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1h~ _Qli4_I_@14N (Canada) : I declare open the 378th plenary meeting of the 

Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament. 

2. M!· ~~~TER (United States of America): I wish to comment today on the 

proposals and suggestions of various deJ.egations which have not been incorporated 

in the revised draft treaty which was circulated at our last meeting (ENDC/224, 

Annex A). 

3. Turning first to the important statement made by the representative of Nigeria 

at our meeting of 28 February, I must emphasize that we recognize the constructive 

spirit motivating his comments on that occasion. I can assure him that we have given 

careful attention to his proposals (ENDC/202; 220/Rev.l) for changes in the revised 

draft (ENDC/192/Rev.l, 193/Rev.l) and we appreciate his desire 11 to conserve the gains 

that have so far been made" (ENDCi~Y.:!.J.lh-P-ara.!±). .Ambassador Kolo questioned the 

wording of the first sentence of' paragraph 2 of article IV of the revised drafts. 

and suggested it be amended to provide a more definite undertaking to facilitate the 

exchange of scientific and technological informatlon for the peaceful uses of atomic 

energy (ibid., paras.lO,ll). 

4. While it is true that the present sentence enunciates a right to participate 

in and not a commitment to facilitate the exchange, it should not be overlooked that 

the next sentence of the article does·establish the obligation of the parties to 

co-operate in contributing to the further development of the applications of nuclear 

energy for peaceful purposes. We note that this new article has been welcomed by 

other members of the Committee. As other delegations have stated, the obligation 

expressed in a provision of this nature must of necessity be a general one. I am 

convinced, however, that the formal commitment provided in the article will ensure the 

widespread development of peaceful applications of nuclear energy which Ambassador Kolo 

and all of us desire. We should also .not forget in this connexion that a review of 

this aspect of the treaty will be possible at the review conferences. 

5. The representative of Nigeria also asked whether we shared his view that the 

first sentence of paragraph 2 of article IV of the revised draft could be said to 

cover the exchange of information on the peaceful application of nuclear explosive 

devices (ibid., para.lO). Mr. Chairman, my delegation does hold the view that this 

sentence of article IV of the revised draft covers the exchange of information on the 

peaceful applications of nuclear explosions. The United States is already committed 
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to a policy of making available to other countries, as widely as possible, 

information concerning all aspects of the peaceful uses of nuclear energy, including 

information on the applications of nuclear explosions for peaceful uses. Article IV 

is in keeping with that long-standing United States policy and ensures that that 

policy will continue. 

6·. I might add that over 400 formal unclassified reports and articles have been 

published by United States authors on the subject of the application of peaceful 

nuclear explosions. Moreover, our continued publication of basic technical information 

on this subject permits other nations, including non-nuclear-weapon States, ·to make 

their own studies of specific peaceful applications. 

7. In our view, the revised draft article IV also serves the purpose intended by 

Ambassador Kolo 1 s proposed amendment to article V requiring annual reports to the 

International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) on international co-operation in developing 

nuclear energy for peaceful purposes. The present article IV establishes the right 

to participate in the fullest possible exchange of information and also provides for 

co-operation ~~th international organizations. These provisions are r ealistic, 

widel y-acceptable means for ensuring the type of broad international exchanges desired. 

They should encourage ~nd facilitate the circulation of such information reports through 

IAEA and other international organizations and at periodic international conferences 

on the peaceful uses of atomic energy. Making the reports compulsory for each party 

could prove unnecessarily burdensome to many, as well as to IAEA, especially in view 

of the expected acceler ation and expansion of such co-operation and exchanges . 

8. Ambassador Kola stated that his proposed amendment to article. V was also intended 
11 to minimize the grounds for suspicion by parties to the treaty in respect of 

inter-State nuclear activities 11 (.EN~P'{.37l,~ra.l3), among which he cited peaceful 

nuclear explosion services under bilateral agreements. Mr. Chairman, my del egation 

believes that the prohibitions enunciated i n articles I and II and the safeguards 

provisions in article III already constitute effective means for achi0ving that 

purpose. With regard to bilateral agreements under the present article V, we have 

already spoken on this matter at our meeting of 22 February (ENDC/PV.369, paras.37 et s~.) · 

9. An o.mendment was also suggested to article IV by the distinguished r epresentative of 

Italy (ENDC/218). This i s the proposal to add to article IV a sentence stating that 

nothing i n the treaty shall be interpreted as affecting the inalienable right of all 

parties to acquire source and special fi ssionable materials or equipment for the use of 

source and special fi ssionable materials f or peaceful purposes. 
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10. On a number of occasions this Committee has been most appropriately reminded by the 

delegation of Italy of the great importance of fisslonable materials in the development 

of peaceful nuclear activities. Host recentlyJ on 20 February the distinguished 

representative of Italy, P~bassador Caracciolo, explained how access to nuclear raw 

materials viaS indeed an important means of part.icipating in the world of modern science 

and technology ( ENDC/PV. 367, paras. 57 .~!: __ s_~.) . 
11. Earlier, on 1 August 1967, Mr. Fanfani, the distinguished Foreign Minister of Italy, 

made a proposal which included as one of its key elements the supply of fissionable 

material to non-nuclear-weapon countries (ENDC/PV.Jl8, paras.l5 et~.; ENDC/205). He 

believe that tho stress which Italy has placed on the vital problem of nuclear supply 

has contributed to both a realistic and a fer-sighted appreciation of one of the 

important featur8s of our work. 

12. Concerns such as those expressed by the delegation of Italy have contributed to the 

formulation of article IV and article III. The second paragraph of article IV now 

contains a clear-cut undertaking by parties to co-operate in contributing alone or 

together with other States or international organizations to the future development of 

the applications of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes, especially in the territories 

of non-nuclear-weapon States parties to tho treaty. This undertaking would include the 

supply of nuclear materials for peaceful purposes. 

13. Some concern has been expressed in this Committee that perhaps in some way the 

requirement of safeguards pursuant to article III might detract from international 

co-operation in the supply of nuclear materials. However, it is important to note that 

the rirst sentence of the third paragraph of article III states clearly that the sare­

guards re~1ired by the article shall be implemented in a manner designed to comply with 

article IV of the treaty. Horeover~ paragraph 3 of o.rticlo III prescribes that the 

safeguards shall avoid hampering the economic or technological development of the parties 

or international co-operation in the field of peaceful nuclear activities, including the 

international exchange of nuclear mat0rial and equipment -- and I repeat: including the 

international exchange of nucl~:-ar material o.nd equipment. 

14. Nr. ChairmanJ in view of the:=o two provisions, paragraph J of article III and 

paragraph 2 of article IV, we believe that the Gssential purpose of the Italian amendment 

to o.rticle IV, as we understand it, is achieved elready in the draft non-proliferation 

treaty. That is \.Ihy we do not beliGV8 that additional language is required. 

15. \~i th regard to article IX, the distinguished representative of Nigeria suggested 

(ENDC/PV.371, para.24) that a number of non-nuclear-weapon States equivalent to a 

majority of' the membership of the United Nations be rE::quired to ratify the truaty before 
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it enters into forco. On this point I ce.n only rei terat8 our c:onvlction that requiri ng 

so large a numb0r could create a risk of further proliferat ion by del aying the t r eaty' s 

entr.f into force, possibly by as much as t h'O years after i t was opened f or signature. 

Naturally, the treaty's entry into force marks only .:1 firm s tar ting-poi nt; over t ho l ong 

run we would hope for adherence t o the t r E..aty not only by a majority of t he Hembership 

of the United Nations but by virtually every nation. 

16. The changes regarding periodic review of thG treaty included in the revised draft 

have a bearing on other parts of the treaty to which other suggestions were addressed. In 

particular, they have a bearing on the provisions in article X for duration. No changes 

have boen made in these provisions, in part because we believe that the pres ent provi sions 

already reflect a realistic compromise between divergent viewpoints. A number of countries 

have expressed a preference for indefinite duration, but have indicated their willingness 

to accept the provision for a twenty-five-year initial duration period in order to make 

the treaty more widely acceptable . 

1?. vle have not felt it advisable to add the further amendment suggested by the 

represent ative of Italy, which would give parties a right to denounce the treaty at the end 

of, twenty-five years without stating any reason therefor. But the provision for p8riodic 

review now included in the text doe s , we believe, en compass the essential element of 

flexibility which we understand \,'as also in part the aim of the I t alian d&legation' s 

proposal for amending the duretion clause. In t his connexion we do not see any need to 

specify, as suggested by the represt:ntative of Nigeria (ENDC/PV.J?l, paras.l8,19; 

ENDC/220/Rev.l), that findings of r eview conf erences should be adopt ed by a majori ty of 

signatories. There should be no difficulty for a n1ajority of si~~atori es, or for that 

matter any group of parties, ma.1dng known at a r evim; conf er ence any collective views 

they may have . 

18. F'lexibility al so appear ed to be the motivat i on of the r opresontativc of Niger ia when 

he questioned the wording of the first scmtence of articl e X and expressed concern that it 

might f8tter the sovGrdgn rights of States (ENDC/PV. J71, para.21). \'J0 s incer ely believe 

this concern i s unfounded. I would only point out that the sentence is der ived entirely 

from t he Limited Test Ban Tr uaty (ENDC/100/Rev.l). That i s to say, the formulation us0d 

already enjoys wido internation&l acceptance . 

19. At our J76th meeting the distinguished representat ive of Ro~~nie , Ambassador EcobGsco, 

presented several amendments (ENDC/223/Rev.l) to t h0 draft Non-Pr oliferation Treaty texts 

of 18 January, then before the Conference . We have r eviewed these amendments, together 

with Ambc.ssador Ecobosco's explanat ion of their purpose . I should f i r s t like t o note 

that several of t hesE: proposed amendments were pr 0viously presented in the working paper 
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Foster United States ) .. . . .. -- .. ~---~-··· .. -~---.. . --·-

offered to the Conference by the Romc.nian dclqsc.ti:::n on 19 Cctobcr 19(:7 (ENDC/199 ) and 

have been thoroughly d i scusssd in Lhh: Ccmmi tt(<; . 3cvcr ;;,l of the Rcma:1ian sue::gest.io11s in 

that earlier document were reflceted in the drcf·r, -~c:xt of 18 J anuary. Also, t he Homanian 

am.:mdmcnt relating to periodic reviu-l ( n;DC/223/Rcv .1 7 p.4), presented c.t our meeting of 

11 Harch (ENDC/PV.376, para .22), was r eflEcted in t h.:: roviscd ir[lft t reaty presented 

later in that samo weeting (ENDC/224, Annex A). 

-~Ji th regard t o thE! proposed Romanic.n amendiT!Lnts to article III, the subs t anc e of 

most of those .s.moncl.rnosnts \..r.:-..s discussed i n Ambassadc r JePo.lm& 1 s statement of cur J68th 

m&cting~ in reply to Ambassador Ecob::sc,J 1 s quE:stions e.L our 362nd mE:ie ting. For example~ 

the proposed nC'vl paragraph c, of articl e III} celling f'or Secur ity Council cont r ol to --

1' ••• ensure that non- nucl ear->Ieapon SLates ?s.rty to the Treaty on whCJse terri toF.f 

thor£ are foroign military bases shall not acquire in any form whatsoever accoss 

to nuclear weapons indirectly t hrough such bascs n --

parallels the substance of one of &'11b&ssador Ecobesco' s earli E-r questions. In this insit::nc0 

I should lik0 t o r eiter ate the r esponse given by t he United S~atos delE-gation to his 

earli er question: 
11The answer is to be Lmnd in the; provisions of ar t i cle. I whlch prohibit any 

transfer t o any r ecipient wha tsoe•Jcr of nucl ecr 'v!Capons or other nucl ear explos ive 

devices , c r control 'JVcr sud1 wenpons or doviccs 9 dire c t ly or i ndirectly. This 

articl e:. a nd the counterpart articl e II thus pr ohibit thosG activiti0s which consti tute 

nuclear prolifuratlon. The tr~.:.o.ty i s not d E:s i gnod to dec:.t l ·,:i th dcfonce relationships 

or c.rrn.n gements . within a lliances whi d1 do not involv<;;, nucl &ar prolif\~ra-Gion . Any 

attempt to do so would t alco us bc:.tck t nto the mor 2,ss of theor eti cal a r gumentati•m 

over amorphou s i ssues w-hi ch too long frus t r utcd Lmr ncgJtiations . 11 (.J?NQG/~V ._3_§8 2 P~!'a .JO ) 

21. Similarly~ '"G have pruvi ous l y t r cc. t E. d tht::: qucsti•.m of the degr ee t o \.JhL:;h poacc.ful 

nuclear activi t i e s of non-nucl Go.r-HEJapon parti es mus t b8 subject to t r <;;aty safeguards . 

We he.ve a lready noted thet tho IAEA saf8guards document ( INFCIRC/66/Rcv.l) -- particularly 

in paragraphs 47 and. 58 -- nlreaC'.y pr ovides for varying degr ees of inspection . Also we 

have point8d out that thorG o.n provi s i ons - - s pucifict:1lly ir1 paragr aphs 21 a nd 22 -- f or 

exempting from saf cgu.ards &.ny total quanti t i 8s of sm2r cs or special fi ssionable materials 

whi ch ar e too small to bo pctcntic:clly s i gnificant frGm tho standpoi nt of nuc l ear 

prol iferati on. Ther ef or e I bel ieve th::J.t t ho proposGd Rom::mi an CJ'ilendmcnts decling wit h 

quantitativc- and qualitat ive limi tcti ons on tho applicati :m of treaty snfeguards are 

unnecessary . Thoy are o.lrecdy cov8red in principle and as f a r as neces sary in th0 I.AE.A 

saf8guards document. 
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22. However, I should like to reiterate our conviction that, to accomplish the 

exclusive purpose stated in the first sentence of article III, treaty safeguards 

must in the first instance be applicable to all source or special fissionable 

material in the peaceful nuclear activities of non-nuclear-weapon parties. P~y 

exemptions from such safeguards and relaxations in the degree of safeguards inspection 

would then be made as provided for in the safeguards agreements concluded with IAEA 

and in accordance with specific provisions of the IAEA safeguards document, such as 

those I mentioned earlier. 

23. Finally, Mr. Chairman, we have given careful study to the important statement 

of the representative of India made at our 370th meeting. I believe it is fair 

to say that the burden of his criticism of the draft treaty now before us is that it 

is not a full-fledged measure of nuclear disarmament. 

24. The United States fully appreciates the consistently-expressed view of the 

delegation of India that the non-proliferation treaty not only should set the stage 

for actual measures of nuclear disarmament, but should itself embody such measures, 

or at a specific undertaking regarding various measures. Nothing would please 

us more than to be able to draft and support such a treaty. The Committee is 

aware of the various measures the United States has proposed to halt the nuclear 

arms race and of its earnest desire to initiate a discussion leading to limitations 

and subsequent reductions of existing nuclear arsenals. 

25. However, what any one of our countries may desire can only be a prelude to and 

a goal for negotiations. If any of us adopted the view that our desires must be 

fully satisfied before we could agree on any forward step, there would be no point 

in negotiation. The draft treaty in its latest revised form represents the maximum 

area of agreement now obtainable; but, more important, it constitutes what we 

are convinced is an essential and effective measure which must be taken now if we 

are to have a fair chance to make the further progress we all want. 

26. That is why we believe thatthose who continue to have reservations about what 

they may to be the limited scope of this treaty should consider carefully the 

implications of their position. This is particularly true in the case of those 

delegations whose governments have over the years consistently urged the need to 

halt the nuclear arms race and to reduce nuclear arsenals. Such governments would, 
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we believe, assume a heavy responsibility if they ~Jere now t o wit hhold their support 

from this treaty -- which is a major s tep only because it does not go as far as 

they had wished. Progress in arms control and di sarmrun.ent will always be difficult 

and, if it is ·.:,o be realized, it will require the co-operation and encouragement of 

all nations which sincerely share this objective . 

27. The CHAIRM~ (Canada): I should now like to address the Committ ee in my 

capacity as representative of Canada. 

28. The Canadian delegation welcomes the latest revisions included in the draft 

non-proliferation treaty which was submitted on Monday, 11 March (ENDC/224, Annex A). 

These revisions constitute a further step in the elaboration of a treaty which should 

be both effective and widely acceptable. Anyone who has followed the course of 

negotiations in the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament during the past two 

years and studied the successive draft treaty text s should be convinced of the 

constructive results obtained through the efforts of all delegations. 

29. We shall very soon be moving on to t he United Nations General Assembly for what 

will probably be the last round of negotiations , in which the treaty will take on 

its final form. The Canadian delegation would respectfully suggest that all members 

of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament have a responsibili t y to do all in 

their power to make the General Assembly debate as construct ive, relevant and 

informed as possible. Members of the United Nations not represented in the 

Eighteen-Nation Commit tee on Disarmament will hava a great deal of material t o 

as similate in the short time between the sending of our report and t he opening of t he 

resumed session. 

30 . Therefore we subscribe t o the principle of the working paper (ENDC/ 221} submitt ed 

by the delegation of Italy, which is finding i ·ts place in Annex E, or perhaps some 

other annex, of the proposed report to the General Assembly. The co-Chairmen suggested 

at our meeting of lvlonday last that delegations snould select for list ing in that annex 

statements of their positions on the tre&ty or proposals they have made which they 

consider should be brought to the ~ttention of other Member s of the United Nations 

(ENDC/PV.376, para.49). The Canadian delegat ion has t aken action as suggested. 

31. The Canadian Government is in general agreement '..ri t h t he provi sions of t he 

treat y in its latest revi sion and welcomes t he last changes which have been 

incorporated. 
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32. vJe find the content and phrasing of the pre8.1llble sat isfactory, and in 

particular we ascribe importance to the provisions that assert support for research 

on and development of the instrumented means cf carrying out safeguards 

proceduros in the sys tem of the International At omic Energy Agency (IAEA); · t o 

t he provisions t hat affirm t he principle t hat States not posses sing nuclear weapons 

should receive the benefits of all peaceful applications of rtuclear technology, 

including the uses of nuclear explosive devices for peaceful purposes; and to those 

provisions which refer to steps to halt the arms re.ce and lead to nuclear disarmament. 

He are pleased to see the inclusion in t he present draft of the paragraph suggested 

by the delegation of Sweden (ENDC/215) reaffirming the determination expressed in 

the Moscow limited test-ban treaty (ENDC/100/Rev.l) to achieve a cessation of all 

nuclear weapon testing. 

33. As I he.ve mentioned in earlier statements, Canada finds that arti cles I and II 

of the t reaty, of ten referred t o as its core, adequately provide for pr event ing 

States other than the existing nuclear Powers from acquiring nuclear weapons . That, 

of course, is the main purpose of the treaty. In that connexion we have welcomed 

the r ecent assurances by the co-Chairmen, in response to poin~s rai sed by some 

del egations, that they cons i der articles I and II t o cont ain no loop-holes t o 

proliferation of practi cal significance. 

34. Turning to article III: while Canada would have preferred an equitable safeguards 

a:;.·ticle , which would apply safeguards to the peaceful nuclear activit ies of all 

par t i es t o t he t r eaty, we consider the formulation of ar t icle III submit t ed on 

18 J anuary by t he United States and t he Soviet Union (ENDC/192/Rev.l; 193/Rev.l) t o 

be an acceptable compromi se arising out of l engt hy and difficult negot iat ions . As 

a non-nuclear-weapon State , Canada has been greatly assisted in coming to a decis i on 

t o support t his formulation by the public underteJdngs of the Uni t ed States and 

t he Uni ted Kingdom l ast December to accept saf eguards on t heir own non-military 

Lucl ear activit i es (ENDC/206,207). We earnestly appeal to t he Union of Soviet 

Soci alist Republics to give a similar undertaking. 

35. We ~ould urge ot her member s of t his Committee al so t o support the lat est 

formul ation of ar t icle III. This art i cle is in our view essential t o t he credibilit y 

~1d working of the t r eat y, because it would provide effective means of ensuring 

t hat the terms of t he t r eaty wer e being r espected by the parties . As we have often 
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stated in this Committee, Canada considers provi s ion for effective verifi cRti on t o 

be fundamental to realis t ic and durable neasures of arms cont rol, not lenst to 

invest them with the vital element of international credibility. Article III would, 

we are sure, accord the treaty the necessA.ry credibility end instil in parties t he 

confidence necessary t o ensure that t he tranty would be. effective in preventing t he 

further spread of nuclear weapons and enhencing t he securi t y of the community of 

nations. 

36. We would remind members of the Committee that t he intent of the article is t o 

apply safeguards in accorda."'1ce with the Statute of IAEA and the Agency's safeguards 

system (INFCIRC/66/Rev.l). This safeguards system has been sanct ioned by the 

General Conference of the Agency, which claims the membership of every country 

represented in this Gowndttee. It has , moreover, attracted wide international support 

and has stood the test of time and experience. Article III envisages_. not the 

imposi t ion of a new untried concept and set of procedures, not a departure from 

established norms and practices, but r~ther the l ogical, and we tr~st progressive , 

extension of an effective, unobtrusive and generally-acceptable set of controls against 

the diversion of nuclear energy to weapon purposes. 

3?. Hhat i s required at t his j uncture i s mer ely some general indication of suppor t 

for t he principle and intent of the article, part i cularly from those members of 

the Committee with active peaceful nuclep_r programmes. No member cen be expected 

to make a final judgement on or commitment to the article until t he treaty is in 

final f orm. All :members will have the opport unit y to review and ~ssess the 

vi abilit y of all provi sions of the t reaty bafore they si gn and r atify i t . Even as 

parties, they will have t he oppor tunity t o r eview t he actual functioning of the 

treaty and the extent to whi ch all parties are living up to its t erms and spirit . 

33. However, we can clearly not begin the process of developing a treaty safeguards 

system until a convi ncing nu.rnber of prospect i ve parties agr ee on and i ndi cate t heir 

support for such a system. Only wit h s11ch support can we ensure that the predominant 

part of the world 1s nuclear material s and equipment will f ell under effective 

s~feguards. 

39. There has been much discussi on in t hi s Cownattee of t he need f or t he treaty 

to provide f or an acceptable balance of mutu~l oblig~tions between the nucle~r 

and non-nucl ear St ates . In t he vi ew of t he Ca..11adian del egation , ar t icle IV of t he 

t r eaty goes some way t owards establishing such e. balance, as i t expresses an 
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obligation upon States with advanced nuclee.r programmes to assist those in less 

fPcvoured circumstances. FurtheTilore, my delegation considers i t most important that 

article IV guarantees the rights of parties to the t reaty to the unrestricted 

development of nuclee.r energy for peaceful purposes and to the co-operntion to that 

end of other States and international orgru1izations. 

40, A:cticle V of the t r eaty deals with a subject which has at times provoked 

a lively debate in the Commit'Lee. I refer, of course, to the use of nuclear 

explosivo devices for peaceful pm·poses. t~e suppor t t he wording of the present 

articl e V, which, we feel, contains advantages for non-nuclear countries which 

offset the prohibitions contained in articles I and II. During our debate I have 

many times stated Canada! s position on the r egul ation of peaceful nuclear 

expl osions under a t reaty of non-proliferati on . For t he present I shall merely 

r epeat what I said at our meeting on 21 February, which r eflects our desire to see 

the elaboration of an eff ective non-prolifer ation t r eaty without any loop-holes: 

n ••• we support the prohibitive provision in crticles I and II; and t he 

fundamental r eason for this is th1:tt we believe that military and civil 

nuclear expl osive technologi es ar e indistinguishable . The ability to produce 

any kind of nucl ear explosive device Li~ the same as the abilit y to 

produce a nuclear wee.pon ... n (ENDC/PV .368 , para.J) 

41. Cc.nada considers that the provi sion '' of ar t i cl e V are particularly advrmtageous, 

as they assure Statc:s without nuclear weapons tht=,t they will be able to secure 

nuclear expl osive services f or penceful purposes when these have been developed by 

the nuclear Power s , but without nny charge s for research and devel opment . . Such 

arrangements would spar e non-nucl ear-weapon States tho high costs in both financial 

and human terms and the delays of many years which would be i nvolved in developing 

nuclear explosive devices with their own r esources . 

42. My delegation, among others, has r ai sed qus stions concerning the provi si on for 

bilateral arrangements f or peaceful nuclear expl osive servi ces . We have wel comed 

the oral assurances on this point whi ch have been given by the co-Chairmr:m, 

particularl y that bilater al arrangements would be ar rived at e~d implement in strict 

accordance with ar t icles I and II of the t reat y. As stated by the representative of 

the United Stat es , any bilateral arrangements would be subj ect to international 

observation . 
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43. \.J"e have noted also ste.tements by t he co-Chairmen th~:t it will be ne cesse.ry i n 

due c0urse, when more is known about t he economic nnd technical feasibility of 

employing nuclear explosions for engineering or other development al purposes , to 

draw up a convention or internat i onal agreement on t he mode s of ce.rrying out and 

controlling the arr~~gements foreseen under the provisions of ar t icle V. The 

Canadian delegation suggested an outline of what such a convention should contain 

i n its intervention on 12 September 1967 (ENDC/PV.J29 , paras . 19 et seg.). 

44. Cenada i s in agreement with t he provislons of article VIII, as now revi sed. 

We welcome the inclusion of language which makes possible periodic r eview of how 

t he objects of bot h the t reaty and the preamble ar e being achieved. 

45. With regard to article IX, as we have said before, we consider that f or t y 

ratifications are about the number whi ch should be required to bring t he treaty i nto 

force. In view of the importance of this treaty, the Canadian Government hopes 

t he,t it will come int o effect wi th the minimum of delay. 

46. The provisions of Rrti cle X are completely o.cceptP..ble to my delegat i on . 

47. Turning now from the t r eaty itself, I should like to comment briefly on nn 

equally import .o..nt end closely-related subject. We he.ve from t i me to t i me voiced 

concern t hat t he questi on of security assurf'.nces has not yet been dee.l t with in 

our Committee's negotiations. 1rJe h.qve , of course, apprecio.ted the complexities rrnd 

the diffi culties of r eaching an ngreement of this kind . Ther ef ore, we gree.tly wel come 

the recent tripnrti te agreement on this issue. vle have l ong been convinced thRt 

the non-rcligned non-nuclercr-weapon St r.tes p.?.r t i es t o the t r eaty have o. l egiti mate 

claim to be protected q~~e.ins t nuclear int imidati on rmd <:>.tte..ck, i n r eturn f or their 

renunciation of the r ight t o rtcqui r e nu cl enr wenpons . 

48. The Canadian Government believeE; that t he agr eement between t he United St.ates , 

the Soviet Union and the United Kingdom , as expressed in statements by t ho 

r epr esento.tives of those Power s at our 375th meeting (ENDC/222), advences very 

consider ably the possibilities of gener al acceptance of the non-pr olifer ation t reaty 

which i t r ege.rds as so 'fundamentally necessary at t his t i me . The proposed r esolution 

and accompanying declar ati ons , f ur thermore, would cons t i t ute an obligation of the 

nuclear Power s , thus givi ng further r ecogniti Jn t o the principle that t here shoul d 

be an approprio.te balance '.Jf mutual obligati ons and responsibilities in and r elat ing 

to a non-proliferation t r eaty . 
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49. In conclusion, I would say the_t it appears to the Canadian delegation that the 

draft treaty now before us approaches the optimum reconciliation of the v.~.rying 

interests and concernB of the D3tiom; in tho world tode.y in regard to this problem. 

The governments we represent mu:ot take their decisions in the light of the dangers w"ld 

tensions Df the present ®d, more importantly, in the light of the greater tensions 

and dangers which will cert~inly develop if they do nothing to check the spread of 

nuclear weapons and, following that, to halt the nuclee,r c:.TillS raco. 

50. Mr. PORTER (United Kingdom) : I too should like to say a few words on the 

draft treaty text presented by the co-Chairmen nn 11 Harch (ENDC/224, Annex .;.,_). 

51. 'vJe assume that, before the final text is opened for signature, work will have: to 

be done to make the various language versions conform. That should provide o.n 

opportunity to polish the drafting of certain passages -- I arn thinking in particular 

of those to which I referred at our 369th meeting -- in order to ensure clarity 

&'1d precision in all languages. 

52. However, today my delegation is concerned with the substance of the text, and I 

should like merely to make orepoint on that. We have said on many occasions--

the most recent being on 23 January, when my Minister addressed the Committee 

(ENDC/PV.358, para. 23) -- that we wmt a treaty which will last, and that without ;wme 

progress on future measures of disarmament, in our view, the treaty would not last. 

It was with thnt in mind that we proposed our amendment to article VIII (ENDC/203/Rev.l); 

and I am glad to see thn.t the co-Chairmen have accepted it e..nd the Swedish amendments of 

8 February (ENDC/215) c:md have incorporated them in the revised text. 

53. 1~'e n.re sr:tisfied that the treaty a::; now drp_fted will maint~:tin the momentum for 

progress in dise.rmament; and we hope; that it will meet the similar preoccupation 

of other countries both within and outside the Eighteen-Nn.tion Committee on 

Disarmament. 

54. I should like to thr:mk the represente.tives of tho United Stntes o.nd the 

USSR for all the work and devotion which hns gone intcJ the text now before us, a 

text which is satisfactory from our point of view. 
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The Conference decided to issue the following communique: 

i1The Conference of tho Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmmnent 

held 378th plenary in the Palais des Nations, Geneva, under the 

chairmanship of H.E. l'llllbassad'Jr E.L.H. Burns, representative ,;f Canada. 

11 Statements were made by the representative3 of the United Ste.tes, Canada 

e.nd the United Kingdom. 

11 The next meeting 

1968, at 10.30 a.m." 

the Conference will be held on Thursday, 14 Narch 

The meeting rose at ll.JO a.m. 


