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'rhe CHAIRMAN (Czechoslovakia) g I declare open the 379th plenary meeting 

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

2. lVIr. de ARAUJO CASTRO (Brazil)~ Il],y delegation wishes to summarize in a 

very brief statement its position on.the ~uestion of the non-proliferation of nuclear 

weapons in the light of the new text before us (ZNDC/224, Annex A). 

3. Brazil une~uivocally supports the idea of a fair and equitable non-proliferation 

treaty that would effectively prevent the risk of the spread of nuclear weapons while 

encouraging the fullest use of nuclear energy in all its forms for the economic and 

social advancement of all peoples. The delegation of Brazil welcomes the presentation 

by the representatives of the United States of America and the Union of Soviet 

Socialist Republics of the new revised draft, inasmuch as this represents an 

encouraging improvement on the two previous sets of documents tabled by the same 

delegations (ENDC/192, 1939 192/Rev.l, 193/Rev.l). In our view it confirms the 

usefulness and necessity of further negotiations and revisions with the object of 

gradually bringing the draft treaty into conformity with the five guiding principles 

set forth by United Nations General Assembly resolution 2028 (iC\) (31illC/l61). 

4· The new text was submitted to the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament on 

Monday, 11 March, four days before the expected adjournment of the Conference; and 

it is ~uite natural and obvious that the Governments represented in this Committee 

have not had the time to consider, examine and evaluate that document in all its 

provisions and implications. Since the Committee is not being requested, before 

adjourning, to pass judgement on the draft, the delegation of Brazil will reserve 

its position on document ENDC/224, Annex A. 

5· The delegation of Brazil would like to refer to document .lillif.DC/20l/Rev.2, which 

will be attached to the report and· which embodies our amendments and suggestions. 

Brazil reserves its right to intro·duc·e amenctments and to reiterate its position before 

the General Assembly of the United Nations, more specifically as regards the 

provisions for control and verification as envisaged in article III of the draft. 

:Brazil maintains that the treaty we are negotiating, besides conforming to the 

principles of resolution 2028 (XX), ought to recognize the rights of and obligations 
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(~~. de Araujo Castro, Brazil) 

entered into by nations which, like the Latin-American States, have already concluded 

a regional treaty for the prohibition of nuclear weapons (~~C/186). In this 

connexion we are bound to reiterate the statement we made at the 367th meeting of 

the Conference. 

6. Brazil expresses the firm hope that, in the period between the termination of the 

current proceedings of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament and the opening 

of the resumed twenty-second regular session of the General Assembly, the United 

States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics will pursue negotiations 

which will enlarge the area of agreement so far attained and preserve the fundamental 

interests of the non-nuclear w·orld. Brazil is convinced that, on such a solid 

basis, the nations represented in the General Assembl¥ will achieve sound and positive 

r0sults. Brazil will go to the resumed twenty-second session . 1vi th an open mind and 

the conviction that wide consultations with all countries and all governments will 

pave the way for constructive achievements safeguarding the interests of all parties 

concerned. 

7· Mr. CARACCIOLO (Italy) (translation from French): The ancient Romans used 

to say motus in fine velocior -- movement accelerates as it approaches its end. The 

events of the past few days would have provided our Committee at another time with 

material for discussion for several weeks, if not for several months. However, 

wishing to respect the time limit laid down for us by United Nations resolution 

2346A (L\:II) (EiifDC/210), I should no t like by this last statement to prolong further 

the discussions of the Conference. Permit me, therefore, to summarize briefly the 

point of view of my delegation on the very important documents that have been 

circulated in the past few days. These are the draft resolution which the three 

Powers intend to submit to the Security Council (ENDC/224, annex B), the draf.t t ext 

of a treaty on non-proliferation (ibid., annex A), and lastly the draf t report 

addressed to the General Assembly of the United Nations (ENDC/224). 

8. In regard t o the first of these documents, I would sirriply remark that no 

discussion could take place on the t ex t of the r esolution draft ed by the three Powers , 

and that the General Assembly of the Uni t ed Nations should be made ful ly aware of this 

circumstance .. 
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( ~~. Caracciolo, Italy) 

9. As for the latest revised version of the text of the draft treaty, the Italian 

delegation would like in the first place to express its appreciation to the co

Chairmen for the work they have done in the past few months in order to arrive at 

the present wording of the non-proliferation treaty. lfuile the results are 

different f'rom those we might have wished for, it is true nevertheless that the 

work of the co-Chairmen has enabled us to make progress in the right direction, and 

that it represents a very useful basis for the f'orthcoming discussions and 

negotiations in the General Assembly of the United Nations. 

10. I believe I am stating a fundamental truth in remarking that the amendments 

included in the new revised text by· the two co-Chairmen and not discussed round 

this table are only a fraction of the proposals which have been made during the 

past two months by many countries interested in the negotiations on the non~ 

proliferation treaty, both at 'Geneva and elsewhere. This fact is important, 

because some of the suggestions which have been made and have not beeri included in 

the new text have nevertheless obtained the assent of many countries, which points 

clearly enough to the formation of a general opinion. 

11. In particular regard fo thos·e ·_p-rob lems raised by my delegation which relate 

to amendments not incorporated in the revised t ext, I wish to thank the representa

tive of the United States for the comments he was kind enough to make on thorn in 

his statement yesterday. I wish to assure him that his very interesting remarks, 

will be studied by my Government with the greatest attention. In respect of the 

necessity of making the treaty as flexible as possible, and of not hampering in 

any way the development of peaceful nuclear activities, ~tr. Foster has sincerely 

acknowledged that these ideas are essential elements of the non-proliferation 

treaty. In his statement yesterday, referring to the Italian initiative 

concerning the supply of fissionable material to non-nuclear countries, the Upited 

States co-Chairman said: 

(continued in English) 

11We believe that the stress which Italy has placed on the v:i,tal problem of 

nucl ear supply has contributed to both a r ealistic and a farsighted appreciation 

of one of the important features of our work." (ENDC/PV.378, para. 11) 

(continued in French) 
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12. Those statements prove to us that the problems raised by my delegation are very 

important and real. Unfortunately we have not time to study with the necessary 

attention the replies of the representative of the United States, ~~. Foster. In 

any case I cannot today agree with his conclusion that the new text satisfactorily 

answers our rnisgi vings, vrhich I believe to deserve more detailed consideration and 

on which my delegation cannot give up its right to speak at a later stage in our 

negotiations. 

13. As for the third document, the draft report to the General Assembly, which· 

should be in some way a photograph of the work we have done in common, not without 

diff~culty, during these last two sessions, my delegation is aware of all the 

efforts that have been made in recent days by the co-autl10rs of the treaty and by 

all the delegations here to make the photograph resemble the original as closely 

as possible. Instead of a snapshot which is crude and has its flaws, there has 

emerged rather a professional photograph which I hope will, through the language 

of its nuances and its compressions, enable the General Assembly to understand the 

e~sence of our discussions. 

14. Alhaji SULE KOLO (Nigeria): The Nigerian delegation welcomes the revised 

text of a treaty on the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons which was presented to 

the Eighteen--Nation Disarmament Committee on ll March by the delegations of the 

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States (ENDC/224, Annex A). 

15o 1-Je note thc::,t some of the amendments proposed in recent discussions have been 

included in the new draft and others have been left out. vle listened with great 

attention to the statement made yesterday by the representative of the United States, 

Mr. Foster, in which he gave his reasons for not accepting some of our proposals for 

inclusion in the revised draft which he and the representative of the USSR 

presented on ll March. The Nigerian delegation appreciates the United States 

delegation's point of view; but we remain convinced that the amendments which we 

presented in documents ENDC/202 of 2 November 1967 and ENDC/220 of 28 February, 

>·TOuld, if accepted, have made the latest revised draft a more satisfactory and 

effective instrument for preventing the proliferation of nuclear weapons and at the 

same time alleviating the anxieties of many States, 
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16. In response to the appeal made by the United States representative on 11 'March 

about the listing of documents (.&.~DC/PV .376, para. 49), and in order to facilitate 

the study of _our documents by Members of the United Nations General Assembl y, the 

~igerian delegation has merged the .t-vm working papers I have just referred to and 

made certain alterations where necessary. The product of this exercise has been 

submitted to the Secretariat of the Com11littee for circulation to all members 

( cJ.mC/220/Rev.l). 

17. I should like to add that the case for the amendments contained in the new 

Nigerian wor~ing paper can be found in my statements r 0corded in documents 

iliNDC/PV.344, 351 and 371. 

18. Mr. HUSAIN (India): At this stage of our deliberations, when we are about 

to conclude our work, I have no intention of adding anything further to the detailed 

statement I made at the 370th plenary meeting of our Committee, reserving for the 

resumed twenty-second session of the General Assembly the position of my Government 

on the revised text of the draft treaty placed before us on 11 March by the 

delegations of the United States and the Soviet Union (BNDC/224, Annex A). However~ 

in the light of certain observations mac..e by the represehtative of the United States 

yesterday I feel compelled to clarify the views o:f the Government of India. 

19. The United States representative stated that the burden of my criticism of the 

draf~ treaty bef ore us was that "it is not a full-fledged measure of nuclear 

disarmament" (il:NDC/PV-378 9 para. 23). He added: 
11If any of us adopted .the view that our desires must be fully satisfied before 

we could agree on any f orward step, there would be no point in negotiation." 

(ibid., para. 25). 

This unders tanding of the view of . the Government of India and the infer ence derived 

therefrom would suggest that my Government seeks all or nothing -- a full-fledged 

measure of nuclear disarmament or no step to-vrards nuclear disarmament at all. That, 

I submit, is not the stand of the Government of I ndia, nor is it a correct 

des cription of our stand. 
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20. r~ Government has been a firm believer in the step-by-step approach towards 

nuclear disarmament as well as general and complete disarmament. l-ie have never 

adopted an "all or nothing" approach. \fuat we have sincerely believed in and 

this has also been borne out by the history of past disarmament efforts is that 

each step we take, however small, should be effective and purposeful. That view 

is based on principle 2(£) of General Assembly resolution 2028 (XX), that the 

treaty on non-proliferation should be a step towards disarmament ;1nd P·~trtioul Pcrly 

nuclear disarmament (ENDC/161). The delegation of India has never suggested that 

a non-proliferation treaty should in itself become a vehicle or a measure of full

fledged nuclear disarmament. 

21. Further, in pursuance of principle 2(b) of General Assembly resolution 

2028 (XX), that the treaty should "embody an acceptable balance of mutual 

responsibilities and obligations of the nuclear and non-nuclear Powers 11
, we have 

urged that obligations in regard to both the dissemination and the production 

aspects of proliferation should fall equally on all States and be embodied in the 

treaty itself. In regard to dissemination of nuclear weapons, this should menn 

that, while the non-nuclear-weapon States undertake not to receive nuclear weapons, 

nuclear-weapon St a tes should undertake not to transfer nuclear weapons. 

22. Similarly, in regard to the production aspect, while non-nuclear-weapon States 

should undertake not to produce any nucoear weapons, nuclear-weapon-States should 

undertake not to produce any further nuclear weapons. A stoppage in the production 

of nuclear weapons by all countries, or a cut-of f by all countries of the production 

of f i ssionabl e materi al for weapon purposes, would not involve any nuclear disarma-, 

ment, for neither of those measures would involve the destruction of a single 

nuclear weapon. The question of nuol~ar di.sarmament, in oth.er words the reduction 

or destruction of existing nuclo:1.r arsenals, would be a matter to be dealt with 

subsequently and ~n s tages . 

23. It was for that r eason that , while r eferring t o article VI of the revised draf t 

treat y before us, I stated that article VI did not crea te any definite or enforceable 

juridical obligation on the part of the nuclear-weapon States corresponding to the 

obligation undertaken under article II by the non-nuclear-weapon States. I added: 
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11It is an imperfect obligation with no sanction behind it. Even the areas 

within which the negotiations are expected to be pursued are not clearly 

defined. 11 ( 3I:mc/PV. 370.2.-...Eara. ~) 

I further stated that article VI did not give any tangible form to the declaration 

of good intent, there being no sense of compulsive obligation or even a sense of 

urgency to pursue negotiations for nuclear disarmament as a preliminary to general 

and complete disarmament. 

24. I then mentioned the various suggestions made in this Committee to impart to 

article VI the sense of urgency · and compulsiveness I had spoken of. Some of the 

suggestions made by my colleagues were accepted; but there >-rere many other 

suggestions which in our view were even more important for an acceptable, viable 

and lasting treaty and which we:re not acceptable to the delegations of the Soviet 

Union and the United States;. 

25. Consequently my Government feels that in many respects the draft treaty before 

us does not meet the requirements of General Assembly resolution 2028 (XX). It is 

therefore the hope of my Government that this aspect of the matter will be given the 

most careful and serious consideration when the report of this Committee comes to be 

discussed by.the resumed twenty-second session of the General Assembly, which Will 

d:i.;:;cL.:;s not only the link between. the non-proliferation treaty and nuclear 

disc.rma;:nent measures but alsoother principles enunciated in the General Assembly 

resolution I have referred to. 

26. The Unit ed States representative also expressed the belief-
J 

11 ••• that those who continue to have reservations about what they may feel tc 

be the l::i.mi ted scope of this treaty should consider carefully the implications 

of their position.rt (ENDC/PV.378, para. 26) 

On that I should like to say that, as my colleagues are aware, the Government of 

India has had reservations about the limited approach and restrictive scope of the 

draft treaty before us and continues to maintain those reservations even after seeing 

the revised text of the draft treaty presented to this Committee on· ll March by the 

delegations of the United States and the Soviet Union. Let me add that those 



EN:PC/PV.379 
ll 

(Mr. ~ussain, India ) 

reservations have been made by the Governmen t of I ndia a f ter due deliberation, _with a 

full sense of responsibility and after amost careful considei~ti on of the impl i cations 

of the stand my Government has taken. Indeedj any democratic government reflecting 

and responsive to the aspirations and t he ideals of its people could do no less when 

considering a questi on of such vital i mportance as a n on-prol i f eration t reaty, which 

wou ld have a profound impact on the future of international peace and s ecurity 

throughout the world. 

27. I fully agree 9 however , with the last remark made by the United States 

represe ntative in his statement: 

"Progress in arms control and disarmamen t will always b e di f:::.i cul t and, if it is 

t o be r ealiz ed, it will require t he co- operation and encouragement of all nati ons 

which sincerely share this ?bjective." (ibid.) 

I can only add t hat not only will the co- ope r ation and encouragement of all n a tions 

be required but their perseveranc e and continued f aith will be needed f or achi eving 

t he objectives t hat we all have in view in t his di f fi cult area of arms contr ol and 

disarmament. 

28. Mr. Bu1h~S ( Canada)~ I shoul d like t o s peak on a procedural matter in 

connexi on with t he pr eparati on of t he report ) and I s houl d pr efer , if i t i s a greeabl e 

t o the Committee 9 tha t the matter be discus s ed off the record. 

29 . The CHAI RMAN (Czechoslovakia) ~ If there is no ob jecti on by memb er~ of the 

Commi t t ee , the di scu s s i on of t he matter whi ch t he r epr esen t a t ivG of Canada wi shes t o 

rai se will n ot b o r ecorded in the verbatim r ecor ds . 

·An informal discussion took plac e at t his point. 

30 . The CHAIRMJU~ (C z echos lovakia ) ~ We shall now r esume the f ormal me eti ng. 

31. I s hould lik e t o 3.11nounce t ha t i t has b een r eque s t ed that t he next meeting of t he 

Confer ence be he l d this aft ernoon i ns t ead of t omor row. In vi ew of t he t i me limi t s e t 

by Gener a l As s embl y r es olution 2346A (XXII ) ( ENDC/ 210 ) for t he submissi on of t he full 

r eport of our Conference, I think we should c omply wi t h tha t r equest . 

ob jection , t hat will b G refl ected in t h e communiqu e for thi s me e t i ng . 

If t her e i s no 
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The Conference decided to issue the following communique: 

"The Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament today held 

its 379th plenary meeting in the Palais des Nations, Geneva, under the chairman

ship of H.E. Ambassador P. Winkler, representative of Czechoslovakia. 

"Statements were made by the representatives of Brazil, Italy, Nigeria 

and India. 

"The delegation of Nigeria tabled a working paper containing additions and 

amendments for inclusion in the draft treaty on the non-proliferation of nuclear 

weapons (ENDC/220/Rev.l). 

'The next meeting of the Conference will be held on Thursday, 14 March 1968, 

at 4 p.m." 

The meeting rose at 11.50 a.m. 




