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1. The CHAI~iAN (Bulgaria) (translation from French): I declare open the 

three hundred and eighth plenary··meeting of the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation. 

Committee on Disarmament.·· 

I 

~. 1'1r. TRIVEDI (India): . ·I thought I might make a 'brief ~tatement this morning 

to refer to two points o"n which there is a certain amount of misunderstanding,.~ .. ,: These 

points have been expressed repeatedly, particularly by the non-align~d delegations, 
' ' . 

in Geneva and in New York, but the misunderstandings still seem to persist. 

3. The first misunderst~ding ·i"s in regard to the so-called demand of the non­

aligned countriE;Js for a cqmpE;Jns~tion, for a quid pro guo, --~·n·---~e-~urn for something. 
This is completely wrong. Eve~ as an expression in layman Is language i t .. is.: a 

completely wrong exposi~ion of the non-aligned stand. When the non-aligned 

delegations say that there should be a faithful obs~rvance of the principle of 

United Nations General Assembly· resolution 2028 (XX) (ENDC/16i)'; ~that· th~re"· should 

lbe a balance of obligati~ns ~d:;~sponsibilities of nuclear-wea~on and non-nuclear­

weapon Powers embodied in the treaty, they· do not mean it as a compensation, as 

something that has to be given to f~b off cer~ain people, as a quid pro guo. What 
.... 

the ·non-aligned delegations say· is that the only way to solve the problem~·o:f' 

proliferation is to ·have a. balanced treaty, a treaty vhich .embodies this balance 

and this mutu~ · · It has· nothing to do with compensatio11... Nobody wants 
(" 

compensation or a. quid pro guo •. · .. :f . ~ .. . .... . . . . . ... . ;. ... : ~ .:. ... 
4., In fact, this is not something which has been brought out only by resolution 

2028 ~). This has been the philosophy of non-proliferation throughout. The ----- ' '• United States delegation·sai~ so, the Soviet delegation said so in the early days. 

In fact, in the discussions of the Sub-Co~ttee on Disarmament in the fifties the 

French and the Bri ti'sh delegations said it in very stark"' term~..-;· . ··we--·:':!~ :~1· talking 

about the absence of France in our Committee, but Mr. Jules Moch said very clearly 

\

that you cannot possibly· have. pr!3vention of further ~·~~l~l'e~~ti·~n Unle~·s· you: s'~~p · 
~ro~~~sile material J9~~on purpo~es for all __ couz;tr:i,es. So did the 

United Kingdom representative, Mr. Anthony Nutting on 28 March 1956 in the Sub-

Committee on Disarmament (DC/SC.1/PV.74, pp.47, 48). I quoted his statement in 

the General Assembly of the United Nations in 1966 (A/C.l/PV.l445, p.67). I am not 

trying to say that this is what they say at present: they are not saying it now. 

What I am trying to say is that this is the philosophy of non-proliferation, this 

is the real way.of dealing with the question of non-proliferation of nuclear weapons. 

It has nothing to do with compensation; it has nothing to do v.Lth a quid pro guo • . 
Nobody wants any compensation. 



-= '.:. . .:., .. :_._ 
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(Mr. Trivedi, India) 

5. ·.:·The second misunderstanding wlJ:i~J:t still persists. i~ ~n regard to-~~~ st~t_ement 

being made that we ~ust .not ask for m~asur~s of disa~am~nt in a treaty on non-
. . -..--·"-- -~ -- -···· -~-· ·---- ~-· ---- .. -----

· prolife:rat;ton. . Well, nobody does ask for them --. except,. perhap~'- .~he.-.P~C?P~~ 1 s 

R9public of Qhina, which is not a membe,r of this ?ody. J?~t. e'l[en Cfl?-n~, . ~ :.'Yhink, 

.,· does not ask for them .in a tJ;eaty of non-proliferation. Howeve~, that ~-s beside 

., t!;l.e point. 
.! . 

6. : Disarmament means 1;-o reduce arms, to remove arms, to disarm. Measures of 
. . ·· ____ · ___ ·_ . ~--. --- - --

. ·;_ . disarmament are something different from measures of non-armament. tp~t we are talking 

·. about in conne:X:i.on -vri th a treaty of non-proliferB:tion. .And when t~e. delegation of 

India says-- as all delegations have said in the past at some time or_other, even 
• • ' •, • • • ' • I " • 

though some of theJD. ~ay not say it. now ~- that an equitable ~reaty _should embody a 

( 

mutual and. b~la~·10ed _obligation for all c;:ountr~e.::_ to ee~.e pl;'oducti.?~. <!· nuci~r 
weapons, that is not disarmament. It is not reduction.of arms •. In fact 1 _General --=.. _ _:_. ________ , ... ---- . . . 

Assembly .resolution 2028 (XX) pu~.forward five separate principles. It did not . . .. ,_ . . ... 
combine them, ~d its principle (b) and principle (c) are two separate principles. 

They act .. and react. on ~ac!;l.. 9ther, but they are separate principles in. recognition 

of the fact tpat these are two separate.issues. 

7. Pr.inciple (b) says that 11The ~re~ty should embody an acceptable balance. of 

mut1:1al responsibili tia.s and ob:l:-igations of the nucleaJ:. and ~on-nu~lear ~~\of~r.s~'· 

W!;l.en you are considering a treaty on non-armament, all countries must assume the same 
' •' • o I ' 

responsibilities -.-.the balanced !esponsibilities, ~h_e ID:'Jltu~ responsibili~i~.s --

. for non-armament. 
. .. 

8. But there is a separate principle that 11The treaty should .be a.step towards the 

~ a;hievement of general and complet~ disarmament and!~~J.?articular:Ly, .. n~cl~ar 
. . disarmament.11 • It is in th.at context that we talk about measures of disarmament ··-· ~ . . . . . . .· .. · .. · 

whether there should be j.ust a pious pre.ambular platitude or so:p1e specifi_c 

oblig~tions, some .. specif:i,e mentio~. Ho~ever; I do not wB?t t~ ~~·-into the details 

of these things; I have already done so in my statement ~f 8 June (ENOO/PV. J03). 

But I think that in this Committee we should, consciously or unconsciously, avoid 

these misunderstandings. 



. ~ .... ' .. . .. . :_·::..._. • .. : 
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(Mr. Trivedi, India)' 

9. There is a third point I want to emphasize. It is related to the statements 

-~ ~he very lofty statements -- being made about the tremendous handicap of a 

~uclear 1.reapons programme and what a calamity it would be for a nation. ·we i>~hole­

heartedly and entirely agree, but that is not the point. vfuen the non-aligned 
I 

delegations say that we should have a good treaty, a treaty which really solves the 

problem of.proliferation, it has nothing to do with a nuclear weapons development 
. . 

.. programme. I do not know wh¥ that is being brought in. I hope the insidious and 

mischievous allegation is not there that because you do not want a discriminatory 

treaty, a wrong treaty, a treaty which would not solve the problem of proliferation 

then obviously you are asking for nuclear weapons. That is not logical. 

10. I am not saying anything in detail as far as our delegation or our country is 

·{:::::i:;d:o m::~:::u::
0

::c:::ra::~;::: ~~n;
0

~:f::: ~~::e:a::r a::~:·ref::i::: the 

from do~ng s;. ·China has now exploded a thermonuclear. device, and we still continue 

to maintain the same policy. It has nothing to do with a nuclear weapons 

development progr~e, but we want a treaty on non-proliferation of nuclear weapons 

which will solve the problem of proliferation of nuclear weapons. 

11. Finally, I s~ould like to make a humble request to our colleagues. We have 
I 

'different approaches~ different views, different ideas on a non...:proliferation treaty. 

We should like the treaty to be drafted in a certain way; another delegation would 
' 

like it drafted differently. But I beseech our colleagues, please not to say that 

because another delegation does not accept fully and in toto their ideas on the 

non-proliferation of nuclear weapons it is against the treaty. Ii does not befit 

a responsible member of this Committee to say that be'cause its discriminatory 

notions are not acceptaple to: a certain country that country i's against the treaty 

on the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons. That is completely wrong, and 
. . 

. cert~nly it is not the position to adopt in a negotiating committee. 
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The Conferenc~ decided to issue_the foll~wing communique: 

"The Conference of the Eighteen-Nation CoiJ1.mittee on Disarmament 

today held its 308th plenary meeting in the Palais des Nations, Geneva, 

under the che.irmanship of H.E • .Ambassador K. Christov, representative 

of Bulgaria. 

"A statement vras made by the representative of India. 

"The next· meeting of the Conference 1-.rill be held on Thursday, 

29 June 1967, at 10.30 a.m. 11 

The meeting ro~e at 10.50 a.m. 




