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Communique of the me~ting· 

The Conference of the Committee on Disarma..'llent today held its 65lst plenary 

meeting in the Palais des Nations, Geneva, under the chairmanship of 

H.E. Ambassador A.A. Roshchin, representative of .the Union of Soviet Socialist 

Republics. 
Statements 1-1ere made by the representatives of Sv1eden, Japan 9 Yugoslavia, India 

and the United Kingdom. 
The delegation of. the United Kingdom submitted a "\!·forking Paper on a development 

in discrimi11..ating between seismic sources" (CCD/440). 

The delegations of Japan anct Sv1eclen submi ttecl a '11Jlorking Paper on the 

identification of seismic events in the USSR using seismological data from 

observatories in Japan m1d SvJeden" (CCD/441). 

The delegation of Japan submitted a '~'IJorking Paper on the accuracy of locating 

seismic events" (CCD/442). 
The next meeting of the Conference will be held. on Thursday 9 15 .August 1974, 

at 10.30 a.m. 

* 
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V.trs. THORSSON (SHeden)~ In my statement tuo. 1-leeks ago I discussed the test 
·····;. ' . . ~ . . .... 

ban issue a-t ·some lepgth a_nd stress.ed that the achievement of a comprehensive test ban 
. ' 

must remain the priqri ty i tern .on. the agenda. of our Co.mmi ttee. The Svredish Govenunent 

>vill continue to cont·ribute political, _scient:i,fic ancl teclmical efforts to this end. 

The Japanese-Swedish uorkinc p<:rper tabled today is the result of a joint research 

project carri.ed out 'Vli thi1;_ tl1e f1:~ameuork of n · co--opera~Gion ag-.L'eement in the field of 

detection seismoloe:y be"t1·reen institutes in' our "cliO cou11.tries. It illustrates the 
' 

·benefits of using s(3:i;smolo&;;ical qata from more than one station in __ j;he identificat.ion of 

explosions ·and earthquakes. I hope that the results of this study, and those of· D 

similar Canadian-S>iedish ~tuc1y p~esented last year ( CCD/380), ~ill give. impetus to a 
' . . . 

joint utilization of the highly sensitive stat~o:qo operating today, not o~y for e_vent 

detection and location but also -- uhich is importC)nt for tl;.le P.ll,rpose of ~ontr<?l1ing 

a test ban --,for event ide1,1tification~ 
.. 

A substantial part of the station netuork needed for moni t-ori~g not only the 

threshold. Treaty bu,t. also a, comprehensive test ban seems to exist. today. I am 

primarily referring to the short and long period array-stations, the so-called verJ 

long period stations, and the extensive national station networks operating in ·certain 
) 

countries, such as the Soviet :Union.· The seismological research observatories nmf being 

.installed by the United States in clifferent countries may also play an important role 
' . . ;, 

in a global seismic station netHqrk, although their capabilities still have to be 

assessed. There seems~ hovrever, ;to be· a definite need for .further highly-sensitive 

stations in JU'rica and Sciu tll 1\meri ca. 

The main effort. in order to obtain adequate data for test ban moni taring .vrould thus 

not be the installations of neH stations, but rather the full use of the capabilities 

of already-existing stations and. an exchange of· the obtail~~d. data on a routine and 

globally-accessible basis. The Americ<m so-called ilRPA-computer net'~vork ivhich is nmv 

being implemented may be one important communication li:rJ:: in such a global data 

exchange system, if the net is accessible in a non-discriminatory vray. I thus think 

that the time has come to increase further1the use of collected seismological data for 

identification purposes thl~out;"h a;.1 international data e:::change, not .only for monitoring 

the recent threshold Treaty but a/)ove all in orcler to ac:Dieve a generally-accej!table 

moni taring capability fer a coml)reherisive test ban. 

Having introduced t'oday 1 s ':l9rking Paper, ·I Hish to avail myself of this opportunity 

to comment on some of the vieHs vresentecl by you as representative of the Soviet Union · 
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(IVfrs. Thorsson. Sweden) -------.--·-- -·-.--:1..-..---------
in your comprehensive and interesting statement at our last meeting (CCD/PV~65.0). Iri. 

_th?t statement 1'-'Ir. Roshchin tuxned against several ideas vhich I had intro_d,uced in a 

Swedish statement on 30 July (CCD/PV.647, pages 6 .§'_'t.§~ .. :J 
11ay I ~tart by discussing. the chara?ter and the effects of the criticism '-;hich I 

directed towards the NPT? The Suedish dele{!ation is ce:rtainly not the first nor the 

only delegation which. has labelled it a 11 cLiscriminator;i' treaty. 'vle have saicl that it 

is "discriminatory by naturen~ but and this I again H~sh to unclerline -- He have 

also sa+d that .its. purpose is such that it should still be supported by the eJJ_tirety ... 

. of the world community. 

Mr. Roshchin said at our last meeting~ 11Whatever the motives and reasons behind 

the attacks on the Treaty by States and. their representatives~ such a course of action 

is clearly intended to erode and vreaken rather than strengthen the non-proliferation 

r~gime 11 • (ibid.~ page 8). 

I cannot as representative of Svmden, a count:ry ivhich firmly -- yes~ 

categorically supports the HPT, agree vri th this assessment. In our vievr it is not 

the fact that a non-nuclear State party to the Treaty directs atte~tion to its 

discriminatory character >vhich 1·reakens the Treaty. Tr.J.s is known to all, but it is 

necessary to. point it out repeatedly. \lb.at ·,·Teakens the Treaty· is rather the lack of 
' ' 

implementation of Article VI by the nuclear Powers, thereby preserv~ng its discriminatory 

character. 

¥lr. Roshchin said in h:Ls statement that '1Implementation of the Treaty's provisions 

is in the inter'ests of •vorlcl security and the further relaxation of intexnational 

·tension". (ibid., page 6). '\-Ie agree that the iffij_)lementation of all the provisions of 

the NPT, including the crucial Article VI, uould indeed make the Treaty less 

discriminatory and further the ~ause of detente and peace. l-Ie again urge the 

responsible parties to proceed as rapidly as 11ossiole tO\'lards the full implementation 

of. Article VI, thus removinG Hhat ue consider .the main obstacle to strengthening the 

I'l'PT regime and. enabling it to become truly universal. 

Mr. Roshchin also referred to my suggestion of 30 July of a possible 
11internationalization of the management of nuclear material, the key .task being not only 

to vratch but also to protect all the material in order to prevent nuclear-ueapons 

proliferation and guarantee the safest possible management of nuclear ener@Y production".' 

In hj_s opinion this would be a measure that nnms cmmter to the sove:r:eign rights of 

States, thus ignoring an important reality of our t_ime 11 (ibid., page 9). 

I, ~n my tuxn, vmnt tq exp~ess strong opposition to this interpretation. As I. see 

it~ what Member States of this Committee and the United Nations have been doing over 
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all these years in their mm enlightened· self-interest is to exercise their sovere_ig11 

right to forgo, in c~-operation u~th_ other States, certainprivileges in the arms field 

in order to achfeve 

'rights •. The Soviet 

more and more:disarinainent, thereby restricting certain such sovereign 
iJ. • • - ' ' . . 

Union itself has here >vi thin and outside this Colllllll. tt~e in the past 

n_egotiated and _later acceded. to a number of international· t~eatie~. This· in my ·vievr 

reflects the important reality of our time, 1-rhich for.ces us to proceed_ further along the 

· road of"·building a safe and just. inte:mationai · conll.iTU.rii ty by an increasingly stronger 

natwork of international agreemen~s. 

As to the idea of international management of. nuclear material itself, lilJ" suggestion 

was, as I pointed out, preliminary. Hmvever,. the frightening prospects of grovring 

stockpiles of plutonium 7 the serious clane;ers :for man himself and his. enviro~ent that 
.. . . . . ''· . . 

are involved and. the related risk ~or proliferation of nu.clear vreapons, are far from 
... .\ .. ;. . ·. .. . 

preliminary. T'nerefore the time has come, it is in fact 'overdue, to clo something to_ cu;rb 

· this threat. .As we were searching for a solution, ue looked into >vhat has heen done 

before and also,· as Mro Roshchi11 pointed. out, studied the proposals tabled in the. 
~ . . . . 

United Nations by Mr. Baruch as vell as by Nr. Gromyko in June 1946. At that time there 

vras a real possibility of containing the "genie· in· the bottle". For well-knmm reasons 
•' •'' ' "r 

those prqp~sai~ .led to nothing. He have also had. in mind the Euratom system. I have no 
'·· -: . . .. 

illusion that it will be easy to find an acceptable and practical solution to the problem. 
. . ·:··· . . , .. ' : ·. . . : 

As I said in my statement, >·re intend to study it further' and come back to it. Neanwhile 

I feel it necessary, however, to say t,hat some of the fears expressed by 1\'Ir. Roshchin 

seem exaggerated. 

There is also another aspect of the problem to 1vhich I vrouid like to dravr yotl.r 
I • 1_1 :' 

a~tention. T~e big Powers have 'aluays ·taken the NFT aspect into consideratfon when 

expo~ting nuclear mate:dal. Smalle:c countries have not the same possibili t~es and do 

need an effective international ma:r.,agement vrhich can ensure that its exported material 

and equipment Will not in some fut~re be USBd for bombs or other explosiV~ devices. 

Recent experience sha>-.rs that tllis concel'll is '"ell founded in reality. I:Jhatever 1'lill be 

the final legal term to be used in~ an agreement -- be it ownership, or management, or 

stockpiling by the IAEA~ or perhaps something else --, we must always bear in mind the 

principle affirmed in the preamble to the NPr that "the benefits of peaceful applica~ions 

of nuclear technology ••• should be available for peaceful purposes to all Parties to the 

Treaty, whether huclear-1'leapon ol~ non-nuclear-1.,reapon States". \rJhat '~:re sug[:.'Bst is not 

intend.ed to limit the sovereig11 right of allY cotmtry to develop its nuclear industry, 

in so far as it complies with the provisions of the J)JPT. \mat '-~'e suggest is aimed at 
.'' 

ensuring to all States, big and small, the greatest possi·ble amount of safety and 
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security in developing and managing their nuclear-energy industry -through the strongest 

possible international arrangements that are politically accept.1ble. 

Mr. Roshchin also in his statement last ueek discussed the so-cf)11ed _threshold 

Treaty, which was recently ag-.ceed upon be-tvreen the _Soviet Union and the United States. 

He said that his assessment of the significance of this Treaty substantially differed 

from the one given by me a ue_ek earlier. I regret that our views nmv differ on this 

issue. I wish to recall that three years ago, on 7 September 1971, Mr. Roshchin 

expressed views-which my delegation can fully subscribe to. Speaking of establishing a 

certain threshold of magnitude for underground nuclear tests~ Mr. Roshchin then said that 

" •••• it ·must be admitted that such an approach 1vould not provide a solution of the 

proble-m of banning underground ·nuclear-vTeapon tests, nor would it create more 

favourable prospects for progress towards its solution. \'le share the _doubts of a 

number of delegations -- 8"1reden, the United Arab Republic, Ethiopia ~nd the_ 

Netherlands-- about the effectiveness of_the 'threshold' approach a? s~ch. In 

particular we recognize the cogency of the arguments advanced by th~ representative 

of Sweden, Mrs. MYrdal, against the proposal to establish a 'threshold'. She said: 

1 There are t"VTb sets of reasons, bf 1-rhich one may be called political and one 

technical, why the Sv-redish Government has all along hesi tated,to support the 

threshold proposal. It vmulcl~- in, our vievr, be another half-~easure; pfi3rhaps 

limiting arms development in some directions but leaving other directions 

open for so-call/3d improvements of nuclear 1veapons (_QCDLPV .51,j_,_l?.§l_r.@,;:.ld). 1 

''In fact it can hardly be doubted. that establishing a •-thre~hold of magni t:ude 1 , 

while- at t-he same time authorizing nuclear explosions below the- established _ 

---'threshold', l'lould have the result of stimulating the conduct of nuclear explosions 

-of lower yield', which would thus become, as it 1·rere, legalized. Such a solution 

would entail the development of nuclear vmapons of small capacities or, as the 

representative of Japan, Hr. Tanaka, described it, a 'miniaturization' of nuclear 

weapons (CCD/PV.518, para 25). Thus the establishment of- a 1 -Ghreshold of magnitude' 

would not put a stop to the building up of nuclear arsenals, nor vmuld it contribute 

towards nuclear disarmament, lrhich many countries, including the Soviet Union, are 

striving to achieve. On the contrary, it Hould enGourage ne1·r efforts to devise 

improved types of warheads and thus -vrould promote the d.evelopment of nuclear weapons . 
as a whole. H goes 1-ri thout saying that that is noi; the path along uhich 1-re ivould 

wish to direct efforts to-vrards disarmament and arms limitation."(g_qpj_;pV.5.3..§J_.llilE§..)_Q). 

This is vrhat Mr. Roshchin saicl in his statement on 7 September 1971. His assessment at 

that time of ·the value of thresholcl agreements is practically identical with the one 

which·I presented on behalf of the S-vredish delegation on 30 July.this year (CCD/PV.647, 

pages 8 et seq. ) , and which he criticized. last vreek. 
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Let me add a fe'v more uords about the threshold and about "strong" and ''>veak" tests. 

The information on test activities presented in our recent working paper (CCD/438) is 

based on so far available data. vie -vrould be happy to revievr these figures v.rhen 

calibration data are released by the testing Pm·rers. The significance of \veak tests was 

discussed at an informal expert meeting in this Committee a year ago, v1hen a distinguished 

expert from the United States told us that tests at small yields do not pertain only to 

weapons of small yields, but that it is entirely feasible to use tests at a lov1er yield 

ivhich -vmuld relate to devices of larger yields, and that this is not an uncommon 

procedure at present. It is the considered opinion of the Svredish delegation that the 

threshold of 150 kilotons agreed upon in l1oscovr neither reflects the capability of 

present verification methods nor constitutes any serious limitation of the development 

of nuclear weapons for either tactical or strategical purposes. 

Before concluding my remarks on the threshold .question, I should like to recall 

that in my statement of 30 July I put a question to the co-Chairmen. · T expressed the 

hope that the control co-operation foreseen in the recent Nosco~<T Agreement 1-10uld lead 

to better understanding and trust, so that at least the control issue in connexion i·ri th 

a comprehensive test ban could be settled by the t1w Povrers. I suggested that 

measurements from observatories in other countries could contribute to this end, and that 

therefore it would be politically and technically appropriate if data on test sites and 

explosion data were made available to other governments. As it vlas not clear 

from the threshold te'st ban Treaty and its F-..cotocol \·Thether this \vas intended or not, I 

said that the Swedish delegation 1vould \velcome a statement on this point. 

I think that the kind of clialoglie that the representative of the Soviet Union and I 

are novT engaged in is useful for oul~ 1vork in the Committee, and I shall therefore '\vi th 

great interest look forward to hearing more from the co-Chairmen on this particular 

question. 

Finally, Mr. Chairman, I want to express the tharucs of the Swedish delegation to you 

in your capacity of representative of the Soviet Union, for your reply to Mrs. Myrdal's 

question on nuclear mini-~<reapons at our last meeting. vie are particularly happy to note 

your statements that "There has been no need for distinctions among individual types of 

tactical nuclear vreapons .•.•.. The attempts to equate certain types of these ;-reapons 

with conventional armaments"; and. that the Soviet Union's obligations uncler Security 

Council resolution 255(1968), and under the Soviet-United States Agreement on the 

Prevention of Nuclear ltlar, "cover all types of nuclear vreapons vrhatever their po1ver" 

(ibid., page 13). I share your vie•.-l that equc:Jting nuclear mini-weapons vri th conventional 

arms would, among other things, provide a danger to the NPT. Your statement and the 

previous statements of the representatives of the United Kingdom and the United States 
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on this issue ·are~ --taken':~bogethe!J:-'~ re~ssuring. · The 'S\·reCush delegation ·welcomes the. fact 

that; although 'the- is1sue :of nuclear·ririni-weapons obvi6usly 'W'ill remain und~r ~onita'n:( . 

review, it· carCUiidex the present circrunstances be comiid~red cl~sed in this Cornini ttee • 
. . ·.- ·: '· .· 

~r •. NISIBOB.I-- (.ra:pai?-): In my· _statement .. _ of 11 .July I made some- comin€mts;- as· a··: 

view of the_ ·Japanese :-~:ve;rn~ugnt, concerning the agreement on. the limi-tation-: of''- underground 

nuclear _we<ipo~ tests be:i{\·le~rJ. the United States and. the. Soviet Union· ahnounbea·on:-- the _ .. 

occasion of their recent summit meeting. I then said, "Rather than letting -ou-rselVes'·:·:, 

be satisfied with this modest 9tep fo:t\-,rard, i'le should endeavour. to gather fUrther-~:~,.,::•:::~' -· 

momentum for· nuclear disarmament. 11 (_9_9,P_LpV •. §A.0_.J?..9~.2) 

'· I note ·vTi th· ~spect --that, . in response to such. a d(3si:r:~ conimonly'--~ha-Tecf--by us,_ the 
, . . . .•.• I ... 

delegates ·of the Uriited States and the SOviet Union-reaffirmed in this Committee their 
- . 

intention t~ ::continue negc;tiations ui th a vieVT to banning all underground ·nuciear:..~reapon 

tests. At the same time, Iimuld like to seize tlris opportunity to reiter~te my 

de'l~gation's hope -that, in subsequent negotiations bet-i:;eeh.--the tiv'o ~ountr:i:.es·, ·special 

efforts vrill be mad.e not only to lov1er the agreed threshold but also to develop the 

agreement into a multilateral one. 

Next 1 v16uld like' to drav1 attention 'to the fact that· the agreement rea~l-{ed b·et\veen 
·-

the· two· c01mtries includ.es·s in particular, the exchange of various dat'a ori Uride-~ground 

nuclear-vleapon tests -and the 'test areas in 'order to ensure complianc~ vrith the 
. . ; .. ' ~ .. 

The "Vlorkii1g Paper on the Accuracy of Locating Seismic ·Events" (cdn/442)~'\.,hioh was 

subm'it-ted by the delegation of Japan, is the report of a· st--udy· conducted --l;y:·· ch~~slng as 
. . • . • ' . ' ' . • ! . : • ~ _'_', ~ - : I I . • : •• 

mast~f even-ts the Matsushiro Earthquake Svrarm, _lrhich occurred in the central part of 

Japan in ;1966 and 19.67. Their epicentre and ci~uth we~e d~t-emi.'necl v;e~y' 'X66ur~'t:ely by a 

dense.-lci'cal netvmrk of' seismic stations; and larger. ones a~ong them· \;~·-re m~nitore·d-·'~iso 
.. from a long distance. Location error is cenerally 40 to even 60 :Kin vrhen only. s'tat1i~hs __ ... _ 
at epiceritral distances of more than 2, 000 IfuJ are ·us·ed. .A~ a result of this ~tudf,' .. 

. · . ", . . . , . ·: : .. ~ ~ :· r: .-~· 

hm·rever, it has become clear th~:rt location error can be reduced to les·s than 20 I\in even 

with distant stations alone, if corrections by means of maste-r events are !~·1ipi:i~d. 
From thi:s point of vie-vr, the acr.ceement reached. betvreen the Urii ted. States and the

Soviet Union· .on coni'i:riing nuclea'r-ueapon. testing to speciffed test. a-;e-as· ail.d on 

exchanging data' concerrii.ng underc;round nuclear..:..vreapon tests is., an ~:itl~inely imixirtant 

decision. As emphasized in the Sv.reclish uorking paper ( CCD/ 438), the annmmcement of 

geological data on testing areas and. of the yields of given nuclear explosions is 

expected .. to facilitate the estimation of the yields of other underground. nuclear-\veapon 
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(Mr. Nisibori, Jap~) 

tests conducted in the testing areas concerned. In vie1.v of this, it is no 

exaggeratiop. to say~ I believe, that the key to lowering the threshold of 150 kt by the 

United States and the Soviet Union has already been provided in the Agreement. We · 

have submitted the working paper of our delegation (CCD/442) and also the joint -vrorking· 

paper of Japan and Sweden (CCD/441), which was introduced by the representative of 

Sweden a little while ago~ in the hope that not only the United States and the 

Soviet Union but also this Committee 1.vill come to an agreement on a comprehensive 

underground nuclear-test ban at the earliest possible date. I hope that these 

working papers will serve as useful documents to that end. 

, 
l'f.lr. · LALOVIC (Yugoslavia): Every year \•Te attempt to make a balance-sheet of 

our achievements, to enable us to clrav1 the proper conclusions and d.efine our tasks for 

the future. It has also become customary to consider the work of the Committee w·i thin 

the wider context of world events. This is only understandable, for 1ve live in a 

. world of extremely dynamic movements, uhere constant efforts are made to create ne>v and 

juster relations, in order to remove many factors uhich permanently threaten the 

maintenance of stable peace and security in the Horld. 

Many features of international relationship require serious and permanent 

re-examination: the remnants of colonialism, the policy of action from a position of 

strength, interference in internal affairs, interventions by foreign PovJers aimed at 

forcibly overthrowing independent and sovereign States, unjust and unequal international 

economic relations, and other features, all of vJhich are manifested in various forms 

and in many regions of the 1.vorld. The last of these problems was placed on the agenda 

of the Special Session of the United Nations General Assembly, which considered a number 

of basic principles for creating a new system of equitable international economic 

relations, and various solutions for the acutest problems of international economic 

co-operation. 

All mankind is constantly harassed by the evergTowing· arms race, in particular by 

the nuclear arms race, which moves by its mm incomprehensible logic --- ahmys in 

inverse proport.Lon to the efforts and plans made to halt or reverse it. V!e find 

ourselves in a paradoxical situation, because the more numerous the forums for arms 

control and disarmament negotiations, and more numerous the appeals and demands made to 

halt or reverse the arms race, the greater and quicker the increase of expenditure. 
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(1i!• Lalovic 2 Yugo_§]..avi<~) 

· ·New generatiom3·- of nuclear ueapons are multiplying both on land and sea, and new. 

military doctrines are being launched to justify their use. Although the momentum 

of the cold war has been arrested for quite some time, and international co-operation 

is gradually being brought to the stage described as detente, nevertheless the_ arms 

race has not only not frozen or ended~ but gain(3 neu dimensions contrary to vThat we . 

consider detente should mean. 

VIe must express our very great conce1;-n at the continuance of the arms raoe, the 

increase of nuclear stockpiles, and the improvement of nuclear-weapon systems. Our 

attention is particularly draVTn to the constant increase of different types and 

stockpiles of so-called tactical nuclear weapons, and to the ever-present strategic 

ideas of the nuclear-vreapon Povl8rs about the possibility of using these \veapo:J!.S not 

only in general but also in "local" >orars. 

At the same time there is a constant increase of expenditure. on the development 

and production of nuclear weapons, to \vhich huge financial, scientific and human 

resources are being applied, At the same time the gap between the developed and the 

developing countries continues to g-.cou; and the international collliiiU.nity ought to make 

strenuous efforts to help the developing countries to free themselves from poverty and. 

backv~ardness, in the interest both of the developed countries and of peace and security 

in generaL It is a fact -- often repeated -- that more than ~~200 billion is spent 

yearly on armaments, out of vrhich the lion's share, that is to say 70 per cent, is spent 

by four mili ta:cy Powers only (1'li thout the People's Republic of China). It is 

estimated that approximately ~)20 billion is spent ancl about 400,000 scientists and. 

engineers are engaged on military research and development. This situation is veJ.-y 

disturbing because of its adverse effects on social and economic development in general 

and on peace and security in·the uorld in particular, and because of its devaluation 

of the. initial and very modest results achieved so far in the CCD and in some bilateral 

arrangements. ltlhat is most discouraging about the outlook for the future is that, 
' 

in spite of all the negotiations taking place in various forums for arms contr.ol and 

disarmament, the technological and qualitative arms race continues unabated. The 
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present terrible weapons of mass destruction are constantly improved and sopbisticated
1 

tbe new ones are multiplied, and there seems to be no prospect of a balt in tbe 

expenditures on armament. The agreements already achieved and those rww being 

negotiated do not stop the arms race; they allovr it to continue in relative immunity 

with the aim of conducting· further experiments for improving the fire pm-1er, precision 

and diversity of vreapons of mass destruction. 

Certainly nobody has any illusions about the complexity of the problems \vhich ue 

are trying· to solve. They grm·r not only from the l~eal difficulties of harmonizing 

the often very conflicting· interests of various countries and groups of countries, but 

also from the constantly active and persistent attempts made to preserve and strengthen 

existing privileges, advantag·es and inequalities. The problem of the political 

readiness and the specific duty of the chief military PovJers to make a significant 

turning'-point in their policy \vhich vmulcl halt or reverse the arms race, and in 

particular the nuclear arms race, is becoming more ru1d more urgent. 

We are aware that such anxieties are present in the minds of the leaders of the 

tvm super-Powers. V!e listened 1t1i th attention to the statement vlhich the representative 

of the USSR, Mr. Roshchin 9 made on 8 August, \vhen he quoted tv10 relevant passages from 

the speech made by Soviet Union Leader Leonid Brezbnev·on 21 July (CCD/PV.650, 

pages 11, 13). Allmv me also to q_uote from a similar statement made by the 

United States Secretary of State, Dr. Kissinger, during his press conference on 3 Julyg 

"If we have not reached an agreement well before 1977, then I believe you 

will see an explosion of technology ancJ,. an explosion of numbers at the end of 

which we will be lucky if v!e have the present stability; in vJhich it \vill be 

impossible to describe l·rhat strategic superiority means. And one of -Ghe 

questions which we have to ask ourselves as a country is vrhat in the name of 

God is strategic superiority? Hhat is the significance of it, politically, 

militarily,.operationally, at this level of numbers? What do you do -v!ith 

it?". 
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As a result of the policy of detente and \iithinthe f~vourab~.e cli~t_e it has 

created, a number of' fruitful contacts have 'been made amorig statesm~n at tht;J., highest 
. . . ~ . . . 

level' some important :results have been gained7 and consideration of some of -~he ma_j or 

world problems has 'beglli"'l. In ~articular such meet.ings hEtve ·im:i)roved. re_lations between 

States and groups of St9-tes. He· are also m·rare of the· importance ·of holding th~ 

European ·Corrference ·'on t>ecuri ty and Co~ci:peraticin, 'I'Jhich we hope >·rill lay nevr 

foundations for even more fruitful co-operation ai1d security in Europe~ HovTever, this 

essentially positive political ·co-operation and these ·efforts did not .simu.l taneously 

stop the arms. race' nor did they prod_uce concrete 'measures 'of dlsarmam~~t' among 

vrhich the highest priority· certainly belongs to nuclear disarmament. This means that 

the policy of detente still lacks one o'f its most .important elements, that is its 

implementation in disarmament, ·Hhich should make it more convincing and longer lasting. 

From the outset the problem of nuclear armament has caused the utmost concern to 

the international community, because of the possible consequences wh~ch the ~se of 

these vreapons may· have for its survival. • .. All efforts· to solve ·this problem have 

unfortunately remained futile. Yugoslavia, together uith other non-aligned countries, 

'has'.-always resoluteiy devotec1 its effort~ tc/~easures aimed at ~omprehensive banning 

of the us:e' devel~pment' production and stockpiling-' of ~uclear .~reapo~s' 'and at' the 

destruction of the existing stockpiles. · fu that c~ntext we have al.:iays declare.d 

·ourselve~ against all nuclear-weapon· tests·, in all' en:vironments and ;by ~11 States. 

These main ~tandpoints vlere also formulated in the Poii tical :riecla~ation adopted at 
. ' ' 

the Fourth Conference of the Heads of States and Governments of the Non-Aligned 

Countries, and in the docu.ments of previous summit meetings and i'ninisteri~l conferences 

held by the non-aligned States. In that spirit Yugoslavia signed and ratified the 

Treaty on the Non-prol.fferation of Nuclear vleapons, and -vlill consistently strive for 

the realization of these aims. 
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The ·Treaty on the Non-proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (ENDC/226) and the 

Treaty banning nuclear-weapon tests in the atmosphere, in outer space and under 

r water (ENDC/100/Rev.l) are limited in their scope. Neither of them has ended the 

armaments race or nuqlear-ueapon tests. On the contrary 9 after their adoption the 

arms race >vas intensified, and in consequence underground nuclear v;eapon tests have . 

increased. The solenm obligation undertaken in the l\'foscmv Partial Test Ban Treaty, 

"Seeking to achieve the discontinuance of all test explosions of nuclear 1veapons for 

all time 11
, and the obligation in Art. VI of the IJJ?T "to pursue negotiations in good 

faith on effective measures relating· to cessation of the nuclear arms race at an 

early date and to nuclear disa~'Illa.IDent 11 have not yet been fulfilled. 

Some of the recent arms-eontrol agreements sound rather unconvincing, in spite 

of the good intentions expressed.at their conclusion; because they have been 

immediately followed by nuclear->veapon tests and the announcement of a ne1.1 series- of 

tests aimed at further improvement of nuclear ueapons. It is not likely that 

endeavours to encourage a number of countries to adhere to the NPT will be fruitful 

if at the same time nothing is done to remove a nuflber of factors which these countries 

regard as serious obstacles to their adherence. Some of the agreements signed during 

the last summit meeting in l\'"10scm-r bet1-reen the United States of .America and the 

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics indicate areas where attempts may be made to halt 

and reverse the vicious circle of the arms race. VIe hope that future negotiations 

vlill produce new and more substantial agreements that 1vill permanently ban further 

sophistication of nuclear-\·leapon systems as a first step tovJards nuclear disarmament. 

Every lost opportunity 9 ever;Y- postponement of an agreement ·vrhich would halt the 

nuclear arms race 9 will considerably impede its halting at a later stage, not only 

because the quantity and diversity of stockpiled 1·rea.pons >·lill be larger, but also 

because the arms race is usually accompanied by a mutual mistrust which is further 

enhanced by its continuation. 
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We must uni'ortunately state again that during the last four years during 11hich 

the NPT has been in force v~rY little has been done either to halt or to limit the 
., 

nuclear arms race~ or to trcinsfer nuclear technology to dev_eloping· countrl.'es. \fuile 

expressing our satisfacti~:rl',.;ith the initial efforts of· the t1·J~ greates't'· ,nuclear 

Powers to limit strategic n.uclear 1·reapons ~ ·He are bound to call the concrete results 
... 

very modest in comparison 11;i. th the successful efforts to develop and produce more 

perfect and deadly nuclear vmapons, from the. mini-:-nukes ·to those vii th the gre~te~t 
range and fire pov1er. Our dissatisfaction is even greater because the results of 

transfer of nuc.lear technology to. -a~eveloping countries are still ·far short of 
.:-. 

expectations, promises and assproed obligations. A situation has-been created in 

vJhich we may justi~.iably speak of the monopolistic positi~n of the riuclear-weapori 

Powers not only in 't,veaporis but also in th~ :p.ea~efil.l uses of nuclear energy. If 

nuclear-weapon States do not proceed more quickly along· the road of nuclear disarmament, 
';. 

it may be expected that a certain ~umber of non-nuclear 't,veapon States >·Jill try to 

solve their defence problems by developing and producing their own nuclear 1veapons. 

This capacity is becoming· novradays more and more nearly attainable for. quite a number' 

of States, even for some whose general level of development is not very high. 

Similarly, under the existing conditions it is q_uite understandable that developing 

countries, by pooling· their resources and by strengthening international co-operationy 

must search for solutions for their very <?Omplex development problems~ including·· 

de,;elopment of nuclear-energy potential~ ·,·Jhich are not heeded by many developed . . . 

States. Developing· countries should not be denied their sovereign right to take 

necessary.measures, individually and jointly, to accelerate their develbp~ent~ both 

in their own interest and in that of the international community. vli thin this 

general context vle also form our opinion about the underground explosion of a nuclear 

. device carried out recently by India for peaceful purposes. 

. . ~ .. 
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At the beginning of 1975 a conference \vill be convened by the States parties to the 

Non-p~oliferation Treaty'in order. to review the operation of this Treaty and ascertain 

\vhether the purposes of its Preamble and provisions are being realized. One 

significant feature of this conference is that it is to take place at a time uhen~· owing 

to a number of events and factors, doubts are starting to grou about the credibility of 

the NPT. At the same~ time there is also a gr6v1ing conviction that a .number of 

necessary steps should be taJ.cen to soften or remove such doubts· and so create a 

necessary b-alance of rights cu1d duties bet·VJeen the Parties to the Treaty. 

I \-.rill mention some of our prelirilinary thoughts on practical measures vrhich could 

serve those purposes. The Yugoslav Government, in its declaration of 27 Februai,y 1970 

lvhen it submitted the Non-proliferation Treaty for ratification, expressed the motives 

and expectatioi1s 1vhich had guided its decision to sign the Treaty ( CCD/278). Similar 

thoughts have been expressed earlier in this forum by other delegations; and only 

recently the leader of the SHedish delegation, Under-Sec2·etary of State 

lflrs. Inga Thorsson, has also mentioned a fev1 useful ideas in her speech of 

30 July (CCD/PV.647). 

In our opinion these measure3 should be mutually con_rwcted because, although each 

one separately could mean positive improvement, it vmuld not be sufficient by ·itself. 

The Non-proliferation Treaty's chief aim is to prevent a spread of nuclear vJeapons; 

but it also contains equally important provisions concerning early cessation of the 

nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, "the inalienable right of all the Parties to 

develop research, production cmd use of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes vli thout 

discrimination", "the right to participate in_ the fullest possible e::cch&<ge of 

equipment, materials and scientific cu1d technological information for the peaceful uses 

of nuclear energy •...• especially in the territories· of non-;.1uclear-v1eapon States 

Party to the Treaty, \·Ti th due ·consideration for the needs of the developing areas of 

the 1-1orld", and the "potential benefits from any peaceful applications of nuclear 

explosions •.•• on a non-discriminatory basis". 
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The best situation in respect of fulfilment of the basic aim of the 

Non-proliferation s:'reaty vmuld be its univers'al acceptance. · H~1·rever, although about 

80 States are Parties to the Treaty, there are still some nuclear-weapon and 

non-nuclear-vr.eapon States uho are not members • 

. The absence of a satisfactory solution for the problem·of ·security guarantees for 

non-nuclear-:-vTeapon States is in our opinion one of the basic· faults of· the NPT. ·. . The 

mini!Jlum >vhich should be. secured in. order to make the Treaty most vJidely acceptable· ·would 

be, in our opinion, that nuclear-iveapon States should assume a solemn obligation never 

to use in any circumstances nuclear ;,·reaJ:>ons against 11on-nuclear-vreapon States 9 ·· nor in 

any .circumstances to threaten those States 1vi th the use· of such 1veapons. Tb withdraw 

nuclear· weapons from. the territories of non-n:uclear...:weapon States 1vould be' in· those 

States' best interests. 

A cornprehensivetest ban is in our opinion one of the most urgent· and important 

measures .to be taken in order to ·strengthen·.the Non-proliferation Treaty.·. 

Continuation of nuclear-vreapon tests is contrary to the ·spirit and' letter- of· the NPT 

and also to the obligations of the l-1oscovJ Partial Test-:San Treaty. A nuclear .. weapon 

test ban vrould be very effective in limiting the nuclear arms race and preventing 

improvement of nuclear vreapons. 

removal of the nuclear threat. 

It vJOuld provide convincing evidence Gf·· the. giadual· 

Another important consequence of a comprehensive· 

nuclear· test ban vmuld be the creation of a favourable international climate conducive 

to t:p.e negotiation .. "nd adoption of nev; aJ."TIW··,control and disar:.:ament agreement's and to 

the strengthening of i{he existing ones. Other important benefits vmuld' be creation 

of additional final).cial resources for-. the· needs of· domestic and international 

development_ projects, and protection of the human enviro11ment. 

A c0mprehensive-test ban is also an important prerequisite for the cireation- of an 

internationally-agreed regime governing nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes. 

Article V of the NPT stipulates that "Non--nuclear 1-1eapon States Party to the Treaty 

shall be able to obtain such benefits, pursuant to a special international agTeement 

or agreements", and further that "Negotiations on this subject shall commence as soon as 
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Such international agreement has not 

yet been concluded, nor have any negotiatir.ms started .Hi th this aim. vle believ_e ·that 

the moment has come to start serious and timely consideration of the need to convene 

such an international conference. This conference should be open for participation 

by all countries, nuclear and non-nuclear alike; and it should consider and elaborate 

a generally-acceptable regime and p:roce4ur~ to govern nucleax explosions for peaceful 

purposes. This :regime should not be discriminatory &~d should apply equally to all 

States, including nuclear-1-1eapon Pouers. The generally-:reco@1ized ability of a 

number·of countries to develop-themselves and use the existing sci:entific and 

technological achievements of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes fully proves the 

need for a timely international. movement to regulate those activities, 1.vhich 1:1ill 

most probably ·assume much "i·Jider dimensions in the follo'\·ring decade. 

The -vrider and more intensive use of nuclear technolog<J for peaceful purposes 

which the non-alig.ned States. have aluays advocated at the summit meetings could be one 

of the most important factors accelerating the economic development of the developing 

States. Interest in nuclear energy has g-.L'eatly increased during the recent energy 

crisis as a possibly available source of energy in the near future, This interest 

is stimulated by the opinion of a number of developing countries that nucle<:>X pm..rer 

plants are the cheapest source of electric po-v1er • 

.At the non-nuclear Conference held in Geneva in 1968 the non-nuclear-vreapon 

States resolutely sought the creation of international conditions Hhich 'vTould enable 

speedier transfer of adequate nuclear technolog<J to tho developing countries, 

p,articularly in the fields of radiation and radio-active isotopes, nuclear povrer 

plants, and nuclear explosio~s for peaceful purposes. Many of them, including 

Yu.goslavia, adhered to the NPT in the conviction that its provisions :relating to 

l_)di:tCeful u.ses of nucleaJ.' energy and to the transfer of nuclear technology Uill be ' 



CCD/PV.651 
21 

ili;c. LaJ.ovi6.: Yugoslavia) 

respected by the nuclear-\.reapon States Parties to the Treaty. The existing sources 

of finance fQr these activities can hardly be considered sufficient to satisfy the 

ever-gro\.ring needs. The International Atomic Energy Agency is devoting a 

substantiai part of its scientific ru1d material resources to the stren~hening of its 

safeguarding functions in fulfilment of its duties under the Treaty, v..rhile the ~acute 
, I· 

need of the developing c.ountries for peaceful uses of nuclear energy remain .to a 

great extent unfulfilled. 

perform some of its tasks. 

The Agency has no doubt made great efforts so far to · 

Hovrever, there is still much to be done to dim:i,nish. the 

very important existing gap betl'reen the highly-developed and the developing States. 

,Many ac~ions and projects have been undertakelf. so far and important results have 

been achieved in some of the fields in 1;Jhich nuclear .. energy is applied (e. g. agrj,cul ture, 

medicine, and radiation protection), \·Thile some other fields remain the exclusive 

privilege of highly-developed States. We are convinc.ed that .a number of activities 

in the application of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes could and should be made 

available to a greater extent, especially to the developing non-nuclear-weapon States. 

Confidence in the Non-proliferation Treaty uould be strengthened and its universal 

adoption hastened if present forms of financing were reconsidered and if ne't.J viays and 

means .. were found for financing such a~ti vi ties and for the transfer of nuclear 

technology for peaceful purposes, especially for the supply of energy needs ru1d · 

accessibility to nuclear fuels. 

These are some of our p:relimina.ry thoughts vhich v.;e considered ,.,orth mentioning 

within the context of nuclear problems. We hope that other delegations too lJOuld 

like· to express their vievTs about these problems~ particularly at the forthcoming 

RevievT Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-proliferation of Nuclear 

Weapons. 

Ny delegation has re1)eatedly stated its reasons in favou:r of a comr)rehensi ve . . . I 

agreement on measures for prohibiting the development, production and stockpiling of 

chemical \veapons and for their destruction. During the unofficial meetings held 

with experts from 17 to 22 July my delegation had the opportlu1ity to express in more 
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detai·l some o'f its thoughts through the active participation ·of the Yugoslav experts. 

..... 
~ . .. . ~ . . ~ ~ 

For these· reasons I shaJT limit.myself'todz-.y only to some' gen~~8J_ remarks. In our 

opinion recent ~ee·tings lvi th the e:Xperts:.:indicated' po·ssibt~ solutions of a number 'of 

still unresolved pr~blem~ conriected ,,rith·-~··comprehensivl3' ban on the development,· 

pr6duciiicm· and ·stockpillhg 6r chemic8~ · vJeapons a11d vJi-th their destruction.· · ·T'11e 

debate d~ing these meetings, 'furthermore, strengthened our conviction that the basic 

, obstacle--to a comprehensive ban on chemical weapons is political and that a 

satisfactory v-rey of removing ft ccw."l. be found after five years of intensive 

negotiation. A number of documents submitted to the Conference of the Coinmit'tee on 

:Oisa±niament1 including the :Oraft Convention· of nine socialist'· count:des ( CC:0/361), 

··th~ -.Japanese·DraftConvention (CC:0/420)9 and a great number·of Horkingpapers 

submitted by many delegations 9 including that of the ten no·n-ali'gn,ed countries 

(CCD/400)9 offer a 'solid base from 1:1hich to start drafting tho agreement. Such ah 

agreement is rio't ye't in sight be-cause some States still have' ·not taJ<::en the po'li tical 

decision neces.eiary' for·· its drafting. 

· We· have also to uai t for the fulfilment of the a:greement iri principle betvTeen 
\ 

the United Stat·es· 'and the Soviet ·uriion to consider a joint proposal in the CC:O for the 

conclusion, a's a first. step' of an international' convention dealing with. the most 

dangerOUS~ lethal means Of chemical '\'Tarfare. It' is necessary, ho1-mver;to stress 

once again, in conne:x:ion vli th the problem of banning chemical -vreapons, that each nm.,r 

agreement in this field must be b<lsed on the prixiciples and aims laid do-vm in the 

Geneva "Protocol· of-1925. The valuable aim of this Protocol to eliminate chemical 

e.::td biological v1arfare. altogether, a11d to· strengthen the credibility of 

implementation of further a.."Y'Jlls-control a11d disarmament measures 9 could be 

significantly promoted if the U1:1.i ted States would ratify the Protocol as soon as· 

possible, thus ·adding to it the influence a11d prestige of one of the ·uorld' s greatest 

military, 'industrial and economic Pov1ers. 

r 
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The .summer session of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament is coming 

to an end. Much to our regret, the Committee will again this year not be able to 

submit to the United Nations Genera~ Assembly any concrete results.~ This situation, 

which has been repeated for the last feu years, ·calls for very serious concern. We 

cannot be satisfied to measure the'value of this, the only multilateral negotiating 

body on disarmament, solely by its existence for over hrelve years. This is 

obviously a sign of the great interest.of the international community in solving the 

disarmament :problem, arid of the need for such a negotiating body. The 'earlier and 

the :present modest results achieved by this Committee are the sole measure ·of its 

value. One ca..rmot live endlessly on 'old glory, and nevr efforts !mist be made··to give 

new substance to this Committee 1 s ·work. 

The Yugoslav delega.tion '\'70Uld appreciate also the creation of condi tiol1S 

conducive to .the participation in multilateral disarmament negotiations of all 

nuclear-vreapon a..11d other rnili tarily-significant States uhose contribution would 

doubtless add to the achievement of concrete results. In this context Yugoslavia 

\vill make all ne,cessary efforts in the future, as it has done ·before, for an urgent 

convening of the World Disarmament Conference. 

Mr. 'MISHRA (India): Since India's peaceful nuclecu~ explosion on 18 }1ay this 

year, several delegations have expressed views on its implications ru1d consequences 

.as they see them. . In the p:r:;o.cess, statements have been made v1hl.ch are at variance 

with our thinking a;:1d our intentions. In the :previous meetings of the Committee I 

have stated India's position several times, but only piecemeal. Nov.; that v1e have 

decided to end the 1974 se~si~n of the Committee in about ten days' time, it is 

opportune for me to reiterate those vievJS aJ_l together, ru1d also to touch on one or 

two other :points vrhich merit attention. 
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Some delegates have asserted directly or indirectly that at present there are · 

hardly ~peaceful applications of nuclear explosion technology. The announcement 

of· the Indian .Atom:i.e Energy Commission whic...11 I read out in th~s ·Committee on 21 and 

23 May had this sentenee in it: "As part of the programme of study of peaceful uses 

of nuelear explosion, the Gover~ment of India had undertaken a programme to keep 

itself abreast of developments of this technology~ partieularly with reference to its 

l~C'8 in the field of mining and earth-moving operations''· 

It is clear that the Government of India is not alone in this respeet. Peaeeful 

nuelear explosions carried out underground over a period of several years by other 

Hember Stateshave eonfirmed the feasibility of this technology~ although many problems 

still remain to be solved. Their experiments have been oriented towards gas and oil · 

stimulation;·have shown promising results, and are even reported to have inereased oil 

production by 30 to 60 per cent. A former Chairman of the United States Atomie Energy 

Commission; :Vlr. Glenn Seaberg, stated "The teehnology and understanding of peaceful 

nuelear explosions has advanced to the state 111here they ean be safely, • efficiently and· 

benefieially used for earth moving, for recovering natural resources and as researeh 

tools for man's understanding of his environment". It should not, therefore, be a 

matter of surprise- or regret if India, without contravening any treaty it has entered 

into, were to experiment and try to develop this technology for exploiting the natural 

resources vrithin its own territory. \•[e have a right to develop our own natural 

resources in accordance 1ori th vrell-established principles of international law. \ole 

are not prepared to wait for others to perfect nuclear-explos.' on technology a...11.d thereby 

lag behind by a decade or more in its development in India. 

I should also like to quote the 11 Declaration on Disarmament" adopted at Lusaka on 

10 September 1970 by the Third Non-Aligned Summit Conference, which had this to say~ 

"The Conference is aware of the tremendous contribution which the technology of the 

peaceful uses of nuclear energy, including peaceful nuclear explosions, can make to 

the economy of the developing 1-rorld. It is of the opinion that the benefits of this 

technology should be a'Jailable to all 8 :ates without any discrimination". 

Recently the Soviet U:r1ion and the United States have given fresh indications of 

the trust they put in the usefulness of this technology by excluding underground 

nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes from the proposed limited ban on underground 

tests of nuclear weapons. 
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Another point which we have beard rather frequently here is that, if India's 

intentions' are peaceful~ it should place all its nuclear activities under international 

safeguards. Our policies on safeguards for nuclear energy are well kno-vm. The 

late Dr. Bhabha was one· of the so--called Washington Group of Twelv~ 1-l"hich did 

preparatory v10rk on the Statute of the International Atomic Energy .Agency in 1956. 

Tir. Bhabha expressed his views clearly during those meetings as weil as subsequently; 

and th~se were' tbat India advocated safeguards on a completely non.-discriminator.y 

basis so that they do not operate mainly against the developing·countries, and 

secondly that they should be devised on functional criteria. These' views have been. 

consistently expressed by Indian leaders and representatives iri India and abroad. 

Dr. Bhabha had also spoken of safeguards in the context of peaceful nuclear explosions 

and had said that, if these are to be subject to observation by an international body, 

it should be on a non-discriminatory basis and in the general frame-vi-ark of non-

discriminatory safeguards to be applied to ev·e:ryone. On 13 June 1974 the Indian 

rep:Desehtative stated in the IAEA Board of Governors meeting: "Some Governors enquired 

whether India. would place all its nuclear activities under IAEA safeguards. \rJell, 

Mr. Chairman, we shall certainly consider this possibility when ali the Member States 

of the .Agency, and indeed others too outside the Agency, voluntarily plac~ all their 

nuclear activities 9 civil and military, under the Agency's safegUards". 

Is it not strange that, -vrhile the nuclear a.ctivi ties of' nuclear-weapon States are 

allo-vred to operate in a completely unrestrained manner, some delegations seem more 
. . ... · 

.concerned with con+ rolling the peaceful ac·:;:~ vi ties of non-nuclear-weapon countries? 

We believe that 1.ore should have a proper sense of priori ties and proportion in 

disarmament matters. Part of the problem of nuclear proliferation stems from the 

resigned acceptance of the belief that certain co~Ultries cannot be stopped from having 

or developing their nucle;e,r arsenals 9 and that therefore the others should meekly 

acquiesce in this situation. 1t!e have statec'l_ tlJ.i_s before and v.re shall state it again 9 
.. 

that we have no intention to campaign against the NPT. Even if -vre do not ·agree with 

the approach adopted therein, He feel that our aim is the same-- which is to'ensure 

non-proliferation, but both. horizontal and vertical. \1e respect the views of the 

parties to the NFT and have no intention to impose our views on them. 

time we feel we are entitled to our ov.m views. 

At the same 
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Another question which has been raised by some delegations concerns security 

guarantees against nuclear threat. Tbis question is of vital importarice to all 

non-nuclear-weapon States, whether or not they are parties to the NFT. · · It is not 

justifiable to consider it m~rely in the context of that Treaty. 

One of the strangest arguments that I have heard in this CQnmittee is that India, 

by exploding a peaceful nuclear device' has broken s~me kind of a barrier to n~n
proliferation of nuclear 1.v!fapons, tbat ·India has set a bad example. He have solemnly 

declared for the last twenty years that we intend to use nuclear energy solely fqr 

peaceful purposes. Even after exploding a nuclear device we have, unlike oth?rs, 

reaffirmed our solemn declaration. Thus only in this respect have we broken a 

If other non-nuclear-vreapon State~ follow -q.s in barrier. And all to the good. 

reaffirming their resolve to use nuclear energy for peaceful pux·poses only, is it to 

the benefit or to the.detriment of mankind? If, on the other hand, one or more 

non-nuclear-weapon States proceed to acquire nuclear weapons, they will certainly not 
' ' 

' ' 

be following India's example. 

It is also quite wrong to imagine that the Indian explosion for peaceful purposes 

has somehow damaged tbe NPT. As ·r have already said, India has not and does not 

intend to campaign against that Treaty. The Treaty stands or fails by its O\Yn merits 

o:r demerits. Even after India's peaceful nuclear explosion vTe are riot avrare that any 

so-called near-nuclear State which had·intended to become a party to the NFT had 

decided not now to do so. The othcirs in the same category who from the beginning had 

refused to accept the obligations of the NF'r did so for their mvn reasons. 

There are no reasons for any doubt regarding India's views on non-proliferation 

of nuclear weapons. 

Committee~· India is 

weapons. It is also 

For years India's policy has been stated and re-stated in this 

opposed to all proliferation, vertical or horizontal, of n~clear 

our hope that all States -- nuclear-weapon States as well as 

non-nuclear-weapon States -- will, like India, commit themselves to use nuclear energy 

for peaceful purposes only. . The nuclear-vreapcin ·States have a special responsibility 

in this matter. 

Before I conclude, I shoUld like to thank the preceding speaker, Mr. Lalovic of 

Yugoslavia, for his very understanding reference to India's peaceful nuclear explosion. 
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£'k.· HAINWORTI; (United Kingdom) ~ I shall be very brief, since I ha.ve only 

asked for the floor in order t.o introduce a. "lwrking paper vrhich my delega.tion ha.s 

tabled today a.s document CCD/440. This is entitled "A development in discriminating 

-beti.;een seismic sources". 

As is explained in the paper, this is a. continuation of a series of reports on 

work carried out in the seismological field in the United Kingdom, and follows the 

tivo papers ( CCD/ 401, 402) ivhich -vrere tabled last yea.r in connexion with the informal 

meetings with experts on a. comprehensive test ban. Those t-vm papers v18re introduced 

by Dr. H. Thirlmmy, Director of the United Kingdom Seismological Research Station 

. a.t Bla.cknest in Hampshire. La.st June's papers included a. revievr of the 

United Iungdom seismological research and development programme and a. report of the 

estimation of the c1e:pth of seismic events. The ne1v paper presented toda.y describes 

a technique knmm as "seismogram modelling", illustrated by the case of a. seismic 

event vrhich occurred in Ea.st Kazakhstan in 1969. i'Je intend to continue to keep the 

Committee abreast of all significant and relevant developments in United Kingdom 

seismological research in this field. 

\·le hope tha.t these pa.pe:rs, making an original contribution to progress in 

seismology, will help us to attain our objective of so refining the seismic art tha.t 

it may eventually prove possible adequately to verify a. comprehensive test ban 
I 

treaty. 

The meeting :rose a.t 11. 2.2 .a.m. 




