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: 98 The CHAIRMAN (Italy) (translation from French): I declare open the 365th

plenary meeting of the Confercence of the Eightecn-Nation Commitice on Disarmament.

24 Mr. GOMEZ ROBLEDO (Mexico) (translation from Spanish): The date of 18

January will be of great significance in the annals of disarmement. Only those

of us who were here in the dramatic years when the problem of the spread of nuclear
weapons was debated constantly and without any apparent hope of solution, only

those of us and those who with us closely followed the work of the Disarmement
Committee, have been in a position to appreciate the arduous effort made by

the nuclear Powers to arrive at last at the balance of conciliation and

reciprocal adjustment which, as far as their respective positions are concerned,

is represented by the draft treatics on the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons
which, in two identical texts and without any gap, have been submitted to us
simultaneously by thc United Stetes and the Soviet Union (ENDC/i?E/Rev.l, 19}{Rev.l).
Whatever reservations we may still have in regard to the text submitted to us, we
consider it only fair to convey publicly to our two co-Chairmen our warmest
congratulations. L.

3. In the same vein of reciprocal congratulation I must put on record the pleasure
with which my delegation has noted the almost complete incorporation, in articles '
IV and V of what I will venture in-future to call the joint draft, of two of

the amendments or additions proposed by Mexico (ENDC/196) to the previous draft
submitted to the Committee on 24 August 1967 (ENDC/192, 193). Through these
amendments my country has the legitimate satisfaction of having contributed to

the insertion in the joint draft of pfdvisions designed to cover adequately such
vital matters as the development and peaccful use of nuclear snergy by

non-nuclear States, including access without any discrimination to the potential
benefits of any peaceful applications of nuclear cxplosions.

4. With equal pleasure we welcome the insertion in full of the Mexican proposal
concerning regional treaties, the purposc of which is to assure the total absence

of nuclear weapons in the territories of the parties, such as the Treaty for
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the Prohibition of Nuclsar Weepons in Latin Amcrica or the Tlatelolco Treaty
(ENDC/186), the fruitful influence of which, I would add in pzssing, is evident
in severeal provisions of the joint draft.
54 Since I have mentioned the Tlatclolco Treaty ~- which, it will be
renembered, vae signed in Mexico exzctly a year ago yesterday, on 14 Februery
1967, and was presented to this Committec a wesk later, on 21 February, by
Ambassador Alfonso Garcia Rebles, Mexican Under-Secretary for Foreign Affairs
(ENDC/PV.287) -- I should like to take this opportunity to reiterate to the United
Kingdom Government our great appreciation of the fact that the United Kingdom
was the first of the three nuclear Powers whose representatives are present in
this Committee to sign, on 20 December 1967, Additional Protocols I and II of
the Treaty, as the Right Honoursble Fred Mulley, Minister of State for Foreign
Affairs, informed the members of the Committee with undoubtedly great authority
at the meeting of 23 January (ENDC/PV.358).
6. I should also like to recall in this respect something of equal relevance
stated by Lord Caradon, lcader of the United Kingdom delegation, on
26 October 1967 at the 1,508th meeting of the First Committec of the United
Nations General Assembly, when he announced that his Government would shortly
sign the Additional Protocols of the Treaty -- which it has now donz., He said:
"It is our earnest hope that this respense by the Unitcd Kingdom ... will
soon be foilowed by similar statements by the Governments of the other
States which possess nuclear weapons or which have territories within the
area covered by the Treaty for which they are internationally responsible".
(A/C.1/PV.1508, vp.7,8-10)

7. A few hours ago we received the welcome news that yesterday, precisely on

the first enniversary of the signing of the Treaty of Tlatelolco, President
Lyndon B, Johnson made the following public statement:
"The United States considers this Treaty to be a realistic and effective
arms control measure of unique significance -- not only tc the peoples of

Latin America, but to all the peoples of the world.
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"Today I am pleascd to announce that the United States will sign
Protocol II to this Treaty, which calls upon the Powers possessing
nuclear weapons to respect the status of denuclearization in Latin
America and not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against the
Latin American States party o the Treaty. I have appointed Adrian S.
Fisher, Depubty Director of the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, as
my emissary to sign the Protocol in Mexico with an appropriate
statement. !
In taking note with great satisfaction of that statement, we have pleasure
in conveying to the United States Government, through its worthy representative
in this Committee, our most sincere gratitudec.
8. To conclude this point, we consider it appropriate to rccall that,
foremost among the resoluticns transmitted by the Secretary-General of the
United Nations to the Committec and annexed to his letter of 11 January 1968
(ENDG/210), is resolution 2286 (XXII), which was uranimously adopted and in
which the General Asscmbly welcomes "with special satisfaction" the Treaty of
Tlatelolco and, after declaring that it ¥constitutes an event of historic
significance in the efforts to prevent thc proliferation of nuclear wezpons and
to promote international peace and security’, addresses a number of urgent
appeals to all States which are or may become signatories of the Treaty or of
its additionai Protocol (I) and to Powers possessing nuclear weaspons, which are
expressly invited "to sign and ratify Additicnal Protocol II of the Treaty as
soon as possiblel,
9. Reverting to the draf't non-prolifcration treaty, in the light of the-
aforementioned considerations the Mexican delegation accepts it in generai,
convinced as it is of the urgent need to avert as soon as possible the danger —-
which becomes mere terrifying as time passes —- of an increase in the
number of nuclcar-weaspon States. Furthermore, this approval of the text
as a whole and in principle is nol incompatible -- quite the contrary -- with
our desire that we should continuc to endeavour to improve the draft treaty,

which my Foreign Ministry is studying very carefully, as well as the
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amendments which may be submitted and among which we shall give particularly
synpathetic consideration to those which make more and more possible the widest
accepvance of the treaty by the non-nuclear-weapon countries.

10. TFor that reason we have pleasure in giving immediately our full support to the
smendments suggested by the delegation of Sweden (ENDC/215) to the preamble of the
joint draft and to its articles VI and VIII. It seems to us very proper, in the
first place, that at least in the preamble and at least as a reminder we should take
into dccount  the solemn undertaking ©y the parties to the partial test ban treaty
signed in Moscow in 1963 (ENDC/100/Rev.1l) to achieve the discontimiance of all

test explosions of nuclear wedpons for all time in all physical enviromments and
to continue negotiations to this end. Mexico has always considered, as everyone
knows, that the conclusion of such a treaty is a collateral measure absolutely
indispensable in the disarmament process, and my delegation has therefore proposed
on an appropriate occasion (ENDC/19€) that this undertaking should be exﬁressly |
mentioned in the wording itself of the ireaty on the non-proliferation of nuclear
weapons., In some way or other it must be included somewhere in the treaty, lest

it be thought that by such a surprising and inexplicable omission this matter has
been shelved.

11, My‘delegation also finds mqst conmendable any endeavour to improvg the text
of article VI, which as at present drafted is scarcely more than a declaration

of good intentions, with which, as we know only tco well, the road of the arms
race is pavea. In default of fdrmally laying down the.obligatiqn to pursue _
disarmament negotiations "with all speed and perseverance", in accordance with the
Mexican proposal, something would be achieved by stating that they must be held

"at an early date" and not postponed indefinitely.

12. Lastly, it seems to us to be likewise very constructive that the delegation
of Sweden has decided to support "very strongly" (ENDC/PV.363, para.l6) the
amendment suggested by the United Kingdom delegation (ENDC/203) to paragraph 3

of article VIII to the effect that other conferences may be held every five years

to review the operation of a treaty whose subject matter is extraordinarily
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complex and, moreover, altogether unprecedented, for which reason there is need
to keep watch on its effectiveness in the light of experience and at reasonable
intervals.

13. We have not yet had time to examine with the care they deserve the other
anendments or suggestions which have been formulated by the Swedish and by other
delegations; and that is why we have confined ourselves to stating our views on
those we have just mentioned. We support them as the most feasible for the time
being, on the understanding that the Mexican delegation to the United Nations
General Assembly will be entirely free to propose or support any other amendments
likely to improve the text still further until it is rendered as perfect as
possible. In a world forum properly so-called it is necessary to carry out in a
complete manner the negotiation of a treaty which by its very nature is the

concern of the entire world.

1. Mr. DePAIMA (United States of America): The Treaty for the Prohibition
of Muclear Weapons in Latin America (ENDC/186), which was concluded just a year
ago, represents a historic landmark in the co-operative and friendly relations
among the States of Latin America. It is an important step towards the world-
wide prohibition of the spread of nuclear weapons.

15, It is not surprising that Latin America is the first area of the world which,
in the words of the Treaty, has undertaken to "use exclusively for peaceful
purposes the miclear material and facilities which are under their jurisdiction”

(ENDC/186, p.15), and to preserve the miclear-free status of the territories of

the parties to the Treaty. Latin America has been a model to the world of an
area where solutions to international problems have been sought through peaceful.
procedures and regional co-operation., The Organization of American States is a
symbol of the commitment of the member countries to peaceful endeavour,

16, My Govermment has consistently supported the creation of muclear-free zones
where the initiative for such zones originates within the area concerned, where

the zone includes all States in the area whose participation is deemed important,
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where the creation of a zone would not disturb necessary security arrangements,
anc where provisions are included for following up on alleged violations in order
to give reasonable assurances of compliance for the zone,
17. The United States observed with keen interest the negotiation and conclusion
of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Muclear Weapons in Latin America, which
incorporates so well the fundementsal criteria my Goverrment considers essential
for the creation of such zones.
18. The parties to the Treaty of Tlatelolco have called upon those Powers
possessing miclear weapons to respect the denuclearized status of Latin America
and not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against the Latin American
States parties to the Treaty.
19. I eam pleased to report to this Committee that President Johnson announced
yesterday that the United States will sign Protocol II of the Treaty of Tlatelolco
and that, upon ratification fcllowing advice and consent by the Senate of the
United States, the United States will assume the Protocol's obligations to those
countries within the region which undertake and meet the Treaty's requirements as
well as the territories within the region of extracontinental Powers which adhere
to Protocol I.
20. I should like now to read the text of the President's statement, including
the passages already cited by the representative of Mexico. 1In his statement
President Johnson said:
"One year ago today, on February 14, 1967, the nations of Latin
America gathered in Tlatelolco, Mexico, to sign a treaty for the
prohibition of nuclear weapons in Latin America., Twenty-one nations
of the region have now joined in this historic undertaking.
"The United States considers this Treaty to be a realistic and
effective arms control measure of unique significance -- not only to
the peoples of Latin America, but to all the peoples of the world,
tToday I am pleased to announce that the United States will sign
Protocol II to this Treaty, which calls upon the Powers possessing nuclear
weapons to respect the status of denuclearization in Latin America and
not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against the Latin American
States party to the Treaty. I have appointed Adrian S. Fisher, Deputy
Director of the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, as my emissary to

sign the Protocol in Mexico with an appropriate statement.
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"fpon ratification by the Senate, the United States will
assume the obligations to those countries within the region which
undertake and meet the Grcaty's requirements. I am pleased to note
that the drafters of this Treaty have indicated that transit by the
United Svates within the Treaty zone will continue to be governed by
the principles and rules of international law.

“The Treaty of Tlatelolco has been closely related to the long
effort to reach world-wide agrezment to prevent the further spread of
nuclear wespons. Is will create a nuclear free zone in an area of
gseven and a half million square miles, inhabited by nearly two hundred
million people, Tike the non-proliferation treaty, this Treaty, in
addition to prohibiting the acquisiticon of nucleér weapons, also
pronibits the acquisition of nuclear explosive devices for peaceful
purposes.  However, it has been drafted in cuch a way as to make it
2ossible for Latin fmericen parties to the Treaty to obtain peacefull
nuclear explosion services.

"It is indeed fitting that this giant step forward should have

had its genesis in Latin Amcrica, an area which has come to be

~identified with regional co-operation. I particularly wish to

congratulate our distinguished friead, President Diaz Ordaz of Mexico,
for the initiative and leader:hip which his Government hag contributed
to this Treaty and thereby to the pcoace of this region and of the world.

"Tn signing this Protocol, ths United States once again affirms its
special and higioric rclationship with the peoples of Latin America and
its staks in thsir future. The Unitzd States gives this affirmation
gladly, in thz conviction that the denuclearization of this region
enhances the development of its peaceful nuclear potential,M

The commitmont of the parties to the Treaty of Tlatelolco will serve as an

exarple Lo the world thet iaternavional security and the peaceful development of

nuclear energy are enhanced by measures such as the draft non-proliferation treaty.

The Treaty of Tlatelolco should strengi-en and encourage the work of this Committee

in devising a world-wide agreement to promote peace and security and to prevent the

further spread of nuclear weapons.
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P2, ‘The United States is pleased to note that the United Kingdom has already signed

Jrotocol II, and hopes that other nuclear-wespon Fowers will take similar action,

R The CHATRMAN (Italy) (translation from French): I thank the representative
of the United States for the statement he has made to the Committee concerning the
recenrt decision by his Government.

‘4. Does any other delegation wish tc speak?

25, Mr. DePALMA (United States of America); If there are no okher speakers on
melters of substance, I wish to make a statement concerning the procedure of the
Committee. The co-Chairmen have been giving consideration tc ways in which the
available time of this Commitlee may be used to maximum advantage so as to give

«11 members é"fdil‘dppofiunity of presentiﬁg their views on the draft treaty

ant to have them adequately considered, Having in mind the date of 15 March
established by the General Assembiy for the presentation of our full report, the
co-Uherrmen suggest that it would be advantageous to schedule a third meeting

cach week, I understand that one delsgation would like tc speak tomorrow, and it
nes been suggested that we should meet tomorrow,  Next week, and thereafter, the
co-Chailrmen suggest, meetings might be scheduled for Tuesday, Wednesday and Thursday.
™mat would ecnable the Secretariat to prepare the provisional record in time for it
ve T2 avaiiable for each meeting., Of course, if it appeared in any of the
stccecding weeks that the number of expected speakers would not justify the holding
f & third mesting or that additional meetings were required, the schedule could be
adjusted,

<&. The co-Chairmen hopa that all members of the Committee will take advantage

of this additional opportunity to express their views. They hope that the

menbors will do so &s soon as they can. Beczuse of the 15 March date for the
presertaiion of our report, the co-Chairmen believe it will be necessary for

them to begin their ocwn consultations concerning the draft report to the General
Lesembly duriag the last week of February. With the possibility of three
meevings, not only this week but next week and the following week, the co-Chairmen
beiieve that wider consultations and preparationg for the report could then

besin in the first week of Marcn and continue until the end of this session.
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27. The CHATRMAN (Italy) (translation from French): The members of the

Committee have just been informed of the initiative taken by the co-Chairmen,

who propose that we hold three meetings a week. The meeting tomorrow thet has
been proposed to us is also justified by the fact that one member of the Committee
has already put down his name on the list of speakers.

28, I ask thc Committce whether it thinks that this suggestion of the co-Chairmen
is acceptable -~ that is to say, whether the Committee thinks unanimously that it
would be a good thing to hold three meetings a weck, in accordance with the
procedure that has been recommended to us by one of the co-Chairmen, the
representative of the United States.

29, 4re therc eny objections to that proposal?

20, Mr. ROSHCHIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translation from

Russian): Hr. Chairman, before you ask the opinion of all the members of the
Committee regerding the co-Chairmen's proposal I shculd like, as co-Chairman of
the Committee for the USSR, to state our views in support of the declaration just
made by the co-Cheirman for the United States, Mr. DePalma, concerning the
procedure of work of the Eightcen-Nation Committee for the present period, until
the end of the present scssion.

31, Like the co-Chairman for the United 3tates, we consider that the question

of the Committce's vrocedure of work shcould be strictly co-crdinated with the

text of Gencral Asscembly resolution 2346A (XXII) (ENDC/210), which contains a
request by the Gencral Assembly to the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee
on Disarmament to submit te it on or befcre 15 March a full report on the
negotiations regarding a draft treaty on the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons,
together with the pertinent documents and records.

32, In view of the very limited amcunt of time left to us before the date set by
the General Assembly for submission of the report, we think it would be appropriate
to intensify the werk of the Committee so that, in the time remaining, all

delegations would hove every opportunity tc state their views on the question
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that we arc considering here, namely the question of the non-proliferation of
nuclear weapons, and so that the co-Chairmen, in their turn, could carefully
consider and study the views and propcsals put forward by members of the Committee,
provide explanations ccncerning the draft treaty on non~preliferation, and also
carry out the noceséary consultations in connexion with the preparation of the
report to the Gencral Asscmbly.

%3, In this regord, as already stated by the United States rcpresentative, we
likewise take the view that it would be very appropriate to held a third weckly
meeting, and at the same time we declare our readiness to hold a still larger
number of mcetings per week should the need subsequently arise. Thus we arc ready,
if necessary, to mecct three, four, or more times in a week.

34, The Sovict delegation supports the proposal and expresses its rcadiness to
undertake consultations between the co-Chairmen concerning the draft report of

the Committee to the General Assembly during the last weck of February, with a
view to undertaking wider consultations on this subject and preparing a draft
report to the General iAssembly in the first weeck of March, so that this important

work of drafting the revort may be completed by the date set by the General Asscmbly.

2o The CHAIRMAN (Italy) (transloticn from French): I thank the representative

of the Soviet Union, who has given us a further argument in favour of this decision

to hold more meetings of the Committee each week.

26, Mr., KHALLAF (United Arab Republic) (translaotion from French): My

delegation -is entircly in favour of the propesal just made by our co-Chairmen.

I have only one small point to raise. As you know, we hold weekly meetings’ of
non-aligned countries every Yednesday merning. Therefore I wonder whether we
can preveil upon the goodwill of the Secrectariat to arrange the meeting of the

Committee on Wednesday afternoon instead of Wednesday morning.

%7 The CHAIRMAN (Italy) (translation from Fronch): The representative

of the United Arab Republic hag just raised the question of the informal meeting

of the eight non-alipgned dblegatinns which is held every Yiednesday morning. 1
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believe that the point raised by Mr. Khallaf fits perfectly well into the

Statements made by the co-Chairmen, who also spoke to us of the need to have
consultations at a given moment. :

38. In this conﬁexion, and clearly before submitting this proposal to the

Committee, I should like in my capacity as Chairmar to ask for a clarification.

I should like to know, first, whether as far as the Secretariat is concerned it would
be possible to have several meetings each wéek; sscondly, whether it would be possible
to arrange a meeting on Wednesday afternoon; thirdly, whether, when the co-Chairmen
refer to consultations, they mean private consultations, consultations within the
Committee or consultations by groups. I believe that is a point on which the

Committee is entitled to be informed before this proposal is submitted to it.

39. Mr. PROTITCH (Special Representative of the Secretary-General): The
Secretariat is ready to meet all the requirements of the Committee. The only
problem which would arise in the event of a meeting on Wednesday afternoon would be
that the verbatim record might not be ready in time as it would be if the meeting
were held in the morning. Otherwise, there is no problem so far as the Secretariat
"is concerned on this point.

40. Regarding the other point, namely, possibly increasing the meetings to four:
when it is necessary, there aééiﬁ the Seérétériaf will be in a éosiﬁion to serve the
Gommittee; but having the records ready in time would always depend on the number

of meetings.

41. Mr, ROSHCHIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translation from

Russian): In regard to the question raised by the Chairman concerning what our

delegation means by consultations -~ and I think the United States delegation will
also agree, apparcently, with this -- for consultations on the preparation of the
report we do not propose any other procedure than that which the Committee has
usually followed in this respect at all previous sessions and in all previous cases
in which a report has had to be submitted to the General Assembly.

42, ~ The CHAIHMAN (Italy) (translation from French): I think that the Committee
is now in a position to decide whether it will hold an additional meeting tomorrow

and whether, beginning next week, it will hold additional meetings or, shall we say,
more than the two meetings held hitherto. Are there any objections or comments on

this question?
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43. Mr. BURNS (Canada): I was just struck by the point made by the Special
Representative of the Secrectary-General: that if there is a meeting on Wednesday
afternoon we should not be able o have the verbatim record for the following day.
In consideration of that, I wonder whether the representative of the United Arab
Reiublic and the representatives ot the other non-aligned States would be prepared
to hold their meeting in the afternocon instead of in the morning -— that is, on
Wednesday afternoon if it is decided that we should have a meeting on Wednesday as

well as on Tuesday and Thursday.

by My, KHALLAF (United Arab Republic) (translation from French): For my part
I have nc objection to trying to change old habits; but my colleagues from the non-~
aligned countries must also come to a decision on the matter. I know that these

meetings are very useful to us and we 21l attach great importance to them.

45. Mr., GOMEZ ROBLEDO (Mexico) (translation from Spanish): We see no difficulty

wnatsoever in meeting on Wednesday afternoons.

46. The CHAIRMAN (Italy) (translation from French): I have the:impression that

the problem can thus be considered settled. If there are no other comments, I shall

takte it that it is so decided.

It was so decided.

47, The CHAIRMAN (Italy) (translation from French): I wish to thank the co-

Chairmen for this initiative, which apparently corresponds to the unanimous wish of

the Committee,

The Con€erence decided to issue the following communiqué:

"The Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament today
held its 365th plenary meeting in the Palais des Nations, Geneva, under the
chairmanship of Mr. Gian Paolo Tozzoli, representative of Italy.

"Statements were made by the repressentatives of Mexico, the United
States, the USSR, the United Arab Republic, the Special Representative of the
Secretary-General and Canada.

"The next meeting of the Conference will be held on Friday, 16 February
1968,at 10.30 a.m.”

The meeting rose at 11.20 a.m.






