 

the old operative paragraph 2. The cut-off date must stand as it is." (ibid.,p.66) 

(continued in Russian) 

I could quote several other statements of representatives who sponsored this 

draft resolution. But I think that the quotations I have already given illustrate 

quite clearly the views of the sponsors of resolution 1762A and undoubtedly of the 

overwhelming majority of the States Members of the United Nations regarding the appeal 

in :para~Taph 2 of the resolution. The gist of this appeal, in our opinion, is that 

as from 1 January 1963 all tests should cease, whether an appropriate agreement has 

been concluded by that date or not. Its purpose is precisely to echieve an actual 

cessation of nuclear tests even before an agreement has been reached, so as to create 

the most favourable climate for a final solution of the question. This appeal, which 

in our view reflects the opinion of the overwhelming majority of States members of the 

United Nations, has our full support. 
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":!Te are in complete agreement with the fu:..·ther provision in resolution "!._762A, 

which again endorses the memorandum of the non-aligned countries of 16 April 1962 as a 

reliable basis for negotiations on the final cessation of all nuclear. weapon tests. 

I she,ll return to this questicn la-~e:-, 

In ~.;he course of the discus~i.Jns in i;nis Commit.tee 1 it has been stres~ed 

repeatedly that at -Lhe present i:,j me the:.-:-e ar8 :fa'."<Ju.:·c-,ble cc-:rcditHms for re:o..,ct.~.ing an 

agreemen-(; on the proh:i.bi tion of all nuclear weapo:i.1 tests. I believe t,!w.-0 there a:~e 

grounds for such an asses~>me:o:\; of the prcsG!"lt s·(;age of oul' negoi.iations. There is a 

consensus of opinion that tho -time he."' ccme to CCH) .::;e "'"11 :rlUclear wcepon tes-·:.s. Th:;_&, 

at least, is the conclusion Yrhich can te dl.·awn L:on~ ::,ll the ~d,at.emep.ts of ·•ariot:s 

repr~sentatives in this Cun~;ni·litee. 'l'he posi tio>ls of the two sides have ccme r.mch 

closer together p.,ncl !-,his has teen pa.rt,ic'J.l_m:ly cmph 3..s ized in tltC'. Ii!essages recently 

exchanged between the C:3a:i.::-mc,n of the Cou.ncil of [;.Qni~: -~er~' of ·i.;he Uo~i:L 1 hr. K.l:trnshcheY; 

and the I resident of the United S·~ates 7 lvt:. Ken:.1edy, 

k .l agreed opinion has aJ.::>o been .c-2ache<l :·~ e~·a:,~ d.iag the possibility of r::.ccurately 

detecting and identifying tos 7.s conduc~;,ed .i.,l ·r,ho atrr.osphere; in o~.:.ter :.p<.-::e and under 

water, without establishing a.'w ?_nt9l'11a~ir,n:::,l con-~!· ·.:;1 systen1 m:d wi t.hovt obliga-~ory 

on-site inspection. 

Ho,·reve'-.' 1 tests condu-"J b ~: d un::',erg:•:ounc: :-;till :r.:-emain an t-pen question s:i.nc '3 the 

delegations of the '¥!estern l'o1':er s co·,TU_n"Le Juo -::.phold the:=cr poj n·b of Yiew -:·,bat tbese 

Th:is 

appears now to be the main obst.3.c}_e sta.ni:ing ir, the ·,·ray of a final ::;elution of the 

question. 

In our •riew, in the presen·;; ste_ge 0f sc:i.e:crt:i. f i~: and t0C'hn.ical development, the 

questi.:>n of detecting and ide.ntifying underc:ound tec;ts cannot be regcrd .o cl ar.: insoluble. 

We be1ievP that in this cor.-l1€.Y:j_on s positivi" J:o}_,, cculC. be played by the application 

of the idea of automa-~ic sej_smic stations which have already t-ee i.::.. men~ioneil .Jove:-:-al 

times in our disc~ssions. Oonsoqueatly, the:rc should be not,Ling to :r:-revent a final 

cessation of undergrcuna. -C,ests a:; vrell, providP.d a1:1_ perties show a willingness to 

rep,ch agreement. 

~.!fe canno"i or.1i t mentioning the f:::.ct thc.t in -riew o~ the un()orapromising position 

taken up by the kesteYn :i?o?;ers 1 ti.w Sovi2t. Uni0n, :.::: N-:>ver:Jber 1961, . e:~:cesscd ::_·::.s 

willingness to e.g:cee to prohibi ·~ tes-t,s il1 the :;\i:;.· 1 in ou~er space and unier water, 

provided negotiations for -l:,he prohibi t~_o':' of underg:;·oanC. teE·~s con+,inued ~:nd tha·l; 

during thes} negoti rJ..J.,i'Jns ali St.a·0es WO'lld refr n.J.n :?l·cm c ::mductj_ng uade:cs-rouncl tests 7 
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until e mutually acceptable agreement on their final cessation was reached (ENDC/ 11, 

p.5). However this step of the Soviet Union did not meet with support on the part of 

the \!estern nuclear :fowers. 

In this connexion, I cannot but draw attention to the persistent and systematic 

efforts of our Western colleagues who, on the one hand, try in every possible way to 

lay the responsibility for the present difficulties in the negotiations on the socialist 

countries and particularly on the Soviet Union and, on tne other hand, they try t o pose 

as tne most zealous advocates of an immediate and comprehensive solution of the question 

of nuclear tests. In this respect the statement of the representative of the United 

States, I•!.ir. Dean, at our meeting on 5 December (ZNDC/.i?V.87 ,:w.30 et s.) 'WB8 lmSt s:i.enificant . 

Cur \'!estern colleagues continue to assert that the points of view of t~1.e two 

sides have been brought closer together only as a result of the flexible attitude of 

the 'Jest, whereas the position of the socialist delegations has remained unch'.lllged. 

ht our meeting ~n 5 December, utr, Dean made truly amazing efforts in trying to prove 

t:!lat tile Western Powers are prepared to accept any of the four alternative solutions 

to t~e question of nuclear tests, whereas the delegations of the Soviet Union and .the 

other socialist countries are "closing the door" to agreement in all four cases. 

Let us take a look at the facts and compare the so-called "alternative propos als " 

of the r epresentative of the United States with the basis for our negotiations, which 

has been re-confirmed unequivocably in resolution 1762A (XVII), that is, with the 

memorandum of the non-aligned countries. bs the first and second alter natives, the 

representative of the United States cited once again the well-known proposals of the 

'iiestern Powers of 27 J.ugust, one for the prohibition of all types of tests under 

international control (ENDC/58), including compulsory on-site inspect ion, and the ether 

a partial solution of this problem (ENDC/59) which, as I have said befor e , would p ermit 

the nuelear Powers to continue underground nuclear tests • 

. Actually, the representative of the United States is falsely accusing the 

socie list delegat i ons of "closing t he door" to agreement. We have a l ready had occ asion 

in t he past to prove to you tl1ct your draft treaties of 27 August cannot serve as a 

bas i s f or an agreement, becaus e t hey ar e an expr essi on of your previous, out-dat ed 

position to which you still obstinate ly cling . Your p roposal regarQing t h e cessation 

of ell t ests i s in contradi c tion with the ei ght-nation memor andUQ , bec euse it i s based 

on international control with obligatory on- site inspection and you fuiOW that on s uch 

a bas i s no agr eement is pos sible . The s econd pr opo s a l i s also unaccept able , because 

it would provide an opportunity of continuing the nucle ar armaments race and this, too , 
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is contrary not only to the spirit but also to the letter of the memorandum of the 

non~aligned countries, as well as to resolution 1762 (~fVII). 

The position adopted by the "iT estern Fowers in their proposals of 27 August may 

be stw~narized as follows: either the cessation of all tests, naturelly on the basis 

of the conditions of the Western Fowers, which means including international control 

and obligatory on-site inspection with all the risks of espionage involved for the 

socialist countries, or else ~ partial solution which would enable the ';'.'estern Powers 

·to gcin unilateral .military advantages in the field of underground tests, in which 

they are interested, being anxious to improve certain tJ:oes of nucleer weapons. J~d 

this is what you call "meeting the other side "? 

. ':'n1:::.t has become of the mer:wrandum of the non-alig:ued. states w~"lic l: you assert is 

"included" in your proposals? There is no trece of it t~ere. I t hir .. k it is 

appropriate to r ecall that, whereas the Soviet Union and the other socialist countri es 

immediately .accepted the memorandum of the non-aligned_ countries as a compromis e basis 

for negotiations, the Western Powers refused to do this end it was only under certain 

pressure that they finally accepted it as "one of the bas e s" for discussion. 

nut in submitting their propos als of 27 August, they have thereby re jected this 

memor andum, and it has ceased to be for ther:1 even "one of the bas es " f or negotiations. 

The representative of tbe United States sees a third alternative agreement in a 

so-called interim solution, which s evera l r epresentatives have ref erred to here. Let 

us a ssume for ·s, moment that our main task at pres ent is not to r each agreement on the 

complete, final and i mmedi at e c essation of all t ype s of nuclear t es ts , but r ather to 

arrive et some sort of int er i m s oluti on, J,n inter i m so l ution, what ev er i t s nature , 

if it is to overc ome the existing difficulties, c annot include the principle of 

obligatory on-site inspection . There is no need for me to r epeat agai n that it is 

precise ly this demand for obli~atory on-si t e i nspection t hat is t he main obstacle i n 

the p ath to agreement. Cons equently , t he point of an i nter i m solution should be t o 

avoid t his obstacle. It has a lready be en said here, and we fu~ly egr ee , that the 

demand for obligatory on-site inspection in connexion vri t l1 r.n interir,: solution is 

devo i d of any kind of logic; that it do es not he lp towar~s overcoming the existing 

obstacles, but mere l y r e l egat es to the background t he conclusion of a f i n al agr eement 

on t :1e permanent c es s ation of all nuclear weapon t es t s . 

r .. ~or eover, it must be emphasized one e c:gain that i n its propo s al of 28 November 

1961 ( EI:~DC/11) 1 t he Sovi et Union a l s o propos ed an i nt er i m s oluti on, namely, the 
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cessation of underground tests until agreement is reached on a final solution. I 

·· t"hiiik; ther~fore, that in his statement the representative of the United States is 

·knocking on an open door. 

But I must say that the very limit in the statement of our United States colleague 

was, one may say, his fourth alternative which he mentioned as being the actual 

memorandum of the non-aligned countries. The representative. of the United States 

tried to prove that the Soviet Union and the other socialist countries had not in 

fact accepted the principles of the eight-nation memorandum. On the other hand, ~tt. 

Dean stated that "the memorandum played an important part in the development of the 

United States- United Kingdom comprehensive draft treaty :IJroposal". {3NDC/.PV.87, p.33). 

But the facts in this case are so well known that it would really be a waste of 

time to show the utter flimsiness of these arguments of liir. Dean. Permit me, in this 

connexion, to quote from the First Report of the Committee to the United·Nations 

Disarmament Commission - which, as is well known, was approved also by the delegation 

of the United States. Section V, paragraph 2 of this document, which refers to the 

non-aligned countries having submitted their memorandum on 16 .April, reads as follows: 

"In its· statement of J.p~il 19, 1962 (ENDC/32) the Soviet Government 

expressed its willfngness to consider the proposals set out in the Memorandum 

as a basis for further negotiations. The United Kingdom and the United States 

accepted the Joint Memorandum as one of the bases for negotiations." (ENDC/42, p.4) 

Thus the facts show who accepted the memorandum. The Western Powers never in 

fact accepted the memorandum of the non-aligned countries as a new compromise basis 

for negotiation, I repeat - a new compromise basis for negotiation, which opens 

up possibilities of making progress. They stuck to their former positions, which are 

still preventing agreement from being achieved. 

Therefore, if anyone ought to reconsider or think over his course of "irresponsible 

action" (ENDC/PV.87 1 p. 38) - this is, of course, a very strong word - I would tell Mr. 

Dean that he ought to turn his attention to his own ra~~s. That would be something 

useful and would be in keeping with the desire of the peo:IJles that the question of the 

cessation of tests should be settled once and for all, 

The course of the debate at the seventeenth session of the General Assembly and 

resolution 1762 {A.'VII) have confirmed us even more in our conviction vrhich we have 

expressed on several occasions, that in the present circumstances the most suitable 

basis for reaching agreement on a comprehensive and final solution of this question is 

· the eight-nation memorandur,1 of 16 April 1962. 
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T:"lerefore, we can only agree with the words of the representetive of India, 11:r. 

Lall, to the effect that neither resolution 1762 (XVII) nor any other resolution has 

endorsed any other basis for negoti ation, and that it is necessary to take into 

consider a tion the fact that we must move forward on the basis of this mec:orandum 

(~~C/PV.85 7 p.22). 

Tb.e positive aspect of t iris memorandum, which envisages in pe.r agraphs l and 6 the 

final cessation of all tests, is precisely the f~t that it was put forward as a 

cor;(pr .omise platfori:L with a view to overcoming the existing differe:J.ccs in the 

positi~ns of the nuclear Fowers. 

~Te hold tl"1e view that the only right way is to keep to the compromise basis of 

the memore.ndum of the non-a ligned States; t hat this is the way which cr.n le ad us to 

our goal. Otl~erwise, any r etreat from this compromise gist of the menorandum would 

not only not f ecilitate the solution of the problem, but, on the contrery, would 

destroy the acceptable compromise basis on which agreement could be reeched. 

Theref ore it would me an not a step forward, but, on the contrary, a step backwards. 

I n cone lusion, I should like to make one 1:10re remark. It is about the way in 

whic h tne ~estern press and r adio report our work, and, fina lly, about the fact that 

i n some of the statements wh ich we have heard here, one can observe a co~~on tendency, 

n ame l y , to cre ate even now around our negoti ations a psychosis of failure and to bl~1e 

the Scviet Uni on f or this failur e , a s a r e sult o f whicn it will be inpossible 1 so they 

s ay, t o r e ach agreement on the prohibition of nuclear tests. 

~'ie a sk: wha t is this propaganda campaign n eeded for? Can it p ossibly create a 

f avourable a t mosphere f or the work of our Committe e? Certainly not, we a ll know that 

perf ectly well. Or is this C&.1paign inte nde d to serve as a psychologic a l p r eparation 

for t r. e continuation of nuclear tests after l Janue.ry 19631 

it s hou ld c ause us s erious anxiety. 

If t ::is were r e ally so, 

~~ovrever, we wis n t o l ook clle ad with optimism and to b eli ev e t l1et i n the cours e of 

:further :pati ent r.egoti ations, especially between t he re;>resentative s of the nucle ar 

F :mers, we sha ll fina lly succ eed in f inding a mutually acceptable ba s i s f or agreement. 

Our op timi sm i s to a gr eat ext~nt b a s e d a l so on the f act w~~ch h a s been r ep eat edly 

empl-u:.s i z ed h e r e tha t t he p ositions of the nuclear Fowers hav e come much closer 

t o get h er, despite t h e f act that c ertain problems still remcin unsolvo~. 

Furthermore 1 Mr. C!:ia irma n, I should like to dr ew y our attenti on t o c erta in facts 

whi c h we h av e r e c ently l earnt about fr om t he p r e s s . I r e fer , of cour se, t o the j oint 

declc.rat i on of the Sovie t Union and the Up.ited Sta t e s c onc erning t:1e economic and s ocia l 
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consequences of disarmament (A/C.2/L.702}aev.l), unanimously endorsed by the Second 

Committee at the se~~nteenth session of the General Assembly (A/C.2/SR.862 (provisional), 

p.ll). I have also in mind statements made by representatives of the Soviet Union and 

of t~e United States in the Folitical Committee regarding an agreement on co-operation 

in cert~in fields of the use of outer spwce for peaceful purposes (L/C.l/PV.l292, p.37). 

It seems to me that these reports can only encourcee us in our efforts. For this 

reason I should not like to associate myself with the rether pessimistic conclusion of 

the representative of the United States that all doors to agreement have been shut. 

We have before us tl1e compromise formula of the eight-nation memorand.um, which was 

endorsed by the General Assembly as a sound, adequate c~d fair basis for further 

negotiations. 

One of the nuclear Powers - the Soviet Union - has accepted this memorandum as a 

basis for negotiations. In our opinion, it would be unreasonable not to utilize to 

the fulle~'i extent e.ll the possibilities offered by this memoro.ndwn "in order to do 

aw~ with the last obstacles, and thus bring about the conditions for a mutually 

acceptable agreement. 

M. CAVALLETTI (Italy) (translation from French) At the meeting of 3 

December, the Italian delegction made a pre~iminary statement of its views on the 

current discussions (ENDC/.PV .86·, pp.35-39). Today I s~1.ould like to return to the 

question at issue and to exr.mine it in greater detail, d;re:w:ing upon the important and 

interesting statements which we heard at our eighty-sixth and .eighty-seventh meetings. 

First of all, I should lik e to refer onca more to the proposal :put forward by the 

United States and United Kingdom ·dele;3ations on 27 August 1962, for ::.. draft treaty 

prohibiting tests vllrich produce radioactive fallout (~mC/59). i..s you lr.now, my 

delegation, while desiring an agreement pror~biting all tests, attr£hes the gre~test 

importance to this proposal, because if it were accepted a very grave Qanger to 

maniti.nC. would be eliminated, and because en agreement not involving control should be 

easy to implement. Unfortunately, this proposal has not been accepted. On the 

contrary, the Soviet delegation, supported by the other socialist delegations, has 

shown most determined opposition t o such an a~~eement. It would even seem that the 

Soviet Union is not susceptible to those hum~tarian considerations which militate in 

favour of the immediate prohibition of tests producing radioactive f allout. The 

Soviet Union representative, i.ir. Tsarapkin, speaking on. 3 December (ill8C/PV.86, 

pp. 25-35) gave a long list of reasons for c.onc;tuding r.n agreerJent on the cessation 
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ae did not even Dention the c2nger fron radioactive fallout, as 

if this terrible threat to human genetics did not exist. 

The otJer socialist delegations also glossed over this question wnich I consider 

on the contrary to be the most im?ortant of all. _Moreover, they endeavoured to 

support tneir negative attitude by adducing the views of certain non-ali6ne~ States • 

.However, everyone who has been follo-rring our discussions knovrs very well t :1at the 

appeal for an agreeoent prohibiting 1:.-t least t~1e most dangerous tests cane originally 

from the d.eler,atiohs of these same non-aligned States. 

I s:1ould like to rer.ri.nd you of the statecent oade in this Comrni ttee by the 

representative of Burna, iJlr. Barring-ton, concerning tests vrhich produce raC:ioactive 

fallout. 
11b.s the Foreign 1iinister of Canada said here on 24 July: 1 All t~1.is testing 

is sheer madness, polluting the air human beings must breathe, endan~ering the 

lives of generations yet unborn and possibly leading to the destruction of 

oivilisation1 (ENDC/Py.60, p.26). 

"In short, all nuclear tests are nothing short of a ggression against 

humanity. • • • • • • iTi th the possible exception of the snallest undert;round t ests, 

whose cilitary value seems doubtful, nuclear tests have a habit of ~~ouncing 

theraselves. If, with that tremendous advantage, we are unable to ·Jut an end to 

nuclear tests for ever, it is dif ficult to see how we can hope to w.c:.~:e any 

proc;:ress ••• ". (ENDC/PV.65, >Ju . 14 and 15 ). 

I quote Lr. Barrington because last Wednesday you, r1ir. C~1airman, S)ea2:ing as 

representative of Bulgaria, cited in particula~ the attitude of the Bur41ese delegation 

(ENDC/PV. 87 , pp. 23- 24), but I coul cl also quote clear affir::m.tions by t :1e ctiler non­

a ligned C.elei:;ations in f avour of t~1e agreement i n que stion. Eoreover, vr:1en my 

de legat ion ]roposed the concl usion of a partial treaty on 15 J...ugust 1962 (2liDC/ PV.70, 

p. 20), 11e C:.id. so specifically in order to sup:;_:>or t and to reinforce t:ae 1·ris:1es of the 

non-ali~neC: clelegations. 

I sa i c on 3 December that ~ delegation did not f ind t he arguments of the 

soc ialist delegations against the conclusion of a parti al treaty convin ci ng 

(ENDC/? T. 86, p . 36). 

I note incidentally that the Polish representative stated at the s~~e oeeting 

(~1 7.19~ that I had said that I did not regard as convincing the Soviet Union's 

are,wnents "in f avour of stopping t ests in a ll environments" w·hich i s not t~~e same 

t h i ng. It is the arg~~ents against a par t ial treaty which I do not f i ne convincing . 

I reLmin of the opinion , Mr. Chairman, in spite of t he efforts made by 

1\ir. Tsarapkin on 3 Deceooer (ENDC/PV. 86, pp. 25-35), - ef fo:Lts which were supported 

by your stat ement Mr. ::::1airman (ENDC/PV. 87, pp. 22 et seq. ~ , and by the _-:o::-.:c.."lian 

represent at ive 's stat eoent ( i bid. , pp . 39 et s eg.) . 
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If I am not ruistaken, the socialist delegations ex:_:: lain their attitude on the 

follovdng groun<is. 

uncerground tests. 

Fir.stly, a pa.rti&l tredy woulC:. leg&lise the continuation of 

This assertion on the p~t of the soci a list deleg~tions amounts 

to saying that the :::resent stete of aff airs, where there is no agreement, legalises 

all tests. From a leg c:.l l_)oiDt of view t~1is statement is absolutely without 

founC:.etion. The existence of an egreement i:::! one field cannot legelise anythlng 

in e,:::!ct~1er fiel d. vr~1ere there is no agreeoent. Obviously in the seconG. field the 

ori;Jinel C.e facto situation remains unchan~e<i . J._t e.ll events, if we c annot 

co;.1cluC..e even a limi ted agreer.Jant, the a.rws re.c e will be extended i n all environr.lents, 

includinz the atr.JOS?~ere, with tne testinG of weapons fer more deadly an~ more 

terrible t:aan tho.se which cen be tested in caves. 

SeconC.ly, the socielist r epresentatives say that, if undergrou~~ tests continue, 

ot~1er States may fee l ,justifi e d in carryin;; out tests in e.ll environuents. It 

seei:!s to r:1e quite evident t h2.t the preseat situation, in w::.1ich there is no agreement, 

is fez r;;ore da;1:::;erous, end t :'lr.t , in contrast, even e. p~tial agreement would act as 

an effective br rute on those countries whic~ were intenci~J to initiate tests. 

Tl:ird.ly, t he 3ov iet ~elegation went on to assert th2.t, even i :f a limited 

a,:sree.ment were cone luded., t h e arms r ae e would continue anG. that consequ ently our 

concern for the hea lth of the hum an race was misplaced. and tendentious • 

.t..:r. Tsa.rapkin asked: 

'";'!hat b.ereG.i ty will there be aft er tens or hundreG.s of millions of 

:;_Jeop le have been annihilated. a s a result of nuclear wcr?" ( ZNDC /.FV. 86 , p • 52 ) • 

Ii! r eply I s~1ould. like to point out to :r,;r. Tsar a:pld.n that this cla.J.ger is 

fortunately hypothetical, aiJ.c1 that we know tb.at our 3overnments in their wisdom 

will do everythinJ ~ossible t o avoid it. On the other :1.end, the g-er;.etic dawage 

c aused by t ests i~ the atmosp here constitutes a r eal and ~resent danger, existing 

i n :;_J e ace tir.Je anC. often threatening populE',tions which ar e not eve11 involved in 

militery allianc es . These are numan beinJ s, living ?eac eably in t heir own countries, 

who, even without t~1ere being c. war, are exoosed to mor-bf.l C:.angers. 

::fourthly, Mr. Ts arapkin s a i d : 

"( L p~tial tree.ty) would. result i r;. Cl.efinite military advantages to the 

side whic:1. ne,C. r::ad.e und.er::;round expio~ions one of its me.in r..le t b.od:s of t esting 

:mclea.r we a::_:J o:ls . 11 (ibid. . p . 28) 
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That is a point worthy .of consideration. It is quite possible that the UniteC: 

States, conscious of the genetic dencers of eX?losions in the etmo~~ere, has mede 

efforts to lirait e.tuos.i_)heric tests by carrying out >:tore costly ex-_l)eriments which 

:produce no radioactive fellout, whereas the Soviet Union hes ; referred to set off 

large and dangerous eA;losions in the atoos~here. If that is true, the feet remcins 

thet the Soviet deleJ ction is rejecting a huneni terien treaty for strictly military 

reasons which will h~dly ap~eal to those pOiJUletions which heve been exposed to 

radioective fallout froo 50 megeton bombs, 

However, for us in this Conference, the ?Oint raised by UJ. Tsarepkin is not o e 

be ignored. It see~s to ~e that the Soviet delegetionj in alleging e supposed Soviet 

inferiority in under~roUhd tests, is invoking the principle of equilibriUD in arnruwents 

which has been accepted as a guide for our nego ti£'"tions. But I should like to knew, 

in that case, why the Soviet Union, while invokin5 the ~rinci~le of equilibrium, at 

the saoe time rejects the principle of control, another of the basic ) rinciples of 

disarmB.Llent. If the Soviet dele getion, instead of declerinG wi~hout e.ny scientific 

proof that control is outdated, were to acce?t the necessary investi~etion of under­

ground tests in the saue way as it invokes the :principle of equili~riu::1 f or its own 

tests, the proble~ of e limite~ 8€reement would not arise, since we should be able, es 

we earnestly desire, to conclude en egreewent :.::;rohibitin:; all tests. 3ut the Soviet 

Union is blocking the WQY to a partial agreement by demandinG the conclusion of a 

co1;1prehensive 'ttreaty, e.nd. then bl ockinl!: the wey t o a co;;I_?rehensive tre cty by rejectin::; 

co~ul~ory inspection. 

The Soviet deleGetion decleres that it has done e greet deal to e.ccocmodate itself 

to the Western view;_Joint, thet the C:.ifferences have been reduced and thct it is n·:nv: the 

turn of the We stern Fowers to make concessions. 

These. Fowers, on the contrary, to quote l!.r . Tsarapkin, "stick to their old 

posi tiona". What is the present :;osition of the Soviet delegation? Mr. Tsara-.;.kin 

told us this in his steternent on 3 December. I quote: 

"In the course of the work of the seventeenth session of the Generel 

hssembly, the Soviet Union ••• announced ••• its readiness to sign i~nediately 

an agTeement on the prohibition of all nucleer weapon tests in the atr.;osphere, 

under water and in outer spece, at the scoe time including in such en agreenent 

en undertaking to continue negotiations on the prohibition of underGTound nucleex 

weapon tests end ~n undertakin5 not to conduct such tests while ne~o tiations 
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e.re l'roceedine and until agreement is reached on the pr9hibi tio:1 of undergl.'pund 

nuclear explosions." (ibid.' p, 30) 

How let us see what was the position of the Soviet Union at t l1e beginning of 

our Conference. I quote the Soviet Government 1 s memorandum of 15 l. :corc~-. 1962. 

" ••• the :proposals made by the USSR Governmei:t on 28 November 1961 ••• 

?rovide for the in~ediata prohibition of nuclear weapon tests i n tae atmosphere, 

u:1cler water e.:J.d in o1,1ter space ••• throuc;h tl:e natior:.el detection systems of 

States ••• &~d that a moratorium should be impose~ u~on (under.srouna) explosions 

u::til an a,?pro:;?riate coatrol system has been G.evelo:ped · ••• " (:J;:t.J:JC/3, p. 14) 

I should lilte to ask the socialist delegations, and particularly our colleague 

froi·.l CzechoslovaJr,ia who spoke this morninc; , to explai::::. w~'lat is the c:i.fi'erence between 

t :-.ese jii\ro documents. What is the difference between t:1e position of 28 Nover.1ber 

lSSl (&ITJC/ll) and t~1at which. tee Soviet Ciele.sation, desirous of ;;;eeting the Western 

?owers, and in corJ:;lete confvrt1ity with t i1e overwhelming c~esire of t ::e General 

Lssembly to put e.:-.1 end to all tests, put before the J-e::1eral l;.ssetably of the United 

Hatio:1s? (J../C.l/i'V.l246, pp. 48 et seq) 

I should like to know what concessions the Soviet Union has made on the question . 

of tests G.urinJ nine months of :1egotiations, what has been done to reQuce the 

dif;ere~ces and to what extent the Soviet Union has t~~en into consideration, I will 

no-t, say the requirements of the ?!estern delegations, but t~1e efforts of goodwill made 

by t~:e <ielegations of the non-aligned States. 

T~e Soviet delegation will perhaps reply that it hes accepted t~1e eight-Fower 

memor~~dum {~~DC/23) as .the basis for negotiations. Th e Czech repre sentative 

ex:ple,ined to us once more this morning the d.ifference between the ex:pressions "the 

besis" and "one of the bases". That is not new, but everyone recoz:..uzed the genuine 

a.nc"'. :_J::'actic al value of affirmin~ "the basis 11
• As I pointed out last l;"onday, 

(EI:I:uC/.2Y.86 , f .P · 36 and 37) when the prop osals of certein non-ali5ned delegations 

bez c:_:~. setting t h e Conference on the way to a concrete e laboration of t :1e L1emorandwn, 

t i:!e Soviet lielegation re:?lied, in substance, tnat such ::;; ro::..Josals were dangerous anC:. 

ii~ ~ot ~elp to solve our problerus. iloes t~us really reyresent a~ acceptance of 

the r:1ercorandwn as t :1e basis for negotiatior..s? 

I s hould l D::e n ow to concentrate up on the proposals I h av e j ust i:lentioned. I 

t hi nl: t~1ey c an 0e c l assifieC:. i n two ~roups. The f irst consists of t ::e p rop ose.ls 

whic~ aim at fi nQinc c concrete foroula for t~e applic~tion of an ~STeement. This 
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category includes in ~y op1n1on: (e) the Indian proposal (ZNDC/PV.85, ~.24) to 

establish a ~uota of international on-site inspections,!/while recoJnizing that, in 

orde:;.: to carry out these inspections, the co-operation of the inspected countries is 

re~uired: (b) the iLexicun proposal thnt, if a re~uesl,· for inspection is refused, the 

parties to the treaty should regain full liberty of action (ibid., p.36). These 

proposals appear t o be applicable either to a c.ooprehensive treo.ty or to o, terilporary 

agreement of liDiteG. duration. I find these ? roposals very constructive because 

they iaend to esta0lish the raondatory character · of the ing;.ections without which n:o 

investigation would ~) e of any value end. the treaty would not afford sufficient 

guarantees. 

The second 5Tou~ of proposals aims at reGching a tecr)orary agreeoent on und.er-bround 

tests while prohibitint; Coiti}:lletely those tests which proG.uce radioactive fallout. 

In other words, these proposals atteo~t to i~leoent the recoDTuendations of the General 

L~se0bly of the United Nations. 

Naturally the Itdinn C'tele:;ation will su:;_:Jr;ort the conclusion of a ter.r_porary 

agree0ent if that will render possible the Lneclir.te cessation of ell tests, "Gut only 

on condition that this e.greement is clear e.nd safe and afforC:s all the nee essary 

guarantees. 

It may indeed ? rove easier t o conclude an agreeraent of linited duration than a 

comprehensive treaty, so as to Gllow the parties to study how the inspection and 

executive organs work before co~4itting themselves irrevocably. I should only like to 

point out that such GD. agreement, concluded at a tir.1e when confidence has yet to b e 

re-establishem, ~ust be attended by serious and concrete buarantees. If there is 

so0e possibility of reducing these guarantees, the process of acljustoent will becol<Ie 

easier as confidence is re-established and · the techhi~ues of detection are improve~. 

The application of a teiDQorary agreenent involves the :;_:Jroblera of the executiTe 

or5an. The :neraora..'1du:1, without fioirfg into details, reco;;Jnends us t o e..::_:rpoint 

independent experts, who, if possible, should not be natione..ls of the nuclear Powers. 

The Ang1o-.A.-neric2n draft trec.ty (ENDC/58) suggests the appoint::;:!ent of experts 

representing GoverQ~ents. Personally I think that in such a tenporary system, en 

attempt should be <:u: .. cle t o con.:>ine both scientists and goverru-:~ent reiJresentatives. 

!/ For the correct version of the Indian :;;,ro:Jc se.l see the stfcteoent ':ly the 
representative of India on ? •31 below. 
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Iv~y sucrgestion is as follows. Firstly, let a group of inciepen~ent ~ci!mtists 

be appointed as the Swed.isl: delegation has suggesteC. (2l:WC/.PV.8L:-1 :;::-~. 17 and. 18 ). 

Secondly 1 let this group report to the ~ighteen-naticn Corami ttee vr~--.ich shoul G. be 

provided with certain executive powers. 

To Slifi1 U:? z I think t :1at in practice the Confere11ce should C:o two thin~s. 

Firstly it s:;.oulG. study and ala.borate those concrete proposals wh.i.cD. b.ave been :put 

forward concer:1inc; inspection, because such proposals can be extre::1ely useful L1 

the preparatio:1 of a :provisional agreement, or even of a final a.c;reement. SeconG.ly, 

it should set u::; immediately :::. group of technicians w~1ich coulc :1.elr- us in our 

technical wor~: e..nd could eventually be transforr.1eG. into an executive orgaa co:n.tinuing 

to co-operate vri t:-:. the 3ig~Yteen-riation Corami ttee if 1 as we hoy_.e, e,t least e­

provisional sc;reene:1t is fort;-:comin5. 

It is J.:,o be :-:o:peG. t ::c:.t the Soviet deleg atioi.11 which until :J.ow ~"lc:.s shovm such 

a rigid. anC. ne ::.;· c.:liive attitude, will co:o.sider these c;>ro:posals e.:::C. will agree to t:1.e 

creation of sue ~-:. e ;:;-rou:c: of e.;,.7erts. F~r Qy p art, I b elieve it is our defi<rite 

duty to co;:1tinue ~'ldiscourac ed. the elaboration of &1 a.~reeme:1t with in tl:le i'rru-:1ework 

of the memore-:J.C:.u;,,, with t 1"le firm :.1op e that the sense of responsibility whid:. t:.-~e 

Soviet Government has show-."1 on other occc:.sions will finally :prevc-il in the f ielC. 

of G.isaroame;:;.t also. 

Mr. OBI (Nigeriah It was the intention of my delegation to m~~e a 

statement t~:is morning on the subject of the cessation of nuclear weapon tests. I 

regret to state, however, ·(,hat owin,:5 to the unavoid able e,bsence of oy leader, 

iv.ti- • .M'ou, as c-, result of t :t..e LonC:.on fo g , wy delegation cannot u1e.ke its sta ter.1ent this 

With p ermission, therefore, we · would reserve our right to SIJeak on this 

subject ---- t h e cessation of nuclear we apon t e sts -- on Monday, 10 Dec ember. J..s it 

will be our f irst intervention on t l1.is subject since the im:;_)ort e.,.l.t cleliberations of 

the United lktions Genera l J..ssembly 1 anci as my ciele J ation has e,lvrays been p r e:tJarecl 

to accord t i1e :-:.i ghest priority and attaches t~e greatest importa..1.ce to this subj ect, 

we should li:,e to r equest thc>-t our statement on Ivlonday b e added to the other docUr.lents 

which ue to be e::ttac!1ecl e,s E'.."'l annex to the report submitted by us on iviondey to t~'le 

United Ne.tions General Lssembly. 
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Ti.~e C:-Il..IR1I.AN (Bulgaria) (tra...J.sla.tion from French): T:L1.e representative 

of Nigeria will :1.ave an O~}?ortuni ty to s :peak next i'lond.e,y. The :Jecretariat :notes 

the Nigerien delegation's request that tcis statement should be a~~exed to our report 

to the General Lssembly. 

iJir. ~1-l.b .. YYLT (Ur...ited J.rab Republic)! On 28 November l a st ltir, He.ssa:.i 

had occasion to e1yress our delege.tion 1 s satisfe.ction enci hope -- our satisfaction 

because of t~e moderate to~e of the statements with which the nuclerx Powers 

opened this new round of t cL:s in Genevr., and our hope that this Corarai ttee would be 

able, a s requestea , to re? ort re a l pro3Tess in its work to the U1rited Naticns General 

Assembly on lC December (3JDC,/?V.84, pp. 33 and 34). We hoped to report tJ::.at the 

nuclear Powe:;::s ·were about to conclude the agreer.ents a.nc to mcl:e t~1e arrangements 

requested by t:1e United Hdions Genere..l Lssembly in its r tl solution 1762 J.. (~::V"II) 

( ENDC/63). 

We hac c;ood ree.son to os h opeful. ::Juring our rec es s we :1ad. wi tnesseC. t :-:.at 

more difficult, if not necessarily r.10re serious, problems had been solved by t:.1e 

nuclear :Powers. J..pparently there hed existed the will to solve those proble:·.:s :-

the way to solve t hem was found . It is not with s atisfaction t :.J.at we spe e..'.-;: toG.ay. 

It is c ert a i L: no•r that our r e-ryort on Hi lJec emb er vrill a ot be t~"le re:,,_:>Ort of ::;>roc;ress 

we had ho::;;e i it would be. 7e heve before u.s t!le letter which t he t wo co-C:1cirraen 

propose to se:J.d to the Ge;:1erel Assembly . 

have said. 

I think t~1at that letter proves wl-:at I 

"'!!e have listen ed most ettentively to the statements r.:~ade in t~1.is Committee and 

we h ave r ead t he verbatim r ecords of t he r e c ent me etings of the thr ee-Power Sub-

Conmittee, ~ile vrere very ;sr e1teful to ~~.X. Dean for the resume :1.e g ave us of t~e work 

of the Sub-Cor:li.-:i ttee during t h e r ecess (:~mc/PV, 86 ,p~J5 Gt s .) .;.e rote:~ tha t i-1.:r. Tsarapkin 

took exc eptio :1. to parts of t :1c-•.t resu;"Je (ibid.,,p,J. 25. ~!_~)-- iJ'ter .:::]_ t~"ld our conclusi on 

was easy an~ o0vious. 7!e e.r e very f er from achi eviag the go a ls which are C.e:fi ned 

in the operative ? ar e..gr ::::;::;i.1.s of Generc,l Lssembly r e solution 1762 ( ~;vii), and. w:1.ic:1. 

are an ex:pressio:J. of the ilo)es of tne ma~ori ty of t~e :;:>eoJ:les of t ::e world1 including 

the peop l es of t~e nucleer Powers the~se lve s. 

:C~ad we , I?.S e non-aligned nation, considered our te.sk in t~ri s Corm:Ji tte e to be 

that of a uedi etor or hon est br oker, our de l egat ion f or one would ~1-ave b een t er.r? t ed, 

i n the light of this conc lusion, to announce t~J.at we had lest ~:o ::_:; e and thd, iCl 

losin5 hop e , -;re ::ad lost our r aison d 1 ~tre, our reason for being in this conference 
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room. However, we realize that we are entrusted with another duty. There is a 
' 

fact 'that cannot be repeat~d too many tir.:~es. It is that, together with the four 
.' ' ~ t '~ 

nuclear States -- and one of them is unfort~ately not present here -- we live on this 
~ 

planet too. 7Te have the right to remind the nuclear Powers of this fact and to 

demand of them to stop their tests, wlrich many in this conference room ha~e labeled 

as actual aggression against r.:~ankind. '.'le cannot do much oore, but we cannot do less. 

lie have to go on repeating this again an:l again. 

On 16 J ... pril 1962 the eight non-aliJned countries iif this · Cbiimii tt~e commended to 

the consideration of the nuclear Powers a few suggestions and ideas. Those eight 

nations invited the nuclear Powers to agree on the basis of those suggestions and 

ideas or, as 1~. Castro of Brazil had occasion to say, on any other basis mutually 

agreeable to them. The eight-nation r.:~emor~dlltl (ZNDC/28) is still valid. It still 

stands as it was presented, without revision or addition. It was not intended to 

be, and indeed it ciilin.ot be made to be, a weepon in the hands of any party. In our 

opinion, the only change this mer.:~orandum went through was its transformation froo a 

memorandum of eight nations to a mer.:~ore.ndum of eighty nations -- the nations which, 

on 6 Novel:lber lS62, voted its endorsement in the present United Nations General 

.b.ssenbly. 

On the basis of the suggestions and ideas offered in that document, on the basis 

of the. General L~sembly directives contained in its recent resolution mentioned abov,:e, 

and after having listened rn~st attentively and appreciatively to all the stater.1ents 
.. ~. '. --: .. 

made in this Con:llilittee, the United .Arab Republic delegation belleves that the one 

stumbling block which is obstructing e.greement can be removed only if both ~ides 

resolve to cary it awey together instead of each one standing off and arguing that 

it is up to tae other one to move it out of the we;y. The "failure psychosis" 

referred to by the representative of ·dze.cn6.siovakia (~~pra, p.lB) '?-11 not b~ ' 

defeated except in this we;y. This block is well known. To achieve the cessa~ion 

of all ~ests -- end oy delegation is of the opinion that they are all dangerou,s and 

harmful and that they all must be finally stopped -- the two nuclear parties need to 

be assured the.t no clandestine tests can be conducted. In the three above-ground 

environments tb.ere apparently exists no difficulty in ascertainin~ this. In the 

field of und.erground tests, the representatives of the United States and the United . ,. , ' --~ , 

Kingdom tell us repeatedly that they know no way to ascertain this except by an-site •.. ;. 
inspection. They concede, however, that science has r.:~ade and is making every day 

new strides in the field of reoote detection and vertification of earth troraors. We 
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now have the· · text, c-irculcted at the request of the United KingC:.or.1 delegation, of the 

stater.~ent made in London in Septer.~ber by six prominent scientists -- three from the 

United States c..>td three fror,1 the Soviet Union, The stdement clee:.rly says tnat those 

scientists 

" ••• hewe tried to develop new ideas and to forr.~ulate concrete suggestions 

which m~y facilitate our reaching a general and complete test ban aJreement in 

a short time." (3N:UC/66, p.l) 

Using as a besis the pro]osa.l conteineC:. in the memorandum o:f the eight non-elic,;ned 

countries re;:;erC:ing the utilizetion of a. world-wide network of stc..'lcla.rdized seismic 

stations, mcnneC:. by nationals of the host country, which would ? rovide an international 

scientific commission with seismic records, they suggest the use of tamper-proof 

automatic recording stations, now known as the "black boxes" - c. system which they 

state would 11:p.rovide a minimal interference with the host country (ibid.) The 

international -scientific cooraission, they thought, would "need to r equest very few 

on-site ins:pections 11
• (ibid~, p.2) 

In earlier st~tements the dele~ation of the United Arah nepublic has spoken 

of the ~ractical arran~eoents which should facilitata agreement on any really necessary 

on-site ins~ection~ On t hose occasions we quoted the statement made here on 

17 ~ugust by t:1e First Deputy Foreign l1linister of the Soviet Union; Mr • Kuznetsov; 

to the ,effect t:te.t the Soviet Union did not exclude the posDlibili ty of invi tint5 

on-site ins:;_:Jection in certain concrete c ases (ENDC/iV.7l, p.43). On 15 August 

(ZNDC/PV.70, :_:; .24) and again on 5 Septe!ilber our delegation proposec that t l1.e two 

co-Chairmen s~ould 

"~. ~ agr ee o·n the o oda liti es and mechanics of on-site inspection in 

practical c.nc concrete cc.s es. 11 (2NDC/.FV~8l p. 45) 

We seid that it might be 

11
.,. necessary and pre.ctical now to turn to the t ask of trying to define a 

little more clearly the conditions, mechanical attributes and modalities of 

inspectio;.1 in such concrete cases." (ibid .) 

1:Te further pro:;_)osed that 

"l:mone; suc:1. practical subjects to b e r eviewed, -our co-Chairmen may wislt to 

give effec t to Mr . 3d.ber g 1 s proposal (ENDC/PV.77, _ p -,32), sup:;>orted by 

l'lir, Be:.rrington on 3 September U:NDC/PV.78-, p .8), to discuss the possibility 

of establishing the internationa l commission envisaged in the joint 

memorandum, as well as its fnnctions and attributes," (.!!?i£.) 
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The eight-·nation memorandum further mentions that measures of verification _!.!! 

loco should be the subject of consultation. "We submit that the area of difference 

is now even narrower than when the memorandum was signed. ~e subQit that i£ the 

necessary political decision is taken by both sides our diplomatic efforts will 

succeed~ ~e also submit that without that political decision no diplomatic effort 

will succeeC:. 

The representatives of the nuclear :Powers have been gallantly defending their 

respective :positions in our meetings during the last two weeks; and no doubt they 

could go on defending those )Ositions and standing by them with the greatest tenacity 

and ability as lon~ as it micht seem necessary for them to do so. As long as they 

stick to their gallant stand, however; there will be no move towards agreement. 

There can be no success~ On the other hand, when -- and only when -- the nuclear 

capitals take the necessary decision, the great abilities of their representatives 

here will move us quickly towards total and agreeable a~Teement. 

We believe that it would not be useless to submit here for the consideration of 

the principal parties concerned our present thoughts. -fe believe that once the 

necessary political decisions have been taken the two j?arties will be able, first, 

to reach £Ji a{5Teement to cease icunedictely tests in all three above-groUnd . 

environments :.;;rovided that they make r:rrb.ngements to stop undergrbund tests for a 

mutually agreeable duration; and7 secondly, to agree on the establishment by the 

United Nations, or any of its agencies, of a provisional international scientific 

coomission, w~c~ would avail itself of the services bf the existing nationally manned 

observation posts and of all new technical developments in this field, incluGing the 

suggested automatic recording stations now known e.s "black boxes". The scientific 

commission should be given specific terms of reference and powers on which the nuclear 

parties must agree, including the right to request verification, on the spot, of the 

nature of any suspicious si .znificant seismic event. Such requests should be 

seriously end prom~tly considered by the State concerned, which might give the 

commission convincing reasons for declining to issue the requested invitation. Should 

the State concerned fail to ~ive such convincing reasons and to issue the requested 

invitation, t he international scientific commission should communicate that feet, 

together with its assessment of the given event, to the second ?arty and to the 

United Nations. Such a communication would free the State or States concerned from 

the heavy morc..l obligations underte.ken by all parties upon the conclusion and signing 

of such an acreement. 
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~'lhile t;1.e :;_:>rovisional arrangement remained in force for the mutually ar;reed 

duration, both nuclear parties would continue their negotiations f or the conclusion 

of a permanent a~reement to ban underground tests, It is hop e d that before tbe end 

of the mutue.lly c,Jreed durction, improvements, not only in the scientific f ielC:. but 

also in the ?oli tical-psycholo15ical atmosphere, would. t;Jake on-site inspection r eally 

unnecessary, 

\'that woul0. l1.eppen if t~1.e suggested p rovisional arrangement ended in failure 

because of t he non-cooper ation of one of the ~arties? t:The.t would hepp en when one 

party freed t~e ot~er from its obligations? That qu~stion may well be askec. Our 

answer is sim~le: we woulc r evert, unfortuna t ely, to the r egrettebl e situation in 

which we are ;.1.ow1 but not to one that would be worse., 

Llu-10st at tl1e time wl1.en we were l etwing this hell after our l e st meetinc;, on 

WecLnesday, vri t:1.out much l1o? e of agre~ment being reac~1.ed between t :1.e United Stc.tcs and 

the United :~ngcloo on the one side and the Sovi e t Uni on on the other, t he Sec onC:. 

Collli!Iittee of t~1e United Nations General Lssembly in New Yor!t was unenimously c::.pproving 

a declaration r.1C'.de jointly by t i1.e de legations of t he United States of .t.merica and the 

Union of Soviet Socialist ae~ublics, urging all n ations to plan for the economic and 

soci a l adjustments that would follow wor l d disarmament (A/C. 2/Sa , 862 (p rovisional), 

p.ll). Tl1at c"'.eclaration called upon t:1e governments of all States to multi:;,; ly their 

efforts for "a ? rompt achievement of general and complete disarmament under effective 

internatione l control" U./C,2/L.702/aev,l 1 p.2). We are told t~"lat e.. wave of a?:;::> lause 

swept the conference room. Th ere was no n eed to trute a vote , e..Greement wa s lli!animous, 

In another room, on the ser.1e clay, Er. Ldlai Stevenson of the United St ates and. Lr, 

i:iorozov of t~1e Soviet Union announced. in the First CoiiiUii ttee t~1.e fo rmal ac;;reement of 

their .5over n;uents on peac eful use s of outer spac e (A/C.l/PV,l292, ::? • 37). 

happened only t~1.e day before yest e r dey in New York on the East R.i ver. . \lh a t is wrong 

with Genevc::. end Lake Lemen? 

·:re are confident that once such agreements for the banning of nuclear weapon 

t e sts are si .;:aec1 t hey will be r es:;:;ecteC:. by their signetories. The necessary climate 

of mutual trust vrill b e GT?..C:.ual ly brought £;bout; t :•er e will be r.o c aus e for t he 

pres ent mutua l C:.istrust. I t is our conviction -- not only our wishful thii~dnc; 

t l:at the natio::s of the worl c':. , including the nucle?..r F owers, will t hen b e liber<!t ed 

froL1 t he feu w~:ich todc.y breeds suspicions , necessi t 2..tes water-tic l:.t precautions 

and thus hinders our :pro6ress towards t he tota l banninc of these t errible nuclear 
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weapons, T~e world will be relieved of one of its greatest present worries. 

General and com:Qlete disarmament will then be nearer our reach. Our children r.w.y well 

have a brave new world to build and to enjoy. 

!i.r, IJ..LL (India): I should like to clear up .one sruall rJatter now, I aLl 

looking ct pE',c;e 42 of the provisional verbatim record of the ei.shty-fifth meeting 

which conteins :._:art of the record of the statement which I made on 30 Nover.1ber. The 

staff of the Secretariat and L.W own deleJation tell me that they checked some of this 

statement czeinst the tape recording which was made and found that there wcs on that 

paJ e a slight error which miJht be of a material char~ter. I should like to draw 

the attention of members of t:1e Committee to that error. I will read what I am 

reported to have said: 

"CoulC:. not all the States concerned agree to a certain quota of 

inspections per annur.1? Of course that quota could only be fixed in 

the first instance for the first year, because instruments might 

improve and other f~tors might arise which would justify a revision 

of the steted quota of insjJections." (i.:NDC/.PV.85 (provisional), p,42) 

The tape recording shows that what I actually said. was not "quota of inspections" 

but "quota of invitations" in the first instance. Llso at the end I said "a 

revision of Jvl:e stated quota of invi tctions. 11 That is a point wlLich I believe will 

be clarifiec'i by e. revision 'Jf the record which will be issued by the Secretariat 

(see ZNDC/27.05 1 ::?.24), but I thought I should bring it out because frequently that 

part of my stater.1ent is referred to. 

~'!hile I ~:ave the floor, filay I ad-:':. a few words. ""!e have now heard st~.tements 

from almost ell the r.1embers of tlris Coliliili ttee on this r.~atter. ~·re have of course 

heard that our colleague fror.1 Nigeria will mcke a stctement on lLonde.y, we shall 

look forwar d to i.:earin~ the t and we shell do so wi tl'l the greatest of interest. 

I shoulC. li::e to take t :1is opportunity to say that it is now for those 

directly concerned to consider the many observations end suggestions which have been 

offered in tjis room. ·:re woulG. express the hope tnat both sides might aJain study 

all the su~cestions which have been maC:.e and do so not in a theoretical spirit 2nd 

not regardin0 t~ese suggestions as leg alistic forr.~ulations which clearly they exe not 

intended t o be, but as ::_:>rn.gmatic observetions which might and, I believe, coulC!., 

help in finding a way out. Indeed., the important thing now and the one that is 

incumbent upon us is to fi:nC:. a wn.y out. '-?Te appeal to the two siG.es; we urge them 
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to reach a~rea1.1e~1t in this 1.1atter in whatever way tl>ey can find rautually acce:;?iiable 

and not to use any observations, suggestions or ~ro;osels -- including the ei~ht-

nation L1emorcnc~m,1 (ZNDC/28) -- as obstecles to a6reement. None of these :possible 

ways out has been offered in the spirit of the 11 cold war". I would say to the two 

sides, ''Fleasa C:.o not take t:-,em tbis we,y". 7Te would ask them ir! any case to tci-re 

action that vnll now result in the sto~ping of tests on a basis that will en~ure. 

li~. TSJ3J~KIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (trenslation from Russian): 

First of all, I should lil:e to make a correction to todayr s statement by the 

representative of Italy ( su·:-ra, p .19 et seq.). ~e built up his statement in such 

a way that it could be tcl~en to mean t~at the Soviet Union is in favour of t~e 

continuatio~ of nuclear wea:pon tests in the atmosphere. This is a Gross untrut~. 

The Soviet Unioil categoric elly G.emanG.s the prohibition of all nuclear wea:;?o::: tests in 

all environments without exc e?tion: in the atr.10sphere, under water, under~rounc:. and 
.. .. ... , 

in outer sp ace. 
. ·- . . ·· . . .. 

No,w for e second remf:X:~ in connexion with today' s statement by the representative 

of Italy. =-le scid that, strictly speak{ng~ he· did not see. any <lifference between 

the present ??si tion of t l•e Sov~et Uni :m on the question ·of the cessation oZ nuclear 

weapon tests 2.nC:. t;.--.e posi tio~• which is laid down in ·t:."le Soviet Union 1 s prop ose ls 

of 28 November 1961 (~~JC/11). I woulG. advise the representative of Italy to read 

the Soviet :;_:>ro:,;;osals of 213 November 1S6l through to ti1e end, and t~1en "he ·will see an 

extremely substc:....'ltial diff e-rence from tl:e present Soviet proposels. I can ~1el] 

J.dr . Cavalletti. In article 3 of t he Soviet p roposal 9f 28 November 1961 questions 

of control over nuclear we r.p on tests wer e regarded e s a·. constituent p art of control 

over compliance vdth an aJ reement on general and complete disarmament. Today we do 

not insist on such a connexion. 

I shall now :;? ass on t o my 1.1ain stater,1ent. 

In the course of the wor~-t of the g i ghteen Nation Committee in Geneva it l1as 

become api>arent t:hat there are as yet no signs of the readiness of the "Jester n :Powers 

to seek agreeoent on amutually acceptable basis. 

1.B the last meeting of the Zighteen Nation Committee showed very clee.rly, the 

delegations of t :1e United Stetes and t he United Kingdom are tryi:i.•L-: to reduce t :1.e whole 

work of the Coranittee to sterile prope~andistic polemics . i;ior e over, the Uni tee 

Ilin5 dom representative is ~oing his utmost to exacerbate the discussion and to increase 

the tension in t:·w atmospller e of the nee otations. ' 17e llave no desire to t ake t :1at path, 
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but nevertheless we cannot disregard the · distortions of the position of· the Soviet 

Union which t~1e United KincG.om representative, Sir lf.i.chael ~'irig:i.J.t, and. the United. 

States repres-errte:t-i?e; 1&J.'~ .: ... :i)een1 have indulged in • 

.At the meeting on 5 . :>ecember, ~ Sir Eichael rrright tried to depict the position of 

the 7lestern :.?owers on the question of the cessation of tests in the most attractive 

light. He told us all sorts of thin({s. He spol;:e about the reaCiness of ti.1e 

w·estern Powers to ~ raeet the Soviet Union and. about the large number of alternative 

solutions to t~1e question of the cessation of tests - as many as four al ternetives 

(.6NDC/PV,871 :;?.13)' The attempt of t~1e United ICingC..9m -representative to embellish 

the position of tile "Jest ern Powers looked as though h!'! was tryint; to paint the skin 

of an apple in bright attractive tones when the i~ide was worrn-ee.ten. ilhc-.t, in fact, 

did the Uni tecl :angdom re?resente.ti v e pra::.:>ose to us and what was the real meaninc; of 

his proposals? Tre shall ex&Jine all t~1ese four alternatives one by one. 

The UniteG. ~ngdom representative's first alternative consisted. of an a? p e al to 

the Soviet U::.1ion to prove holv underground events c~• be id.entifieC. by national 

detection systems, If the Soviet Union were to 2rove this, the ':T estern Powers would 

be p·repared to sic n a :percanent and comprehensive treaty without inspection by 

1 Jenuary 1963. This is obviously a felse approach to the ques-l:,ion on the part of . 

the United KincC:om representcti ve. T~1.is approac.h was needed by the ~estern Pmrers 

as a means of 2_)rovidinJ e. technical cover for their rejection of ~ comprehensive 

agreement bcseC:. on the use of national means of de:t,ecting nuclear explosions. , The 

falsity of this e.?proach to t h e question li~s in the f act that the proposal to . \lSe 

national me~<s of detection for the purposes of controlling an agreement on the 

cessation of nuclear weapon tests do e s not need any sp ecial proofs. It has won its 

right to existence by aevances in scientific and technical thoucht, which have been 

aonfiroed in t he appropriate theoretical research of many scientists both in the 

United States a~G. in the Soviet Union &<d in many other countries. Moreover, t he 

value and eff icacy of nationa l means of detection h as been verified. and dernonst:rat~d 

by the recorclinz of nucl ee..r e::;q>losions over many y ears in all e nvironments, including 

underground . It is particularly strang e to hear ~oubts in this respect fro~ t he 

United States, which in t :::.e c ourse of . t he l ast. ten or twelve y e exs has often infprm~d 

the world of nuclear explosions carri(:!d out by other countries in various envirom.1en;ts 

and r ecorded by the UniteC. St at es ' national me ans of det ecti on. The artif icia l 

nature of t l::.ese C:.oubts is obvious. This prop os a l by t he United Kingdom r e:;_Jresent-ative 

a lso h as anot:1er espect. ~7i thout bindinc the 7 es t ern Fower s to any a~reer.1ent, even 
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in principle, &J.d. leaving the question in an unresolved state; he would like to 

involve the sices in tec:micel disputes. Actually, this woulG. oee.n running e,way from 

a comprehensive agreement on the cessation of nuclear weapon tests for all tirae. 

Both in t:1e 3ighteen-H::.tion Conuni ttee and in the Three-Power Sub-Comr,1i ttee the 

representatives of the • ~·!estern ?owers are making use of all the means at t:1eir 

Gisposal to cover up this retreat. T~ese means are mainly of a technical neture • 

.i..nd this is quite understenC.c-,ble, since it is easiest of all to obscure the Dolitical 

aspect of t:1.e 1:1atter in t!J.e eyes of the wl'!ole worlcl by references to science or 

technology. It is for t :•is reason t~1e:.t we hear wearying deoc.!"l0.s on the :;:>art of the 

Western :rowers t:cat before a :;_:>Oli tical a.~reement is co:1cluded. t~'!e technical e::Qerts 

of the Unitecl States of J..mericc., the United. Kingdom anc1 the Soviet Union s~1oulC:. 1;1eet 

and. C:.ecide vrnet:-:..er or not Il::,tior::al oeens of d.etection are e.deqm·.te for the 

identification of all seismic events. 

The outcome of such e meeting of experts can be foreseen in ::.d.vance, es:::-ecic-,lly 

if one bears in nind that t :1a official representatives of the ;·.restern Powers, -~~le 

United State s and the Unite ·::. ~ii.ngG.ota, :1.ave re:pee.tedly stated here the.t, in t ::e o:;_Jinion 

of their scientists, national means of detection exe inadequate for effective control 

and must be su~]leoenteu by an internetional control system and coo? ulsory on-site 

insfection of unidentifieG. seismic events. Give n tlris attitude of the official V!estern 

representatives and their experts to tlle p ropos a l for the use of nationu.l rae2.-ns of 

detection for the purposes of control, it is easy t o ima;;-ine wha t would be t:1e result 

of a meetinz; of e~~perts. The official ~'!estern eXJ;erts would n ot be satisfiec vri th 

anyt~n~ less than an . internationa l control systen and compulsory on-site ins~ection. 

It goe s without s ayin g t~1r.t such a r.1eeting of experts would b e bo;:;c;ed down in endless 

disputes, 'tec:'!nical doubts enG. s p eculations a nd thc-.t it woultl end in deadloc~~ and the 

d.ep arture of the experts wi t :1out havint; agreed anythin,s . 

It is :yrecisely this :_;rosj)ect, this outcome of a meetinc of experts t hct seems 

hi ;5hly desir c-ble to the 7estern }Jowers, so that, by ::;; l eading lack of agr eer,1e nt £'1l10 n6 

the experts on t h e tec~micel aspects of control, tl: ey cc..n refuse e :politic a l ~\::;-reement 

on the cessa-tion of all nuclear weapon tests that is of parcr.~ount ii-;1portanc e at t i>is 

~oint in history. This is t~1e real G.cn;;er of this manoeuvre on t l1e p art o:Z t~:e 

7est ern Powers . ~re do n ot yrc..nt the n e;:;oti ations t o have such 2...1 outcoue . 
., 
.. e c-.re 

alto :::~ether t.c;einst t he ctteG:,ts of our ~:'e stern i'art ner s in the neGoti a tions to eva<ie 

their respo::J.sibili ty, to c.voiC:. concluG.in~ £', political ac reement, by shifti:1...; 

responsibility for this matter to the technical ex?erts. 
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We propose that the discussion of technical details shoul~ be deferred until such 

time as we heve agreed between ourselves on the fundamental, basic ?rinciples tbat 

should underlie a final aereement on the cessation of nuclear weapon tests. T:Te insist 

ori such an a??roach to our ne~otiations on behalf of the success of our cause. The 

dise1al experience of the ::_:>ast has taugl1t us a lot in this respect. lJe can1, for 

example, recall the tleetinc of Soviet, United States and United :iine;dorn scientists to 

examine the so-called United States new seismic data. 

This meetin::; of experts took p lace here in Geneva in November and Decerr;ber 1959. 

At that time t~e Soviet scientists revealed the flimsiness, erroneousness and, in some 

cases, deliberate tendentiousness of the conclusions arrived at by the United States 

scientists. This rneetine developed into interminable arguments and, in the end, no 

agreement was reached. It is true that, .sor.1e time .later, events confirmed the 

correctness &~C validity of tDe opinions expressed by the Soviet scientists, but at 

the time, in .Jecember 1959, the fact that disagreeLients had arisen at this meeting 

of Soviet and United States experts anC:. that agreement had not been reached, was used 

by President Jisenhower of the United States as a pretext for t&~ng his decision of 

29 ~ecember 1959 that the United States would no longer be bound by its pledge in 

regard to the moratoriuo on nuclear weapon tests. 

This decision of the Government of the United States, like the subsequent actions 

of France, a United States ally in the NLTO military bloc, whicl1. began to ce.:rry out 

nuclear wea?on tests in February 19601 was the initial link in the chain of subsequent 

events, a kind of catalyst t~at accelerated.the nuclear arms race. 

~'fe coulcl e.lso refer to ot:1er technical meetin,:ss. TJe have learnt a lot from these 

experieilc es. ~:re do not intend to allow a smoke-screen o.f technical studies to be 

used as cover by those who wish to evade a solution of the political question of 

banning all nuclear weapon tests. 

The essence of the second alternative put forward by the United Kingdom 

representative is that tb.e Soviet Union should accept the deL1e...1d of the 7festern :Fowers 

for compulsory ins~ection, which would be formulated as an inspection quota. It is 

clear that this alternative is unacc eptable. 

tiriies and I sl1all not dwell on it further. 

~'te have already e~::plained this many 

The third alternative put forward by the United Kingdom re?resentative is that 

we should ·conclude a permanent agreer.1ent banning nuclear weapon tests in the 

atraosphere 1 und.e; water and in outer sp ace 1 but that with respect to underground 
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nuclear explosions we s~ould restrict ourselves to whet is calle~ an interim a5reement, 

which coulC:. be &"'111ulled by t::e Western :Powers at any time and which would thus o::~en the 

way for them to resume nuclear weapon tests. 

Ls in rezcrcl_ to all his other :;:>roposals, in explaining his third alternative, 

Sir l;;j_chael 7ri£;=:.t does not say everyt~1ing. Nevertheless, it follows quite clearly 

from t~1e statements of representatives of the "ilestern Fowers that even an interim 

agreement must provide for inspection. The logic of the representatives of the 

Western Powers is astonishing. ;'fuat they are sayint$ is that if the demand for 

inspection on which the 7estern :Powers are insisting is unacce:?teble to the Soviet 

Union, then in view of the fact that t~is cemand prevents us from reaching agreement 

on a perm~1ent end comprehensive agreement on the prohibition of nuclear weapon tests, 

let us in this case conclude an interim agreement, but also with compulsory 

im::pection. It is clear tb.e..t this pro:?osal is not serious. 

Far from bein0 a step forward, Sir ~achael "Tright 1 s third alternative is a 

definite steu backward. In fact, a proposal for an interim agreement of tlns kind 

takes the ne~:;otietions back to the time when, at the very begin...'rin3 of the negotiations 

in 1958, the ~Testern :Powers :proposed the conclusion of just such an interim egreement, 

limited to a s:1ort period, vri th international control and inspection. 

Tnat Sir Lichael "!Tri~b.t 1 s fourth and last alternative amounts to is that t~1.e 

continuation of undergrounc nuclear weapon tests by the ~·restern Powers shoulc":. be 

sa.D.ctioned internationally. -:::e shall not comment on this proposal. The cnswer 

to it has elrer.G.y been given with the utr.:ost clarity end in the most outspo!:en manner 

by the overvr::elr.:in~ oajori ty of t~1.e members of the United Natio:us 1 who, at t:"le 

seventeenth session of the General J~sembly, called decisively for the banning of all 

nuclear weapon tests without exception and rejected the proposel of the ~7estern Powers 

for e. so-callecl partial treaty. 

J.ll these four el ternati ves :put forward by Sir ld.chael 'Vright lead, either 

directly or inclirectly, to a:u international system of control EmC:. compulsory on-site 

inspection cnc cannot, therefore, serve as a basis for agreement. Sir ilicheel ~·rright 

is well aware of this. Nevertheless, the fact that he thought it possible to put 

fo!:"ward these alternatives shows the comi- lete lack of intention of the ':Test ern Powers 

to conduct serious negotiations with the object of reaching an agreement on e. r;mtually 

acceptable basis. 

Unlike Sir 1achael 7-:-i ,:)lt 1 l\:lr. Dean we..s less generous in his c..l ternati ves. He 

r eiterates froo meeting to meeting that an agreeaent can be concluded only on the basis 
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of the two United States-United Ydngdom drafts put forward in August 1962 

(:ENDC/58 and J:H:JC/59). This means that the United States continues to decand the 

establishment of an international control system and compulsory inspection &>d 

continues to t~u-eaten the world with the continuation of underground nuclear vreapon 

tests. 

J;s you see, the ·:-restern J:owers still filaintain their old position, which :_::,recludes 

the possibility of agreenent. This is bow the matter stands in reality. It is in 

vain that t:1e representatives of the United States ar..:i the United Kingdofil try to make 

out that theiz- alternatives are new :tJroposals. Zven though Mr. De&l asserts that 

the United Sta.tes and the United Kingdor.1 took into account the principles of the 

eight-nation memorandum (ZNJC/28) in their proposals of 27 kugust, this is not in 

accordance wit7:1 the facts. Basically, namely on the question of international 

inspection, as well as on otl1er questions, the United States anc the United Kin;:;dom 

continue, as in the past, to maintain their old positions, which prevent the 

reaching of agreement on t he cessation of nuclear weapon tests. 

11hy do t~1e United States and the United Kingdom refuse to enter into a 

comprehensive aJreement benning all nuclear weapon tests for all time, on the basis 

of the use of national means of detecting nuclear eX2losions for control purposes? 

Because an agreement based on the use of national means of detection for control 

purposes, that is without an international network of control ? Osts, does not 5ive 

the ~'lestern Powers legal possibilities of sendin6 foreign agents into the Soviet 

Union. tfuy ~1es the U~ted States, in f act, not accepted the proposals contained in 

the me~oranduu1 of the eight non-ali~ned States? Because this memorandum proposes 

that an agreement on the cessation of nuclear weapon tests should be reached on the 

basis of the use f or control purposes of national means of detectinc nuclear 

explosions r at her than an international control system. That is one thine . 

The second t :?:ng in the meL1oranduru t hct was unaccept able to t lle T:'estern :Cowers 

was that it ectually rejected the i dea. of compulsory on-site ins]ection. It 

rejected this "idee fixe 11 of the 7 estern Powers. 

These com?romise proposals of the non-aligned countries are rejected by t he . ·.·,; 
~estern Powers ~or the reason, that they do not give them the possibility of sending 

. .r ;· l 
foreign agents into the territory of the Soviet Union. 

The r epres ent atives of t he 7ester n Powers hav e told us that t h e United States and 

the United Kit1gdom will not take into consideration and will not cocply with paragraph 2 
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of resolution 1762 J_ (XVII), which was adopted almost unanimously by the Generc.l 

.b..ssembly on 6 Uovet1ber 1962 (ZNDC/63). In this paragraph the General Asser:1bly 

directs a fervent appeal to t~e nuclear Powers to cease all nuclear weapon tests 

not later then 1 January 1963. 

Tny do t:1e United States anc the United Kin;sdor.1 openly op:._;ose their policy on 

this question to this resolution of the United Nations General ..t .• sserably? L.:;ci.n for 

the SeLie reeson, that tl-:.is ] CXaGX"aph of the resolution does not dford them t l1e 

possibility of sendinG foreic~ a~ents into the territory of the Soviet Union, ~~c 

without this tl:e cessation o1 all nuclecr wea:9on tests does not interest then. J:.nd 

they have ste.tec t~at they will not cou::;: ly with this :;:;ara.Jraph in the resolution 

of tbe Uni teC:. lktions General .;.\_ssel:~bly, but will continue to test nuclear weepons 

underc;rounc . -::'.::1y have t:1e Uni teO. States and the Uni tee 13.nJdor.: virtually re:ected 

the Soviet :;;>ro:posel for t :1e use of autocatic seismic stations for control ::;mr:_:>oses? 

They told us et the meeting of the Zizhteen-Nation Co~uittee on 5 December (El·illC/PV.87) 

and nt the oeetin;;s of the Sub-Co~i ttee on 6 December (.&.~DC/SC.l/?V .47) that t:1e 

proposal for 2..utomatic seisoic stations could only be considered in conjunction with 

international control, only in conjunction with the right of cOD]ulsory ins::_:;ection. 

This approc..cb. to the question on the :;_Jc.rt of the ~'!estern Fowers im:_:>lies in fc..ct their 

rejection of this Soviet pro:;;osal for the use of autor.1atic seismic stations for control 

purposes. 

~'Thy have t :·1ey been in such a hurry to act in this way towards the Soviet :,;>roposal? 

Again for t l:e same reason, t :C..at it does not ensure s atisfaction of their denanc for 

the establis~1.Luent of an international control system on the terri ~ory of the Soviet 

Union and does not ensure s atisfaction of their demand for the rigl1t to s end inspection 

t eaQs into t~e territory of the Soviet Union on an oblig atory basis. 

~.!e note, t h erefore, t :1at in the last eight months of negotiations the -:!estern 

?ewers have l1ot i:J.oveC. from their former position. They have not renounce~ their 

unacc e~tabl 2 anC. io~racticable ~enanc for the esteblisl~ent of international control 
~ -" 

and on-site i nsJection. 

In contrc.st to the uncor.1pror:~isinc position of the 'Jestern I'owers, which c:i'fords 

no possibility of reachin:?, agreer.Jent on tl1e cess a tion of nuclear tests, the Soviet 

Union has t&: en a number of steps aimed ct speeding up the solution of this vi te~lly 

ir:~portant :problem. 

First, the Soviet Union has agreed (ZNDC/rV.24,pp.7-ll) to tru~e as the basis 

for an agreerJent on the cessetion of all nuclear weapon tests t:i.:e proposal ::_:mt forward 
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This by the eight non-aligned States in their joint memorandun of 16 .b.pril 1962. 

meQorandum spe~s of an a3reement on a compromise basis, since the provisions 

contained in it take into account to sor;1e extent both the position of the ":Testern 

Powers and the :JOSi tion of the Soviet Union. After the recess, the Soviet Union 

again confirmec its readiness to seek for a solution of the problem of the cessation 

of nuclear tests on the cor.1:promise basis contained in the memorandum of the eicht 

non-ali gned States (ZNDC/?V.86, p. 53). 
Secondly, t~e Soviet Union, strivine for the earliest cessation of all nuclear 

weapon tests an<'i. [{Oin~ forwu:":. to meet the wishes of tl'le Western .Powers, a-_i??eeled in 

the General Lsser.1bly ( A/C.l/.2V,l246 1 p::_::. 48 et seg) for the conclusion of an a::;reement 

on the cessetion of nuclear weapon tests in the atuos? here, um"'..er water am':. in outer 

space, this c.c;reement to include the obli.::;ation of the parties to continue 

negotie.tions on an agreer.wnt for tl'le prohibition of underground nuclear weepon tests 

as well and the obligation to refrain from conducting such tests while the 

negotiations are in proc;ress and until an agreement has been reached on the prohibition 

of underground e~losions. 

This pro::_:;osal, on tl'le one hand, took into consideration the :;_:>roposal of the 

Western ?owers to conclud e a partial agreement imrueciately and, on the other hand, 

it takes into account the Uili versal demenG. which was expressed in General Lssembly 

resolution 1762 L (A~ll) that no more nuclear weapon tests should be conducted anywhere 

by anyone. T:'le positive asp ect of this Soviet proj osal is obvious. It enables a 

favourable atmos?here to be created for the speedy and final solution of the question 

of ceasing nuclear tests. 

Thirdly, the Soviet Union has declared its readiness to cease all nuclear tests 

from 1 January 19631 as requested· by resolution 1762 A (AVll) of the General Lssembly, 

provided, of course, that this General J.ssembly resolution is complied with by tne 

Western Powers as well, Lttempts have been made in the Zighteen-Nation Colilllli ttee 

by the Western C.elegations to give an arbitrary inter::_:>retation to the appeal of the 

General Lsser:1bly for the cessation of all nuclear weapon tests from 1 January 1963. 

These attempts were refuteC:. by a nur..1ber of representatives 1 who cited the clear and 

unequivocal statements of t :'le author of t:1e proposal, the represente,tive of 1-.~exico, 

iYir. Padilla Hervo. Y!e shall not continue this discussion since it is beyond C:.ispute 

that the request of the General Lssembly is that all nuclear eJcplosions shoulC"'.. cease 

unc·ondi tionally not later t :1.£'.n 1 January 1963 1 whatever the state of the negoti ations 

on the cessaticn of nucler:.r weapon tests by that time. 
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The lea~er of the Inconesian delegation at the United Nations General Lssembly, 

~~s. Supeni, w~en submittins the draft resolution on behalf of the delegations of 

thirty-seven St~tes an~ speaking of the meaning and significcnce of paragraph 2 of the 

resolution, statec 

"In cc-.se agreeuent cE..nnot be reached by 1 Januc-..ry, ::~~aGraph 2 of t:1e 

draft resolution requests the nuclear rowers to :please stop t~1eir tests" 

~C.l/2V.l253, p.l8). 

That is t:1e meaning civen to this :iJaragraph by the thirty-seven non-ali ,sned. 

States. It was also with this ueaning that the para3raph was a~proved by the 

General Assembly. 

Fourthly, in going forward. to meet the ·:/estern Powers so e.s to make it easier 

to reach a final agreement on the cessation of all nuclear tests, the Soviet Union 

took n new end significant step immediately cf·~er the recess in the Committee 1 s work. 

It pro?osecl t~at for the ?ur?ose of control over underground. nuclear explosions use 

should. also be made of automatic seismic st ations wlrich would serve as a supplement 

to existing national detection flyster.ls. It can only be regretted that the ':'!estern 

Powers have not ettached tl1e im;;ortance it deserves to this significant new Soviet 

proposal which would ensure the possibility of solving the question of the cessation 

of nuclear tests. 

Only one c.onc lusion can be dravm from the :position of the ~estern Powers. They 

reject, in fact, every!;hing :r-easonable e.n d r:mtually accep·0able tllat would increase 

the efficiency of control. They are not intereste d in any other forms of control 

which can rec-.lly ensuretl.ce ol::s :::rvance cf f'"-1 c:.b~o::.: ··: el:t <Y~" t~:" ~ es s c,"ti ;:, n of nuclear wec:.pon 

tests, but only in compulsory inspection which opens u:;:; wide o:;portunities for 

espionage ~Dd intellig ence. It was no Iiler e chance, therefor e , -~:1at, as soon e.s we 

put forward our ?roposal for the u s e of automatic s eismic stations, the ~estern 

Powers hastened to scuttle this reasonable prop osal by ~acking on to it the heavy 

weight of unecce:pt able prol_)osals for inspectio:;.1 and tho establishment of international 

control posts. 

'.fuat is hap:!)ening here? This is wha-t is happening: as soon as the Soviet Union 

takes a step to Iileet the ';/estern Powers P.nd propos es Iileasu::-es aimed. at providing them 

with addi tione l guarantees of eff e d.ive control, they iDr:ledi a tely start criticizing 

these propos a ls as inadequate , merely because -~h :::y do r.o ·~ provide for conpulsory 

inspection. By acting in this way t he West.e~·n ?owe!·s slam the G.oor to a ,sr e et.1ent. 
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We consider that the existing national systems of detection e.re fully adequate 

for control ]ur?oses. In our view there is no need for additional means of control. 

It is only the ~restern :Powers who er_t?ress doubt about the effectiveness of 

national means of detection. ~'Thy is it 1 then, that when, in endeavouring to recove 

your fears, we c;o forwar d. to meet you and propose the use of autome.tic seismic 

stations as an additional 5ue.rantee, you reject a businesslike examination of this 

proposal of ours and, in fact, as I have shown earlier, reject it by linking it to 

compulsory ins? ection? 

The use for control pur~oses of the idea put forward at the Pugwash Conference 

(ENDC/66) o;ens up great possibil1tes for overcoming the remaining differences and 

concluding a final agreement on the cessation of all nuclear wea?on tests. 

This, however, is sometlring that United States and United i:Ungdom political 

le'aders do not wish to recognize, although it is widely recognized in scientific 

circles throughout the world. 

In this connexion it is appropriate to refer to a recently published letter by 

the eminent British scientist and philosopher, Bertrand Russell, Bertrand 

Russell, of course, is not a seismologist, but it is well-known t hat he has extensive 

connexions with many scientists throught the world, and is very much interested in the 

question of t he cessation of nuclear weapon tests. In his letter published i n the 

"New York Tioes" of 5 December Bertrand ~ussell wrote: 

"It is important for J.meric ans to r e alise that their scientists anc 

Russian scientists have already agreed upon the viability of this arrangement. 

It is im; ortant to r ecotSnize that the s eismogr aphic station of Harvard Univ ersity 

has vigorously declared its confidence in the Pugwasb proposal. 

"No on-site inspection could give gr e ater security, no on-site i ns:;;;ection 

is safe c-..sci.nst paranoi a . \?'i thout the urgent desire t o end this threat to 

future generations , nothing can be done ••• It is essenti a l t hat we understand 

that the pretext for f ailure to agree has been r emoved·, 

"The ' b lack box' will show beyonC: doubt any potentia l violation of a very 

small kind • Those larc;er can be detected without it." 

The Soviet Goverruuent h as made t he utmost effort s to f acilitat e the reaching of 

an agreeGJent that would enc'c all nucl~ar weapon tests once and for all. ~'fe c al l upon 

our Western partners to thiru~ over the situation th&t has develo~ed in r egard to the 

cessation of nuclear weapon tests and to reconsider their negative position which is 

preventing a~reement on the c essat i on of all nucleu- weapon tests for all time . 
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·If we e.ct with awareness of the great responsibility resting on the nuclear 

Powers, the pat~ to agreement will be open. A s~eedy and radical solution of the 

question of the cessation of all nuclear weapon tests of any type, any yield and in 

any environment can be facilitated by the four possibilities, the four methods of 

solvin~ the proble~ which I have just enumerated, 

This is the path that will lead us to a speedy settlement of all outstanding 

questions reg2r~ng the cessation of all nuclear weapon tests. 

J,_s far as the So·.riet Union is concerned, it will continue with unflagging energy 

to strive for a mutually acceptable solution of the question of t~e cessation of all 

nuclear we~~on tests. Lt the sane th1e the Soviet Union considers that from l January 

1963 all nuclear weapon tests, including under ground tests, should be stopped de facto, 

In this con.."'lexion the General l:ssembly took almost unanir;10usly its decision w·lric~1 is 

recorded in :i_)ara3raph 2 of resolution 1762 L (XVII). This resolution should be 

implemented, J~l the nuclear Powers should implement it unconcli tionally. 

The Soviet Union is :;::repared to do this. It is now for the 'Testern Powers to 

act. The i<letter depends on then. ','le therefore a~k the ropresentatives of t~1e 

United States anC!. the United Kingdofil whether they, for their :;?art, are prepareC. to 

state here that the 'Vlestern nuclear . ?owers will implenent this resolution of the 

Gen8ral Acsembly. 

The CELIRl·,.iLN (Bulgaria) (translation from French): I should like to point 

out to the members of the Committee that we have re ached t he hour when we generally 

close t.he debate enci. allow delee;ati.ons to exercise the right of re?lY if they so wis:b., 

If the Committee wishes to con~inue the debate , I shall cell on the l ast speaker, 

the representative of the United States of America. Then we shall go on to the 

right of reply. However, if the United Stat es representative is willing to f orego 

his right to S?eak at this morning 1 s r.1eeting and if nobody wants to exercise his right 

of r eply we could adjourn the fileeting , 

The representative of Italy is asking to ~~eak - on a point of order I believe, 

Mr, CLVLLLETTI (Italy) (~.~~sletion frofil French): I s:O.all be very brief, 

but I should lik e to reply to !ilr. Tsarapkin 1 s statement of this morning . 

The ' CY.:LIIDtlilN (Bulgaria) (tr anslation from French): I have just said that we 

could go on to the right of rep ly at t he end of the debat e . 
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I ~k the .Conill!:i, ttee whether it ac5rees to breek off the debate now and to resume 

it on l~onday or w!1ether it ::_:;refers to continue, 'V!e have still to hear the United 

States representeti ve e,nc;, I should like to know his O:i:-inion on this :.:-oint. 

t1.r. JZJli (United States of .i.J:leric a): W'e have one other i~orte.nt :)ieee 

of business also: the re:::ort of the Cor..r.1ittee, )..s rer resentatives know, in accordance 

with : e.ra,sra~~1 7 of resolution 1762 L (J~II) we are su;,;:.;osed to report to the General 

1\.ssembly by 10 :lee ember. T:1ere is before the Comrai ttee the draft of a re:_:JOrt 

submitted for t i1e consideration of the Cor:u:;i ttee by the two co-C~1r:.irmen. * There 

have also been some other suc;gestions r.w.cle this mornin2: with res:' ect to that re? ort, 

lvly rer.1arks, if t:te Cor:u~li ttee wishes to listen to them, will be very brief -- I think 

they will not teke more then three or four minutes -- but I think that before we 

adjourn toQay we ought to dive consideration to the.t re~ort. 

be ~ble to re:.,-:ort to the General J..sseobly by 10 .Jecer.1ber. 

Otherwise we shell not 

The C~{J.lill1U.N (Bulga.r.ia) (translation from French): The United States 

re:9resentative thinks that three or four minute's will be enough for him to rae.ke his 

coiJOents. If there are no objections, the Corami ttee will agree to hear hin. 

Before celling on the United States re~resentative, I shoulc like to ? Oint out 

to the CoffiQitt e e that we have before us a draft re~ort to the General Assembly. 

However, as suc;:;estions and :.?ro:.:osals have been r.~ade this mornin3 by certain 

non-aligned Powers, I thir~ that perh~~s that the two co-Chairmen should do further 

work on this draft report; we could t n en return on I:ionday to this question E:.IlC. 

discuss it 1:1ore coherently, for if the co-Chairmen d.o not study the coum.ents r,lc>.de by 

the non-ali ] ned countries it will b e r.~ore difficult for us to reach agreement on this 

question. 

Do the Co~1ittee and the co-Chairmen a gr e e that this question should be : ostp oned 

till i'i~onday r.1ernine; , as .we s hLll still ::e.ve time t l1en to r e::_Jort to the General i.ssembly? 

v.:r. Ja . .N (Uni teG. Ste;tes of .i.neric a): "'Ti th J reat res:.;;ect, I think we should 

be in default if we did not as ree U? on t his re:.?ort of the two co-Chairmen today , 

I would therefore suggest that we have e.n nfternoon neeting in order to conclude this 

matter . It seems to me t hat we ouGht not to b e in default in our repor~ to t he 

* Subsequently circulated as docwnent ZNDC/68. 
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I aQ afriad it will be Lilisunderstood there if we do not ]resent 

our report.in time for it to be circulated to the Members of the General Assembly 

by 10 DeceLilber, e.s requireG. by resolution 1762 A (]~II). 

The CHJ_IRUJ~ (BulGeria) (translation from French): Jxe there aQy other 

suggestions about this question which concerns the orcier of our work? 

II~. 31-ZLYYAT (United txab Re; ublic): I have a very s~ort sug~estion 

to Lilake on the report, which I ho~e can be accepted ic~edi ately by the two co-C~eiroen 

and also by all the non-ali~ne~ countries~ 

On j;age 2 of the dr aft rep ort which we have bP.fore us I suggest that we e,dcl, 

after the worC:s "tile Conference", four lines from the end of the G.raft report: .. 

"At the request of certain non-a ligned delegations, short p recisions of their 

positions, e,s they thet:1selves have prep ared thera , ar e attecned to this letter 

as i.dclen2.w:: l (or Addendum 2) tQ this. re~.ort." 

It is obvious that the letter would have attached to it all the verbatiLil recorC:.s of 

these raeetinc;s. From our ex:;_:: erience in the General .Lss eLilbly, to have about ·400 

:;:; ages circulated to the l:.ien b ers to be reacl and discussed in one day is re ally s e lf-

defeatin6 . ? er:1ailS, theref ore, the two co-Chairmen would be ac reeable to 

circulatin3 t~e few p a6es of the draft put before us this morninc and sending t h em 

as addendum 1 or mldendur.1 2 to this letter. I cannot see any reason why t l-iey should 

object to t :-,.at. If they would ac ree , this matter woulC: be C:isp osed of. I ho? e that 

my colleagues :from the non-aligneel countries wil l also acc ept t~1.is s uggestion . 

Ti::e C:t.J_EW.vJ'.N ( :3ul~aria) (translation fro r..1 French): j_s you see, we ~1.o.ve 

another suzcestion made by t h e r e:r:;res entative of t h e Uniteel Lr t>,b ile::mblic t h at we 

should attach to the r eport by way o f a:lclendum the sur.u:J.ari e s wb.ich the various 

r epr esente,t i ves of t h e non- aligned countries h av e me.ele of their suggestions a..-..C:. 

prop osals in connexion wi t i1 this letter. This a eldenclum would conta in a sur.u:1e.ry of 

their o~inions but would no t represent the Co~aittee 1 s report. 

JJ:e there 2.ny suggestions or iG.eas on this ~;oint and on t h e pr o;osal made by 

the Unit ed 6 t f.'.t e s repr ese:nt ati v e to have a raeet i n r:; tlri.s aft ernoon to deal wi t :1 t;1e 

report whic ~1 we have to sencl to the General Asser.1bly ? 

J.;Jr. P .P..DILLA NZRVO (:tJ:exico) (translation from Sp anish ): I wanted to make 

some remarks after hearinG t r.e op inion of the co-Chairmen on t he suggestion which I 
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made on behclf of the eieht Powers thct a summary of observations and suggestions 

drawn up by each of them should be included in the report (supra, -.; .5 ) 1 but ,.,e !:lave 

not yet heerQ t~e o~inion of the co-Chairoen on this suggestion. If they could give 

us their views nov11 I woulC'c then make sor.1e comments. 

For my :;·ert, I see no objection to our meetin~ t1'lis afternoon, as I think you 

have just sus·::;-ested, i:;ir, C~1.airman1 to discuss solely the ·questio::l of the re?ort, if 

that is- as I unclerstooC:. it- lllr. :Jee.n 1 s sugsestion. 

matter. 

i1.r. :Ju.N (Unite C. S-'c.e,tes of .br.lerica): ·ore of course want to resolve this 

It is one wbic~ is ~greeable t c everybody concerned. · The suggestion of 

the representative of the Uniteu ixab Re~ublic, however, does reise some difficulties 

which miGht z-eC2uire G.iscussio~'l, anG. I C.o went to nake ray statement today. .1-..s I have 

said, it is very brief. I would therefore like to ren~w my suggestion of an 

afternoon meetinC in orC.e:r that I r,1ay r.1e .. ke my statei',lent and also in order tiu:.t we raay 

have more tine for consi C:.erinc and a:~reeinc upon this re?ort. 

T~1.e Ci-:J..lRi'J.UcN . (:3ulc;:::.ria) ( tra:o:1slation from ?rench): Tl1.e situation is thus 

as follows: after the coLnents mcce on the positions of the different parties and 

Particularly te!cing into account the :;ro~~ osel made by the representative of t:1.e 

Un,i. ted i.ra'b E e::;mblic, one of the co-Che.irrJen, n&lely the United States representative, 

has asked. ii :::e may make his statement end. inform us of his atti tuc"_e to the various 

suggestions for cnnexing further texts to the ~ighteen-Nation Committee's report to 

the General LsseDbly. '.'!c thus have a definite prol>osel for a r,1eeting this afternoon. 

J . .re there e.ny observations on this voint, which concerns the ort;e.nization of our work? 

Since I hear no objection to this :;;;ro:;;;ose.l I consiG.er that the Cofil!Dittee has C.ecided 

to meet this e-fternoon at L, . ....! •"'" . 

It was so decided. 

Th e c:-:J..IR.i:t.J .. N ( Bul::;e.ri a) (trans 1 ation from French) : I think that 

re~resentati ves who desire to exercise their right of rep ly shoulC. wait 'bill t l:is 

afternoon to C:.o so unless t h ey prefer to sp ee.k now. 

· 1c,1r4 CLVJ.LLETTI (Italy) (translation from French): I shall be very brief. 

I think that v1e ouel'lt to devote this e.f1;ernoon r s meetinG to the stuG.y of the report. 
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I should merely like to reaci. a passage from the verbatim record of 3 December vrhen 

Mr, Tsarapkin sait: 

"The cessation of nuclear tests is ir.rportant not only as a ste:;:J 

towards sle,ckening t:1e nuc leer arms race and es a measure vri1ic~1 would, 

to some e~:tent, slow C:.own the further develo:::;r;1ent of wea:;.:>ons of mass 

destruction. The im~ortance of ru1 G6reement on the prohibition of all 

nuclear wea:.;>on tests lies also in t Le fact that such an e,:::;reeraent woulC:. 

facilitate t~1e solution of our main. r:;robler.t - t;enerc,l and cor.1:;;; lete disarmu11ent." 

(ZNDC ,lfv. 86, -,:.; . 26) 

I fully subsc::..·ibe to all tl1r"t but as you see, the danger of radioective fc.llout for 

the health o:f ~1umani ty is not even r.1entioned in the lon3' list of arJUments in fevour 

of the test be.:.:. I had concluJ.ed fro~ this that the Soviet delec;ation was not very 

sensitive to t his danger which, in the Italian delegation 1 s opinion, is the E1ost 

important one. i...fter the statement male this r:.wrnine by itt, Tsarapkin, I note that 

this is not so, anG. I ho; e t~1.at this will enable hir.~ later on to r:w.l~e an effort to 

ace ept the :;crtiel agreec1ent, 

In regarc: to the other cor:unent made by H.r, Ts2.r apkin in connexion with t~:e 

differences between the Soviet Union 1 s attitude in l'lovember 1961 end its atti tuce 

today, I also note that t :1.is resides only in the f 2.ct t~<at if a system of test control 

acceptable to t~-:e Soviet Union were found., the letter would be ready to im:;:;lenent it 

at once wi tl:out wa.i ting for the signine of the treaty on generel ar1.d complete 

disarr.1ament. lJine raont~1.s of negotiations have added. u:;_::. to this one result, es the 

Soviet delec;ation itself confirms. 

T:1.e CE.LI&0:.J~ (3ul c;ari a) (translation frora French): I declare the meeting 

closed, anC:. we s :1all meet a c;ein this eft ernoon, 

The Co:o:1ferei1ce decic"'..eci. to issue t:1e following coomunigue: 

"Ti':.e Conference of the ~~i ghteen .... Nation Cor.u.""Ji ttee on :Jiscrr.1aL1ent tod r.y 

held its ei ;:)~ty-eizl-rth:plenary weetinc at the Palsis c~es Netions, Geneve, under 

the chc.irr:le:.,."'1.shi :;_J of Lr , Tarabanov, First De:;::mty 1.-.:inister for Foreign j._f:fei r s and 

re::~resentetive of Bul::;e.ria, 

"Stetements were raade by the r epr -esentatives of 1-iexico, Brazil, Czechoslovakie, 

Italy, Nic;eria, the Ur..ited Lrab Republic, InG.ia and the Soviet Union, 

"T:c.e next meetint: of the Confer ence will be held on Friday, 7 December 

1962, at 4 :_J ,i-.1, 11 




