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1. The CHAIRM.N (Czechoslovakia): I declare open the 328th plenary neeting

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

2. Mr. CHRISTOV (Bulgaria) (translation from French): The Bulgarian delegation
welcomes the presentation of the draft treaty on the non-proliferation of nuclear
weapons (ENDC/192, 193). e agree with those members of the Committee who have
stressed the importance of this event as a decisive step in the disarmament
negotiations.

3. In accordance with the position of the Bulgarian Government in regard to the
necessity and urgency of concluding a treaty to stop the multiplication of the

number of countries possessing nuclear weapons, I wish to declare at the beginning

of my statement that my delegation approves the draft treaty that has been submitted.
lie are convinced that this treaty, which is the result of éfforts over a long period,
embodies, with the sense of prebisé realities by which it is characterized, the
possibilities of resolving, in this latest phase of the negotiations, one of the nost
topical and alarming problems of our time.

4. The Bulgarian delegation considers that the texts submitted ére profoundly imbued
with the spirit of the resolutions and recommendations of the United Nations General
issembly and reflect the concerns which inspired theri.. The purpose of a
non-proliferation treaty being to prevent the spread of nuclear weapons in any form
whatsoever, it is natural and logical that the treaty shouid contaih pfovisions
capable of ensuring its complete effectiveness.

5. The draft meets that essential requirement particularly by its first articles.

In this regard a gap remains to be filled concerning the important question of
control. Needless to say, the solution which must be found for it is of the sanme
order of importance for the effectiveness of the treaty. In other words, the article
on control cannot and must not leave open the loop-holes which are closed by

articles I and II. - R -

6. Under the terms and within the framework of the non-proliferation treaty, control
must ensure the scrupulous application of the cormitment assumed by non-nuclear
countries not to manufacture nuclear weapons. The purpose of the system which is

to be established will therefore be to verify the destination of the fissile material
required for peaceful nuclear installations in non-nuclear countries or that resulting

from the operation of such installations in those same countries.
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7. We hope that the co-Chairmen of the Conmittee, with whose unfailing patience
and devotion to our common task we are familiar, will find the solution which is
required. My delegation, in common with e number of other delegations, considers
that the system of safeguards under the International .tomic Energy igency is an
adequate form of control and one which has the ﬁdvantage of having stood the test

and of being accepted by the majority of the countries Members of the United Nations.
8. In our opinion, the draft acquires a particular value by the way in which it
takes account of the problem of the peaceful use of nuclear energy and the progress
of nuclear technology in the conditions created by the existence of a non-proliferation
treaty. That is, of course, a problem of exceptional importance which closely
affects the vital interests of all the countries of the world.. Both the corresponding
paragraph of the preamble and article IV of the draft treaty give this problem a
solution which, in wview of the actual framework within which it must be maintained,
preserves the inalienable rights and ensures the safeguarding of the interests of all
countries.

9. We consider that even a problem as complicated and delicate as that concerning
the right to use nuclear explosive devices for peaceful purposes -- which, may I say
in passing, does not for the time being come within the field of practical
application -~ finds in the text of the draft a possibility of solution that is in
keeping with the present state of development of nuclear science and technology and
with the interests of all countries. To that end the draft treaty provides that the
weys of using nuclear devices for peaceful purposes shall be regulated on the basis
of appropriate international procedures in order to satisfy requests for the use of
nuclear explosive devices for peaceful purposes.

10. My country is as much concerned as any other country about the existence of the
serious dangers created by the threat of a nuclear war, a threat that hangs over
peace, over security, over the future.and over the fate of the world itself. Thus
the Bulgarian Government has always considered that one of the primary objectives

of its foreign policy was to contribute to the struggle for the banning of the use

of nuclear weapons, for general and complete disarmament, including, in the first
place, nuclear disarmement through the destruction of nuclear devices and their
vehicles. We know that that is the wish of a large number of other countries and
that specific proposals in that direction have been made on many occasions. But we
also know just as well that, as was pointed out by the representative of the United
Kingdor in his statement on 29 iugust (ENDC/PV.326 para. 59), no one around this
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table thinks that that is within the reelm of practical possibility. Thus our efforts
to work out a'non—proiiferation treaty are aimed at attaining an immediate and possible
objective in a specific situation.
11. The tension in international relations is showing at the present tine dangerous |
trends towards deterioration. These trends are 1npurt1n5 to the arms race an cver
more frenzied pace. For 1ts part, the arns race, 1nclud1n5 the race for nuclear
weapons 1n which nore and more countries run the risk of becorming involvad is
daily 1ncrea51ng the tension. Does that mean that this is an 1neV1table procass,-
that we are caught in an 1mplacablL cog-wheel or that we are condemned to live in é -
vicious circle from which there is no escape? Of course not. We know that b
international tension is the result of the policy of the imperialist forces -- a
policy of aggréésion and interventioﬁ in the internal affairs of bther countries.
The war of aggresslon which the United Status is now waglng in Vlet-Nam, with its
sequence of escalatlons, borbardnents and horrors, the aggres¢1on of Israél abalnst
the Lrab peoples, and the critical situation in other parts of the blobe 1llustratu
that pollcy in the most sinister fashion.
12. Exemined against this background, the conclusion of a treaty to stop the spréad
of nuclear weapons seems to us, at the present time, one of the rare initiatives
that it is possible to accomplish in order to contribute an element of détente, in
order to extricate the disarmament debate from the sterile gfound where it has been
narking time for so long. In our opinion, that is one of the main objectivcs
highligzhted in the penultimate paragraph of the preamble to the draft treaty on the
non-proliferation of nuclear weapons which states that the Uartles to’ the treaty
desire:
"... to further the easing of international tension and the strengthening of
trust between States in order to facilitate the cessation of the manufacture
of nuclear weaponé, the liquidation of all tﬁeir;existing stockpiles,'andithg
elimination from national arsenals of nuclear weapons and the means of their
delivery pursuant to a Treaty on general and complepehdiéarmament under strict,
and effective international control." (EﬁDC{lQZ, 122)
13. In that rbgard, I should also like to”qﬁbte'thc representative of the Soviet
Union who, in his statement on 24 Lugust when the draft Soviet treaty was subnitted;
declared: ' ' ' o



ENDC/PV.328
bats 1

(Mr._Christov, Bulgaria)

"... the Soviet Union at the same tine has always based itself on the
premise thet this treaty is not an end in itself but is only one of the
preliminary steps towards restricting and stopping' the nuclear arms . race.
The policy of the Soviet Union is aimed at achieving an agreement on the
cessation of the arms race and on the complete disarmament.of -all States.
It is precisely from the point of view of this wide perspective that we.
regerd a treaty on the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons, which will to
a considerable extent facilitate further joint actions by States in the
field of nuclear and general disarmament.'  (ENDC/PV.325, para.43)

v

14. In that connexion, one can never insist énough on two other reasons for
concluding a non-proliferation treaty as quickly as possible. On the one hand, in
the present circumstances this problen is holding back the negotiations on the,
problems of disarmament and, on the other hand, any delay in solving it encourages
the tendencies of certain countries to equip themselves with nuclear weapons.

There is little time to lose if one wishes to stop such tendencies and to .open up
the path of negotiation.

15. May I now say a few words concerning another very important problem. I an
referring to the problem of security which has been raised on several occasions
during our discussions. That is logical since it concerns all countries, whether
nuclear or non-nuclear. I do not intend to analyse in depth this very complicated
problen which gives rise, as soon as it is touched upon, to innumerable questions
and affects interests of all kinds. But in view of the fact that the problem
concerns ny country, just as it does any other country, and that, for obvious _
reasons, this problen is closely linked to that of the non-proliferation of nuclear
weapons, I will venture to make a few remarks on the subject.

16. The international situation being what it is, the question arises whether there
is a single country that is not concerned about the problems of its sgcurity in one
way or another. I think it is no exaggeration to say that such a country does not
exist. Cdnsequently,“that situation creates serious problems for every country
and for the entire international community, since in most cases the security of a
country is dependent upon that of neighbouring or other countries.

17. It goes without saying that each sovereign country:is the sole judge of the -
measures and means which it considers to be the most asppropriate for the solution of
its own problems of security. It must be: noted that, rightly or wrongly, most
countries endeavour to equip themselves with the most modern and most sophisticated
weapons. “In ihe_atomic age, that means in some cases: - atomic ermaments.

’ '
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18. What is the situation created by that prospect in regard to -the problem of the
security of Stetes? I shall confine myself to recalling what has been proved here
by more than one brilliant demonstration, namely, that the country which is in a
position to manufacture its cwn atomric bomb and decides to do so does not, by that
fact itself, increase the chances of its security -- fer from it. It places itself
in 2 situation of immecdiate risk, because other countries in relation to which it is
supposed to wish to safeguard its security will not wait till it has obtained
possession of an atomic weapon.,  Moreover, those same¢ countries or others in the
same area will also rush into the nuclear arns race, and that will put to & severe -
test the security of scveral countries. Let me add that, in the present state of
science, technology and economic development, not everyone becomes an atomic pdﬁér
that wishes to do so; only ten or fifteen countrics will be in-a position to equip
themselves with atomic weapons, if they so desire, in the next few years. The other
countries -- and thcy are the great majority of the States Members of the United
Nations, that is, at least a hundred -- will only be in a position to manufacture
atomic weapons in the more remote future. What will happen to their security?

Let us recall egain that certain non-nuclear countries possessing a sufficient
econontic and industrial potential scarcely conceal their desire to equip themselves
with nuclear weeapons for reasons which have nothing to do with their security, for
clearly aggressive purposes. What will happen to the security of a large nurber

of countries if such countrics become possessors of nuclear weapons?  The
proliferation of nuclear weapons is incompatible with national and international
seéﬁrity. The mere prospect of an increase in the number of nuclear countries has
the result of reising new problems and cruating general corplexes of insecurity.
19. I have stated that my delegation approves the draff.treaty-which has been
submitted to us. That docs not at all mean that we are unaware of the limitations
of the draft. But we firrly believe that the conclusion of a non-proliferation treaty
on thé baSis of that draft.will have positive e¢ffects on the discussion of other
disarmanent problems, will contribute to the lessening of international tension and
to the inproverent of the political climate, will strengthen confidence in relations
between States and will facilitate the development of co-operation in the field of.
the peaceful use of atomic eneryy. :

20. Uithout wishing to underestimate the legal aspects of the limitations of the -
draff treaty, we believe that it is essential to bear in mind that what is concérned,
in this case, is not an isolated agreenent under which the parties concerned-will: =

be bound solely by legal obligations relating to measures of a practical nature. We
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think that the draft treaty must be regarded from the standpoint of its achievement
as an international instrument of primary importance and exceptional political scope,
as the expression of a determination to pursue a definite political action of vital
interest, within a very broad framework of efforts which should lead to relaxation of

tension, international security and general end completec disarmament.

The Conference decided to_issue_the following communiqué:

"The Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament today
held its 328th plenéry neeting in the Palais des Nations, Geneva, under the
chairmanship of H.E, .mbassador ?. Winkler, representative of Czechoslovakia.

"/, statement was made by the representative of Bulgaria.

"The next meeting of the Conference will be held on Thursday,

7 Ssptember 1967, at 10.30 a.n."

The meeting rose at 10.55 a.m.




