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The CHAIR.Mfu""{ (United . States of America): I declare open the 340th plenary 
meet i ng of the Conference .of the Eighteen-Nation Comnuttee on Disarmament. 

2. Mr. KH.ALLAF (United l~ab Republic ) (translation from French): On 26 September 
the delegation of the Unite~ ~ab Republic made a statement (ENDC/PV.333) concerning 
t~.l.'J two draft treaties · on the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons (ENDC/192, 193). 
?hat statement gave rise to comments by some del egations, whom we uish to thank for 
t he interest they have shown in it and for the care they have taken and are still 
t aking in ths study of our proposals~ To maintain th..i.s fr·ui tful di alogue, my delegation 
deems it useful to submit in greater detail some of the views which it upheld in its 
previous statement. Today I shall deal with two important points : · loop-hol~s ,.. and. the . - . . . ~ .. ~ ... '" ..... 
assurances to be given to non-nuclear States against any use or threat of the use of 
nuclear weapons against them. 
3. To begin with loop-holes, we would point out at once that tho General Assembly, 
i~1 its r esolution 2028 (XX), r equested us to negotiat e a t reaty which ,...,-. 

" ... should be void of any loop~holes which might permit nucleal- or non-
nucl ear Powers to prolifer at e , directly or indirectly, nuclear weapons 
in any form". (ENDC/161) 

Tho:c directive i s cl ear and cat egorical. I t does not l end itself t o varied interpretations . 
Tt.:.;refore, if there is any loop-hole , this Committee i s bound to eliminate it~ 
·';.. In the opinion of the del egation of the Uni t Gd Arab Republic , t he submitted t ext 
op 'ns certain opportunities f or the proliferation of nucl ear weapo.ns . In. f q.ct, under 
~c:·ticla I of the two draft treaties the nucl ear St at es , whose number today i s kno>m and 
J irni t ed ·undertake --

H ••• not in any ''ay ~o assi st, en-courage or induce any non-nucl ear weapon 
State t o manufacture or otherwise acquire nucl ear weapons or ot her nucl ear 
explosive devices, or control over such weapons or . explosive. devices . n . . 
(F~1QQ/_192, 193) 

5. But, while that i s so ;for the nuclear St at es : the non-nucle~ S,~~tes , although .!ill 

i ncree si ng number of them ar e potentially capable of acquiring . nucl ew. weapons·, are 
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exempt from any such obligation. It could very vrell happen· that a non-nuclear country 
pnrty tothe treaty, having ce;tain··aggress:i.ve designs and taking advantage ' of certain 
favouring international conditions, inight assist ano.ther non-nuclear country net· party . 
to ·• the treaty to obtain nuclear . ~eapons •. · Undoubtedly 1 · as was pointed out by the 
:re_presentative of Can~a at our meeting of 12 October·, that State "would be acting 
counter to the W.ole intent and purpose of the non-proliferation treaty. 11 · · 

(ENDC/PV.338, -eara, 9) 
6. However - lllld this is of capital importance --, such a State might ' assert. that 
it had no-t violated the letter of the treaty, argUing that if' the treaty had rea.lly 
wished to e~t~bllsh such a commitment .for all parties, n~clenr and non-nuclear, it. would 
car~~ have d~ne so explicitly. But it has done so only for the nuclear countries. 
7. .· This has . been cailed a theoteti~al loop-hole, of ·no practical. sigD.ificance. Let 

us first point out that· the importMce of the distinction between theoretical and 
practical is entirely relative and ~hanges 'With the circumstarices of time and place. 
Then one .. mi~ht_ ask, if- that argument is true, 'Why such a loop-hole, supposed to be 
theoretical, is ellndnated by article I ~f the tre£tty. M;y- delegation is convinced· 

·-:. .. . 
that, unless this loop-hole were eliminated, the day would come wen a: country acting 

. . . ' . . . 

in bad faith o~ having ~s~ive designs ~uld lise ·that loop-hole,· thus threatening 
the peace of other ·countries; 
8. 

' .· . ' . ·. 

To guard against such a possibility, the delegation of the United'·Arab Republic ' 
has borrowed the very language ?f article I, namely the wording on which the sponsors 
of the two dr~ts have reached a~eement, and proposes that that fo~a be aaded to · 
article II. My delegation neitber asks nor desi~es to re-open· the discussion on the 
two articles. ill we 'Wish is .to ~liminate an obvious ruld dangerous loop:-hcile~ 
9. In order to ~assure us, the representative of·:Ca:nadit- 'tells us ·that ,any State 
using that loop-hole --

11 ••• would indeed be subject to international censure and; one hopes, 
effective corrective measures by the permanent members' of the :·security 
Cotl.ncil". (ibid.) 

., . 

. ·~ . 
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But if thiit ·¥sre so ,.·vby · ho.vo --the . .other loop-holes eliminated by the proposed treaty 
not beeri treated in like manner? Can this international censure, which is necessarily 

' ' . f' • ' 

vague :and would . have only a certain ,moral effect, ~()alJ.y be . considered adequate in 
the circurnsta.n:Cas? As for the p~ ti ve measures which Mr. _·Burns suggest~ that the 
permanent members o! the. Sacuri ty Council might toke, we ~uld point out t~t in law 
and practice they . can only be taken in virtue of a very clear and well-defined text. 

. . . .. . 
10. Moreover, in my -statement of · 29 $ep~mber I stressed . the need for each country party 
to the treaty to take -

· 11 ••• appropriate measUl"es to en~yt,e that no private, public or seridc..public · ··.. --.-
person, company, enterprise or 9ody. su~jact to .its' jurisdictio~ and engaged 

· in nuclear a~ti vi ties pa;-'ticipates in any act prohibited by this article" • 
-(ENDCIPV,333. para. 9) 

This is not the .f'irst .time that Ill¥ del,egation has rais~d this·-point. On 3 March 1966 
it pointed ou17 : to the Conm;d ttee that the effe.cti v~ne_ss ~f such a treaty -

11 ••• may· also depend to ,a lar~e extent on the way . it is ~bserved by persons, 
comp8nies 1 firms or o;iiher private, publi<; o~ semi-public bodies engaged in 
nuclear activities. The activiti~s of such persons or bodies may afford a 
-kind of looP-hole impair~g ~he eft(3ctiveness of the t~eaty. Thls question 
should be studied and the responsibilities of the c~ntractlng partios towards · 
their nationals in this field establlshed. 11 (ENDC/PV.flcl• p-.10) 

Despite that express rnenti9n by us, the two submittl')d drafts have · di.~regarded this 
. . . ' . - - . ·~ 

point. . .. 
11. The represent.ative of Canada,. spe¥,1ng of ~ticle I, considers that':.._ 

• . . • • . ·i· .• 

" ••• the existing languag~ . o:f the ~tic+e implic~ tly covers. any practicnl 
problems .that might . arise concerning the activiti~s me~ti6necf in · the 

. amendment •• " .. (ENDC/PV. 338, par.a. Z) . 
But he does not explain how and on what grounds the present wording ~uld COVer those 

p:-oblems even . implic:l.w~ . 

12. Unfortunately .the .delegation of the '\]nited . .Ara~ Republic does not share ·the 
conviction of the representative of Canada on that point. It may be feared, in fact, that 
the application of the treaty, according to its present wording,· 'Will be lirni ted to 
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governments and thus exclude other legal entities, private or public, engaged in the 
manufacture or transfer of nuclear weapons. The fate of such an important treaty 
should not be exposed to, the hazards of divergent interpretations or of differences 
between national legal systems. This is all the more true bccau::;e we all know the 
great part played in the field of conventional. and nuclear armaments b,y certain 
companies, firms or other bodies which as such are independent of the State. It . 
should also be pointed out that a ooasure such as that which , we suggest here is 
fairly current practice. In fact, in international treaties of this nature it is 
often considered necessary to oblige the signatories to take the necess~ measures 
for their execution. 
13. l-tv delegation a.leo proposed in its Working Paper tb,a.t in article I the words 

1 

"in any form whatsoever" should be added (ENDC/197). Our purpose was .to make that 
article clearer, more precise and less liable to future divergent and erroneous 
interpretations. Some doubt might in fact remain whether all forms of transfer are 
covered by the mere undertaking which article I now expresses not to transfer nuclear 
weapons or other nuclear explosive devices. We . are convinced that the General Assembly 
felt the need to state explicitly in its resolution 2028 (XX) that nuclear weapons 
should not be proliferated 11directly or indirectly • • • in a:ny form.11 precisely because 
it felt the same doubt. Since the General Assembly has thus al'proved the .. us~fulness, 
nay the necessity, of making this explicit mention in its resolution, the same mention 
should be mad.o with a:1.l the more reason in the text of the treaty which.. we · are now 
preparing. 
14. With ·regltrd to the guarantees to be given to the non-nuclear States against any . 
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons against them, our Committee has been ablo to 
appreciate the importance attached to these by most delegations. The co-chairmen, in 

presenting their draft treat"ies, recognized ·both the importance and the urgency of 
this matter. They have informed Us that they mean to continue their talks on it in 
order to find a pos:i. ti ve solution for submission to our Cornmi. ttee when considering 
the treaty. 
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15. ·My delegation '.considers that· imy •.acceptable solution of this problem requires 
study both of the ·substance and of the fot-m to be given to it. As for the substance, 
my delegation weuld ·recall 'that the wording :it has submitted (ENDC/197) ·comes mainly · 

and directly from par8.fiaph 4 of General· Assembly rGsolution 2153 (XXI) (ENDC/185). · 
Thus there is no doubt Bither that tho substance, of our wording is ·generally approved, 
or that · our vording is · very moderate arid realistic. In submitting it, ,.,e hope that 
it will constitute a sOund basis for our negotiations. 
16. As 'fer the .forni:to be given to this matter, we still believe 'that the best 
procedure would. be to· devote :to it an 'e:Xi:>ress provision in the treaty, in view of the 
very special importance for both nuclear and non-nuclear countries of the point · 
relating 'to guarante~s· ;against the . use of nuclear ~eapons. . It should als·o be noted 
that tho inclusion of such· a provision would certainly hc'lp ·to give the treaty its 
much desired balance~ · 

17. ·The .delegation o:f' Canada, however, sees· the solution' of this question of form· 
differently• . .-It suggests either unilateral declarations by thei nuclear courttries 
which will remain outside the . treaty' or the adoption or a resolution in that sense 
by the United Natioris. · 'But such · a · form does not appear to us appropriate:.. It· is 
obvious that only a. p~vision incorporated in the treaty could achieve the desired 
degree of 'effectiveness and obligation·. 

18. Mr. ECOB.ESQO (Rorntmia) (translation from J;i'rench) z ',lhe presentation to . the . 
Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament on 24 August of a. draft treaty on the.non~ 
prol.iferat.io~ of 11ucl-ea.r weapons in the form of two .identical. ·texts (ENDC/192, 193) 
has alreadY. g,i,y~n the de.legations here an opportm;P,.ty of making a ,general survey· or 
the doc'l.Ull8nt before us. . The deba:te§ which have t~t?n pl~ce so f~- oan be said to 
have been markeci by qW,te a .proliferat;ion of 1ciea.s, .. approa.o.hes, · sugge-stions .and 
amendments concez:nj_ng w,a:ys and· Il).eans . of :;~olving the· problem of the n.on..ct.issemination 
of nuc~e~ W~?apons • . 
19. We have before us specific proposals and precise formulations of texts regarding , 
both the form and the content of the non-proliferation agreement. A draft article III 
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of the treaty was submitted to the Committee on 30 August by the Swedish delegation 
(ENDC/195). li. working· paper containing some amendments and additions to the draft 
was submitted by the Mexican delegation on 19 September ·(ENDC/196) •. · On 26 September 
another working paper containing suggestions for incorporation in t~e draft treaty 
¥as submitted by the delegation ·or the United .i::.rab Republic (ENDC/197). The 
Conference also has before it some valuable considerations, suggestions ~ proposals 
put forward during that same period by many delegations, :arri.ong which I would mention 
the delegatiom of Burma, ·Br~zil, Ethiopia~ India, Italy and Nigeria. 
20. lQl these interventions, which proeeed from a constructive spirit of sincere 
co-operation, seem to us to show ~ apart from attachment to the idea of non-
proliferation- that the present draft treatY does not yet meet all the' requirements 
of a just and equitable agreement, and to testifY to a concern to amend, supplement 
and improve the original text. The proposals before the Conference constitute veins 
of true metal which the Eighteen-Natiort Committee -- the negotiating forum -- is 
bound to work on with cara, patience and tenacity in order to give the· agreement the · 
corrections which it absolutely needs. On 3 October the head of the Swedish delegatior, . 
Mrs. M;yrdal, pointed out to the Committee that 11We now find ourselves with an avalan~he 
of suggestions and· amendments worthy ·of profound scrutiny. 11 ~"ll?Qi?V. :3"25, para. 3) 
21. The Romanian delegation has had the opportunity to set forth i~ detail _the 
position of Romania in regard to the problem o£ the non-proliferation o£. nucle~ 
weapons (ENDC/PV.334). We have ilrrormed ·the c?nlmittee, quite f~a.bkly, of the point 
of view of the Romanian GOverninent concerning the niain components of the· agreement . . . : . 

' ' which we are carted upon to negotiate. At this stage of_ our work, when the treaty i~ 
' ' ' 

being studied and prepared oh the basis of spec~fic texts 1 we comdder it our duty 
also to make our contribution. 
22. Tho Romanian delegation, upon instructions from the . Government of the: Socialist 
Republic of Romania, has the honour to submit officially a worki~g paper (ENDC/199) 
containing amendments and additions to·. tho draft treaty on the non-proliferation of 
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nuclear weapons. I shall now read out this docwnont. I. should like. t~ explain 
that~ . iri. order to :make. i ~ easie.r to Ullderstand this text' we have in nwnboring 
the; paragraphs of the' p;eambl~ r.~g~de~ as the. first paragraph, the .one beg¥ming 
with the words: · 11 Th~ ·states ~~nctuding this ,Treaty ••. "· • 

11PB.EAMBLE 
1. ·.'After the third paragraph) introduce a .new paragraph: 

'Recognizing th~t the danger of a nuclear ~· can be 
.· .. 

2. 

. eliminated only by the cessatio.n of the. manufacture of nuclear 

.weapons, 'the prohibition of the .use of nucle~ weapons, and the, 
,. ' "' . 

destructio~· of all existing stockpile. a of such weapons and .. of 
the means of their deliveryt. . ' 

At the end of the fourth paragr.;lp~ 1 add the .following provi~ions: 
1 ••• based on the following prineiples: 

·(a)· The treaty should be void of any looP-:-holes which might 
. . . . . 

· parmi t nuclear or non-nucleo.r Powers to proliferate, directly 
or Indirectly, nucla~ weapons in any form;. 
(b) The treaty should embody an acceptable bp.lance of mutual 

· responslbilitio's and obligations of the nuclear and non-nuclear 
Powers; 
{c) The t~aty shou;I.d be a ;:step towards .~he ach;f.evment of 

. genera.i and. complete disarmament and, more partic:u.J.arly, n\lCl~ar 
disarmament; 

·· '(d) There shoUld be acceptable and 'fOrkable provisions .to ensure 
·the effectiveness of'the treaty; 

(e) Nothing in the treaty sh~uld ~versely affect the right of 
any group e>i' States to con;l~de re~onaJ. tr€)aties,i.n.ordor t~ 

' ·. . . .- .. ' ' . . . . '. ·. . . 

en:sure.the total absence 'or nuol.ea.i=weapons in the:i,r respective 
. . , . -. ·;, 

territories t ·, · · · ' ' 

3. Replace the present fifth preambular paragraph by the following 
text: 
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'Undertaking to co-operate in facilitating the application 
of International Atomic Energy ~~ency safeguards to their peaceful 
nuclear activities in accordance with the bilateral or multilateral 
agreements concluded by them l • 

4. f.fter the ·sixth paragraph, insert a now paragraph: 
tJ1ffirming tho absolute right of all States, Whether they 

possess nuclear weapons or not1 to undertake research on the 
p0aceful applications of nuclear energy and to use nuclear energy 
for peaceful purposes 1 both now and in the future, on the basis 
of equality and without any discrimination'. 

5. In the ninth paragraph: 
Replace the words 'declaring their intention' by the words 'expressing 

their determination•. 
l.fter tho words 'through appropriate international proceduros 1 , add 'the 

wordsz 'accepted by all Statos ·signatories to tho Treaty'. . . .. . 

6. In the twelfth proambular paragraph, after the words 'in order to· 

.t'acill tuto the cessation of the manufacture of nuclear. wenpons' 1 amend the 
text to read: 'the prohibition of tho use of miclear weapons, the liquidation 

.. . I . 

. . of all their existing stockpiles, iuid the elimination fi-om national arsenals 
. . 

of nuclear weapons and the means of their deli very 1 and to achieve eventua.ll.y 
the conclusio~ of a treaty on general and complete disa.t-mament under strict and 
effective international control.' 

l.RTIQLE III . A. 
1. 1The nuclear~weapori States· Parties tb ·this Treaty undertake to ·adopt 
specific measures to bring about as soon as possible· thEY cessation o:f' tho. 
~ufa~ture of nuclear weapons and the reduction and ·destruction of nuclear 
weapons and tho means of their ~eli very r • 
2.. 'If five years after the entry into force of this Treaty sUch measures . 
have not been adopted, the Parties shall consider the situation croated and 
decide on the measures to be takon'. 
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1 N11c;Le~-w.eo.pon States Parties to this Treaty s.olemPly tinderto.ke 
never in any circumstances to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against 
non-nuclear-weapon States which undertake not to manufacture or acquire nuclear 
weapons'. 

iffiTICLE IV 
1£ter _the words 'use of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes', add the 

words 1on a basis of equality' • 
. iiRTICI.E V 

Delete the second sentence of paragraph 2 and _replace it by the following 
text: 

'The amendment shall enter into force, for every Party having dop?sited 
its instruments of ro.tification thereof, upon the deposit of instruments of 
ratification by a ~jority of all the Parties, including the instruments of 
ratification of all nuclear-weapon States Parties to this Treaty and all other 
Parties which, on the date the amendment is circulated, are members of the Board 
of Governors of tho International Atomic Energy s\gency'. 
2. lifter paragraph 3, insert a now p~agraph: 

14. Such conferences shall be convened thereafter periodically every five years, 
to review the manner 'in which the obligations assumed by all Parties to this 
Treaty are carried out. I 

.ARTICLE VII 
Delete the last sentence of this . article·, beginning with the words r Such 

notice slw.ll includ!-3 ••• t • u . _. 

23. It is not roy intention to make today a detailed presentation of the working paper 
I have just read out. We propose to fulfil that pl~asant duty during our later 
interventions. However, we should like to take this opportunity to explain _the main 
ideas contained in our document, . and also the reasons for the Romanian proposals and 
the foundations on which they rest. Hero, first of all.' ~e the main ideas to which 
the document gives expression. 



ENDC/PV.340 
13 

(Mr. Ecobesco, Romani~) 

24. The first category relates to the inclusion, in the preamble to the non-prJliferati 
treaty, of the fundamental requirements laid dowm by the Urii ted Nations General i~ssemb~ 
in its well-known resolution 2028 (XX) ( ENDC/161). These co-ordinates, which relate 
to the very essence of the treaty, are reproduced word for word in Jur proposals. 
25. A second category has the purpose of ·placing the treaty in the complex framework 
of measures designed to lead to the accomplishment of nuclear disar.manent. We 
should like in this connexion to point more particularly to the proposal which defines 
the duty of the nuclear Powers to undertake specific disarmament measures and is 
intended to give the non-proliferation treaty substance, vigour and durability. 
26. Then there are provisions intimately linked with the question of the guarantees 
to be given to States ·not possessing nuclear weapons. When we speak of "guarantees".·, 
we are · guided essentially by the legitimate concern of all countries and all pe<Dples 
to enjoy an enhanced P,egree of security. That is the noble purpose pursued by the 
Romanian proposal under which the countries possessing nuclear weapons will have to 
assume through the non-proliferation treaty the formal Undertaking never in any 

circumstances to use nuclear weapons against States which do not possess and will not 
acquire nuclear weapons, and not to threaten them with the use of thermonuclear 
weapons. 
27. Another group of provisions which we wish to see incorporated in the treaty 
relates to the need to assure access for all States, ·on a basis of equality and 
without any discrimination, to the achievements of science and nuclear technology. 
Every State has an incontestable right to undertake research and t o carry out 
programmes designed to place nuclear energy at the service of its progress and many-

sided development. Restrictive or ambiguous forms of words concerning the use ·· 
of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes would mere-4' raise grave · doubts and justified 
misgivings in the non-nuclear countries. ht the same time it seems quite natural 
that the non-nuclear coUntries shoUld also consider the usefulness of the non-
proliferation treaty in the light of the pro.spects which it would open up for real 
international co-operation in this field. 
28. Lastly, the document submitted by' our delegation contains proposals designed to 
improve the text·of the draft treaty in order to ensure an effective verification 
of the manner in which the obligations asSUEled by States parties to the treaty 
are fulfilled, the procedure for amending the treaty, and the modalities for wi. thdrawal 
from the treaty. The convening of periodic conferences to consider whether and how 
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the parties to the treat,y fulfil .. their obligations constitutes a factor stimulating 
the fulfilment without-fail of the letter and spirit of the treaty by both nuclear . 
and non-nuclear States~ Our proposals concerning ~mendment of t~e treaty and the 
conditions for withdrawal reflect a specific application of the _pr~nciples govern~g 

the whole la~ of treaties .and1 above all, the principles of the sovereignty and 
. equality of States. 
29. .That. is all we wish to say for the present about the main -ideas contained in 

our document. I should now like to deal with the reasons on which the Romanian 
proposals are based. 
30, · We. should like to stress, first of all, that the proposals which we have 
submitted .today to the-Eighteen-Nation Committee spring from the unshakable desire 
and resolve of the Romanian Government and people to fight actively for the 
strengthening of peace .and international security· and to cont~ibute : to the solution 
of the international problems .at present confronting mankind,- .. including . those of 
disarmament. In that spirit we consider .that it. is tbe duty of all States, 
whatever. their size and . strength, to . persevere in efforts to . t~ckle . constructively 
and solve, with patience and an enhanced sense of their responsibility, the ~ 
complex problems: of di·sarmament and· above all of. nuclear disarmament. •. 
31. We · 8l,"Er convinced that in searching for workabl& ~oll:~tiQns t o int.ernational . 
problems; and indeed to ·any .other question ·in, any .activity ~tall, it ~s neces:;;ary 
to start from the facts, from the .fundamental .rea,il.i ties of life. That is . a truth 
which also . applies -with i'ull·_·force .t o the treaty orr t~e non•prqliferation of nu~lear 
weapons. if W!3 . :wish to draw up a. lasting do_cument, .~d if: we . are ?:etermined not .tp 
establi'9h a fragile instrument which might !3asily -become-une;teady or .pollapse,. we . 
mu:st_:at all :costs powerfully anchor :j.t .in re.ali ty._ .That being so, we could not ... ' . . 
even tackle, let alone solve, the problem of . non~proliferation ip isolation from the 
setting of which it. is .an· integral part: . the process ,of general disarmament and, 
more particularly, of nuclear disarmarr1ent ••. 
32. Those are .the rea.so.ns why w~ _continue, :to mai!lt~n .that the non-p~ol;ifera~o~ 
treaty mtist ·form part of ~: cha~n of measur~s designeQ. to prohib_it the.use of nuclear 
weapons, to stop their Ill,l:!nufacture and completely t o eliminate _thei:r; existing 
stockpiles. In .short, all :th~s action riPlSt represent a pre£:igurati.o~ . of the ultimate 
aim: . the ·liberution of mankind from the spectre _of a nuclear holocaust. 
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33. ·we ar8 certain thnt. the Romanian pr Dposals, if inc0rporated in the non-. . ;: 
pro.lif0rati9n treat;Y> would .. clos e s eri0us g aps in the d~aft, b efore us . and impllci tJ,y 

bring the non-prolifer ation treaty into complete concordance with the main QbJeo'!{ive 
nuclear .disarmar.1ent. . ··; ··· .. . 

34. Since the n on-proliferation treat;y fa.~thfully :r.eflects the re_alitie s of the 

world of tode.y, it not only cannot. disre15ard the fundaraen,ta], princip~e_s gove:rnihg 

relatipps between States but must necessarily be ba sed on them. The fundamental 
" --- .. ' .. : · '· : .· . . 

postulates , of strict . r espect for national sovereignty, equality of rights and non-..... : . . .. . . . . . ··~ - - ' ;.·.· . - . 

interventipn in -the affairs of other States must be the f oundation of~ ·t.'h:?-s. tr~aty. 

One doe s pot sacrifice principles; . the:y cannot be. sa~rificed. · They must be 
respected and, defended • . 

35. Equal security .f or all Sta.t es, large Gr srr.:all~ nuclea:r o r non-nuclear; . 
equij:,;;ible mutual obligations for all without any exception; advantagesfot a11 

countries base.d on equality .and non-discrimination; exclu.sion of. any element which 
' . . . . . . . .. . . 

might consti tu~~ a _ pr~text for interference in the internal affairs of Stat~s;. 

~espectfo;r. the interests D{ all Sta.tes and consideratism- ~or the positJons which . 

they de~enc1 -- those are the corr...mandmehts deriving, for · the non-proliferation _ t:reaty, 
from the paramount principles of law and justice. 

36. The problem of non-proliferation, which i s now the subj e ct of advanced negotiations 
in tht: Cot11I!'ittee, · affects both · the vital • interests of State s and thdse of the whole 

international conmruni ty. · .. Mould unjustified haste or insUfficient study "of the · 

views expressed by various delegations inake it possible ·t o arrive more easily at 
the positive •r esu1ts which~ we do not doubt, e.ll the States represented here desire ? 
Tha t is a question which ;calls f or prof ourid." reflection.- · · 
37. The Rozilania.Jl del egation considers that now, more than ever, ·the views of ali· · 

participants must be taken into account, • so that our negotiating bcidy may bs a true· 
crucible blending .t ogether the ·positions and interests· '·of all States.~· .· Only thus can 

an effective, equitable, non-discriminatory ·arid stable treaty be ·drafted;a trenty 
which can meet the l egitimate preoccupations .of each and alL For; accordfng t o 

an old saying, no aile :ever sees so clearly into· the affairs of others as ·.the person 

whom they affect the most . . 

38. The non-proliferati0n treaty, which we . Cdriceive as ; an instrument for i mproving 

the internatiorl:aF situati:.ni and f or promoting peace, shoUld: in no way establish 
privileges on one side arid overload the ' c.lther side with obligations. On the 

contrary, it should satisfy the aspirati ons and interests of .. all countries. 
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39. Mr. Nicolae Ceauses.co, General Secretary of the Central Committee of the 
Romanian Communist P$.rty, said in a statement on the forei gn policy of theSocialist 
Republic of Romania that he made in the Grand National Assembly on 24 July: 

11The non-proliferation of atomic wea;_Jons should lead t o the elimination 
of the division of the world into nuclear and non-nuclear countries, t o the 
strengthening of equality among States, and t o a real dir:linution of the 
danger . of · war. If the non-proliferation treaty ffieets thes e basic requirements, 
it may in fact constitute an instrument f or strengthening international peace 
and security and def ending the lives of the peopl es . .Sine ~:- this concerns all 
peoples and all anti-h1perialist f orces, all the countries of the world should 
take part in the debates on such measures, and the absence of certain 
countries __ -especially ell some possessing nuClear weapons -- is likely t o 
hazard the success of non-proliferation. Romania considers th~Y the efforts 
to prepare a non-proliferation treaty meeting the inter esti3 of the g€mer~l 

progress of martkirid and of international peace must be continued. 11 

40. In conclusion, I would request the Secretariat t o arrange f or the working paper 
·submitted by the Romanian delegation t o be circulated as .rui official document of · 
the Conference.J/ 

41. k!r· B@JI_S (Canada): The r epr esentative of Romania has given us a very · 
extensive list of proposed changes and additirms -to the treaty • . l"'Jy delegation, 
and I suppose every other del egation, will study then carefully . 
42 • . One point struck me in the proposed changes , and I wonder whether the 
repres entative of Rooania would be pr.epared t o answer one question now. The 
point I ·have in mind is his suggesti .:>n t o incorporate in the preamble after the 
sixth paragraph the f ollowing new par agraph: 

11il.ffirming the absolute right of all States, whether they posse ss nuclear 
weapons or pot, t o undertake r esearch on the peaceful appli cations .of nuclear 
energy and t o use nuclear energy f or peaceful purposes,: both now a:nd in the 
future, on the basis of equality and without any discrimination. 11 . 

MY question is whether it is the intention of the R.:>manian .delegati on that those 
r esearches f or peaceful applications should include so-called peaceful nucl ear 
explosions. It may be that the r epresentative of Romania will not find it convenient 
t o answer now; but we should like some clarification on that point in due course . 
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43. tfJr. ECOBESCQ (Romania) (translation from French): As I have just said, 

1,J8 al'e going t o provide all explanations of Ol.Lt' ' proposals on a 'later OCCesion, and 

I am sure that the repres&ntative of Canada will find in what we shall them say all 

- :~he necessary clariticatio:ts , 

!~4. 1-'ir. THIVEDI (India) : I should like to follow the example of the ' 

~:E>p:i.~esentative of Canada , Mr. Bufns, and ask a question which I meant to ask some 

cine ago. I believe that iv. this Co!rl.mittee the delegati-:>ns ·of Nigeria (ENDC/PV.327, 

para.57) and Ethiopia (ENDC/PV.J:36: para.48) have suggested that it is essential that 

the scientists of non~nuclear-1oTeapon countries be gi veri facilities to develop the 

t e chnolog_v- of peacei'Ul nuclear explosions. i~ reply was · given at one time that it 
was the intention of the nuclear ~weapon Powers to help the non~nuc·lear-weapon Powers 

to deYelop the technology of the application and USe of peaceful -nuclear explosives. 

To my mind that was not the answer to the original suggestion~ ' While these questions 
are. being asked and answers given, ·I trust that a specific answer will also be given 

to the specific question which I have put. 

L.,.5. }he CHAIRMAN (United States of America): · Before reading the proposed 

cornmmique relating to this tneeting; ·r should ' like to take this opportunity to extend 

congratulations to the Soviet Union on its splendid accomplishment in landing an 

instrmnented probe on the planet Venus. We have all become accustomed by now to 

man's exploits in space, which in a few short years have been ·such as to stun the 
imagination; nevertheless this achievement of the Soviet Union is one which merits 
comment, since not un"vil now has it been possible to make a controlled landing ·:>n 

another planet. It is surely true, in the words of the Vice-President of the United 

States, that the world's bank of knowledge has been enriched by this latest success 
in man's attempt to unravel the mysterie s of space. Those who have made this 

contribution can be justly proud, along with all the nations of the earth, which will 

share in the expanding awareness of the universe we live in. 

L.,.6. !:fr. ROSHCHIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translation from Russian): 

I t.hank you, Mr. Chaii'II!Sn, for your congratulations on the great scientific and 

tecl>_.ni.cal success achieved by my country in effecting the soft landing of an instrument 
on the planet Venus. We consider that this great achievement of man's intelligence 
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- - - -------- ···-·------

(Mr. Roshchin, USSR) 

should also serve as a call to 1,1s to achieve success in solving also the problems 
facing us here on earth, probler,1s relating t o the strengthening of peace and t o 
di.sarmament, and in particular those problems which our Cornnittee is call6d upon 
to solve. 

!he Co_!lf. ~~~:r.!.£§.._ ..Q&.~ic;l_§.Q._!Q_ i §. E?~~_j;.fl_t? .1.<?J:J:9wi:gg_ .. <?.9.ID.l!!l:!11:h9.ue : 
11The Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament today 

held its 340th plenary meeting in the Palai s des Na ti:Jns, Geneva, under the 
chairmanship of Mr. !1. . S. Fisher, r epr esentativE.; of the United States. 

"Statements wer e made by the r epresentatives of the United Arab Republic, 
RoiilBllia, _ Canada, India, the Unit8d Ste.t es and thE: Svviet Union. 

"The delegatir.m of Romania tabled · a worki:qg paper containing amendments 
and additions t o the draft trGaty on non-proliferation of nuclear 
weapons (ENDC/199). 

11 The next meeting of the Conferenc e, will be held on Tuesday, 24 October 
1967, at 10.30 a .m." 




