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INTRODUCTION

1. The Conference of the Committee on Disarmament submits to the United Nations
General Assembly and to the United Nations Disarmament Commission a progress
report on the Committee's deliberations on all questions before it for the period

18 March 1969 to 30 October 1969.

I. ORGANTIZATION OF THE CONFERENCE

A, Procedural arrangements

2. The Conference reconvened on 18 March 1969.

3, Two sessions were held, the first from 18 March 1969 to 23 May 1969 and the
second from % July 1969 to 30 October 1969.

b, During this period, the Committee held fifty-four formal plenary meetings at
which members set forth their Governments' views and recommendations for progress
on the questions before the Committee.

5 The Committee also considered ways in which its available time might be used
to maximum advantage in order to give all members a full opportunity for detailed
examination of the questions before the Committee. In addition to formal

meetings and brief discussions of procedural matters, the Committee held a number
of informal meetings devoted to discussions without records of the following
disarmament topics: the question of the prevention of an arms race on the sea-bed;
the question of chemical and bacteriological (biological) warfare; the question of
a comprehensive ban on the testing of nuclear weapons; and the Committee's report
to the twenty-fourth session of the United Nations General Assembly (see section III
below).

6. © In addition to the plenary meetings described above, members of the Committee
met frequently for informal multilateral consultations on disarmament questions

of common interest,

Te The representatives of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United
States of America, in their capacity as Co-Chairmen of the Committee, also held
meetings to discuss procedural and substantive questions before the Committee.

B. Participants in the Conference

8. Representatives of the following States continued their participation in the

work of the Committee: Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma, Canada, Czechoslovakia, Ethiopia,
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India, Italy, Mexico, Nigeria, Poland, Romania, Sweden, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Arab Republic, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland and United States of America.
9. In view of the desire of other countries that could make an important
contribution to disarmament to participate in the work of the Committee, the
Co-Chairmen engaged in extended discussions regarding the possibility of a limited
enlargement of the membership of the Committee.
10. The objective of the Co-Chairmen was to reach agreement on a group of countries
that would give the enlargement geographic and political balance and at the same
time preserve the Committee as a small and effective negotiating body. The question
of the enlargement was discussed at informal plenary meetings of the Committee on
23 May 1969 and 31 July 1969; in addition, members of the Committee expressed their
views concerning the enlargement and the procedure adopted for its implementation at
a formal plenary meeting on 31 July 1969 (ENDC/PV,k2k),
11, Representatives of the following States joined the Committee: on 3 July 1969,
Japan and Mongolia; and on 7 August 1969, Argentina, Hungary, Morocco, the
Netherlands, Pekistan and Yugoslavia.
12, On 26 August 1969, it was decided that the new name of the Committee would be
"Committee on Disarmament" and that the new name of the Conference would be

1/

"Conference of the Committee on Disarmament” (CCD).
II. BASES AND GUIDELINES FOR THE COMMITTEE'S WORK

‘ 13. The work of the Committee is based, inter alia, on: the provisional agenda of
work that the Committee adopted on 15 August 1968; resolutions regarding disarmament
matters adopted by the General Assembly of the United Nations; the joint statement
of agfeed principles for disarmament negotiations submitted to the United Nations
General Assembly in September 1961 by the Govermments of the United States and the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics; and past agreements in the field of disarmament

and arms limitation.

1/ Documents of the Committee issued before 26 August 1969 bore the symbols
ENDC/1 - ENDC/266. Subsequent documents will be issued under the symbol CCD/....
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1. The provisional agenda adopted by the Committee on 15 August 1968
reads as follows:

1. Further effective measures relating to the cessation of the nuclear
arms race at an early date and to nuclear disarmament.

Under this heading members may wish to discuss measures dealing with the
cessation of testing, the non-use of nuclear weapons, the cessation of
production of fissionable materials for weapons use, the cessation of
manufacture of weapons, and reduction and subsequent elimination of nuclear
stockpiles, nuclear free zones, etc.

2. Non-nuclear measures.

Under this heading, members may wish to discuss chemical and bacteriological
warfare, regional arms limitations, etc.

bR Other collateral measures.

Under this heading, members mey wish to discuss prevention of an arms race
on the sea-bed, etc.

4. General and complete disarmament under strict and effective international
control.
15. The Committee also noted the recognized right of any delegation to raise and
discuss any disarmament subject at any time.
16. The following resolutions of the General Assembly adopted at its twenty-third
session were transmitted to the Committee by the Secretary-General of the United
Nations in a letter dated 15 February 1969:

Resolution 2454 (XXIIT) Question of general and complete
disarmament ' :

Resolution 2455 (XXIII) Urgent need for suspension of nuclear
and thermo-nuclear tests

Resolution 2456 (XXIII) Conference of Non-Nuclear Weapon States

17. In pursuing its objectives, the Committee has benefited from the examples
and experience provided by measures like the Antarctic Treaty that were achieved
before the Committee came into existence and also by the results of more recent
disarmament negotiations, which include the 1963 Treaty banning nuclear weapon
tests in the atmosphere, in outer space and under water, the 1967 Treaty on

Principles Governing the Activities of States in the Exploration and Use of Outer
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Space, including the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies, and the 1968 Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.

18. Many members of the Committee affirmed that the latter Treaty, beéause of the
provisions in its article VI, gives strong support and adds further urgency to

the recognized need for negotiations "on effective measures relating to cessation
of the nuclear arms race at an early date and to nuclear disarmament, and on a
treaty on general and complete disarmament under strict and effective international

control."

ITI. WORK OF THE COMMITTEE DURING 1969

19. During its 1969 sessions, the Committee was assisted in its examination and
analysis of possible disarmament measures and their provisions by numerous
messages, working papers and other documents that were submitted for its
consideration (annexes B and C) and by the plenary statements of Committee members
(annex D).

20. The Committee considered, in accordance with its provisional agenda, the

following disarmament measures:

A, Further effective measures relating to the cessation of the nuclear arms
race at an early date and to nuclear disarmament

21. The Committee continued its work on further effective measures relating to the
cessation of the nuclear arms race at an early date and to nuclear disarmament.
22, In accordance with the recommendations of the General Assembly in resolution
2455 (XXIII), the Committee devoted considerable attention to the gquestion of a
treaty bahning underground nuclear weapon tests.

23. On 1 April 1969 the representative of Sweden submitted a working paper, which
set forth suggestions as to possible provisions for a treaty banning underground
nuclear weapon tests (ENDC/EME). This paper was discussed by the Committee.
Members also considered the recommendation concerning verification of a
comprehensive test ban treaty submitted by the representative of Nigeria on

15 May 1969 (ENDC/246), and the suggestions on underground nuclear explosions
submitted by the representative of Italy on 22 May 1969 (ENDC/250).
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24. In order to encourage a full examination of this question, an informal
meeting regarding a comprehensive ban on the testing of nuclear weapons was held
on 21 May 1969 at the request of the Swedish delegation.

25. On 31 July 1969, the representative of Jaspan submitted a proposal to prohibit
underground nuclear weapon tests above magnitude 4.75 as a provisional measure,
and then to prohibit all tests when the verification system to monitor
underground explosions above magnitude 4.0 is devised and completed (ENDC/PV.42L).
26. The Committee also considered suggestions for establishing through
international co-operation a voluntary exchange of seismological data in order to
create a better scientific basis for evaluation of seismological events. In this
connexion, a working paper on requests to Governments for the provisions of
certain information in the context of setting up a world-wide exchange of
seismological data was submitted by the representative of Canada on 25 May 1969
(ENDC/251). Working papers on seismological research were also submitted by the
representatives of Canada (ENDC/248), Sweden (ENDC/257) and the United Kingdom
(ENDC/258), and a working paper on a seismic investigation proposal was

submitted by the representative of the United States (ENDC/252).

27. The guestion of an exchange of seismological data was discussed at an
informal meeting on a comprehensive test ban that was held on 13 August 1969 at
the request of the Canadian delegation; representatives of the following
countries submitted their remarks as working papers: Canada (ENDC/259)D

India (ENDC/261), Japan (ENDC/260) and the United States (ENDC/262).
Subsequently, on 18 August 1969, the representative of Canada submitted a revised
working paper on requests to Governments for information about exchange of
seismological data (ENDC/251/Rev.l).

28. Several representatives set forth specific suggestions for progress in this
field during their interventions in formal plenary meetings. On 10 April 1669,
the representétive of the USSR stated the willingness of the Soviet Union to
exchange seismic data within the so-called "detection club", if this were to
facilitate the conclusion of a comprehensive test ban treaty on the basis of
national means of control (ENDC/PV.L02). On 10 April 1969, the representative of
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Ethiopia suggested that the Secretary-General of the United Nations be asked to
investigate the possibility of creating an international seismic research agency
(ENDC/PV.402). '
29. In their plenary statements, members of the Committee also addressed the
questions of the cessation of manufacture of weapons, and reduction and subsequent
elimination of nuclear stockpiles.
50. On 10 April 1969, the representative of the USSR called for agreement on its
draft convention on the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons (ENDC/PV.L02).
31. On 8 April 1969, the representative{of the United States recommended that its
proposal for a cessation in the production of fissionable material for use in
weapons be verified by means of JAEA safeguards (ENDC/PV.LO1).
32. Members of the Committee expressed their views on the subject of nuclear-free
zZones. ~
33, On 24 March 1969, the representative of Mexico submitted a working paper on
the establishment of a nuclear-free zone in Latin America (ENDC/241). On
9 September 1969, the representative of Mexico informed the Committee that on
2 September 1969 the General Conference of the new Agency for the Prohibition of
Nuclear Weapons in Latin America was inaugurated in Mexico. City (CCD/PV.435). On
15 September 1969 the representative of Mexico submitted a working paper on the
Tfirst session of the General Conference of the Agency for the Prohibition of
Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (OPANAL) (CCD/268).
34, On 1 April 1969, the representative of Poland, recalling earlier proposals of
his Government, suggested renewed efforts toward the creation of a nuclear-free
zone in Central Europe (ENDC/PV.399). A statement on this cuestion was also made
by the representative of Czechoslovakia (ENDC/PV.399). On 8 May 1969 the
representative of Romania expressed his Government's views on the creation of a
nuclear-free zone in the Balkans (ENDC/PV.L09).
35. Many members of the Committee affirmed that early entry into force of the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nucleaf Weapons would, in view of its article VI,
stimulate progress in negotiation of effective measures relating to cessation of
the nuclear arms race and to nuclear disarmament. Many members also expressed the
hope that additional countries would sign and ratify the Treaty as soon as

possible.
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36. Recalling General Assembly resolution 2456 C (XXIII), many members of the
Committee expressed the hope that the Governments of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics and the United States of America would enter at an early date into
bilaternl discussions on the limitation of offensive strategic nuclear weapons
delivery systems and systems of defense against ballistic missiles. Members of
the Committee welcomed the announcement in Moscow and Washington on 25 October 1969
that preliminary discussions between representatives of the two Govermments would
begin on 17 November 1969.

37. The Committee is convinced of the continued need to give highest priority in
its work to further effective measures relating to the cessation of the nuclear
arms race at an early date and to nuclear disarmament, with due consideration to
maintaining a balance among various measures to prevent armament, to limit

armament and of disarmament.

B. Non-nuclear measures

38, In its 1968 report to the United Nations General Assembly the Committee
recommended that the Secretary-General appoint a group of experts to study the
effects of the possible use of chemical and bacteriological means of warfare. This
recommendation was incorporated in General Assembly resolution 245k A (XXIII),
pursuant to which the Secretary-General transmitted to the Committee on 7 July 1969
a report on chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapons and the effects of
their possible use. Members of the Committee welcomed the experts' report and
agreed that it provides a useful and needed basis for further consideration of the
question of chemical and bacteriological (biological) warfare.

39. Specific proposals for possible action in this field were placed before the
Committee in the form of a draft convention for the prohibition ofibiological
methods of warfare and accompanying draft Security Council resolution submitted

by the representative of the United Kingdom on 10 July 1969 (ENDC/255), and a
working paper concerning the report of the Secretary-General submitted by the
representative of Poland on 22 July 1969 (ENDC/256).

L0. The question of the prohibition of chemical and bacteriological (biological)
warfare was discussed on 14 May 1669 at an informal meeting called at the regeest

of the United Kingdom delegation. A second informal meeting on this gquestion was.
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held on 30 July 1969 at the request of the United Kingdom delegation, which
subsequently submitted a revision of its draft convention for the prohibition of
biological methods of warfare and accompanying draft Security Council resolution
(ENDC/255/Rev.1).
4b1. On 14 August 1969, the representative of Japan proposed that the Committee
should study, with the assistance of a group of scientists and technologiéts, the
technical problems relating to the verification of the production and stockpiling
of chemical and bioclogical weapons, so that an agreement could be reached by the
Committee as soon as possible on appropriate means of such verification
(ENDC/PV.428).
42. On 26 August 1969, the representatives of Argentina, Brazil, Burma, Ethiopia,
India, Mexico, Morocco, Nigeria, Pakistan, Sweden, the United Arab Republic and
Yugoslavia submitted a working paper on a proposed declaration by the United
Nations General Assembly regarding the prohibition of the use of chemical and
biological methods of warfare (ENDC/265).
43, On 26 August 1969, the representative of Canada submitted a working paper
on a draft United Nations General Assembly resolution on chemical and
bacteriological (biological) warfare (ENDC/266).
L. Members of the Committee underlined the necessity of supporting the purposes
and principles of the Geneva Protocol and the hope was expressed that additional
countries would adhere to it in the near future. On 31 July 1969 the
representative of Mongolia suggested that the General Assembly appeal to ail
Governments which have not yet done so to accede to or to ratify the
Protocol in the course of 1970, the forty-fifth anniversary of the signing of that
document (ENDC/PV.L42k).
45, The Committee intends to continue intensive work on the problem of chemical

and bacteriological (biological) warfare.

C. Other collateral measures

46, In light of recent progress towards the development of the sea-bed and the
ocean floor, and the growing interest of the international community in the sea-bed
many members of the Committee called attention, from the outset of the 1969
sessions, to the need for timely steps to prevent an extension of the arms race to

this new area of man's environment.
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47, The following documents on this subject were submitted to the Committee:

a draft treaty prohibiting the use for military purposes of the sea-bed and the
ocean floor and the subsoil thereof submitted by the representative of the USSR on
18 March 1969 (ENDC/240); an amendment thereto proposed by the representative of
Nigeria on 15 May 1969 (ENDC/247); a draft treaty prohibiting the emplacement of
nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass destruction on the sea-bed and ocean
floor submitted by the representative of the United States on 22 May 1969
(ENDC/249); a working paper on the control provisions for a treaty on the
non-armament of the sea-bed and ocean floor submitted by the representative of
Brazil on 21 August 1969 (ENDC/26L4); and a working paper on the settlement of
disputes arising from the implementation of a treaty for the non-armament of the
seg-bed and ocean floor submitted by the representative of Brazil on

1 September 1969 (ENDC/267).

48, Members of the Committee made statements at plenary meetings in which they
set forth their Govermments' positions on the sea-bed question, and specific
recommendations and suggestions for progress on this subject. In these statements
members of the Committee concentrated on the following principal issues: first,
the scope of the prohibition, that is, which weapons and facilities should be
prohibited; second, the area of the sea-bed to which the prohibition should

apply; and third, the methods and procedures for verifying compliance with the
prohibition.

49. On T October 1969, the representatives of the Soviet Union and the United
States, having considered the discussions in the Committee, submitted a joint draft
treaty on the prohibition of the emplacenicat of nuclear weapons and other weapons
of mass destruction on the sea-bed and the ocean floor and in the subsoil thereof
(ccp/269).

50. During the subsequent discussion of this draft treaty, several members made
specific proposals and suggestions for amendments and for changes in the text. On
8 October 1969, the representative of Canada submitted a working paper on

article III of the draft treaty (CCD/270). On 16 October 1969, the representative
of Sweden submitted a suggestion for an article to be added to the draft treaty on
continued negotiations relating to a more comprehensive prohibition of the use of

the sea-bed for military purposes (CCD/271). Further recommendations and the
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positions of members of the Committee regarding the draft treaty of 7 October 1969
were set forth in statéments made by Committee members at plenary meetings.
51. The principal statements of members of the Committee on the sea-bed question
are contained in the following verbatim records: Argentina (CCD/PV.432, L45),
Brazil (ENDC/PV.4O5, 413, L23, 430, CCD/FV.433, Lbk), Bulgaria (ENDC/PV.410,
CCD/FV.L4h3), Burma (ENDC/PV.408, CCD/PV.445), Canada (ENDC/FV.410, 424, CCD/EV.4h1),
Czechoslovakia (ENDC/FV.L23, CCD/FV.4kh3), Ethiopia (ENDC/FV.L30, CCD/PV.uhL),
Hungary (ENDC/PV,430, CCD/PV.44k), India (ENDC/FV.40L, 428, CCD/BV.4LL),
Ttaly (ENDC/FV.410, 423, CCD/FV.LL1), Japan (ENLDC/PV.420, CCD/PV.4k2),
Mexico (ENDC/PV.425, CCD/PV.445), Mongolia (CCD/FV.4L5), Morocco (CCD/FV.LL5),
Netherlands (CCD/PV.442), Nigeria (ENDC/PV.411, 430, CCD/FV.L445), Pakistan
(CCD/FV.L4L45), Poland (ENDC/PV.4C6, CCD/FV.h4L), Romania (CCD/PV.L3L), Sweden -
(ENDC/FV.405, k22, CCD/FV.443), USSR (ENDC/FV.395, 400, 409, 415, 423, CCD/FV.440),
UAR (ENDC/PV.L403, 421, CCD/FV.4L45), United Kingdom (ENDC/PV.LOL, CCD/PV.LLL),
United States (ENDC/PV.397, 411, 41k, 415, 421, CCD/PV.440, L4h3),
Yugoslavia (CCD/PV.L434, Lu5),
52. Having in mind the views expressed by many members, and on the basis of further
negotiation and consultations, the representatives of the Soviet Union and the
United States submitted to the Committee on 30 October 1969 a revised draft treaty
which included those amendments on which the co-chairmen had reached agreement.
Statements by members of the Committee with regard to this draft treaty are
contained in CCD/PV.447 and CCD/PV.448.
55. This draft treaty on the prohibition of the emplacementvof nuclear weapons
and other weapons of mass destruction in the sea-bed and the ocean floor and in
the subsoil thereof 1s reported in annex A,
54, Having in mind General Assembly resolutions, a number of delegations expressed
views on the question of the elimination of foreign military bases.
55. The representatives of Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Poland, Romanis and
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics made statements concerning the problem

of European security.

D. General and complete disarmament

50. In the light of the recommendation contained in General Assembly resolution

2hsh B (XXIII), members of the Committee kept in mind the relationship of the
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various measures already achieved and those currently being considered towards

the ultimate goal of general and complete disarmament under effective international
control. Members of the Committee were also mindful of the fact that the joint
statement of agreed principles of disarmament negotiations of 1961 provides
guidelines which will ensure that ‘disarmament is general and complete.

57. Specific recommendations for further work on the question of general and
complete disarmament were made by the representatives of Sweden (ENDC/PV.§9T),
India (ENDC/PV.40L), and Poland (ENDC/PV.L406). The representative of Romania
suggested on 3 April 1969 that consideration be given to proclamation of a "United
Nations Disarmament Decade, 1970-1980" (ENDC/PV,.400). On 21 April 1969 the
representative of Italy submitted to the Committee a working paper on the adoption
of an organic disarmament programme (ENDC/245). The concept of an organic
disarmament programme was further explained by the representative of Italy in a
working paper submitted on 20 August 1969 (ENDC/263).

58. On 20 August 1969 the Committee held an informal meeting, at the request of
the delegation of Italy, for a preliminary discussion regarding the Committee's
report to the twenty-fourth session of the United Nations General Assembly. On
28 and 30 October 1969, the Committee met to consider a revised version of the
report, which incorporated suggestions of Committee members (CCD/PV.4L6 and
CCD/PV.LL8).

59. The Committee agreed to reconvene on a date to be established by the
co-chairmen in consultation with all members of the Committee.

60. This report is transmitted by the co-chairmen on behalf of the Conference

of the Committee of Disarmament.

(Signed) A. ROSHCHIN (Signed) James F. LEONARD

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics United State of America.

o
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ANDEX A

Droft Tresety on the Frchibition of the Brplecenent of Nuclear
; ns ond other Weencns of Mass Destruction on the Seabed
and the Gcean Floox and in the Subsocil thereof

The 3tates Parties tc¢ thig Treaty, _

Recornizing the comnon intercst of mankind in the progress of the exploration and
use of the seabed cnd the ocean floor for peaceéful purposes,

Considering that the prevention of a nucliéar arns race on the seabed and the ocean
floor serves the interests of neisdtoining world peace, reduces international tensions,
oend strengthens friendly relations among States, ‘

‘Convinced that this Treaty ccnctitutes o stép towards the exclusion of the seabed,
the ocean floor and the subscil thereof from the srms race, and deternined to continue
negotiations concerning further necsures leading to this end,

Convinced that this Treaty constitutes a step towards a Treaty on General and

omplete Disarnanent under strict and effective international control, and deternined
to .continue negotiations to this end, ,

Convinced that this Treaty will further the purposes and principles of the Charter
of the United Nationé, in a manner consistent with the principles of international law
and without infringing the freedoms of the high seas,

Hatve agreed og follows:

Article 1
1. The Stetes Parties tc this Treaty undertake not to emplant or emplace on the
seabed and the ocean floor end in the subsoil thereof beyond the maximum contigucus zone

provided for in the 1958 Geneva Cenvention on the Territorial Sea and the Contiguous

B

2ne any objects with nuclear weapoas or any other types of weapcns of ness destruction,
as well as structures, launching installations or any other facilities specifically
designed for storing, testing or using such weapons.

i r———————

(Previous documents in this series appeared urder symbols ENDC/1 — ENDC/266)
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2. The undertekings of paragraph 1 of this Article shall also apply within the
contiguous zcne referred to in paragraph 1 of this Article, except that within that
zone they shall nol apply to the coastal state.

3. The States Parties to this Treaty undertake not to assist, sncourage or
induce any State to cormit actions prohibited by this Treaty and not to participate in
any other way in such actions.

Article IT

1. TFor the purpose of this Treaty the outer limit of the contiguous zone
referred to in Article I shall be neasured in accordance with the provisions of Part I,
Section II of the 1958 Geneva Convention on the Territorial Sea and the Contiguous Zone
and in accordance with international law.

2. Nothing in this Treafy shall be interpreted as supporting or prejudicing the
position of any State Party with respect to rights or claims which such State Party may
assert, or with respect to recognition or non-recognition of rights or clains asserted
by any other State, related to waters off its coasts, or to the seabed and the ocean
floor,

Lrticle IIX

1. In order to pronote the objectives and ensure the observance of the provisions
of this Treaty, the States Parties to the Treaty shall have the right to verify the
activities of other States Parties to the Treaty on the seabed and the ocean floor and
in the subsoil therecf beyond the mexinum contiguous zone, referred to in Article I,
if these activities raise doubts concerning the fulfilment of the obligations assumed
under this Treaty, without interfering with such activities or otherwise infringing
rights recognized under international law, including the freedoms of the high seas,

2. The fight of verification recognized by the States Parties in paragraph 1 of
this Article may be exercized by any StaterParty using its own neans or with the
assistance of any cther 3tate Party. . \

3. The States Parties to the Treaty undertake to consult and co-operate with a
view to removing doubts concerning the fulfiluent of the obligations assumed under
this Treaty. In the event that consultation and co-operation have not renoved the
doubts and there is serious question concerning the fulfilment of the obligations
assuried under this Treaty, States Parties to this Treaty may, in accordance with the
provisions of the Charter of the United Nations, refer the matter to the Security

Council.
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_ Article IV

Any State Party to the Treaty may propose amendnments to this Treaty.  Amendnents
shall enter into force for each State Party te the Treaty accepting the amendments upon
their acceptance by a najority of the States Parties to the Treaty and thereafter for
each remaihing Stete Perty on the date of acceptance by it.

Article V

Five years after the entry into force of this Treaty, a conference of Parties to
the Treaty shall be held in Geneva, Switzerland, in order to review the operation of
this Treaty with & view to assuring that the purposes of the Preamble and the provisions
of the Treaty are being realized. Such review shall take intc accounht any relevant
technological developments., The review conference shall determine in accordance with
the views of a majority oif those Parties attending whether and when an additional
review conference shall be convened.

Article VI

Fach Party to this Treaty shall in exercising its national sovereignty have the
right tc withdraw fron this Treaty if it decides that extraordinary events related to
the subject matter of this Treaty have jeopardized the supreme interests of its
country. It shall give notice of such withdrawal to all other Parties to the Treaty
and to the United Nations Security Council three nonths in advance. Such notice shall
include a statement of the extraordinary events it considers to have jeopardized its
supreme interests.

Artiecle VII

1. This Treaty shall be cpen for signature to all States. Any State which does
not sign the Treaty before its entry intc force in accordance with paragraph 3 of this
Article may accede to it at any tine.

2. This Treaty shall be subject to ratification by signatory States.

Instruments of ratification and of accession shalil be deposited with the Governments
Of tvivvesnesesanaessecaess Which are hereby designated the Depositary Governments.

3. This Treaty shall enter into force after the deposit of instruments of
ratification by twenty-two Governnents, including the Govermnments designated as
Depositary Governnents of this Treaty.

4. For States whose instruments of ratification or accession are deposited after
the entry into force of this Treaty it shall enter into force on the date of the

deposit of their instruments of ratification or eaccession,
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5. The Depositary Governnents shall forthwith notify the Governments of all
States signatory and acceding to this Treaty of the date of each_signatufe, of the date
of deposit of each instrument of ratification or of accession, of the date of the entry
into fdrce of this Treaty, and of the receipt of other notices.

6. This Treaty shail be registered by the Depositary Goveraments pursuant to
Article 102 of the Charter of the United Nations. |

Article VIII

This Treaty, the English, Russian, French, Spanish and Chinese texts of which are
equally authentic, shall be deposited in the archives of the Depositary Governnments.,
Duly certified copies of this Treaty shall be transmitted by the Depositary Governments
to the Governments of the States signatory and acceding thereto.

In witness whereof the undersigned, being duly authcrized thereto, have signed
this Treaty.

DOIle in ¢s e s 0bess e at seceeseserssvens RS this Dl....lll'l‘l; da}r Of $0 e s0nneS
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ANNEX B
MESSAGES, WORKING PAF%RS AND OTHER DOCUMENTS

On 15 February 1969, the Secretary General of the United Nations transmitted
to the Co-Chairmen letters containing the resolutions of the General Assembly
listed in Part II.of this report (ENDC/237).%*

On 18 March 1969, the representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics submitted to the Committes a message from the Chairman of the Council
of Ministers of the USSR, A. N. Kosygin (ENDC/238).%

On 18 March 1969, the representative of the United States of America
submitted a letter from President Nixon to Mr. Gerard C. Smith (ENDC/239).*

On 18 March 1969, the representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics submitted a Draft Treaty on Prohibition of the Use for Military
Purposes of the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor and the Subsoil Thereof (ENDC/240).%

On 24 March 1969, the representative of Mexico submitted a Working Paper
cn Establishment of Nuclear-Free Zones (ENDC/?AI).*

On 1 Aprfl 1969, the representative of Sweden submitted a Working Paper
with suggestions as to possible provisions of a Treaty Banning Underground
Nuclear Jeapon Tests (ENDC/242).%

On 2 April i?é?,the representatives of the People's Republic of Bulgaria,
the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, the Polish People's Republic, the Socialist
Republic of Romanie, and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics transmitted a
letter containing the Appeai adopted L, the Warsaw Treaty Conference in Budapest
on 17 March 1969 (ENDC/243),%%*

On 17 April 1969, the representative of Canada -submitted a Working Paper
1listing recent Canédiaﬁ scientific papers concerning the detection and
identification of underground nuclear explosions by seismological means
(ENDC/244) . *

On 21 Aprii 1969, the representative of Italy submitted a Working Paper
setting forth suggestions for the adoption of an organic disarmament program
(ENDC/245) . #

On 15 May 1969, the representative of Nigeria submitted a Working Paper
on the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (ENDC/246).%

On 15 May 1969, the representative of Nigeria submitted a Working Paper
on proposed amendment to Article I of the USSR draft Treaty on Prohibition of

#* Indicates Conference documents which are attached to Annex C
%¥ Sge UNA Doc. A4/7536
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the Use for Military Purposes of the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor and the
Subsoil Thereof (ENDC/247).%

On 21 May 1969, the representative of Canada submitted a Working Paper listing
recent Canadian scientific papers on seismological research with abstracts now
available (ENDC/248).%

On 22 May 1969, the representative of the United States of America submitted
a Draft Treaty Prohibiting the Emplacement of Nuclear Weapons and Other Weapons of
Mass Destruction on the Seabed and the Ocean Floor (ENDG/249).*

On 22 May 1969, the representative of Italy submitted additional suggestions on
underground nuclear explosions, following the Italian working paper (ENDC/234) of
August 1968 (ENDC/250).%

On 23 May 1969, the representative of Canada submitted a Working Paper on
requests to Govermments for information about exchange of seismological data
(ENDC/251) . %

On 23 May 1969, the representative of the United States of America submitted a
Working Paper on Seismic Investigation Proposal (ENDC/252).*

On 3 July 1969, the representative of the United States of America submitted
a Message to the Conference from President Nixon (ENDC/253).%

On 7 July 1969, the Secretary-General of the United Nations transmitted to the
Co~Chairmen a Report on Chemical and Bacteriological (Biological) Weapons and the
Effects of their Possible Use (ENDG/254).%

01 10 July 1969, the representative of the United Kingdom submitted a Draft
Convention for the Prohibition of Biological Methods of Warfare and accompanying
draft Security Council Resolution (ENDG/255).%

On 22 July 1969, the representative of Poland submitted a Working Paper
concerning the Report of the Secretary-General of 1 July 1969 on Chemical and
Bacteriological (Birlogical) Weapons and the Effects of Their Possible Use
(ENDG/256) . ¥

¥ Indicates Conference documents which are attached to Annex C.
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On 14 August 1969, the representative of Sweden submitted a Working Paper
describing the Hagfors Seismological Observatory in Sweden (ENDC/257).*

On 14 August 1969, the representative of the United Kiq%dom submitted a Working
Pgper on United Kingdom Research on Techniques for Distinguishing Between Earthquakes
and Underground Explosions (ENDC/258).%

On 14 August 1969, the representative of Canada submitted the remarks about an
international exchange of sgismological data made by Ambassador G. Ignatieff and
Dr. K. Whithem at the 13 August 1969 informal meeting on a comprehensive test ban
(ENDC/259) .*

On 14 August 1969, the representative of Japan submitted the statement about an
international exchange of seismological data made by Ambassador K., Asakai at the
13 August 1969 informal meeting on a comprehensive test ban (ENDC/260).%

Oh 14 August 1969, the representative of India submitted the statement about an
international exchange of seismological date made by Ambassador M. A, Husain at the
13 august 1969 informal meeting on a comprehensive test ban (ZINDC/261) . *

On 14 August 1969, the representative of the United States of America submitted
the remarks about en international exchange of seismological data made by Ambassador
James Leonard at the 13 August 1969 informal meeting on a comprehensive test ban
(ENDC/262) . *

On 18 August 1969, the representative of Canada submitted a revised Working
Paper on requests to Governments for information about exchange of seismological data
(ENDC/251/Rev.1) . *

On 20 August 1969, the representative of Italy submitted the Statement of
Ambassador R. Caracciolo at the 20 August 1969 informal meeting on a preliminary
discussion regarding the Committee's report to the twenty-fourth session of the
Generéi:Assembly (ENDC/263) . *

On 21 August 1969, the representative of Brazil submitted a Working Paper on the
Control Provisions for a Treaty on the Non-Armament of the Seabed and Ocean Floor
(ENDC/264,) . ¥

On 26 August 1969, the representative of the United Kingdom submitted a revised
Draft Convention for the Frohibition of Biological Methods of Warfare and accom-
panying draft Security Council Resolution (ZNDC/255/Rev.l).*

*Indicates Confercnce documents which are attached to Annex C
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On 26 August 1969, the representatives of Argentina, Brazil, Burma, Ethiopia,
India, Mexico, Mcrocco, Nigeria, Pakistan, Sweden, the United Arab Republic and
Yugoslavia submitted a Working Paper on a proposed declaration by the United Nations
General Assembly regarding prohibition of the use of chemical and biological methods
of warfare (ENDC/265).% _

On 26 fugust 1969, the representative of Canada submitted a Working Paper on a
draft United Nations General Assembly resolution on Chemical and Bacteriological
(Biological) Warfare (ENDC/266).%

On 1 September 1969, the representative of Brazil submitted a Working Paper
on the settlement of disputes arising from the implementation of a Treaty for the
Non-Armament of the Seabed and Ocean Floor (ENDC/267).*

On 15VSeptember 1969, the representative of Mexico submitted a Workinmg Paper
on the First Session of the General Conference of the Agency for the Prohibition of
Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (OPANAL) (CcCD/268) . #

On 7 October 1969, the representatives of the Soviet Union and the United States
tabled a joint Draft Treaty on the Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear Weapons
and Other Weapons of Mass Destruction on the Seabed and the Ocean Floor and in the
Subsoil Thereof (CCD/269).%

On 8 October 1999, the representative of Canada submitted a Working Paper on
Article III of the draft seabed treaty (CCD/270).#

On 16 October 1969, the representative of Sweden submitted a suggestion for an
article to be added to the draft seabed treaty on continued negotiations relating to a
more comprehensive prohibition of the use of the seabed for military purposes (CCD/271).%

On 30 October 1969, the representatives of the Soviet Union and the United States
submitted a revised Draft Treaty on the Prohibition of the Zmplacement of Nuclear
Weapons and Other Weapons of Mass Destruction on the Seabed and the Ocean Floor and
in the Subsoil Thereof (CCD/269/Rev.l),**

On 30 October 1969, the Representative of Mexico submitted a document containing
"Statements made by the Representative of Mexico concerning the Enlargement of the
Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament and the Change of Its Name during the 416th,
424th and 431st sessions of the Conference on 3 and 31 July and 27 August 1969"
(CCD/272) . *

¥Indicates Conference documents which are attached to Annex C.

##¥Indicates Conference document which is attached as Annex A.
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ENDC/237
17 Mcrch 1969
Original: ENGLISH

LETTER DATED 15 FEBRUARY 1969 FROM THE SECRETARY-GENERAL OF THE UNITED HATIONS TO
THE CO-CHAIRMEN OF THE CONFERENCE OF THE ZIGHTEEN-NATION COMMITTEE ON DTSARMAMENT
TRANSMITTING RESOLUTIONS A/RES/2454 (XXIII) 4 AND B, A/RES/2455 (XXIII) AND
4/RES/2456 (XXIII) A, B, C AND D OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

Your Excellencies,

I have the honour to transmit the following resolubtions adopted by the General
Assembly at its twenty-third session, which entrust specific responsibilities to the
Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament:

A/RES/245/, (XXIII.A and B) "Question of general and complete
disarmament™

A/RES/2455 (XXIII) "Urgent need for suspension of nuclear
and thermonuclear tests",

I would draw attention particularly to the followiﬁg direct references to the
Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on.Disarmament contained in the above-
mentioned résolutions:

In A/RES/245/4 A (XXIII), operative paragraphs 1 and 4

requesting the Secretary-General to prepare a report on chemical

and bacteriological (biolpgical) weapons, and requesting“that ihe

report be transmitted to the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation-

Committee on Disarmament, the Security Council and the Géneral

Assembly at an early date, if possible by 1 July 1969,

In A/RES/2454 B (X¥III), operative paragroph 1 requesting the

Conference to pursue renewed efforts towards achieving substantial

progress in reaching agreement on the question of general and complete

disarmament under effective international control, and urgently to

analyze the plans already under consideration and others that might

be put forward to see how in particular rapid pfogress could be

made in the field of nuclear disarmament.
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In opsrative paragrapn 2, further requesting the Conference
te continue its urgent efforts tc negotiate collateral measures of
disarmament.

In operative paragraph 3, deciding to refer to the Conference
all documents and vecords of the meetings of the First Committee
concerning all matters related to the disarmament question.

In operative paragraph 4, requesting the Conference to resume its
work as early as possible and report to the General Assembly, as
appropriate, on the progrecs achieved.

In A/RES/2455 (XKIII), operative paragraoh 4 requesting the Conference
to take up as a matter of urgency the elaboration of a treaty banning
underground nuclear-weapon tests and to report to the General Assembly
on this nmatter at its twenty-fourth session.

In connexion with paragreph 3 of A/RES/2454 B (XXIII), the relevant documents
and records are the following:

A/7134; L/72235 A/T22//Add.1; A/7277 Corr,l and 2; A/7327; A/7364;
ASTLL-A/T4455 A/C.1/974; A/C.1/976; A/C.L/980; A/C.1/L.AL3;

AT L LA Rev 1y A/C /L 444 Adds. 1-9: A/C 1/ 4455 A/C.1/L.AL5/
AdG.1; A/C.1/L 4465 A/C.1/LLLT; A/C.1/L.447/48ds. 1-53 A/C.1/L.A4S
Revs.1-2; A/C.1/L.449/Rev.1; A/C.1/L.A505 4/C.1/L.451; A/C.1/L.452;
AJC1/L.458; A/C.L/L,458/A4d.1; A/C.1/L.459/Rev,1/Add.1; A/C.1/L.
L60; 70.1/L.460/Add.l; L/C.1/L.462; A/C.1/L.462/Adds 1 and 2;
A/CL/PV, 1606-1617; A/C.1/PY, 1623-1635; A/C.1/PV. 1640;

A/CA/PV, 1642 and 1643,

A1 these documents and records were dastributed during the twenty-third session

of the General Assembly to all Memhers of the United Nations, including all the members

of the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament,
I also have the honour to “ransmit herewith, for the information of the members
of the Conference of the Bighteen-tlation Committee on Disarmament, the following
resclutions adopted by the General Assembly at its twenty-third session, which deal
with disarmement matters:
A/RES/2456 (XXIII) A, B, C and D "Conference of Non-Nuclear-ieapon States".

Accept, Sirs, the assurances of my highest consideration.

U Thant
Secretary-General



UNITED NATIONS Aistr,

G F N FRAL A/RES/2454 (XXIII:
ASSEMBLY

10 January 1969

Twenty-third session
Agenda item 27

RESOLUTIONS ADUGPTED BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY
/3n the report of the First Committee (A/7441)7

2454 (XXIIT). Question of general and complete disarmament

A

A

The Genceral Assembly,

Reaffirming the recommendations contained in its resolution 2162 B (XXI) of
5 Decimber 1966 calling for sirict observance oy all States of the principles and
stjectives of the Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphyxiating
Poisoncus or Othor Gases, and of Bactorislogical Methods of Warfare signed at
Gensva on 17 Juns 1925,l/candamning all actions contrary o -hos¢ objecilves and
inviting a2ll States to acesde to that Protocol.

Gonsidering that the possibility of the use of chemical and bacteriological
weapons constitutcs a ssrious threat to mankind,

Believing that the peopls of the world should be madc aware of the conscquences
of the use of chemical and bactoriological weapons,

Having considerzd the rsport of the Confurcnce of the Eightecn-Nation

Committes on Disarmancnt which rocommended +that the Sseretary-General should
appoint~a/group of cxperts to study the sffoctes of the possiblc use of such
wcapons,gy '

Noting the intercet in a roport on various asp-cts of the problom of chemical,
bacteriological and othcr biological weapons which has bosn expresscd by nany

Govornments and the weleome given to the rocommondation of the Conference of the

1/ Leaguc of Hations, Treaty Scrics, vol. XCIV, 1929, No.2138.
2/  Sce A/7189, para.26.
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Eightecn-Nation Commivtee con Lisarmament by the Secrcetary-General in the
introduction to his annual rzport on *he work of the Organization submitted to the
General Assenmbly ac its twenty-third session,z/

Belicving that such a study would provide a valuatle contribution to the
considérafion by the Confesrence of the Eightecen-Nation Committee on Disarmament
of the probleus connecled with chemicel and bacteriological weapons,

Recalling the valuc of the rsport of the Secrelary-Gensral on the effects of
the possible use of nuclear weapons,4

1. Requests the Secrevary-General to prepare a concise report in accordance
with the proposal contained in paragraph 32 of the introducticn to his annual
report on the work of the Organization submitted to the General Assembly at its
twenty-third session and in accordance with the recommendation of the Conference
of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament contained in paragraph 26 of its
report;

2. Recommends that the report should be based on accessible material and
prepared with the assistance of qualified consultant experts appointed by the
Scceretary-General, taking into account the views expressed and the suggestions made
during the discussion of this item at the twenty-third session of the General
Assembly;

3. Calls upon Governments, national and intérnational scientific institutions
and organizaticns to co-operate with the Sccretary-General in the preparatimof
the report;

lue Requests vhat the report be transmitied to the Conference of the
Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament, the Security Council and the General
Assembly at an early date, if possible by 1 July 1969, and to the Governments of
Member States in time to permit its consideration at the twenty-fourth session of
the General Assembly;

5. Recommends that Governments should give the report wids distribution in
their respective languages, through various media of communication, go as to

acquaint public opinion with its contonts;

3/ Sce Official Records of the General Asscmbly, Twenty-third Session,
Supplement No. 1A (A/7201/Add.1), para.32.
4/ Effects of the Possible Use of Nuclear Weapons and the Security and Economic

Implications for States of the Acquisition and Further Development of
These Weapons (Unitcd Nations publication, Sales No.: E.68.IX.1).
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6. Reiterates its call for strict observance by all States of ths principles
and objectives of the Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use in War of
Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Othor Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare

signed at Geneva cn 17 Junec 1925, and invites all States to accede to that Protocol.

750th plenary meeting,
t 20 Decemper 1968.

The General Assembly,

Considering-that one of the main purposes of the United Nations is to save
mankind from the scourge of war,

Convinced that the armaments race, in particular the nuclear arms race,
constitutes a threat to peace,

Believing that it is imperative to exert further efforts towards reaching
agreement on general and complete disarmement under effective international conmtrol,

Noting with satisfaction the agreement of the Governments of the Unicn of

Soviet Socialist Republics and of the United States of Amcrica to enter into
bilateral discussions on the limitation and reduction of both offensivc strategic
nuclear weapons delivery systems and systems of defence against ballistic missiles,

Having received the report of the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee

on Disarmament,é/to which are annexed documents presented by the delegations of
the eight non-aligned members of the Committee and by Italy, Sweden, the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics, the Unitzd Xingdom of Great Britain and Northern
« Ireland and the United Staftes of America,
Noting the memorandum of the Governments of the Union of Soviet Socialist
b Republics dated 5 July 1968 concerning urgent measures to stop the arms race and
achieve disarmamenté/and other proposals for collateral measures which have been

submitted at the Conference of the Eighteen-~Nation Committee on Disarmament,

5/ /7189
&  AT13L
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Reealling its resolutions 1767 (XVII) of 21 November 1962, 1908 (XVIII) of
27 November 1963, 2031 (XX) of 3 December 1965, 2162 C (XXI) of 5 Dccember 1966,
2344 (XXII) of 19 December 1967 and 2342 B (XXII) of 19 December 1967,

1. Requests the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmement
to make renewed efforts towards achieving substantial progress in reaching

agreement on the question of geoneral and complete disarmeament under effective

(7

international control, and urgently to analvse the plans alrsady under
consideration and others that might be put forward to see how in particular rapid
prozross could be made in the field of nuclear disarmament;

2. Further requeats the Conference of the Eightcen-Nation- Committec .on

sisarmanent to cortinue its urgent efforts to negotiate collateral msasurcs. of
disarmament;

3. Decides to refer to the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on
Disormament all documents and rccords of the meetings of the First Committee
concerning all matters related to the disarmament question;

4.  Requests the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Sommittee on Disarmament

s0 resume fts work as early as possible and to report to the General Assembly, as

erpropriate, on the progress achieved.

1750th plenary meating,
20 Dceember 1968.
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A/ RES/2455 (XXIIT)
10 January 1969

Twenty-third session
Agenda item 28
RESOLUTICH ADOPTED BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY
/on the report of the First Committee (4/7442)/

2455 (XXIII). Ursent need for suspension of nuclear and thermonuclear tesis

The General Assemoly,

Having considered the question of the urgent need for suspension of nuclear

and thermonuclear tests and: the report of the Conference of the Eighteen Nation
Committee on Disarmament,l

Recalling its resolutions 1762 (XVII) of 6 November 1962, 1910 (XVIII) of
27 November 1963, 2032 (XX) of 3 December 1965, 2163 (XXI) of 5 December 1966
and 2343 (XXITI) of 19 December 1967,

Recalling further the joint memorandum on a comprehensive test ban treaty

submitted on 26 August 1968 by Brazil, Burma, Ethiopia, India, Mexico, Nigeria,

Sweden anc the United Arab Republic and annexed to the report of the Conference
/

of the Eightcen-Nation Committee on Disarmament,gy

Noting with regret the fact that all States havz not yet adhered to the

Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atriosphere, in Outer Space and under
; . c \ 3
dater, signed in Moscow on 5 August 1963,-/

Noting with incrcosing concern that nuclear weapon tests in the atmosphere

and underground arc continuing,

Taking into account the existing possibilities of establishing, through

international co-operetion, a voluntary exchange of seismic data so as to create

a vetter sclentific basis for a national evaluation of seismic events,

e

1/ 4/7189,
2/ Ibid., annex I, document ENDC/235.
3/ United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 480 (1963), No. 6964.
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Recognizing the importance of seismology in the verification of the observance
of a treaty banning underground nuclear wsapon tests,

Noting in this connexion that experts from various countrics, including four
nuclear-weapon States, have rerently met urnffiecially to exchonge views and hold
discussions in rogard to the adequacy of seismic methods for monitoring underground
explosions, and the hope expressed that such discussions would be continued,

1. Urges all States which have not done sc to adhere without further delay
to the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Toests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and
under Water; '

2. Calls upon all nuclear-weapon States to suspend nuclear weapon tests in
all environments;

3. Expresses the hope that States will contribute to an effective international

exchenge of seismi- data;

4. Requests the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament
to take up as a matier of urgency the elaboration of a treaty banning underground
miclear weapon tests and to report to the General Assembly on this matter at ite

twenty-fourth session.

1750th plenary meeting,
20 December 1968.

-}
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RZSOLUTIONS ADOPTID BY THT GENERAL ASSEMBLY
[on ths roport of the First Committes (4/7445)7

2456 (MXIII). Confarcnce of Non-Nuclear-Weapon States

A

Th3'Gonoral Assembly,

Noting that pursuant to its rosolution 2346 B (XIII) of 19 December 1967 the
Conferonce of Non-Nuclear-cavon Stotes was hold at Geneva from 29 August to
28 Soptgmber_1968 and attonded by ninety-~two non~nuclear-weapcn States and four
nuecleor-viscpon States: Francc, ths Union of Sovict Socialist Republics, the
United Fingdom of Grsat Britain and Northern Ir:land and the United States of
amcrica,

Hoving cxamined the Fincl Document of the Confercsnce of Non-Nuclear-ieapon

-
(S REA S

-0
L

approcicting the importunce of the consideration given by the porticipants in
tho Conforsnce to the probloms of achieving a universal peace and, 1in particular,
the sccurlty of non-nuclear-weepon Statos, cessation of the nuclear arms race,
genorel ond complots disarmement ond hernsssing of nuclear cnorgy sxclusively for
peccsiul nurnoses,

Noting thet the Conforsnce has cdoptsd the Daclorotion of the Conferonce of
Hon-itucloor~ienpon Stotes and fourteen resolutions contalning verious
recommondations,g/

o e e e e o

1/ Official Rocords of the Goenoral Asscmbly, Twenty-third Scssion, agenda item 26,
document A/7277 and Corr.l and 2.

2/ Ibid., pora, 77.

[oes
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Wolcoming the constructive proposuls adopted by the Conference,

Congidering thot in order to fulfil the aims of the Conference 1t is necessary
to cnswure the implementation of thesc nroposals, which will require appropriate
action by the internctional bodier und Governments concerned,

Hoting in particular the decision of the Confersnce inviting the General
Agscombly ot its twenty-third segsion to consider the best ways and means of
implomenting its deeisions and continuing the work that has been
undertalken,

1. IEndorses the Declaretion of the Conferonce of Non-Nuclear-Weapon Statesg

2, Tokes note of the rosolutions adonted by the Conferonco;

3. Rocquosts the Scerotery-Goneral to transmit the resolutions and the
Doeloration to the Governments of 3tates Mombers of thoe United Nations and members
of the swnecinlizoed agencies and of tho.Internstional Atomic Bnergy Agency, and te
the internotional bodies concerncd, for their carceful consideration;

4, Invitos tho speciclized wegencics, the Internctional Atomic Tnergy Agoncy
2nd obhor intornctionsl bodies concerned to report to the Sceretory-General on the
aetion tekon by them in conncxion with the recommendations containéd in the
respeetive rosolutions of thoe Conferonce;

5, Invitos the Intornctional Baonk for Reconstruction and Dovelopmoent, the
Unitod Nebilons Development Programme and the Intsrnationnl Atomic Encrgy Agency to
centinue, in consultution.with thoir membor Stotes, the study of the
recomicnGavions of concern to those organizations, contained in resolution J of
tho Confcerence;

0. Requests the Scerotory-Genersl to submit o comprehensive report based
on the information supplicd by those concerned on the progress achicved in the
implomontotion of thoe prosent resolution Tor considerction by the General Assembly
at its twonty-fourth session;

7 Further roguosts the Secrotary-Gencral to place _on the provisiocnal agenda

of the twenty~fourth sossion of the Gonsral Assemblr the question of the
implementation, toaking into account the roporits of the Confercnce of the Tighteon-
s . . 3 . . . . ;

Notion Committee on Dlsarmament—/ and the Internationnl Atomic Encrgy Agency,

f

of thoe results of the Conforcnce of Non-Nucleor-Weupon Statse, including:

3/ A/7189, .

ﬂ/ Intornotional Atomic Bnersy Ageney, Annucl Rsport of the Roord of Governors to
the Genoral Conference, 1 July 1967-30 Junc 1968 (Vienno, July 1968) znd
supplomentory report; transmitted to Members of the Goneral Assembly by notes
of the Seerctary-General (A/7175 and Add.1). /
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(2) The-question of convening early in 1970 a neeting of the United Nations
Disarmament Commiscion to consider disarmament and the related questioca of the
Security of natiors:

(b) The question of further international co-oreration in the peaceful uses
of nuclear cnergy with particular regard to the special needs and interests of
developing countries;

8. Further requests the Secretary-General, in accordance with resolution G

of the Conference, to appoin® a group of experts, chosen on a personsl basis, to
prepare -a full report cn-all possible contributions of nuclear technology to the
economic and sclentifiic advancement of the developing countries;

9.  Endorses the recormmendation that the Secretary-General should draw the
attention of the group of experts to {he desirability of taking advantage of the
experience of the International Atomic Energy Agency in preparing the report;

10. Reguests the Secretary-General to transmit the report to the Govermments
of States Members of the United Nations and members of the specialized agencies
and of the International Atcmic Energy Agency in time to permit its consideration

by the General Assembly at its twenty-fourth session.

1750th plen meeting,
20 December 1968.

The General Assembly,
Hav%nqﬁexamined che Final Document of the Conference of Non-Nuclear—Weapon
States,é’ ‘

Considering that the establishment of zones free from nuclear weapons, on the

initiative of the States situated within each zone concerned, is one of the
measurés which can contributemost effectively to halting the proliferation of
those instruments of mass destruction and to promoting progress towards nuclear

disarmament,

'5/  0fficial Records of the General Assembly, Twenty-third Session, agenda item 96,
document A4/7277 and Corr.l and 2.

[ess
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Observing that the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin
America,-é opened for signature on 14 February 1967, has already established a
nuclear-weapon-frees zone comprising territories densely populated by man,
Reiterates the recommendaiion contained in>resclution B of the Conference of
Non-Nuclear-Weapon States, concerning the establishment of auclear-weapon-free
zones, and especially the urgent appeal for full compliance by the nuclear-
weapon Powers with paragraph 4 of General Assembly resclution 2286 (XXII) of
5 December 1967, ir which the Assembly invited Powers possessing nuclear weapons
to sign and ratify as soon ac possiblz idéitional Protocol II of the Treaty for

the Prohibition of Nuclear Veapons in Latin fAmerica,

1750th plenary neeting,
20 December 1968.

(@]

The General Assembly,

Having considered the Final Document of the Conference of Non-Nuclear-Weapon
States,Z/

Observing that the use of cxplosive nuclear devices for peaceful purposes
will have an extraordinary importance in the light of the technical documents
prepared for the Conference at the request of the Secretary-General of the
United Nations,

Recalling the statements made ot the 1577th meeting of the First Committee
by the representatives of the Co-Chairmen of the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation
Committee on Disarmament tc the effect that it will be convenient to initiate
promptly the preparatory work for the determination of what appropriate principles
and international procedures could be adopted in order that the potential benefits
of any peaceful application of nuclear explosions might be made available, with

due consideration for the needs of the develcping areas of the world,

6/ Ibid,, Twenty-second Session, Annexes, agenda item 91, document A/C.1/946.

7/  0fficisal Records of the Gensral Assembly, Twenty-third Session, agenda item 96,
document A/7277 and Corr.l and 2.

/oo
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1. Bequests the Secretary-General to prepare, in consultation with the
States Members of the United Nations and members of the specialized agencies and of
the Insernational Atomic Energy Agency, and with the co-operation of the latter and
of those speclalized agencies thaat he’may consider pertinent, =2 report on the
establishment, within the framework of the International Atomic Energy Agency,
of an international service for nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes, under
appropriate.international control;

2. Further requests the Secretary-General to transmit the report to the

Govermments of the States mentioned in paragraph 1 above in time to permit its

consideration by the General Assembly at its twenty-fourth session.

175Cth plenary meeting,
20 December 1968.

The General Assenbly,

Noting the recommendation contained in resolution D of the Conference of
Non-Nuclear-Weapon States,

Considering that, pursuant to the agreement reached in July 1968 by the
Goverments of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of
America to cnter into bilateral discussions on the limitation of both offensive
strategic nuclear-weapon delivery systems and gystems of defence against
ballistic missiles, such discussions could lead to the cessation of the nuclear
arms race and to the achievement of nuclear disarmament and relaxation of tensions,

Urges the Governments of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the
United States of America to enter at an carly date into bilateral discussions on
the linitation of offensive strategic nuclear-weapon dolivery systems and systems
of defence against ballistic missiles,

1750th plenary meeting,
20 December 1968.
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UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS:
MESSAGE OF 18 MARCH 1969 FROM THE CHAIRMAN OF
THE COUNCIL OF MINISTERS OF THE SOVIET UNION

TO THE EIGHTEEN-NATION COMMITTEE ON DISARMAMENT

On behalf of the Soviet Government I greet the Eighteen-Nation Comittee on
Disarmament and wish it success in its work,

To reduce the danger of arned conflict and avert tho threat of a world thermo-
nuclear war, the Soviet Government is naking persistent efforts to stop the arms
race and to achieve disarmament, Sinece the energence of nuclear weapons the Soviet
Union has firmly and consistently proclaimed that mankind must be delivered from the
muclear menace.

The drafting and signing of the Treaty on the lNon-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons was a_signal success in the struggle by States to bring about disarmanent.
The Eighteen-Nation Committse on Disarmament has greatly contributed to the solution
of this problemn.

We note with satisfaction that over eighty countries have signed this Treaty.
Now the task is to ensure that the Treaty snters into force as soon as possible.

4 The conclusion of the Non-Proliferation Treaity opens prospects for the achievement
of international agreements on other matters, including the vitally important matter
of nuclear disarmanent.

The Soviet Government is well known to attach great significance to the
provisions of the Non-Proliferation Treaty, under which the Parties undertake to
pursue negotiations in good faith on effective measures relating to cessation of the
nuclear arms race and to nuclear disarmaient. It sent to all governnents and placed
on the agenda of the twenty-third session of the United Nations General Assembly a
Memorandum on Sone Urgent Measures for Stopping the Arms Race and for Achieving
Disarmanent. ,

The peoples are concerned at the continuance of the nuclear arms race. We deen
it inportant to find without delay ways of reaching agrecment primerily on the non-use
of muclear weapons, and on other neasures of nuclear disarmament. The solution of
these problens would undoubtedly contribute ruch to the efforts to end the arms race,

and would help to remove the threat of nuclear war.
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I+ is also of the greatest importance to agree that the sea-bed and the ocean
floor shall not be used for wmilitary purposes but shall remain a spherc for nan's
peaceful activities, For this purpose tie Soviet Union is submititing for the
consideration of the Eightesn-Nation Committee a draft treaty prohibiting the use «
for nilitary purposes of the sea-bed and the ocean floor and the subsoil thereof.
Solutions rust also be found to the vitally important problems of peséation 4
of the manufacture of nuclear weapons, the reducticrn and cdestruction of their
stockpiles, the linitation and subseguent recuction of neans of delivery of
strategic weapons, the prohibition of chemical and bacteriological warfare, and others.
We beolieve that consideration by the Eighteen-Nation Commiitee of the relevant
proposals contained in the Meworandum of the Soviet Government would facilitate the
solution of these major problens.
Permit me to express the hope that the Comiittee's work will yield practical
results in ending the arms race and noving forward towards disarnanent.
May the activities of the REighteen-Nation Comrittec be guided at all times by
the peoples' desire that any international tensions shall be relaxed and world peace

ensured.

Respectfully,

A, KOSYGIN

Chajrman of the Council
of Ministers of the USSR
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UNITED STATES UF AMERICA:
LETTER FROM MR, RICHARD M, NIXON, PRESIDENT
OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERIG:, TO MR, GER4RD C, SMITH

“"Dear Ambassador Smith,

"In view of the great importance which I atiach to the vork of the FEighteen-Nation
Disarmament Conference in Geneva, [ wish to address directly to you, &s the new
Director of the Arms-Control and Disarmament Agency and the Head of our delegation,
my instructions regarding the participation of the United States in this conference.

"The fundamental objective of the United 3tates is a world of enduring peace
and justice, in which the differences that separate naticns can be resolved without
resort to war,

"0ur immediate objective is to leave behind the period of confrontation and to
onter an era of negotiation.

“The task of the delegation of the imited States to the Disarmament Conference
is to serve these objectives by pursuing negotiations to achieve concrete measures
which will enhance the security of our own country and all countries.

"The new administration has now considered the policies which will help us to
make progress in this endeavour.

iI.have decided that the delegation of the Tnited States should take these
positions at the conference.

”First, in order to assure that the seabed, man's latest frontier remains free
from the nuclear arms race, the 'nited States delegatlon should ind}cate that the
United States is intercsted in working out an international agreemehi that would
prohibit the emplacement or fixing of nuclear weapons or other weépons of mass
destruction on the seabed. To this end, the United States delegation should seek
discussion of the factors necessary for such an internstional agreement. Such an
‘agreement would, like the Antarctic Treaty and the Treaty on Outer S?ace which zre
already in effect, prevent an arms race before it has a chance to start. It would
ensure that this potentially useful area of the world remained available for

peaceful purposes.

* For technical reasons this document is reissued and replaces ENDC/239 issued on
18 March 1969
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"Second, the United States supports the conclusion of a comprehensive
test ban adequately verified. In view of the fact that differences regarding
verification have not permitted achievement of this key arms control measure, efforts
mist be made towards greéter understanding of the verification issue. 7

"Third, the United States delegation will continue to press for zn agreemenf
to cut off the production of fissionable materials for weapons purposes and to
transfer such materials to peaceful purposes,

“"Fourth, while awaiting the United Nations Secretary-CGeneral's study on the
effects of chemical and biological warfare, the United Statee delegation should join
with other delegations in exploring any proposals or ideas that could contribute to
sound and effective arms control relating to these weapons.

"Fifth, regarding mdre extensive measures of disarmament, both nuclear and
conventional, the United States delegation should be guided by the understanding that
actual reduction of armaments, and not meérely limiting their growth or spread,
remains our goal.

#Sixth, regarding the question of talks between the United States and the
Soviet Union on the limitation of strategic arms, the United States hopes that the
international political situation will evolve in a way which will permit such talks
to begin in the near future.

"In carrying out these instructions, the United Stetes delegation should keep
in mind my view that efforts toward pesce by all nations must be comprehensive, We
cannot have realistic hopes for significant progress in the control of arms if the
policies of confrontation preveil throughout the world as the rule of international
conduct. On the other hand, we must attempt to exploit every opportunity to build
a world of peace -~ to find areas df accord -- to bind countries together in
cooperative endeavours.

A major part of the work of peace is done by the Eighteen-Nation Disarmament
Committee., I expect that all members of the United States delegation will devote that
extra measure of determinétion, skill and judgment which this high taskbmerits.

"I shall follow closely the progress that is made and give my personal consideration
to any problems'that arise whenever it would be helpful for me to do so,.

"Please convey to all your colleagues my sincere wishes for success in our common
endeavor. Over the yearS‘théir achievements at the Eighteen-Nation Disarmament
Conference have been outstanding. I am confident that in the future our efforts, in
cooperetion with theirs, will he equal to any challenge and will result in progress
for the benefit of all.

Sincerely,

s/ Richard Nixon"
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JNION OF GOVIET SOCI.LIST REPUSLICS:
DRA “1 TRAATY O“ ROiIBImION CF THE Ush FOR
MIDITARY PURPOSHS CF THI SBA-BED fND THL
OCLAN IJ_,OC? “N‘) i.‘_lu SURSOIL THEREOR
The States Parties to this Trealy, .
. Wotinq that developing technology makes the sca-bed and the ocean floor  and the
subsoil thereof accesgible and suitable for-use for military purposes,
Congidering tuat the prohibition of the use of the sea-bed and the-ocean floor for
militery purposes serves the interests of maintaining world peace and reducing the arms
race, promotes relaxation of international tension and strengthens confidence among

States,

Being convinced that this Trecaty will contribute to the fulfilment of the: purposes
and. prin01p1és_of the United Nations,

Have agreed as follows:

Lrticle 1

The use for militsry purposes of the sea~bed and the ocean floor and the subsoil
thereof beyond the twelve-mile maritime zone of coastal ftates is prohibited.

It is prohibi%ed to place on the sea~bed and the ocean floor and the subscil thereof
objects with nuclear weapons or any other typnes of weapons of mass destruction, and to
set up militsry bases, structures, installations, fortifications and other objects of a
military nature.

Article 2

All installations and structures on the sea~bed and the ocean floor and the subsoil
thereof shall be open on the basis of recinrocity to representatives of other States
Parties to this Treaty for verification of the trulfilment by States which have placed
such objects théreon of the obligations assumed uider this Treidty.

Article 3

The outer limit of the twelve-mile maritime zone established for the purpésés of
this Treéaty “shall b¥ measuréd from the same base-lines &s cre used in défining the limits
of the territorial waters of coastal States.

JAoticle 4
1. This Treaty shall be opnen for signature to all States. Any State which does not
sign the Treaty befcre its entry into force in accordance with paragraph 3 of this

article may accede to it at any time.
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2. This Treaty shall be subject to ratification by signatory States. Instruments
of ratification and of accession shall be deposited with the Governments of .......
vessesossseesy Which are hereby designated the Depositary Governments.
3. This Treaty shall enter into force aiter the deposic of ilustruments of
ratification by five Governments, including the Governments designated as Depositary
Governments.
L. For States whose instruments of ratification or accession are deposited after
the entry into force of this Treaty it shall enter into force on the date of the
deposit of their instruments of ratification or accession.
5. Each Party shall in exercising its national sovereignty have the right to
withdraw from this Treaty if it decides that extraordinary events related to the
subject matter of this Treaty have jeopardized the supreme interests of its country.
It shall give notice of such withdrawal to all Parties to the Treaty and to the
United Nations Security Council three months in advance. Such notice shall include
a statement of the extraordinary events it considers to have jeopardized its supreme
interests.
6. The Depositary Governments shall forthwith notify the Governments of all States
signatory and acceding to this Treaty of the date of each signature, of the date of
deposit- of each instrument of ratification or of accession, of the date of the entry
into force of this Treaty, and of the receipt of other notices.
7. This Treaty shall be registered by the Depositary Governments pursuant to
Article 102 of the Charter of the United Nations.
Article 5

This Treaty, the English, Russian, French, Spanish and Chinese texts of which
are equally authentic, shall be deposited in the archives of the Depositary
Governments. Duly certified copies of this Treaty shall be transmitted by the
Depositary Governments to the Governments of the States signatory and acceding
thereto.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the undersigned, being duly authorized thereto, have signed
this Treaty.

DONE in +ese at sues, this veve day of tevvinneey venees
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Conference of the Elghteen Nation Disarmament Committee

MEXICO

ESTABLISHMENT OF NUCLEAR-FREE ZONES

WORKING DOSUMINT

The establishment of nuclear-free zones - a question which the Eighteen Nation
Cormaittee on Disarmament decided to irnclude in its programme of work on 15 August 1968 -
is an effective measure of nuclear disarmament. Indeed, it necessarily implies the
absclute prohibition of nuclear weapons in the territories of all the States that are
Parties to the treaty establishing the zone. The aim of the treaty in question, unlike
that of a treaty such as the non-proliferation treaty, should be to guarantee the total
absence of nuclear weapons in the zone to which it applies, regardless of which State
owns or contrcls such wsapons, Consequently, if it were feasible, for example, tTo
bring into forece a universal treaty sinilar to the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons ‘in Latin imerica or Treaty of Tlatelclco, the problem of nuclear disarmament
would be autonmatically sclved, for this would imply the elimination of the gigantic
nuclear arsenals existiag in the world today.

As can be seen frcm the bock on disarmament published not long ago by the Segretariat
of the United Nationsl/, and likewise from the study prepared by Dr. Peter Gaciig/ for the
Conference of Non-Nuclear Weapcn States, the first proposals for the establishment of
nuclear- “ree zones ware put forwvard over ten ysars ago. Since then, suggesticns for
such zones have been nade with regard o many gecgraphical areas, including Central
Turope, the Scandinavian countries, the Mediterransan, the Balkans, the Middle East,

Asia and the Pacific, ifrica, and Latin America, to list only projects relating to iands

inhabited by nman.

1/

The United Naticns and Disarmanent, 1345 to 1965, United Nations, New York, 1967,
pp. 209-211.

2/  A/CCONF.35/Doc.9.
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Among all these proposals, those referring to the only two zones - Africa and Latin
fmerica - concerning which the General Assembly of the United Nations has actually adopted
resolutions have been chosen, for the purpose of giving a brief description of their
development in part I of this working document. To Supplement this retrospective
review, part II of the document gives a summary analysis of the Treaty of Tlételolco,
the only multilateral treaty it has been possible to conclude for the establishment of
a nuclear-free zone comprising territories inhabited by nan, the scope of the analysis
being restricted to the two parallel questions of the obligations contracted by the
States Parties to the treaty and those to be contracted by the nuclear Powers under
Additional Protocol II. The last part of this document - part III - contains the main
conclusions tc be drawn from parts I and II.

I. Developnment of the proposels relating to Africa and Latin America
A. AFRICA e

The first resolution to be approved by the General Assembly on the establishment of
nuclear-free gones was resolution 1652 (XVI), entitled "Consideration of Africa as a
denuclearized zone"z/ adopted by the Assembly on 2/ November 1961.  fAnong the provisions

of this resolution was one calling upon Member States "to refrain from using the

territory, territorial waters or air space of Africa for testing, storing or transporting
nuclear weapons", and "to consider and respect the continent of Africa as a denuclearized
zone",

Nearly three years later, in July 1964, the Assembly of Heads of State and
Government of the Organigzation of African Unity adopted a declarationé/ in which, after
confirming. the above-mentioned resolution, the participating Heads of State and
Government solemnly declared that they were ready to undertake, "through an international
agreement to be concluded under United Nations auspices, not to manufacture or control
atomic weapons", and'requested the General Assembly of the United Nations to take "the
necessary measures to convene an international conference for the purpose of concluding
an agreement to that effect".

3/  Annex I.

L 5975,
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The Assenbly took note of this declaration and of a draft resclution submitted by a
large group of African States at its twentieth session, when it adopted, on
3 December 1965, resclution 2033 (XX) entitled "Declaration on the Denuclearization of
Africa"< . The provisions of paragraphs 7 and 9 of that resolution are particularly
relevant here.

In paragraph.7 - the wording of which must certainly have been suggested by that of
operative paragraph 2 of the resoiution approved the year before on the denuclearization
of Latin America - the Assembly expressed the hope "that the African States will initiate
studies, as they aeem appropriate; with a view tO'implementing the denuclearization of
Africa, and take the necessary measures through the Organization of African Unity to
achieve this end".

In paragraph 9, the Secretary-General was requested "to extend to the Organization
of African Unity such facilities and assistance as nay be requestedlin order to achieve
the aims of the present resolution".

The. resolution was adopted without a single vote against, but no great progress
seens yet to have been made towards the attainment of its aims.

(B) Labin America

On 29 April 1963, five Latin merican Presidents drafted a joint declarationé/ in

which, in the nane af‘their peoples and Governnents, they announced that the latter were

prepared to sign a multilateral Latin American Agreement whereby they would undertake
"not to manufacture, receive, gtore or test nuclear weapons or nuclear launching
devices".

Seven menths later, the General Assembly approved, on 27 November 1963,
resolutidn.lQll.(XVIII), entitled "Denuclearization of LafinvAmerica“7 y in which the
hssembly invoked in forthright terms the support and encouragement of the world community
for the initiative embodied in the declaration, noting tﬁét initiative "with satisfaction®
and expressing the hope that the States of Latin America would initiate studies "concerning
the neasures that should be agreed upon with a view to- achieving the aims of the said
declaration®, The Assembly furthermore,reqqested the Secretary-General to extend "to
the States of Latin America, at their request, such technical facilities as they may

require in order to achieve the aime set forth" in the declaration.

Q/ Annex II.
6/  b/5415/Rev.1.
7/ Annex III.
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After the closure of the eighteenth session of the Assembly, the Mexican Ministry
of Foreign Affairs initiated active consultations with the Ministries of Foreign Affairs
of the other Latin American republics on the measures likely to be most effective for
carrying out the recommendations of resolntion 1911 (XVIII). ’

The outcome of these consultations was the Preliminary Meeting on the Denuclearization
of Latin America, which took place in Mexico from 23 to 27 November 1964. At this
meeting two basic resolutions were adopted: the first defined the term "denuclearization"
specifying that it should mean solcly '"tie absence of nuclesar weapons" and not the
prohibition of the peaceful use of the atoﬁ; which should, on the contrary, be
encouraged, especially for the berefit of the developing countries; the second
established the Preparatory Commission for the Denucleariﬁation of Latin ZAmerica and
instructed the Commission to prepare a draft treaty on the subject. The Final JAct of
the Meeting was reproduced and issued as a United Nations document.8

Four months later, the Preparatory Commission.held its first session, at which
observers from other continents, namely, from the Netherlands and Yugoslavia, were presci?
for the first time. During this session, the Commission adopted its rules of procedure;
'based on those of the Generel Assembly of the United Nafions, and set up a Co-ordinating
Committee and three Working Groups, designated by the first three letters of the
alphabet, each with clearly defined and urgent tasks to carry out. The corresponding
Final Act was reproduced and distributed as a United Nations document.g/

The three Working Groups worked hard in the interval between the first and second

cessions, and when the latter was opened on 23 fugust 1965, the Commission had before it

wielr respective reports. Cis of these, that ol Working Group B, included a preliminary
draft of articlées on verification. iuspoction and control, prepared with the aid of a very

full digest of all the available material on the subject supplied by the Secretary-General
cf the United Nations, and with the technical advice of Mr. William Epstein, Chief of
the Disarmeament Affairs Division of *he sowe Cﬁgaﬁization, who from then on was

fortunately able to attend all the Commission's meetings.

&/ A/5824.
9/  4/5912.
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Besides considering and communicating this preliminary draft to the Governments
and approving a general declaraticn of principles, later to become, with slight
nodifications, the Preamble to the Treaty, the Commission at its second session
established a Negotiating Committee with the nain task of obtaining frbm the nuclear
Powers. a comraitment to respeot.ﬁhe legal statute of the military denuclearization of
Latin fmerica, as it would be cubodied in the said international treaty.  The Final
At of this session was reproduced and distributed as a United Nations document.lg/

The second and third sessions of the Preparatory Commissicn were éeparated by a
longer intervsl than aay other successive neetings of the Commission.,  But the
seven--and-a~half monthns that passed before the Commissicn sat agaln were fér fron being
wasted. For a considerable part of that time, either/ the Negotiating Cormittee or the
Co-ordinating Committee was hard at work. The former submitted to the Commission a full
report on the results cf the negotiations it had held with the representatives of the
'nucle 7 States while the twentieth session of the General Assembly of the United Naiions
was ih progress. The efforts of the latter produced a substantial working docunent in
the forn of a preliminary draft treaty which gave the Cormission for the first time a
text presenting a general picture of the problems with which it would be faced in
preparing the denuclearization treaty.

This working document - elaborated on the basis »>f three documents: the
preliminary draft of the articles cn verification, inspection.and control, prepared the
year before by Horking Group B; a prelininary draft treaty submitted by the Government
of Mexico; and sone observations comrunicated by the Governnent of Chile - together
with the draft treaty submitied jointly, shortly after the sessicn began by the
delegations o1 Brazil and Colombia, served as background material for the unanimous
adoption of the "Proposals for the.Preparatlon of the Treaty on the Denuclearigation of
Letin fmerica, of which it was rightly said at the time that they would have, as an
immedicte antecedent to the treaty, =a title to fame even more outstanding than that of
the Dumbarvon Osks proposals in relation to the San Francisco Chavter. The Final lct
of the third sessicn of the Preparatory Cormission was reproduced and. distributed as a

.. pr o ga .1
United Kations document.*é/

10/ /5985
11/ 5/6328
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At the fourth session, the number of observers from States belonging to four
different continents was greater than that of the twenty-one members of the Commission
(the session was attended by observers from Austria, Belgiunm, Canada, Denmark, the
United States, Finland, France, Ghsna, the United Kingdon, India, Israel, Italy, Japan,
Norway, the Netherlands, Poland, the United Arab Republic, the Republic of China, the
Federal Republic of Germany, Romania, Sweden and Yugoslavia). The session was divided
in two parts, the first considering only the motion submitted by various delegations for
the postponement of the discussions. 4t the only meeting of this first part, which took
piace on 30 fugust 1966, the Cormission received the Second Report cf the Negotiating
Committee, giving an account of the result of the informal inquiries that the Cormittee
had been requested to make with a view tc entering into contact with the Government of
the People'!s Republic of China. The most important paragraphs of this report were read
by the representative of Mexico at @he neeting of the First Cormittee of the General
Assembly held on 9 November l966.l2y The second part of the session, from 31 January to
14 February 1967, culminated in the adoption and opening for signature of the Treaty for
the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin [merics.

it the end of 1966, the Co-ordinating Cormittee of the Commission, on the basis of
the results of informal conversations entered into while the twenty-first session of the
General Assembly of the United Nations was in progress, drew up in New York a series of
practical suggestions, embodied in its report of 28 December 1966, for the solution of
the problens that had remained ocutstanding after the third session, most ilmportant among
which was the question of the entry into force of the future treaty, dealt with in
article 23 of the Proposals mentioned above.

The Committee, moreover, showing a clear appreciation of the situation, stressed in
"its report that the second part of the fourth session, to be opened on 31 January 1967,
appeared to offer Latin imerica its last chance of being the first to give the world the
exarnple of the conclusion of a treaty of the type that had been in preparation during
the previous three years, and recommended that the Commission, rather than lose this last
chance, should sit until it could complete and open for signature the Treaty for the

Denuclearization of Latin imerica.

12/ &/C.1/PV.14LT
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The Preparatory Comml551on took the recommendatlons of its Co—ordlnatlng Commlttee
very seriously. 4t the same m.eet::.n'T at which the second part of its fourth se381on was
opened, it decided to omit the geuerel debate and set up two wotking groups whose '
intensive and unﬂnterrupted labours cnabléd it to complete the text of the treaty, which
was adopted unanlmously on z February and opened for 81gnature two days later at the
Lomm1551on’s 01081ng meeulng The rlnal Lct of | th:s fourth and last session of the

13/

During the Tir st part of its twenty—second session. the General Assembly of the

Preparatory Comﬁ1551on was Ieproouccd and dlSurlbUDed as a United Natlons document

United Natlons aeopten wrthoat a ulucle contrary vote, resolutlon 2286 (XXII) in
which, besides welcomlng w1th prCin setlsfaotlon "the Treaty for “the Prohlbltlon of
Nuclear Ueapons 1n Letin Aﬁerlca" - whlch title was also’ given to the resolution - and
etatlng that the Treety "constltutos an event of nlstorlc 51gn1flcance in the efforts to
prevent “the prollferablon of nuolear weapons and to promote 1nternatlonal peace and
secur1+y" it made a series of urgent appeals addressed respectlvely to all States, to
States which are or may become 31gnatorleo of the Trpaty or of 1ts nddltlonal Protocol I,
and to Powers possesswng nuclear weapouo.

It called upon the first ”to glve thelr full co»Operation to ensure that the reglme
laid down’ in the Treaty engoys the unlversal observance to whlch its lof'ty principles
and noble aims entitled it". ‘

It reoommended thc ‘Second "To strive to take all'the ﬁeasures within their power
to ensure that thé Treaty speeolly obtalns the w1dest pos31ble appllcatlon"

“It invited the Powers possess1nv nuclear wcapons "to sign and ratify Add}tlonal
Protocol IT of the Treaty as soon as p0351ble" N

13, 4/6663. The autaenulc text of the Treaty, in the flve offieial langueges of the -
United Natlons, is Leproduﬂeo in document n/” 1/946

For a fuller account of the preparatory work for the Treaty, see:

Klfonso Gercia Robles, THe Denucleésrization of Labin' Americs,

Garnegie Ehdownent.ior,Internatlonal Peace, New York, 1967; .

El Tratedo de Tlatelolco: Génesis, ilcance y Propdsites de la Proscripcién
de jas Armas Nuclesres en la hAmérica Latina, El Colegic de México, 1967,

Innex IV.

s
&
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The Conference of Non-Nuclear-Weapon States, held at Geneva from 29 Augusj—;o
15

28 September 1968 adopted, also without a single diésenting vote, resolution B==, whose
operative part contains general provisions as well as provisions relating specifically
to the Treaty of Tlatelolco.

In the general provisions of that resolution, the Conference recommended that all
non-nuclear-weapon States not compriséd in the- zone established by the Treaty of
Tlateloleo should "initiate or continue such studies as they may deem opportune concerning
the_possibilitj and desirability of establishing by treaty the military denuclearization
of their respective zones, provided that political and security conditions permit."

In those paragraphs of the resolution referring to the Treaty, the Conference,
after régretting the fact thét not all the nuclear-weapon States had yet signed
Additional Protocol II of the Treaty of Tlatelolco, urged the nuclear-weapon Powers "to
comply fully with paragraph 4 of resolution 2286 (XXI1), adopted by the United Nations
General Assembly on 5 December 1967", namely, the paragraph in which, as already in~
dicated, the General Assembly had invited those Powers "to sign and ratify as soon as
'possible Additional Protocol II of the Treaty."

The General Assembly reverted to this question at its twenty-third session and, in
~ts resolution 2456 B (XXIII)lé{ which was approved, as in the two previous cases;
without a single dissenting vote, on 20 December 1968, reiterated the general recommen-
dation contained in resolution B of the Conference of Non4Nuclear—Weapon States "and
sspecially the urgént appeal for full compliance by the nuclear-weapon Powers with A
paragraph 4 of General Assembly resolution 2286 (XXII) of 5 December 1967, in which the
Assembly invited Powers possessing nuclear wezpons to sign and ratify as soon as possible
Additional Protocol II of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin
America."

By 20 March 1969, the Treaty of Tlatelolco had been signed by the twenty-one States
memders of the Preparatory Commission for the Denuclearization of Latin America and by
Barbados., Ten of these States - in cﬁronological order, Mexico, El Salvador, the
Deminican Republic, Uruguay, Honduras, Nicaragua, Equador; Bolivia, Peru and Paraguay -
aad deposited their instruments of ratification together with.declarations by which, by
virtue of the provisions of article 23, paragraph 2 of the Treaty, they wholly waived the
requirements lald down in article 28, paragraph 1, so that the Treaty is already in force
for these ten States. Brazil has also deposited its instrument of ratification but has

not made the declaration in question (annex IX).

15/ Annex V
16/ Annex VI
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Ratification pbocedure is well advanced in most of the other signatory States, so
that there is rvason to hope that in the near future the required elevenAinstruments of
ratification aCbompuﬂlbd by declarations waiving all requirements will have been
deposited so that immediate %teps can be taken to enable the agency for the Prohibition
of Muclear Weapons in Latin America to begin work in accordance with article 28 (3) of
the Treaty.

With regard to the additional protocols to the Treaty, the one bearing the number I
was signed by the United Klngdom on 20 December 1967 and by the Netherlands on 15 March
1968, Additional Protocol II was signed by the Unlted Klngdom on the same date as
Protocol I and by the United States on 1 April 1968. (Annex IX).

II. - Obligations under the Treaty of Tlatelolco, of the States
Parties thereto and of States possessing nuclear weapons

As was said at the beginning, the intention here is not to examine in detail the
contents of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America and its
two additional protocols, but only briefly to analyse those provisions of the Treaty and
of its Additional Protocol II which relate to the obligations assumed, first, by the
non-nuclear weapon States which become parties to the Treaty, and, second, by the States
possessing nuclear weapons which sign and ratify Additional Protocol II.

As regards the obligations of the States Parties to the Treaty, the Latin American
States have drawn up a definition which is undoubtedly one of the most comprehensive
ever produced on the world or regional level, and one which certainly seems to leave no
loop-hole, |

Under article 1 of the Treaty,lz/ the Contracting Parties undertake to "use
exclusively for peaceéful purposes the nuclear material and facilitics which are under
their jurisdiction and to prohibit and prevent in their respective territories" both
"the testing, use, manufacture, production or acquisition by any means whatsoever of any
nuclear weapons" and "the receipt, storage, installation, deployment and any form of
possession of any nuclear weapons", by the Parties themselves, directly or indirectly,
on behalf of anyoﬁe else, by anyone on their behalf or in any other way.

The Parties also undertake "to refrain from engaging in, encouraging or authorizing,
directly or indirectly, or in any way participating in the testing, use, manufacture,

production, possession or control of any nuclear weapon",

lZ/ Annex VII
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With the aim of facilitating, ensuring and verifying compliance with the
obligations contracted by the Parties, the Treaty contains in article 5 an objective
definition of what, for the npurposes of the Treaty, is to be understood by "nuclear
weapon"lg/; it sets up an "Agency for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin
America" the principal ofgans of which will be a General Conference, a Cdﬁncil and a
Secretariat; it also sets up a Control System, which is described in articles 12 to 16
and 18, paragraphs 2 and B.lz/

The provisions of the last-mentioned articles, as the Secretary-General of the
United Nations strongly emphasized in the message which he sent to the Preparatory
Commission when the Treaty was approved, cn 12 february 1967, provide the first example
of the inclusion in any international treaty dealing with disarmement measures of an
effective coutrol system with permanent organs of supervision. = The system includes the
full application of the safeguards of the Internationel Atomic Energy Agency, but its
scope is much greater. On the one hand, it is to be used not only to verify "that
devices, services and facilities intended for peaceful uses of nuclear energy arc not
used in the testing or manufacture of nuclcar weapons", but also to prevent any of the
activitices prohibited in articlc 1 of the treaty from being carried out in the territory
of the Contracting Parties with nuclear materials or weapons introduced from abroad, and
to make sure that any explosions for peaceful purposes that might be carried out are
compatible with article 18 of the Treaty. On the other hand, the Treaty assigns im-
portant functions of control te the three main organs - established by the Treaty itself -
of the Agency for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America: they are the
Genersl Conference, the Council and the Secretariat. There is also provision for the
submission by the Parties of periodic and special reports, for special inspections in
certain circumstances, and for the transmission of the reports on those inspections to
the Security Councii and the Genasral Assembly of the United Nations.,

As regards the obligations of States possessing nuclear weapons, these are set out
in Additional Protocol II to the Treatyg—{Pwhich is open to signature only by those States
and in which it is stipulated that the nuclear Powers which become Parties to the Treaty

shall enter into the following undertakings:

18/ Ibid.
19/ 1Ibi

20/ Ammex YIII.

o
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(a) that of rexpecﬁing, "in 21l its express aims and provisions," the
"statute of denuclearization of Latin America in respect of warlike
purposes, as definéd, deliﬁited and set forth" in the provisions of the
Treaty of Tlatelolco;

(b) that of not contributing "in any way to the performance of acts
involving a_viblation cf the obligations of afﬁicle 1 of the Treaty
in the ﬁeffitbries'to which the Treaty applies", and

(c) that of'ﬁot using or threatening to use "nuclear weapons against the
Contracting Parties of the Treaty".

The above undertakings, which signature and ratification of Additional Protocol II
to the Treaty of Tlateloleo will meke binding on the nuclear Powers, are in strict
accordance with both the letter and the spirit of the exhortations of the United Nations
General Assembly, rcpeated in many resolutions: = especially worth recalling.here are the
provisions of resolution 19il (XVIII); in which the Assembly expressed its frust that the
nuclear Powers would "lend_their full co-operation" for the effective realization of the
militery denuclearizatioh'bf Latin America; and also of resolution 2153 A (XXI), in
which it called upon "all nuclear—weapon Powers to refrain from the use, or the threat of
use, of nuclear weapons against States may conclude treaties", such as the Treaty of
Tlatelolco in order to "ensure the total absence of nuclear weapons in their respective
territories!, 7

This was certainly tﬁe reason why the Assembly, as has‘already been said, expressly
invited the Powers in question, in its resolution 2286 (XXII), to "sign and ratify
Additional Protocol Ii of the Treaty [gf Tlatelolcg7 as soon as possible"; this was
why thé éénféronée of Non—Nuélaar—Weapon States placed special emphasis on the need for
the nuclear Powers to "compiy fully" with that invitation and why ths Assemblylitself
reaffirmed the recommendation of the'Cbnferane in itsbresolution 2,56 B (XXIII).

iII; Conclusions

The brief account in part I of this documént of the efforts to secure the con-
version into nuclear-free zones of the African continent and the Latin American sub-
contineht, ana.the analytical descriptidh in pér% iI'of some aspects of the Treaty.of
Tlatelolco suggest cortain conclusions, of which those set forth below may be of

particular use to the Eighteen-Nation Disarmamenﬁ Committee:
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1. The two initiatives, which originated at almost the same time, followed a parallel
development until 1965, -From then on the Latin American projcct gained a considerable
lead, reaching a happy culmination in the opening for signature of the Treaty of
Tlatelolco at the beginning of 1967; this was probably due to the felicitous decision
taken by the Latin American States in November 1964 to set up an ad hoc agency ~ the
Preparatory Commlsglon for the Demuclearization of Latin Americe - with the exclusive
task of drawing up the required draft treaty. The CommlsQ1on started 1ts work on
5 March 1965 and, after overcoming numerous obstacles and resolving the complex problems
with which it was faced, managed to finish its work in ruther less than two years of
persistent cfforts.
2. The backgrournd supplied by the four resclutions of the United Nations General
Assembly appended as Annexes I-IV, two each of which refer to the banning of nuclear
weapons in Africa and Latin Amcrica respectively, clearly shows that in both cases there
was a conviction that in order to establish a nuclear-free zone, a multilateral
declaration, or cven o United Nations declaration, would not be sufficient, but that a
properly signed ond ratified treaty or convention was required. Such was the feeling of
the Latin American States when in Hovember 1963 they put before the Assembly the draft
which was to become rusoiution 1911 (XVIII); and such also was the feeling of the Heads
of State and Govornment of the Organization of African Unity when they adopted their.
Declaration of July 1964.
3. The provisions of the Treaty of Tlatelol¢o are very instructive in regard to the
many and various considerations which will have to be taken into account when any future
nuclear-frec zones are established. Of these, -the following are worth singling out:

() tht nced for the obligations to be ¢ s°umed by States Parties to the treaty
in questlon to be drawn up in such a way as to leave no looo—hole for evasion of the
total nuclear-weapons ban in their rcspectlvv torritoriec;

(b) the desirability of including in the treaty an objective definition of what,
for the purpoées of the tréaty, is mehnt by "auclear weapon®;

(c )-‘fhe need for providing for the application of an effective system of

nternaalonal VCr“flCmulﬁn and control for the purposss.of watching over and ensuring

fulfilment of the treaty ohligations; and

(a) the chlr30111ty of setting up, for that same purpose, an agency - with organs
adequate for thc fulfilment of 1ts tasks - in which all Parties to the treaty are

represented.
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4« Additional Protocol II to the Treaty of Tlatelolco is a clear indication that,

like the obligations upon non-nuclear Stetes, the undertakings which the nuclear

Powers should assume in respect of militarily denuclearized zones must be incorporated
in a solemn international instrument which has the full force of law, like a treaty,
convention, or protocol, It was this conviction which, during the debates in the
Preparatory Commission for the Denuclearization of Latin America, prompted the member
States of the Commission, after s long and exhaustive discussion of the subject, to
reject.recéurse to any of the various procedures which, in addition to the one_which
was later to be embodied in the Protocol, were at the time considered, such as the
drawing up of unilateral declarations, or the adoption by the General Assembly of a
resolution sui generis. The conclusion reached, furthermore, seems to be the only one
which accords with the basic principle of the sovereign equality of States, since it
would be in conflict with this principle if procedures which are rightly held to bé
inadequate in the case of non-nuclear States were accepted as satisfactory where nuclear
Powers are concerncd. This is certainly why the Conference of Non-Nuclear-Weapon~States
clearly expressed its conviction that "for the meximum effectiveness of any treaty
establishing a nuclsar-weapon-frec zone, the co-operation of the nucléar-weapon States
is necessary and that such co-operation should teke the form of commitments likewise
undertaken in a formal internationzal instrument which 1s legally binding, such 4s a

treaty, convention or protocol.
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1652 (XVI)., Consideration of Africa as a denuclearized zone.

The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolutions 1378 (XiV) of 20 November 1959 on general and complete
disermament, 1379 (XIV) of 20 November 1959 on the question of French nuclear tests in
the Sahara, 1576 (XV) of 20 December 1940 on the prevention of the wider dissemination
of nuclear weapons, and 1577 (XV) and 1578 (XV) of 20 December 1960 on the suspension
of nuclear and thermo-nuclear tests,

Recalling further its resolution 1629 (XVI) of 27 October 1961, which declared
that both concern for the future of mankind and the fundamental principles of
international law impose a responsibility on all States concerning actions which might
have harmful biological consequences for the existing and future generations of peoples
of other States, by increasing the levels of radioactive fall-out,

Concerned about the present rate of nuclear armament and the possible spread of
nuclear weapons, as well as the resumption of nuclear tests in the continent of Africa
which is being emancipated,

Recognizing the need to prevent Africa from becdming involved in any competition
associlated with the ideological struggles between the Pcwers engaged in the arms race
and, particularly, with nuclear weapons,

Recognizing further that the task of economic and social development in the

African States requires the uninterrupted attention of those States in order to allow
them to fulfil their goals and to contribute fully to the maintenance of infernational
peace ana security,

Calls upon Member States:

(a) o refrain from carrying out or continuing to carry out in Africa nuclear
tests in any form;

(b) To refrain from using the territory, territorial waters or air space of

(¢) To consider and respect the continent of Africa as a denuclearized zone.

1063rd ~lenary meeting,
2/, November 1961
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ANNEX TT

2033 (XX). Declaration on the denuclearization of Africa.

The General Assembly,

Believing in the vital necessity of saving contemporary and future genefations
from the scourge of a nuclear war,

Recalling its résolution 1652 (XVI) of 24 November 1961, which called upon all
Member States to refrain from testing, storing or transporting nuclear weapons in
Africa and to consider and respect the contineﬁﬁ as a denuclearized zone,

Recalling its resolution 2028 (XX) of 19 November 1965 on the non-proliferation
of nuclear weapons,

Observing that proposals for the establishment of denuclearized zones in various
other areas of the world have also met with general approval,

Convinced that the denuclearl%atlon of various areas of the world would help to
achieve the desired goal of prohibiting the use of nuclear weapons,

Considering that the Assembly of Heads of State and Government of the Organization
of African Unity, at its first regular session, held at Cairo from 17 to 21 Julj 1964,
issued a solemn declaration on the denuclearization of Africe in which the Heads of
State and Government announced their readiness to undertake, in an international treaty
to be concluded under the auspices of the United Nations, not to manufacture or
acquire control of nuclear weapons,

Noting that this declaration on the denuclearization of Africa was endorsed by
the Heads of State or Govermment of Non-Aligned Countries in the Declaration issued on
10 QOctober 1964, at the close of their Second Conference, held at Cairo,

Recognizing that the denuclearization of Africe would be a practical step towards
the prevention of the further spread of nuclear weapons in the world and towards the
achievement of geheral and complete disarmament and of the objectives of the
United Natioms,

1. Reaffirms its call upon all States to respect the continent of Africa gs a
nmuclear-free zone; '

2. Endorses the declaration on the denuclearization of Africa issued by the
Heads of State and Governments of African countries;

3. Calls upon all States to respect and abide by the aforementioned declaration;

4. Calls upon all States to refrain from the use or the threat of use, of

nuclear weapons on the African continent;
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5. Calls upon all States to refrain from uestlng, manufacturing, using or
deploying nuclear weapouns on the contlnent of Afrlca, and from acquiring such weapons
or taking any action which would compel African States to teke similar action;

6. _zggg those States pos agu¢ng miclear weapon: and capability not to transfer
nuclear weapons, scientific data or technological assistence to ‘the national control
of any State, elther dlrectly or 1nd1rectly, in any form which me ay be used to assist
such States in the manu¢acture or use of nuclear weapons in Africa;

7. Expregses the hope that the Afrlcgn States will initiate studies, as they

deem approprlate, w1th a V1ew to 1mplement1nm ‘the denuclearization of Africa, and
take the necessary measures througn the Organization of African’ Unity to achieve-this
end;

8. Urges the African States to keepithe United Nations intormed of any further
developments in this regard;

9. Reguests the Secretary-General to extend to the Crganization of African Unity
such facilities and‘assistance'aé may be_requested’ih oxder to achieve_the'aims”of"the

present resolution.

1388th plenary meeting,
3 December 1965.
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AWEX 111

1911 (XVIII), Denuclearization of Latin America..
The General Assembly,

Bearing ¥n'mind the vital necessity of sparing present and future generétions
the scourge of a nuclear war,

Recalling its resolutions 1380 (XIV) of 20 November 1959, 1576 (XV) of
20 December 1960 and 1665 (XVI). of /4 December 1961, in which it recognized “the danger
that an increase’i# the number of. States possessing nuclear weapons would involve,
since such an increase would necessarily result in an 1nteﬁsificatlon of the arms
race and an aggravation of “the difficulty of malntalnlng world pesce, thus renderlng
moré difficult the atteinment of a. general disarmament agreement,

Observing that in its resolution 1664 (XVI) of 4 December 1961 it stated
explicitly that the countries not possessing nuclear weapons had a grave interest
and an iﬁpérfant partffé,fulfil in the preparation ahd implementation of measures
that could halt further nuclear weapon tests and prevent the further spread of nuclear
weapons,

Considering that the recent conclusion of the Treaty banning nuclear weapon
tests in the atmosphere, in outer space and under water, signed on 5 August 1963,
has created a favourable atmosphere for parallel progress towards the prevention of
the further spread of nuclear weapons, a problem which, as indicated in General
Assembly resolutions 1649 (XVI) of 8 November 1961 and 1762 (XVII) of 6 November 1962,
is c¢losely connected with that of the banning of. nuclear weapon tests,

Considering that the Heads of State of five Latin American Republics issued,
on 29 April 1963, a declaration on the denuclearization of Latin America in whiéh,
in the name of their peoples and Governments, they announced that they are prepared
to sign a multilateral Latin American agreement whereby their countries would
undertake not to manufacture, receive, store or test nuclear weapons or nuclear
launching devices,

Recognizing the need to preserve, in Latin America, conditions which will prevent
the countries of the region from becoming involved in a dangerous and ruinous nuclear
arms race,

1. Notes with satisfaction the initiative for the denuclearization of Latin
America.taken in the joint declaration of 29 April 1963;
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2. Expresses_the hope that the States of Latin America will initiate studies,

as they deem appropriate, in the light of the principles of the Charter of the
United Nations and of regional agreements and by the means and through the channels
which they deem sﬁitable, concerning the measures that should be agreed”ﬁpon with a
view to achieving the aims of the said declaration;

3. Trusts that at the appropriate moment, after a satisfactory agreement has
been reached, all States, particularly the nuclear Powers, will lend their full
co—opefation for the effective realization of the peaceful aims inspiring the present
resolution;

4.7 Requests the Secretary-General to extend to the States of Latin America,
at their request, such technical facilities as they may require in order to achieve
the aims set forth in the present resolution.

1265th plenary meeting,
27th November 1963.
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2286 (XTIII). Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America
The General Assembly,
Recallinz that in its resolution 1911 (XVIII) of 27 November 1963 it expressed

the hope thut the States of Lotin America would carry out studieg and take appropriate
measures to conclude a treaty thet would prohibit nuclear weapons in Latin America,

Recalling also that in the same resolution it voiced its cenfidence that, once

such a treaty was ooncluded, all States and particularly the nuclear Powers, would
lend it their full co-operation for the effective fealization of its peaceful aims,
Considering that in its resolution 2028 (XX) of 19 November 1965 it established
the principle(of an acceptable halance of mutual responsibilities and obligations of
the nuclear and non-nuclear Powers, '
Bearing in mind that in its resolution 2153 A (3XI) of 17 November 1966 it

cxpressly called upon all nuclear-weapon Powers to refrain from the use, or the threat
of use, of nuclear weapons against States which might -conclude regional treaties in
order 4o ensure the total absence of nuclear weapons in their respective territories,

Noting thet that is precisely the object of the Treaty ior the Prohibition of
Nucloor Weapong in Letin America, signed at Tlatelolco, Mexico, by twenty-one Latin
American States, which are convinced that the Treaty will constitute a measure that
will spare their peoples the squandering of their limited resources on nuclear
armements and will protect them against possible nuclear attacks on their territories,
that it will be a stimulus to the peaceful use of nuclear enexrgy in the promotion of
economic ond social development and thet it will act as a significant contribution
towards preventing the prolitTeration of nuclear weapons and as a powerful factor for
general and complete disarmament,

Hoting that it is the intent of the signatory States that all existing States
within the zone defined in the Treabty may become parties to the Treaty without any
restriction,

Takineg note of the fact that the Treaty contains two additional protocols open,

regpecetively, to the signature of States which, de jure or de facto, are internationally

resnonsible for territories which lie within the limits of the geographical zone
establisghed in the Treaty and to the signature of States possessing nuclear weapons,
and convinced that the co—operation of such States is necessary for the greater

efTectiveness of the Treaty,
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1. Welcomes with special satisfaction the Treaty for the Prohibition of

Huclear ileanong in Latin America, which constitutes an svent of historic gignificance
in the.efforts to nrevent the proliferstion of nuclear weapons and to promote
international peace and security and which at the same time establishes the right of
Lotin American countries to use nuclear energy for demonstrated peaceful purposes in
order t0 accelerate the economic and social development of their peoples;

2. Calls upon all States to give their Tull co-operation to emsure that the
régime lald down in the Treaty enjoys the universal observance to which its lofty
principles and noble aims entitle it;

3. Recommends States which are or may become signatories of the Treaty and
those contemplated in Additional Protocol I of the Treaty to strive to take all the
measures within their power to ensurc that the Treaty speedily obtains the widest
nossible application among them;

4., Invites Powers vossessing nuclear weanons to sign and ratify Additional

Protocol II of the Treaty sg soon as possible.

1620th plenary meeting,
5 December 1967
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Resolution B Relating to the Establishment of Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zones, adonted
by the Conference of Non-Nuclear-Weanon States

The Conference of Non—Huclear4WGapon_States,

gpnsidé:igg,ﬁhat the -establishment of nucleur-weapon-free zones, on the initiative
of the Statos situated within each zone cbncerned, is one of the measures which can
contribute most effectively to halting the proliferstion of those instruments of mass
destruction and to promoting pro:ross towards nuclear disarmanent,

Noting that o nuclear-weapon-froe zone is of benefit to the security and economic
development of the States withiﬁ the zone, since it frees their territories from the
denger of nuclear attacks and avoids the squandering of their resources on the
production of nuolearvafmameﬁts,

Taking into account the conclusiong which follow froum resolutions 1911 (KVIII)’

and 2033 () of the United Nations General Assembly,

Recalling that Genersl Assembly resolution 2028 (XX) established the principle
of an acceptable.balance of mutual respbﬁsibilities and obligations of the nuclear-

weapon and non-nuclear-weavon States,

Recalling further that in rcsolution 2153 A (¥XI) the Gorneral Assembly expressly
called upon all nuclear-weanon Powers to rcefrain from the use, or the threat of use,
of nuclear weapons against States which might conclude regional treatics in order to

ensure the total absence of nuclear weapons in their respective territories,

nuclear—weapbn—free zone, the co-operation of the nuclcar-weapon States is necessary
and that such co-~opération should take the form of commitments likewise undertaken
in a formal international instrument which is legally binding, such as a treaty,
convention or protoccel,

Obgerving that the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin
America, also known ag the Treaty of Tlatelolco, has already established a nuclear-
weapon~free zone comprising territories denseiy populated by man,

Noting that Additional Protocol II of that Treaty defines the following
obligations to be assumed by the nuclear-weapon States:

(a) To respect "in all its cxpress aims and provisions? the "statute of
denucleorization of Latin America in rospect of warlike purposes, as defined,
delinited and set forth! in the Traaty of Tlatelolco;

(EQ fmot o contribute in any way to the performance of acts involving a
violotion of the obligations of article 1 of the Treaty in the territories to which

the Treaty applies',



(¢) "not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against the Contracting
Partics of the Treaty',

ccalling that in resolution 2286 (II(II) the Goneral Assembly invited Powers
nossossing nuclear weapons to sign and ratify 4dditional Protocol II of the Treaty
1s scon as possible",

I.

Recommonds that all non-nuclear-weapon States not comprised in the zone

astabliszhed by the Treaty of Tlatelolco initiate or continue such studies as thoy may
decn onportune concerning tha pogsibility and desirability of establishing by treaty
the rilivary denuclearization of their respocfive zones, provided that political and
gsecurity conditions psrnmit.
II.

1. Regrcets the fact that not all the nuclear-weapon States have yet signed
£dditional Frotocol II of the Treuty of Tlateloleo;

2. Urges the nuclear-weapon Powers to comply fully with paragraph 4 of
rosolution 2286 (XKII), adopted by the United Nations General Assembly on
5 Doccibor 1967.

27 Sevtember 1968




ENDC/241
Annex VI

Annex VI

2456 B (XXIII). Conference of Non-Nuclear-Weapon States

The General Assembly,

Having examined the Final Document ot the Conference of Non-Nuclear-iieapon

States,

Considering that the establishment of zones free from nuclear weapons, on the
initiative of the States situsted within each zone concerned, is one of the measures
which can contribute most effectively to halting the proliferation of those instru-
ments of mass destruction and to promoting progress towards nuclear disarmament,

Observing that the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin
America, opened for signature on 14 February 1967, has already established a
nuclear-weapon-free zone comprising territories densely populated by man,

Reiterates the recommendation contained in resolution B of the Conference of
Non-Nuclear-Weapon States, concerning the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones,
and especially the urgent appeal for full compliance by the nuclear-weapon Powers
with paragraph 4 of Genecral Assembly resolution 2286 (XXII) of 5 December 1967, in
which the Assembly invited Powers possessing nuclear weapons to sign and ratify as
soon as possible Additional Protocol II of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear

Yeapons in Latin America.

1750th plenary meeting,
20 December 196G.
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ANNEX VII

ARTICLES OF THE TREATY FOR THE PROHIBITICN OF NUCLE~R «EAPONS IN LiTIN AMERICA
(TREATY OF TLATELOLCO) CONCERNING OBLIGATICNS, DEFINITICN OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS,
ORGAZNIZATION AND CONTROL SYSTEM ¥/
Obligations
‘ Article 1
1. The Contracting Parties hereby undertike to use exclusively for peaceful purposes
the nuclear material and facilities which are under theirbjurisdiction, and to prohibit
and prevent in their respective territories: 7
(a) The testing, use, manufacture, production or acquisition by
any means whatsoever of any nuclear weapons, by the Parties
themselves, directly or indirectly, on behalf of anyone else or
in any other way, and
(b) The reéeipt, storage, installation, deployment and any form of possession
of any nuclear weapons, directly or indirectly, by the Parties themselves,
by anyone on their behalf or in any other way.
2. The Contracting Parties also undertake to refrain from engaging in, encouraging
or authorizing, directly or indirectly, or in any way pérticipating in the testing, use,
manufacture, production, possecssion or control of any nuclear weapon.

* % x % %

Definition of nuclear weapons

Article 5
For the purposes of this Treaty, a nuclear weapon is any device which is capable
of releasing nuclear energy in an uncontrolled manncr and which has a group of
characteristics that are appropriate for use for warlike purposes. An instrument that
may be used for the transport or propulsion of the device is not included in this
definition if it is separable from the device and not an inéivisible part thereof.

* ok ok Kk k

Organization

Article 7
1. In order to ensure compliance with the obligations of this Treaty, the Contracting
Parties hereby establish an international organization to be known as the "Agency for
the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America', hereinafter referred to as

"the Agency'". Only the Contracting Parties shall be affected by its decisions.

*/ 1/C.1/9%46
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2. The Agency shall be responsible for the holding of periodic or extraordinary
consultations among Member States on mattors relating to the purposes, measures and
prodedures set forth in this Treaty and to the supervision of compliance with the
obligaticns arising theréfrom.
3. The Contracting Partics agree to extend to the Agency full and prompt co-operation
in accordance with the provisions of this Treaty, of any agreements they may conclude
with the Agenéy and of any agrecments the Arency may conclude with any other .inter=
national organization or bhedy.
b, The headquarters of thc Agency shall be in Mexico City.
‘Organs

Article 8
1. There are hereby established as principal organs of the Agency a General
Conference, a Council and « Secretariat. A
2. Such subsidiary organs as are considered necessary by the General Conference may
be established within the purvicw of this Treaty.

k ok Kk kX

Control system

Irticle 12
1. Tor the purpose of verifying compliance with the obligations entered into by the
Contracting Parties in zccordance with article 1, a control system shall be established
which shall be put into effect in accordsnce with the provisions of articles 13 - 18
of this Treaty.
2. The control system shall be uscd'in particular for the purpose of verifying:

ces and facilities intendod for peaceful uses

|

(2) That devices, serv

of nuclear encrgy are not ussd in the testing or manufacture of

o]

nuclear weapcns;

(b) Thet none of the activities prohibited in article 1 of this
Treaty are carried out in the territory of the Contracting
Parties with nuclear matcrials or weapons introduced from
abroed; and

(¢) That cxplosions for peaceful purposcs are compatible with
article 18 of this Trcaty.

174 sefeguards

Article 13
Zach Contracting Party shall negotiate multilateral or bilatcral agreeements with

the International Atomic Energy fgency for the application of its safeguards. to its

-¥
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nuclear activities. Each Contracting Party shall initiate negotiations within a
period of 180-days after the date of the deposit of its instrument of ratification of
this Treaty. These agreements shall enter into force, for euch Party, not later than
eighteen months after the date of the initiation of such negotiations except in case

of unforeseen circumstances or force majeure.

Reports of the Parties

Article 1k

1. The contracting Parties shall submit to the Agency and to the International
Atomic Energy Agency, for their information, semi-annual reports stating that no
activity prohibited under this Treaty has occurred in their respective territories.
2. The Contracting Parties shall simultancously transmit to the Agency a copy of any
report they may submit to the International Atomic Energy Agency which relates to
matters that are the subject of tﬁis‘Treaty and to the application of safeguards.
2. The Céﬁtracting Parties shall also transmit to the Organization of American States,
for its information, any reports that may be of interest to it, in accord;nce with the
obligations established by the Inﬁef—American System.
Special rdports requested by the General Secretary

' Article 15

1. With the authorizetion of the Council, the Gencral Secretary may request any of

the Contracfing Parties to providé the Agency with complementary or supplememtary
information regarding any event ‘or circumstance connected with 6ompliance with this
Treaty, explaining his reasons. The Contracting Parties undertake to co-operate

promptly and fully with the General Secretary.

2. The General Secretary shall inform the Council and the Contracting Parties forthwith

of such requests and of the respective replies.

Special inspections
' ‘ Article 16
1. The International Atomic Energy Agency and the Council established by this Treaty

have the power of carrying out special inépections‘in the followiné cases:
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() In the case of the Internationsl Atomic Energy Agency, in
accordance with the agreements referred to in article 13 of this
Treaty;
(b) 1In the case of the Council:
(i) ihen so requested, the reasons for the request being
stated, by any Prrty which suspects that some activity
prehibited by this Treaty has been carried out or
is ebout to be carried out, ¢ither in the territory of
any other Porty or in any other place on such latter
Purty's behalf, the Council shall immediately ~rraonge
for such cn inspection in =ccordance with article 1C,
paragraph 5;
(ii) “hen requested by any Party which has been suspected of
or Charged with having violated this Troaty, the Council
shall immcaiately zrronge for the special inspection
reguested in cccordance with :srticle 10, paragrarh 5.
The zbove requests will be miade to ﬁhe Council through the General Sccreltary,
2. The costs and expenscs of zny specinl inspection carried out under paragraph 1,
sub-paragraph (b), sections (i) =nd (ii), of this article shall be borne by the
requesting Party or Prrties, except vhere the Council eoncludes on tine basis of the
report on the special inspection thot, in view of the eircumstonces existing in the
cese, such costs and expenses should be borne by the Agency.
3. The Gencral Confercnce shall formulnte the procedures for the organization
and execution of the special inspection carricd out in cccordance with paragraph 1,
sub-paragraph (b), sections (i) and (ii),of this crticle.
b, The Con*trocting Portiles Qndert&ke to grant the inspectors corrying out such
special inspections full and free access to all places and 21l information which
may be necessary for the performance of their duties and which .re dircctly and
intimately connected with the suspicion of violation of this Treaty. If so requested

by the authorities of the Contracting Party in whosc terrvritory the inspection is
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carricd out, the inspectors designuted by the General Conference shall be accompanied
by representatives of scid authoritics, provided th-t this does not in any way delay
or hinder the wsrk of the inspcectors.

5. The Council shall immcdiately transmit to all the Parties, through the Gencral
Secretury, o couy of any report resulting from special inspections.

6. Similorly, wne Council shall send through the General Secretary to the Secretary-
General of the iUnited Hutions, for transmission to the United Nations Sccurity Council
und General Assembly, cnd to tie Council of the Organization of American Stotes, for its
informaticn a cory of ony report resulting from any special inspection carried out in
cccordince with peragraph 1, sub-peregreph (b), sectioms (i) =nd (ii), of this article.
7o The Council mzy decide, or any Contrncting Perty may request,-the convening of

a special session of the General Cenfcrence for the purpose of considering the reports
resulting from any spccial inspection. In such a case, the General Secretary shall toke
immediate steps to convene the special- session requested.

8. . The General Conference, convened in special session under this article, may make
recommendations to the Contracting Porties and submit reporfs to the Secretory-General
of the United Nations to be trensmitted to the United Nations Security Council cnd the

General Assembly.

oxplesions for penceful purnposcs

Article 18
1. The Contracting Portics may carry out oxplosions of nuclecr devices for peaceful
purposes -~ including explosions which invelve devices similar to those used in nuclear
weopons - or cclleborate with third portics for the same purpose, provided that they
do so in accordance with the provisions of this article and the other articles of the
Treaty, particulsrly articles 1 wnd 5.
Co Contracting Portics intending to carry out, or te co-operate in corrying out,
such an ¢xplosion shall notify the Agency and the Internaticnal Atomic Energy igency,
s far in «dvance =g the circumstances require, of the date of the explosion aﬁd shall

at the same time provide the following information:
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(a) The nature of the nuclear device and the source from which it was
obtained,
(b) The place and purpose of the planned explosion,
(¢) The procedures whiéh will be followed in order to comply with
paragraph 3 of this article,
() The expected force of the device, and
(e) The fullest possible informztion on any possible radiocactive fall-out
that may result from the explosion or explosions, and measures which
will be taken to avoid danger to the population, flora, fauna and
territories of any other Party or Parties.
3. The General Secretery and the technical personnelAdesignatedvby the Council and
the International Atomic Energy lgency may observe all the preparstions, including the
explosion of the device, and shall have unrestricted access to any area in the viéinity
of the site of the explosion in order to ascertain whether the device and the procedures
followed during the explosion are in conformity with the information supplied undep
paragraph 2 of this article and the other provisions of this Treaty.
kL, The Contracting Partics may accept the collaboration of third parties for the
purpose set forth in paragraph 1 of the present article, in accordance with paragraphs
2 and 3 thereof.
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ANNEX VITI

ADDITIONAL PROTCCCL II TO THE TREATY FOR THE PROHIBITION OF NUCLEAR
WEAPONS IN LATIN AMERICA (TREATY OF TLATELOLCO) */

The undersigned Plenipotentiaries, furnished with full powers by their respective
Governments, >

Convinced that the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America,
negotianted and signed in accordance with the recommendations of the General Assembly of
the United Nations in resolution 1911 (XVIII) of 27 November 1963, represents an
important step towards ensuring the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons,

Aware that the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons is not an end in itself but,
rather, a means of'ahcieving general and complete disarmement at a later stage, and

Desiring to contribute, so far as lies in their power, towards ending the armaments
race, especially in the field of nuclear weapons, and towards promoting and
strengthening a world at peace, based on mutual respect and sovereign equality of States,

Have agreed as follows:

Article 1. The stetute of denuclearization of Latin America in respect of warlike
purposes, as defined, delimited and set forth in the Treaty for the Prohibition of
Nuclear Weapons in Latin Americe of which this instrument is an.annex, shall be fully
respected by the Parties to this Protocol in all its express aims and provisions.

Article 2. The Governments represented by the undersigned Plenipotentiaries
undertake, therefore, not to contribute in any way to the performance of acts involving
a violation of the cbligations of article 1 of the Treaty in the territories to which
the Treaty applies in accordence with article 4 thereof.

Article 3. The Governments represented by the undersigned Plenipotentiaries also
undertake not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against the Contracting Parties
of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America.

Article 4. The duration of this Protocol shall be the same as that of the Treaty
for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America of which this Protocol is an
annex, and the definitions of territory and nuclear weapons set forth in articles 3 and
5 of the Treaty shall be applicable to this Protocol, as well as the provisions
regerding ratification, reservations, denunciation, authentic texts and registration
contained in articles 26, 27, 30 and 31 of the Treaty.

Article 5. This Protocol shall enter into force, for the States which have
ratified it, on the date of the deposit of their respective instruments of ratification,

In witness whereof, the undersigned Plenipotehtiaries, having deposited their full
powers found to be in good and due form, hereby sign this Additional Protocol on behalf

of thelr respective Govermments,

%/ A/C.1/946.
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~Status of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in

Latin America (Treaty of Tlatelolco) and its two Additional

Bolivia
Colombia
Costa Rica
Chile
Ecuador

El Salvador
Guatemala
Heiti
Honduras
Mexico
Panama
Peru
Uruguay
Venezuela
Nicaragua
Paraguay
Brazil
Trinidad and Tobago
Dominican Republic
Argentina
Jamaica
Barbados

Protocols, as &t 20 March 1969

l.

A, Treaty

Signatures

14 February 1967
1/ February 1967
14 February 1967
1/, February 1967.
14 February 1967
14 February 1967
14 February 1967
14 February 1967
14 Februa;y 1967

14 February 1967

14 February 1967
14 February 1967
14 February 1967

14 February 1967

15 February 1967
26 April 1967
9 May 1967

-ZV‘June«l967

28 July 1967

27 September 1967
26 October 1967
i8 October 1968
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Mexico

Brazil

El Salvador
Dominican Republic
Uruguay

Honduras

% Nicaragua

#*  Ecuador

*  Bolivia

Peru

Paraguay

B.

2.  Ratifications

Additional Protocol I

States to which the Protocol
is open for signature

United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland

Kingdom of the Netherlands
United States of America
France

C.

Signatures

20 December 1967
15 March 1968

Additional Protocol II

States to which the Protocol
is open for signature

nited Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland

United States of imerica
France
People's Republic of China

Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics

Signatures

20 December 1967
10 April 1968

20 September 1967
29 January 1968
22 April 1968

14 June 1968

20 August 1968

23 September 1968
2/, October 1968
11 February 1969
18 February 1969
4 March 1969

19 March 1969

Ratifications

Ratifications

% States which deposited, together with their respective instruments of ratification,
declarations by which, in exercise of the right accorded by article 28,
paragraph 2 of the Treaty, they waived all the requirements laid down in
poragraph 1 of that article, so that the Treaty is already in force for all of them.
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1. Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes to prohibit, to prevent and not
to carry out any underground nuclear weapon test explosion, or, subject to the
exemption embodied in paragraph 3, any other underground nuclear explosion, at any
place under its jurisdiction or control.

2. Esch State Party to this Treaty undertakes, furthermore, to refrain from
causing, encouraging or in any way participating in, the carrying out of any such
nuclear weapon tests explosion, or any such other nuclear explosion.

3. The provisions of paragraphs 1 and 2 of this Article do not apply to
explosions which are carried out for construction or other peaceful purposes and
which take place in confofmity with an international agreement to be negotiated

separately.

1. Bach State Party to this Treaty undertckes to co-operate in good faith to
ensure the full observance and implementation of this Treaty. '

2. Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes to co-operate in good faith in
an effective international exchange of seismological data in order to facilitate
the detection; identification and location of underground events,

3. Wach State Party to this Treaty undertakes to co-operate in good faith for
the ciarification of all events pertaining to the subject matter of this Treaty.
In accordance with this provision, each Scate Party to the Treaty is entitled

a) to make inguiries and to receive information ¢s a result of such

inquiries,

b) to invite inspection on its territory or territory under its

jurisdiction, such inspection to be carried out in the manner
prescribed by the inviting Party,

c) to make proposals, if it deems the information available or made

available to it under all or any of the preceding provisions in-
adequate, as to suitable methods of clarification.

4. Each State Party to this Treaty may bring to ths attention of the Security
Council of the United Nations and of the other Parties to the Treaty that it deems
another Party to have failed to co-operate to the fullest extent for the clarification

of a particular event.
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Article ITI

1. Any Party to ihis Trecabty mey propose amendments to this Treaty. The text
of any propoSed amendment shall be submitted to the Depositary Governments which shall
circulate it to all Parties to the Treaty. Thereupon, if regquested to do so by one-

-

third or mors of the Parties to the Treal ty, the Depositary Governments shall convene
h they shall invite all bthe Parties to the Treaty, to consider

ot

such an arendment.
2. Any amendment to this Tresty must be approved by & majority of the votes of
21l the Parties to the Treaty, including the votes of all nucloar-weapon States Party
to tiiis Treaty. The smendment shall entcr into force for cach Party that deposits
its instrument of retification of the amendment upon the deposit of instruments of
reiification by a majority of all the Parties, including the ins truments of ratlflva—
tion of all nuclear-wespon States Party to this Treaty. Thereafter, 1t shall enter
into force for any other Party upcn the deposit of its instrunent of ratificeatiorn

of the amendnent.,

1. This Treaby =hall be open ito 1l States for signature. Any State which does
not sign the Treaty before its santry 1n+o force in sccordance with paragraph 3 of this
frticic may acccede to it ab any time. _

2. This Trezty shall be subject to ratification by signatory States.  Instruments
of retificrtion and instruments of accession shall be deposited with the Governmen nts
O i ieieir it cieeeneana., Which are harcby designated the Depositery Governments.

3. This Trcsiy shall euter into force aiter its ravificatlon by the States, the
Governnents of which ar: designated Depositaries of the Treaty, and ...... other States
signstory to this Trzaty and the deposit of their instruuents of ratification.

1

4o TFor States whose insvruments of retification or accession are deposited sub-

%

sequent the entry into force of this Trealy, it shall senter into force on the date
the deposit of tholr instruments of retification or accession,
5. The Depositary uovurnmentﬂ shall promptly inform all signatory and acceding
States of the date of sach signature, the dale of deposii of ewch instrument of ratifi-

)

cation or ol accession, the datc of the entry into »orcb of this. Trbaty, and the date
off receipt of any requests for convening a conference or other notices.

6. This reaty shnll be reglstered by the Depcsitary Governments pursuant to
Article 102 of the Charter of the United Nations ‘
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Article V

This Treaty shall be of unlimited duration. Each Party shall in exercising
its national sovereignty have the right to withdraw from the Treaty, if it decides
that extraordinary events, related to the subject matter of this Treaty, have jeopard-
ized the supreme interests of its country. It shall give notice of such withdrawal
to all other Parties to the “reaty and to the United Nations Security Council three
months in advance. Such notice shall include a statement of the extraordinary events

it regards as having jeopardized its supreme interests,
Article VI

This Treaty, the fnglish, Russian, French, Spanish and Chinese texts of which
are equally zuthentic, shall be deposited in the archives of the Depositary Governments.
Duly certified copies of this Treaty shall be transmitted by the Depositary Governments
to the Goverrments of the signa*ory and acceding States.

In witness vhereof the undersigned, duly authorized, have signed this Treaty.

Done in at this day of
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Canadian Delizgation at the 4C04th meeting

1 e

Reference wag made in the statemevt of the

on 17 April to Canadian scientific papers concernin: the detection and identification

seismologzical moeans nublished zincc the SIPRI
the titles of these papers

o underground nuclcar explogions by
neetings, For the convenicnce of the members of the 100
of thecir nublization ars set Hut bolow:
sarthcusrkes and nvelcsor cxplosioneg in
P,i. Basham, Geonhysical Journal
Tolume 17, »pages 1-13, 1969,

and particulars
Canadian magnitudes of
southwegtern Jorth fmcrica by
Royal Astronomical Society, London,

Operation and maeintenance of the Yellowknife Scismological Array

1966-68 by Z.B. Monchee and ¥,D, Cooper, Seismological Scries

of Dominion Obscrvutory, Obtawa, 1968 (2).

Comparison of Montreal P-wave megnitudes from SP and IP seismograns

by P.W. Basham, Scismological 3eries of Dominion Observatory,

Ottawa, 1968 (3).

The following directly roleyant PaPOT.. Arec
Canadian magnitudesz of fsian earthouak:s znd cxplosions by P.W. Bashan,

Corrslogran digcrimination narameters from Yellowkniic smeismic

array data by X, Yhitham, P.Y7, Bosham and d.3. hduogawa, in

press in Seismological Seriss of Dominion Observatory, Ottawa.

in press in tas open literature:

Theorstical rosnonse of g gelsmograph at Yollowkmifs to an

underground VAﬁ]051on at N.1T.S., by H.,3. Zusezawa and X. Vhitheomn,
Canadian Journal of Xeorth Secicnces, Ottawa, in nress.

Epicentral determinction by secisnmic array:s by D.JH. Weichoert,

Naturae, London, iz Ddross.
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ITALY

for the adoption of an crpanic

disarmanent progrome

1. TIn resolution A/RES/2454B (XXIII} the Cener:l Assenbly requested the Conference
"o noke renewed efforts towards achieving substantial progress in reaching agreement
on the question of general -nd complete disarnament under effective international control,
and urgently to analyze the plans already under consideration and others that might be
put forward to see how in particular rapid progress could be made in the field of
nuclear disarnanent”,
2. Hence the adoption of agreenents on cffective disarmenent neasures renains the
basic ain of the work of the Eighteen-Nation Conference.
3. It has to be noted that since 1962 (when the United States and the Soviet Union
submitted thelr respective plans for general and complete disarmanent) no effective
disarmanent measure has been adopted.
Lo This is probably due to the fact that in 1962 it was thought that the process of
general and conplete disarmanent could be initiated by irmediate neasures for the
reduction of armaments. But oxperience has shown that disarmonent must be "prepared"
in an adequate manner and that the preparntion itself of this process rmust, fron the
beginning, forn the subject of a plan.
5. The Italian delegaticn therefore believes that in order to give a new impetus to
the disarmancnt negotiations it is necessary toc proceed on the basis of a plan or
prograrme containing, on the one hand, the elements which rust precede the discrnanent
process or serve to prepare Tnr it, and, on the other hand, the nethods of its
inplenentation.
6. The Itdlian delegation considers that, in order to preparc for the disarmanent
process mnd to open the way thereto, it 1s necessary at the same time: (a) to halt the
nuclear arms race, (b) to crecate ~ climate of confidence, (¢) to undertake studies on
concrete measurcs that will nake it poseible to reduce arnancents and arned forces.
Furthermore, in order tc nnke possible the complete inmplencntation of a disarmanent
process, 1t is necessary to establish guldelines which should be provided for and

1aid down fron the start.
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7. 1If the usefulness of this cpproach is recognized, it is neccssary tc envisage the
conclusion of an agrcenent on o2 organic programme ained ot defining: (a) the content of
the preparatory phase, and (b) the guidelines which arc to govern the subsequent process
of disarmament.

8. As regerds the preparatory phase, it will be a netter, in particuler, of dotermining
the neasures which it should cenprise in order tc achieve the aforementioned ains,
nanely, the haltiang of the nuclear arms race, the creation of z climate of mutual
confidence and a study of concrate measures for arms reduction. The Itslian delegation
has already expressed its opinion in this regard and hopes that other delegations will
also neke their views lmown. In particular, the Italion delegotion believes that the
halting of the nuclear amis race rust be regarded as an integral problem, the various
aspects of which are interdependent. This is tantamount to rccognizing that there is a
link betwecn the vorious neasures to be adopted in this field, although this does not
nean that agreemont concerning a given neasure rmust necessarily be subject to the
conclusion of an agrecrient on other neasures. Sone degree of flexibility is necessary
in practice.

9. As regards the determinaticn of guidelines for the disarnament process as a whole,
the Italian delegation belicves that it could be based on the principles agreed as
long ago as Septeiher 1961 between the United States and Soviet Governnents. These
principles, brought up tc dote and supplerented as fer as possible; coulc be reproduced
within the fremework of o jolnt declaration by the Eighteen-Nacion Conference.

1

For example, the criginal texts could be suppleniented by stating:

(a) that the process of gencral and conplete disarmonent shall take place in a
preparatory phase and in three successive phases of arms reduction until it is
conpleted;

(b) that the three phases of arns reéduction nay be negotisted separately: the

first phase sirultonecusly with the inplenentaticn of the preparatory phase; the second
sirmltoneously with the implementation of the first; ond the third sirmultaneously with
the implenentation of the sccond;

(c) that reductions in all cctegories of nuclear and conventional weapons shall be

progressive, fron the firast phasc onwards.
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10. With regard to the stages of negotistion, the Italian delegation suggests,
for its part, the following programme of work:

~ to undertake immediate negotiations on an organic dissrnanent prograrme;

- to carry on, at the same time, negotiations on partial disarmament neasures
that have already been considered previously"

~ after the conclusion of en agreement on a general programme, aand after
obtaining concrete results in the field of partial neasures( which are an essential
part of the preparatory phase), to begin negotiations on the first phase of the
disarmanent process,
11. The Italian delegation will be grateful to other delegations for any suggestions

they nay wish to put forward in regard to the points subnitted for their consideration.
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NIGERIA

Working Paper on the Comprehensive Test. Ban Treaty

The question of verification constitutes the greatest stumbling block to -con~
cluding a Comprehensive Test Ban, Although much progress has been made in developing
the means of identifying earthquakes or nuclear explosions through long range tele-
seismic systems, the oxperts are all agreed that there is yet' a gep to be bridged to
make the seismic identification system foolproof.

In the general atmosphere of suspicion and distrust among states it is little
wonder that exclusive reliance on seismic identification has not found full acceptance,

The Nigerian Delegation considers that to inspirc the confidence necessary for
concluding the Test Ban Treaty, = foolproof method of verification must be established,
This will involve the augmentation of geismic verification with some other form of
verification where the former is inconclusive.

The Nigerian Delegation is well aware of the reservations about “on-gite” in-
spections. The Delegation believes that these rescrvations do not attach to the
system, per se, btult stem from the uneasiness that "on-site” inspections might be
exploited for purposes of espionage. If therefore the possibility of espionage can
be eliminated or reduced considerably, "on-site" inspections, where seismic
verifications are inconclusive will, it is hoped, be acceptable.

In its working paper ENDC/232 of 20th August 1968 the United Kingdom Delegation
prOpoéed the establishment of a Committee that will undertake "on~site inspections if
strong evidence of a possible infringement of a Test Ban Treaty was produced. The
proposal envisaged the inclusion of the super-powers in the Committee,  Such an
inclusion will not remove tha basis of the reservations about "on-site" inspections.
To overcome this short-coming, the Nigerian Delegation now recormmends that the
Cormittee should beo composed, exclusively, of non-aligned countries that have signed
the Non-Proliferation Treaty and possess the technological know-how toc cope with the

implications of such inspections.
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Such a Committee of non-aligned countries should allay apprehensions about

on-site" inspections. Since they would have signed the Non-Proliferation Treaty,

the members of the Committee should not be interested in atomic weapon espionage

because that Treaty prohibits them from putting into practicel use any knowledge of

nuclear weapons they may thus unlawfully acquire. On the other hand, their being

non-aligned will ensure that they'are unlikély to act és'agents of the super-powers.
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NIGERTA

Working Paper on proposed amendment to
Article I of the USSE draft Treaty on
Prohibition of the Use For Military Purooses
of the Sea~bed And The Ocean Floor And The
Sub-s0il Thereofl

After suuseoeeeess "Coastal states ic prohibited" in paragraph
1 of Article 1 add:
"provided that where such 12 mile maritime
zone overlaps a sinilar zone in respect of
another state, signatory to the treaty, both
states so affected shall waive their rights
in regaré to the vse of such maritime zone
for nilitary purposes and shall acceplt the
verificatior obligations in this treaty within
such zone without prejudice to their rights
under the United Nations Continental Shelf

Conventlon of 19581,
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Working Paper listing recent Canadian scientific papers
on seismologicel research with abstracts now aveilable

For the convenience of members of the ENDC the titles and available abstracts
on papers produced recently in Canada on seismological research are set out below.
The 1ist includes artvicies to wiich reference has alrsady been made in dociment
ENDC/244, of April 17, 1969, and other papers in press or contributed to the Conference
cn Seismological Data Exchange, 3tockholm, May 1966, and the Seismic Study Group
convened by the International Institute of Peace and Conflict Research (SIPRI) in
Sweden, April and June, 19€8:

(a) Array Research

H. Somers and E.B. Manchee: Glectivity of the Yelliowknife Seismic
Array, ‘eaphjs. J.R. astr. Zoc., Vol. 10, p. 401, 19G6.
Abstracv 1.

E.B, Manchee and H. Somers: The Yellowknife SeismolOgical'Array,
Publ. Dom, Oba., AXZIT, Ho. 2, 1966. A4bsiract 2.

D.H. Weichert, E.B. Manchee and ¥. Whithsm: Digital Experiments at
Twice Real-time Speed on the Capabllities of the Yellowknife
Seismic Array, seophys. J. R. astr. Soc., Vol. 13, p.277, 1967.
Abstract 3.

ements for
mic Array

D.H. Weichert: Ccmpuicr Hardwars and Programuing Requir
the Delay~Sum-and-Correlate Method of Procsesing Seis
Data, Seism. Series, .Dom. Obs., 1967-2. Avstraci 4.

F.M, Anglin and E.B. Manchee: Discrimination of Temporally
Overlapping Seismic Events, Nature, Yol. 218, Ho. 5143, 1968.
Ho_absitract.

B.B. Manchee and D.H. U@lch@ru. Epicentral Uncertaintics and
Detention Probabllitics fror the Yellowknife Seismic Array Data,
BSsA, Vol. 58, p. 1359, 1968, advstract 5.

K. Whitham, P.¥W. Bashan and H.S. Hasegawa: Correlogram Discrimination
b ) ©
Parameters from Yellowknife Se 15m1c Array Data, Zelam. Series,
Doms Obs., 1968-5. No abstrac
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(c)

K. Whitham and D.H. Weichert: Geophysical Results from Digital
Processing of Yellowknife Array Signals, Travaux Scientifiques,
fasc. 24, 1968. Abstract 6.

D.H. Weichart: Epicentre Determination by Seilsmic Arrays,
Nature (in press). No abstract.

E.B. Manchee and W.D. Cooper: Operation and Maintenance of the
Yellowknife Selsmological Array, 1966-8, Seism. Series, 1968-2,
No abstract.

D.H, Weichert and E.B. Manchee: A Photogrammetric Resurvey of
the Yellowknife Seismic Array, Seism. Series, Dom. Obs., 1969-2.
No abstract.

D.H., Weichert and K. Whitham: Calibration of the Yellowknife

Seismic Array with First Zone Explosions, submitted to
Geophys. J. R. astr. Soc. Abstract 7.

Surface Wave Studies

P.W. Basham: Canadian Magnitudes of Earthquakes and Nuclear
Explosions in Southwestern North America, Geophys. J.R. astr.
Soc., Vol. 17, p. 1, 1969. Abstract 8. ,

P.W, Basham: Canadian Magnitudes of Asian Earthquakes and
Explosions, submitted to Geophys. J. R astr. Soc., 1969,
Abstract 9.

Signal Characteristics

P.W. Basham: Comparison of Montreal P-Wave Magnitudes from
Short-Period and Intermediate Period Seismograms, Seism.
Series, Dom. Obs., 1968-3. MNo.abstract.

H.S, Hasegawa: A Study of the Effects of the Yellowknife
Crustal Structure upon the P Coda of Teleseismic Events,
Geophys. J. R. astr. Soc. (in press). Abstract 10.

H.8. Hasegawa and K. Whitnam: Theoretical Response of a
Seismograph at Yellowknife to an Underground Explosion at
the Nevada Test Site, Can. J. Earth Sci. (in press).

No abstract. '

P.W. Basham and R.M. Ellis: The Composition of P Codas using
Magnetic Tape Seismograms, BSSA (in press)., Abstract 11,
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Abstract ~ 1
SELECTIVITY OF THE YELLOWKNIFE SEISMIC ARRAY
H. Somers and E.B. Manchee

An idealized signal, consisting of a noise-free, single-frequency infinite-duration
input, is theoretically applied to the Yellowknife seismic array. A comparison of the
output responses resulting from three possible signal processing techniques, viz. cross-
correlation, sumall-squared, and multiple correlation, indicates that cross-correlation
is the preferred technique for determining the azimuth and velocity of arrival of the

incident seismic energy.

Abstract -~ 2
THE YELLOWKNIFE SEISMOLOGICAL ARRAY
E.B. Manchee and H. Somers

The United Kingdom Atomic Energy Auvthority, in co-operation with the Department of
Mines'and Technical Surveys of Canada; has established a large seismological array at
Yellowknife, Northwest Territories. The purpose of the array is to investigate the
possibility that teléseismic detection and identification of underground nuclear tests
anywhere in the world may be possible using a relatively small number of similar
stations. The-Yellowknife Array is a research and dsvelopment facility, not an
operational monitoring station.

Nineteen evenly spaced seismometer vaults are arranged in an asymmetrical cross,
esch arm of the cross being 22.5 km in length. The output of the single vertical
Willmore Mark II seismometer in each vault is recorded on a separate track on magnetic
tape. The large size of the array makes asimuth searching and velocity filtering
desirable and necessary in the proceséinq of the data., The Department of Mines and
Technicel. Surveys is in the process of acquiring digital computing facilities which
will allow the magnetic tapes to be searched for all events at twice real time speeds.
In addition to the ilentification problem, many routine seismological problems may also
be investigated by use of this new and powerful tool.

' ‘ * % %
‘Abstract - 3 |
DIGITAL EXPERIMENTS AT TWICE REAL-TIME SPEED ON THE
CAPABILITIES COF THE YELLOWKNIFE SEISMIC ARRAY
DiH. Weichert, E.B, Manchee and K. Whitham

A number of experimental seismic arrays have been constructed in the past few years.

One such array in the form of an asymmetric linear cross has been built at Yellowknife,
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NWT, by the United Kingdom Atomic Energy Authority in collaboration with the Canadian
Department of Mines and Technical Surveys. Data from the 19 individual seismometers
are recorded continuously on FM magnetic tape. The analogue tape data are multiplexed
into a digital computer at twice the recording speed. The system allows the formation
of 168 beams by the delay and sum method: different approaches to this problem and
their implications for real. time processing are discussed. The correlations between the
phased sums of the two lines are calculated and events are detected automatically when
the correlation rises above a trigger level for a preset length of time. For each event
a selection of logarithmic correlations is output in analogue form, together with other
pertinent information.

The recorded data have been analysed in two modes: free search, in which the
entire tape is searched by the computer; and selective search fine scan, in which
events are selected visually from a helicorder record and subjected to a variety of
search procedures. A 30-day free search experiment indicated that the 50% detection
probability level is m4.1 + 0.2. The location accuracy of the events detected -during
the 30-day experiment is of the order of 300 km in latitude and iongitude and fine scan
experiments have shown that this accuracy may be improved. - The signal/noise ratio
improvement is close to the theoretical wvalus.

* "% %
Abstract - 4
COMPUTER HARDWARD AND PROGRAMMING REQUIREMENTS FOR THE
DELAY-SUM-AND~-CORRELATE METHOD OF PROCESSING SEISMIC ARRAY DATA
D.H. Weichert

The data from the Yellowknife seismic array have been processed digitally in Ottawa
since early 1966, The method used was the sum-delay-and-correlate method and required
approximately 16,000 words of computer memory when conducted at twice real-time speed,
because of trade~offs between memory and processing speed. For the particular
configuration of the Yellowknife array, and for a sufficiently uniform crust, it is
demonstrated that, with an average third generation computer with about 4 usec addition
time and 24-bit word lengﬁh, the data could be processed continucusly at four times the
recording speed. About 100 beams would be maintained, covering uniformly the third zone.

The routine formation of digital files for all detected events is not possible at
four times the recording speed, unless more than one direct-memory-access channel is
incorporated in the digital computer system., With two such channels, approximately one
digital tape would be required per recording week. wWith only one channel as presently
approved for purchase, digital tape formation for international data exchange is possible,
but at twice real-time speed the tape utilization is only 18%.

#* * #*
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Abstract - 5
EPICENTRAL UNCERTAINTIES AND DETECTION PROBABILITIES
FROM THE YELLOWKNIFE SEISMIC ARRAY DATA
E.B. Manchee and D.H. Weichert

Analog recording tapes from the Yellowknife eeismicAarrey;have been processed
digitallyAin Canada for over a year, with concentration on the automatic detection and
epicenter location of events betuween 26° and %0° distance, using short period P-wave
arrivals.

For the purpose of detection, signals from the individugl seismometers in the two ,
arms of the cross array are analog band-pass filtered, digitized at 20 samples/s,
multiplexed into a digital computer, velocity and azimuth filtered and correlated, using
an expenentially weighted integration over>time with an equivalent width of 1.6s. The
correlograﬁs for up to 168 phased beams are scanned for values exceeding a present
trigger le#el and an event is recorded when the level is passed consistently a number
of times. In late 1966, during a seismieally guiet period and with the array fully
operational, the 50 per cent aufometic detection level achieved by this method for
events in the Third Zone to Yellowknife was m4.0 t 0.1, slightly better than the level
of an analog trigger operated at the station which uses the correlogram methed for a single
unphased beam only. The 50 per cent detection level of the Yellowknife standard station
is about m4.4 and thus the array-computer automatic detection method gives about am0./
improvement, which is expected from the processing method used if the noise is largely
uncorrelated. No significant variations in the detection level with asimuth have yet
been observed.

Approximate epicenter locations are determined from the best apparent arrival.vector.
The best vector 1s assumed to be given by the maxima of parabolas at constant azimuth
and wave number lnterpolated between the highest values of the correlograms.

USCGS P.D.E, information is used in conjunction with the J-B tables to calculate
an expected apparent arrivel vector. The difference between the expected and best
interpolated arrival vectors has an average deviation of about 6 ms/km, Their

distribution does not suggest a simple crustal or upper mantle cause under the array
station.
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Abstract - 6

GEOPHYSICAL RESULTS FROM DIGITAL PROCESSING
OF YELLOWKNIFE ARRAY SIGNALS.

K. Whitham ané D.H. Weichert

Results are descrived from the automatic digital processing of teleseismic
signals from the medium aperture crossed -seismic array at Yellowknife, N.W.T.
Developments in the automatic processing method are described which inerease the
speed,fromfthat previously described. Epicentral uncertainties from, a single array
determination are outlined.

Intensive digital processing is described of a tape obtained by the superposition
of the signals from the Early Rise chemical explosions at an epicentral distance of
about 21°. The results and other observations from chemical eXﬁi&éions at 11° to 17°
are compared with the predictions.for the average upper mantle structure derived from
observations of'chémical'explosions on the Canadian standard seismic network Et iong
ranges. Preliminary upper mantle structural interpretations are givén incorporating
phase velocity data with time and distance data. The difficulties in self-consistent
interpretations using velocity filtering are outlined. The best model to date
requires only a very weak P-wave low velocity layer at conslderable depth in the
PreCambrian Shield.

Abstract = 7

CALIRRATION OF THE YELLOWKNIFE SEISMIC ARRAY
WITH FIRST ZONE EXPLOSIONS

D.H. Weichert and K. Whitham

Recordings from a crustal seismic experiment, which was vonducted in the
Yellowknife area in 1966, were used for calibration of the Yellowknife selsmic array.
In the immediate vicinity of +the array the crust is found to be very uniform. A
superficial layer with an intercept time of 0.172 #0.012 s and unknown velocity 1is
underlain by a crust with a P-wave velocity of 6.0.. +0.01 km/s near the top: assuming
this velocity constant throughout the second layer, the total thickness of the crust
is about 34 +2 km. The Mohorovicic discontinuity is horizontal under the array within
the resolution of this experiment and the apparent Pn velocity is 8.15 km/s. At‘a
distance of a few tens of kilometers the crustal uniformity breaks down. The distances
are such that, for most teleseismic signals, the effect of these inhomogeneities

should be negligible.
* % o
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Abstract - 8

CANADIAN MAGNITUDES OF EARTHQUAKES AND NUCLEAR
EXPLOSIONS IN SOUTHWESTERN NORTH AMERICA

P. W. Basham

Canadian seismograph network mean body-wave and surface-wave magnifudes are
computed for 28 earthquakes and 28 nuclear explosions in southwestern North America
to- test the effectiVéness of the surface- vs body-wave discriminant between earth-
quakes and explosidns for purely continental paths. For the present Canadian net-
work, the magnitude threshold of discrimination is about m4.5. A comparison is
made between these and other (intercontinental) surface- vs body-wave relationships
by normalizing allbdata to standard magnitudes. Surface;wave attenuation for inter-
continental paths limits the effectiveness of the discriminént to magniﬁudes about
1.0 higher than the same recording techniques can achieve for intracontinental paths.

® O 3#
Abstract - 9

CANADIAN MAGNITUDES OF ASIAN EARTHQUAKES
AND EXPLOSIONS

P. W. Bashan

A suite of 33 Asian earthquakes and 36 central Asia and Novaya Zemlya nuclear
explosions are used to define the minimpm detection levels in terms of surface-wave
and body-wave magnitudes and the discrimination thresholds of the M versus m dis-
criminant for the Canadian seismograph network. Under low microseismic noise con-
ditions surface-waves can be observed for earthquakes down to m4.9 and explosions
down to m5.9 for the region near the central Asia test site. For events above these
magnitudes, the M versus m relationships provide reliable discrimination between
earthquakes and explosions. Comparison with an intracontinental study leads to the
conclusion that the discrimination threshold is limited by path effects and greater
distances to events about ml.3 larger ncar the central Asia test site than near the

Nevada test site.
LI
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Abstract - 10

A STUDY OF THE EFFECTS OF THE YELLOWKNIFE CRUSTAL STRUCTURE
UPON THE ¥ CODA OF TELESEISMIC EVENTS

H. S. Hasegawa

The short-period P codas of seven earthquakes and four underground nuclear events
recorded in the Yellowknife rogion of the Canadian Shield are analyzed both in the time
and in the frequency domains. In the time domain; the applications of a "P-detection"
filter to the earthquake cvents facilitates the identification of several phases
(pP and sP) in the first 25 sec. of the P coda. The application of this filter to two
nuclear events -(ariginating at the Nevada Test Site) assists in the separation and in
the identification of the crustal reverberations at the respective sources. Iﬁ the
frequency domain studies, the applicaﬁion of the spectral ratic test to six earthqueke
events resulted in poor agrecment between the theoreticel and the experimental specfyal
ratio curves; closer agreement was obtaincd for the nuclea events. Since the earth-
quake events did not possess the appropriats type of waveform for the spéctral ratio
test, it is not possible, at this stage, to pass judgment as to whether the crustal
layering at Yellowknife fulfils the requirements of Haskell's matrix theory.

Signal-generated noise studies are based on the observation of P-generated
SH and 8V waves.  Anomalous P-SH conversion is much less in this region than in the
sedimentary. basin of central Alberta. However, there are indications of appreciable
anomalous P-SV conversion; the source is likely in the lower part of the crust and
possibly. in the upper part.of the mantlec at Yellowknife.

* % ¥
Abstract ~ 11

THE COMPOSITION OF P CODAS USING MAGNETIC
TAPE SEISMOGRAMS

P. W. Basham and R. M. FEllis

The short-period P codas or 41 seismic svents recorded on the plains of western
Alberta arc examined for compressional and shear phases. A non-linear "P-Detection™
polarization filter is applied to 25 seconds of the records following thé-P onset.
Numerous compressional wave signal pulses are detected amid the codas; these include
PcP and PXP phases for events at appropriate distances and the common depth phases pP

and sP. The phase pP is detected on the records of 25 events, 16 of which have reported
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depths shallower than 40 km. For events with pP visible at two stations, pP-P
times are accurale to about 1 second, allowing focal depth assignment to an
accuracy of about 15 km. Locally-generated shear phases are studied using
particle motion plots in the vertical (vertical-radial) and horizontal planes.
These are large variations in SV/P amplitude ratios for individual cvents at
stations separated by 60 to 160 km., Anomalous SV and SH-type motions are

attributed to a complex Precambrian basement.
' % % ¥



ENDC/249
22 May 1969

Original: ENGLISH

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Draft Treaty Prohibiting the Emplacement of Nuclear Weapons and
Other Weapons of Mass Destruction on the Seabed and Ocean Floor

The States Parties to this Treaty,

Recognizing the common interest of all mankind in the progress of the exploration
end use of the seabed and ocean floor for peaceful purposes,

Considering that the prevention of a nuclear arms race on the seabed and ocean
floor serves the interests of maintaining world peace, reduces international tensions,
and strengthens friendly relations among States,

Convinced that ‘this Treaty will further the principles and purposes of the
Charter of the United Nations, in a manner consistent with the principles of inter-
national law and without infringing the freedoms of the high - seas,

Have agreed as follows:

Article I

1. Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes not to emplant or emplace fixed
nuclear weapons or other weapons of mass destruction or associated fixed launching
platforms on, within or beneath the seabed and ocean floor beyond a narrow band, as
defined in Article II of this Treaty, adjacent to the coast of any State.

2. Each State Party to the Treaty undertakes to.refrain‘from causing, encouraging,

facilitating or in any way participating in the activities prohibited by this Article.

Article II

1. For purpose of this Treaty, the outer limit of the narrow band referred to
in Article I shall be measured from baselines drawn in the mamner specified in
Paragraph 2, hereof. The width of the narrow band shall be three (3) miles.

2. Blank (Baselines)

3. Nothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as prejudicing the position of
any State Party with respect to rights or claims which such State Farty may assert,
or with respect to recognition or nonrecognition of rights or claims asserted by any
other State, relating to territorial or other contiguous seas or to the seabed and

ocean floor.
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Article III

1. In order to promote the objectiv: s and ensure the cobservance of the
provisions of this Treaty, the Parties to the Treaty shagll remain free to observe
activities of other States on the seabed and oceen floor, without interfering with
such activities or otherwise infringing rights recognized under international law
including the freedoms of the high seas. In the event thal such observation dees
not in any particular case suffice to eliminate cuestions regarding fulfillment of
the provisions of this Treaty, Farties undertake to consvlt and to cooperate in
endeavoring to resolve the questions,

2. At the review conference provided for in Article V, consideration shall
be given to whether any additional rights or procedures of verification should be
established by amendment to this Treaty.

Article IV

Any State Party to the Treaty méy propose amendments tc this Treaty. Amendments
shall enter into force for each State Party to the Treaty accepting the amendments
upon their acceptance by a majority of the State Parties to the Treaty and there-

~after for each remaining State Party on the date of acceptance by it.
Article V

Five years after the entry intc force of this Treaty, a conference of Parties
to the Treaty shall be held in Geneva, Switzerland, in order to review the operation
of this Treaty with a view to assuring that the purposes of the preamble and the
provisions of the Treaty are being realized. Such review shall take into account any
relevant technological developments. The review conference shall determine in gccord-
ance with the views of a majority of those Partics attending whether and when an
additional review conferénce shall be convened.

Article VI

Each Party shall in exercising its national sovereignty have the right to withdraw
from this Treaty if it decides that extraordinary events, related to the subject matter
of this Treaty, have jeopardized the supreme interests of its country. It shall give
notice of such withdrawal to all other Parties to the Treaty and to the United Nations
Security Council three months in advance. Such notice shall include a statement of

the extraordinary events it regards as having jeopardized its supreme interests.

May 22, 1969
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Criginal: ENGLISH

ITALY

idditional sugcestions on underground nucloar explosicas,
following the Italian workins papsr (ENDG/234) of Ausust 1968

On August 23, 1968 thce Italicn Government subnitted to the Hightecon Nations

Committce on Disarmement some suggestions wich o view to acihieving partial

progress in the ficld of the suspension of underground nuclecr tests,
Under Para. 3 (o) of the mentionod working waper it was suggested that "Governments
responsible for underground auclcar explosions should act in a different manner

according to whether nuclear explosicns for peaceful or for militory purvoses

-1
)

are concerned. The former, befcre being carricd out, should be announced to

the United Nations with «ll the necesscry detoils®. Teking into acceount
different opinions expresscd cn this subjoct, and alse some important cvents
that have since taken place - namely the approval by the United Nations Gencral

Assenbly of the Non-Proliferation Treaty - it is now suggested that the

12

1

notification envisagzed in the aforementioned Cora. 3 (as should, instead, be
made to the International Service for nuclear peaceful exypleniocns to be set
up within the framcwork of IAEA (Gencral iAsserbly Resolulisn 2456-C XXIII).

Parz, 3 (c¢) of the Italian working paper of Ausust 1968 suzgested that "Non-
nuclear Governments, in their turn, should subnit o list of experts to the
Governments of the States where the nuclear ciplosions cre te take place.

hereof, it is further

he)

In accordance with the suggestions sct forth in Para.
suggested that the provosed list of experts should Le submitted instead to

the IAEA,
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Vorking paper -n the Comprehaensive Test Ban

Among many others, the Cenecdiun Delegetion bslieves that the problems of verifying

1

a Comprehensive Test Ben would decreesc evon th sugh they nmsy not be entirely resslved,
if gueranteed access to original scismological date could be assured within the

framework of an orgenized and offective wirld-wide seismological date exchange. The
Canadian Delegation zalso thinks thet a practical method of achieving such an exchange

.

would be through cn increase anc intensification of the international co-operation
which already exists in this field.
2. To this end but boefore attempting tc find an acceptable economic, technical means

by which 2ll partics would make scismological information freely available, two
essential points nocd clerifying:  what seismic information wsuld governments moko
available znd in whet form? In this connexion the Canadiean Delegation suggested 2

the 404th meeting of *4uc ENDC on April 17 thet countries be invited to send a list of the
selsmographic statlons fron which t they would be re ﬁuy to supply records on thé basis

of zuaranteed aveilrbility of deoba in the {raucwork of a world-wide exchange of
seismic data and orovide certein deisils concerning thesce stations. The sugzcsted
form »f such = reguest from the ENDC is =% oub below. The Canacian Dslegation is
presenting tﬁis sussesticn now in ﬁhe hope thot agrecument to it can be speedily rcached
without préjudice to any other proposals uader consideration by ENDC and the request

sent out as soon as pussible.

REQUEST FROM THRE SICETEEN-NATION COMMITTEE ON DISARMAMENT TO THE GOVERNMENT OF

csenecseessenssese CONCERNING THE PROVISION OF CuPT ALN TNFORMATION IN THE CONTEXT

QF THE GREATION OF A WORLD-WIDD EXCHANGE OF uF-ul LOGICAL DATA WHICH WOULD FACILITATE
THE ACHIEVEMENT OF A COMPRE! JNoIV TEST BAN

In order to assist in clarifyings what resources would be available for the

sventuel establisiment of an effective world-wide exchange of seismological information
which would facilitatc the achievement ﬂf a Comprehensive Test Ban, the Eighteen-Nation
Committee on Disarncucat requests tie Govermment of eveeveseeesees 1O supply to *he

Secretary-General of the United iations for tra nsmission to the ENDC a list of all its
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scismic stations frorn waich it wuld be prevarcd to supply records on the basis of
suaranteed availability, and to provide certein information about each station as set
out below:

(a) Photographic recording seisrogreph stohions

(i) Name of station

/\

ii) Co-ordinatss of station

) Instrumcatotion and components recorded.  (This should include

N
e
e
e

operational magnification et one sccond periods for short period

and bread band seismographs and at 15 or 20 seconds for long period

instrunents. )
The Govermment of ......... 1is also requested to indicate whether full operational
nagnification curves in ebsolute units with fully annotated records would be provided,
s only through provision of this information can the maximum usefulness of an
international exchange of seismolegicel data be guaranteed. It would also be uscful
to know the time winlow within which the Government of . ......... wWould be prepcred tov
supply original records or good quelity microfilm, and if the lattor, whether the

14 2

microfilm would be 15.35 of 70 millimetre filn.

(b) Tape recording soismograph stations (including arrays)
(

i) Name of station
(ii) Co-ordina*os of station
(iii) A general ccesunt of the instrumentation geometry of the array
(iv) Components rccorded on nasncetic tape and magnetic tape specifications.

(This would include the operatisnal negnifications at one second for
sihort poriod instrumentotion cnd at 15 or 20 seconds for long perilod
instruments)
As under (a) above, in the interests of sbtaining meximum usefulness from: an
international ecxchonze of data, the Governfient of .....e...... is requested to indicate
whether it would provide full operational éurves for band-pass and time code recordced
on tape. It would elso be useful if the Government of sev.vee... could indicate how
long the original tape can be made avallable before the tepes are erased and re-used.
In view of the urgency in making progress in the direction of a solution for a
Comprehensive Test Ban the ENDC would greatly appreciate it if the information requested
above could be forwarded to the Secretary-General of the United Nations with the least

possible delay for transmission to the ENDC.

CO-CHAIRMAN OF THE ENDC

CO~CHATRMAN OF THE EXDC
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Working Paver on Seismic Investigation Proposal

The United States is now prepared to take action in connexion with its proposal
of December 5, 1968, to the First Committee of the 23rd United Nations General
Assembly, that certain underground nuclear explcsions serve collaterally for studies
in connexion with worldwide seismic investigations,

As indicated in the U.S..proposal, all states with appropriate seismic
instrumentation will have the option to collect and evaluate seismic data resulting
from such explosions, and the success of the proposal will depend in large cegree

the extent tc which they exercise thelr option. Presuming broad participation
in the procedures foreseen by the United States, the experiments will have a
threefold result; they will facilitate further analysis of seismological
characteristics, oth of the geological media and of the explesions themselves;
they will p *ovide a basis for systematizing worldwide use for seismic purposes
of the information released on underground nuclear explosions; and they will
facilitate worldwide evaluation and comparison, to the extent that the data are
exchanged, of the seismic information gathered on such events.

The underground nuclear explosions contvemplated by the U,S, for these
experiments will not involve development or testing of nuclear Weapons.

The purpose of this working naper is to elaborate on the first of these

2 J.

experiments and on how it would apply to the selsmic inves

C..L.

stigation proposal., The
experiment, denoted Project Rulison, will be conducted in the state of Colorado in
the Western United States.* Like a previous experiment (Project Gasbuggy) conducted
in December 1967, its purpose will be to investigale the use of a nuclear explosion
to increase the recovery of natural gas. The explosion will have a yield of about

40 kilotons, It will take place in a low permeability gas-bearing formation,

s

geologically referred to in this region as the Mesa Verde formation. The explosion

* Originally scheduled for June, the experiment has for-technical reasons
been postooned until September.
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is expected to create an underground chimney of broken rock about 370 feet high and

160 feet in diameter, The chimney thus created will act as a chamber where the gas
will collect and thern be drawn cff through a well to be drilled frgm the ground down

to the chimney. The energy releaed Ly the explosion is expected to crush and fracture
the rock out of about 290 feet around the chimney, thereby greatly increasing the
permeability of the reservoir and.enablingtthe_gas to flow more readily to the producing
well,

HUith regard\to the seisnic investigation aspect of this exveriment, the following
data are pertinentui

1. The depth of the explosion will be 8443 feet,

2. The precise site of the expiosion will be 39 degrees, 24 minutes,

21 seconds North Latitude and 107 degrees, 56 minutes, 53 seconds
dest Longtitude,

3. The general geology in the vicinity of the depth for which the

explosion is planned is basically shale, with some sandstone.

Approxinately two weeks before the experiment, the United States Coast and
Geodetic Survey will alert seismic stations worldwide by telegram. -In addition to
providing technical details, the messages will request the transmission of seismic
data back to the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey for incorporation into an
overall analysis, Similar messages will alsg be sent to the World Data Centres for
Geophysical Data in Moscow and in Strasbourg, and to the International Seismological
Centre in Eﬁinburghf Following the experiment, the actual time of the explosion,
the depth, the yield, and the preliminary cstimate of the seismic magnitude will be.
furnished through the same channels.

Data from the explosion collected in the United States will be available to others
from the World Data Centre at the U,S. Coast and Geodetic Survey in Washington, D.C.
The United States Coast and Geodetic Survey will in “urn assemble data collected
from outside the United States, as well as inside, and will prepare a report which will
include oomputations, ueing all the available seismic data, of the calculated location
of the expleosion, the origin time, the yield of the explosion, and the seismic '
nagnitude, The'reporu will also include an analysis of the data using seismic

identification criteria for distinguishing between explosions and earthquakes,
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Since the original seismic data will also be available from the U.S. and other
World Data Centres, other interested states and organizations will, of course, be
able to subject it to their own analyses independent of the U.S. analysis. The
results of this experiment, and of such others as may follow it, can then be
discussed in relevant scientific and technical forums.

Because of the yield of this experiment and the geo-physical characteristics-
of the medium in which Project Rulison will be conducted, it may be that this event
will be identified as an explosion through teleseismic means. It must of course
be recognized that this experiment by itself cannot be eipected to permit definitive
conclusions. regarding seilsmic detection and identification capabilities, On the
other hand, judging from responses already received indicating interest in participa-—
tion, there are reasonrable grounds for expecting that the seismic investigation
aspect of Project Rulison will achieve the specific and limited objectives intended
for it and provide the threefold result outlined on page l.
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Message from ifiichard M. Nixon, Piresident of the United States of
America, to the Bighteen—-Nation Committee on Disarmament

n

"I have followed closely the activities of the spring session of the Disarmament
Committee, and Ambascador Smith has reported %o me on the prospects for progress in
the near future,

 MAs the conference resumes its work after a recess ol six weeks, I would like to
address the following thoughts to the members of the commi*tee:

"First, the ground has been prepared for concrete arms control negotiations. In
addition to the veluable suggestions by many members of the committee, draft agreements
have been submitted by the United States and by che Soviet Union to prevent an arms race
on the seabeds.s tlthough differences exist, it should not prove beyond our ability to
find common ground so that a realistic agreement may be achieved that enhances the
security of all countries.

"The framing of an internationazl agreement to apply to more than 100 million square
miles of the -earth's surface lying undér the oceans 1s a high challenge to our vision
and statesmenship. I ask the participants in this committee to jein with us in
elaborating a measure that is both practical and significant, With goodwill on all
sides and a fair measure of hard work, we may achieve agreement in the course of this
session., With each passing day our seabed becomes more important for the security and
well-being of all nations. Our goal should be to present a sound seabed arms control
measure to the 24th General Assembly of the United Nations,

"Second, the Sscretary-General of the United Nations has just issued his study on
the effects of chemical and biological warfare. Experts from many countries have con-
tribu%ed to this important work, I am pleased that an expert from the United Statés,
Dr, Ivan Bennett, has also played a role in the study, de welcome the Secretary-
General's study, since it will draw the attention of ail mankind to an area of common .
concern. - The specter of chemical and biologicel warfare arouses horror and revulsion

throughout the world.

#* For technical reasons this decument is reissued and replaces ENDC/253 issued on
3 July 1268
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"The delegation of the United States is prepared to examine carefully, together
with other delegations, any approaches that offer the prospect of reliable arms control
in this field., |

"Third, in my letter to Ambassador Smith on March 18 at the opening of the first
session of this committee, I reaffirmed United Sfates support forvthe conclusion of a
comprehensive test ban adequately verified; I stated my conviction that efforts must
be made toward greater understanding of the verification issue, I am pleased that,
during your first session, serious exploration of verification problems took place.

The United States delegation will be prepared to continue to participate in efforts
towards greater understanding of this key issue. It is only by means of careful study,
with due regard for all of the relevant technical and political considerations, that
progress can be mada,

"Fourth, I recently announced that the United States hopes to be able to commence
talks with the Sovielt Union on strategic arms limitations around July 31 or shortly
thereafter. When these talks begin, which I hope and trust will be soon, they will of
necessity be bilateral negotiations between the United States and the Soviet Union,

The United States Government is, however, deeply conscious of its responsibilities to
its allies and to the community of nations,

"While these talks progress, it is particularly important that multilateral
negotiations continue in this committee in an atmosphere of determination and promise,
Arms control is without dispute a subject of direct comcern to all nations, large and
small. The wisdom, the advice, and the informed concern of meny nations are needed
in a continuing body such as this to ensure that no opportunities are missed to achieve
genuine progress,

"This committee clearly is the world's preeminent multilateral disarmament forum. i
Its record of accomplishment, which needs no recital here, is greater than that of any
other disarmament committee in history. I trust that your committee will continue its
efforts with all of the combined skill and dedication which its members have demonstrated
in the past.

"The negotiation of sound arms control and disarmament, like all work contributing
to peace, must be an integrated and comprehensive effort. Progress in the tasks of
your committee will be a contribution to a world of peaceful international co-operation,

a world where fear and conflict are supplanted by the honest give-—and-take of
‘negotiation aimed at meeting the legitimate aspirations of all,

"The -United States will work in every way to bring us closer to such a world."
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Letter dated 1 July 1969 from the Secretary-General of the United

Nations to the Co-Chairmen of the Confercnce of the Eighteen-Nation

Committec on Disarmamcnt transmitting the Report on Chemical and

Bacteriological (Biological) Weapons and the Effeccts of their
Posgible Uss

I have the honour to transmit herewith the report* on chemical and
bacteriological (biological) wcapons and the effects of their possible use which,
by General Assenbly resolution 2454 A (XXIII), I was rcquested to prepare with
the assistance of qualified consultant experts.

In accordance with paragraph 4 of the resolution, I am at the same time
transmitting this report to the General Assembly and the Security Council, as
well as to the Governments of Member States of the United Nations in time to

permit its consideration at the twenty-fourth session of the General Asscmbly.

(Signed) U Thant
Secretary-~General

#* The report has been distributed to all Members of the United Nations as
Document A4/7575 and S/9292.
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UNITED KINGDOM

Biological Warfare; Draft Convention and -
accompanying draft Security Council Resolution

DRAFT_CONVENTION

The States concluding this Convention, hereinafter referred to as the "Parties

to the Convention®, ,

Recalling that many States have become Parties to the Protocol for the
Prohibition of the Use‘in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other CGases, and of
Bacteriological Methods of Warfare, signed at Geneva on 17 Juns 1925,

| Recognizing the contribution that the said Protocol has already made, and
continues to make, to mitigating the horrors of war,

Recalling further United Nations General Assembly Resclutions 2162 B (XXI)
of 5 December 1966 and 2454 A (XXIII) of 20 December 1968, which called for strict
observance by all States of the principles and objectives of the Geneva Protocol
and invited all States to accede to it,

Believing that chemical and biological discoveries should be used only for
the betterment of human life,

Recognizing nevertheless that the development of scientific knowledge through-
out the world will increase the risk of_evenfual use of biological methods of
warfare, -

Gonvinced that such use would be repugnant to the conscience of mankind and
that no effort should be spared to minimize this risk,

Desiring therefore to reinforce tihe Geneva Protocol by the conclusion of a
Convention making special provision in this field,

Declaring their belief that, in particular, provision should be made for the

prohibition of recourse to biological methods of warfare in any circumstances,

Have agreed as follows:
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ARTICLE T
Fach of the Parities to the Convention undertakes never in any circumstances,
by making use for hostile purposes of microbial aer other biological agents causing
death or disease by infection or infestalion in man, otuer animals, or crops, tc
engage in biological methods of watrfarc.
ARTICIE II
Bach of the Parties to the Convention undertakes
(2} not to produce or otherwise acquire, or assigt in or permit the production
or acquisition of
(1} microbial or other biclogical agents of types and in quantities that
have no independent peaceful justificetion fci prophylactic or other purposes;
(ii) ancillary equipment or vectors the purpose of which is to facilitate
the use of such agents for hostile purposes;
(b) not to conduct, assist or permit research aimed at production of the kind
prohibited in sub-paragraph (a) of this Article; and
fe) to destroy, or divert to peaceful purposes, within three months after the
Convention comes into force for that Perty, any stocks in its possession of such
agents or ancillary squipment or vectors as have been produced or otherwise
acquired for hostile purposes.
ARTICLE ITT
1. Any Party to the Convention which believes that biological methods ef warfare
have been used against it mdy lodge a complaint with the Secretary-General of the
United Nations, submitting all evidence at its disposal in support of the complaint,
and request that the complaint be investigated and that a report on the resuit of the
investigation be subtmitted to the Security Council.
2. Any Party to the Convention which believes that another Party has acted in breach
of its undertakings under Articies I and II of the Corvention, but which is not entitled
to lodge & complaint under paragraph 1 of this Article, may similarly lodge a complaint
with the Security Corncil and redquest that the complaint be investigated.
3. Each of the Parties to the Convention undertakes to co-operate fully with the
Secretary-General and his authorized representatives in any investigation he may carry
out, as a result of a complaint, in accordance with Security Council Resolution

NO' sesss o
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ARTICLE IV

Each of the Parties to the Convention affirms its intention to provide or
support appropriate assistance, in accordance with the United Nations Charter, to
any other Party to the Convention, if the fzcurity Council coneludes that |
biological_methddslof warfare have been used agaeinst that Party.

ARTICLE ¥ '

Each of the Parties to the Convention undertakes to pursus negotiations in
good faith on effective measures to strengthen the existing constraints on the
use of chemiczal methods of warfare.

ARTICLE VI

Nothing contained in the present Convention shall be construed as in any way
limiting or derogating from obligations assumed by any State under the Protocol
for the Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or other Gases,
and of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare, signed at G:oneva on 17 June, 1925.

/Provisions for amendments/

ARTICLE VIII

Z-Provisions for Signature, Ratification, Entry into Force, etcé7

ARTICIE IX
1. This Convention shall be of unlimited duration.
2. Each Party shall in exercising its national sovereigﬁty.have the right to
withdraw from the Convention, if it decides that extraordinary cvents, related to
the subject matter of this Convention, have jeopardized the supreme interests of
its country. It shall give notice of such withdrawal to all other Parties to the
Convention and to the United Nations Security Council three months in advance.
Such notice shall include a statement of the axtraordinary events it regards as
having jeopardized its supreme intercsts.

ARTICIE X

[Provisions on languages of texts, etc./
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DRAFT SECURITY COUNCIL RESOLUTION
The Security Council. -

Welcoming the desire of a large mumber of States to subscribe to the
Convention for the Prghibition inBiolcgical ﬁethods of Warfare, and thereby
undertake never to engage_in such methods of warfare; to prohibit the production
and research gimed st the production ot biological wesapons; and to destroy, or
divert to peaceful purposé;, such weapons as msy‘already be in their possession,

Noting that under Article IIi of the Convantion, Parties will have the right
to lodgs complaints and to réquest that the complaints be investigated,

Recognizing the need, if confidence in the Convention-is to be sstablished, for
appropriate arrangements to be made in advance for the investigation of any such
complaints, and the particular need for urgehcy in the investigation of complaints
of the use of biological methods of warfare,

Noting further the declared intention of Parties to the Convention to provide
or support appropriate assistance, in sccordance with the Charter, to any other
Party to the Convention, if the Security Council concludes that bioclogical methods
of warfare have besn used against that Party,

1. Requests the Secretary~Genefal

(a) to take such measures as will enable him
(1) to investigate without delay any complaints lodged
with him in-accordance with Article IIT.1 of the Convention;
(ii) if so requested by the Security Council, to investigate
any complaint made in accordance with Article III.2 of the
Convention; and

(b) to report to the Sscurity Council on the result of any such
investigation.

2. Declares its readiness to give urgent consideration

(a) to any complaint that may be lodged with it under Article III.2
of the Convention; and - |
(b) to any report that the Secretary-General may submit:in
accordance with operative paragraph 1 of this Resolution on the
result of his investigation of a complaint;

end, if it concludes that the complaint is well~founded, to consider
urgently what action it should teke or recommend in accordance with
the Charter.

3. Calis upon Member States and upon Specialized Agencies of the United Nations
to co-operate as appropriate with the Secretary-General for the fulfilment of the
purposes of this Resolution.
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POLAND

Working Paper concerning the Report of the Secretary-General of
1-July 1969 on Chemical and Bacteriological (Biological) Weapons
.and the Effects of Their Possible Use (4/7575)

I. The problem of the prohibition and total bllmlnaulon of weapons. of mass destruction is

one of the urgen+ tasks facing the international commanlty

In the field of nuclear weapons certain steps have already been-taken, to mention
the 1963 Moscow Partial Test Ban Treaty, the 1967 Convention concerning peaceful
utilization of the oﬁtér space and the 1968 Treaty on the non-proliferation of nuclear
weapoﬁs.

| These stepé have significantly contributed to the slowing down of the nuclear arms

race and the creation df'cdnditions favouring other neasures that may lead to further
reductlon, and ululmately total elimination of nuclear weapons.
II. Weapons of mass destruction are a Clabb of weapons that *nclades also agents of
chemxcal and bécterlolonlcal (viological) warfare. The dangcr inherent in these
weapons has been particularly strongly exposcd in the report of the S crutary—qencral
on chemical and bacteriological (biological) weanina and the effects of their possiblec
use (A/7575 The danger derives among others from the fact that these weapons can be
manufactured relative 1y cheaper and easicr than is the case with nuclear weapons. Thus,
any country not necbssarlly technologlcally advanced or industrially developed could
manufacture or acquire a capability in this type of warfare.

Chemlcél and bacteriological (01o¢oglcal) weapons are weapons of mass destruction
that pose a threat to the whole of mankind. Their use has been declared a crime against
humenity and a v1olau10n of the ganeréllyvrécognizmipminciplesof international law as

well as the UN Charter.
One of the principal goals of the 1nncrnatlonal vommunltv in the flpld of

disarmament should therefore be an effort aimed ut ensurlng that the pronlbltlon of use

-of chemical and bacterioidgicélA(biological),weapons is strictly and universally
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observed as well as efforts designed to accomplish their total elimination, particularly
through a prohibition of development, prohibition of manufacture and a prohibition of
their stockpiling.

III. General Assembly resolution 2454 A(XXIII} of 20 December 1968 rcquested the
Secretary-General to prepare, with the assistance of qualified consultant-experts, a
report on chemical and bacterléiogical (biological) weapons and the effects of their
possible use. The resulting report (A4/7575), issued on 1 July 1969, is of great
significance for the strengthening of effectiveness of the Geneva Protocol of 1925
and offers a considerable encouragement to further search for ways and means of total
elimination of these weapons.

Prepared by highly competent consultant-experts, the report emphasizcs the
significance of the Geneva Protocol which, as they indicate, helped establish "a custom
and hence a standard of international law". It also unequivocally places chemical and
bacteriological (biological) weapons in a class of weapons of mass destruction under-
lining the high urgency of taking further steps that would ultimately lead to their
complete elimination from military arsenals.

IV. Poland considers, therefore, that the report of the Sscretary-General on chemical
and bacteriological (biological) wcapons and the effects of their possible use can
serve as a suitable basis for further deliberations in this Committee concerning these
weapons.

To our mind the starting point in this regard should be to work to strengthen the
existing international juridical norms banning the use of these weapons in warfare and
which, as we know, are contained in the Geneva Protocol of 1925, Bearing in mind that
riot all States have as yet acceded to the Protocol, it becomes imperative to ensure
universal applicability of the Protocol!'s prohibitions and their strict observance,

The Polish delegation wishes to propose, therefore, that the Eightcen-Nation
Committee on Disarmament, in its report to the General Assembly, should underline the
importance and significance of the report of the Secretary-General, recommending its
further consideration particularly in the light of the guidelines contained in the
Secretary-General's foreword where U Thant urges the Members of the United Nations:

M. To renew the appeal to all States to acceds to the Geneva Protocol of 1925;

2. To make a clear affirmation that the prohibition contained in the Geneva
Protocol applies to the use in war of all chemical, bacteriological'and
biological agents (including tear gas and other harassing agents), which now

exist or which may be developed in the future;

N
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3. To call upon all countries to reach agreement to halt the development,

production and stockpiling of all chemical and bacteriological (biological)
agents for the purposes of war anl to achieve their effective elimination
. from the arsenals of weapons." .

As in the past, Poland is ready to co-operate, both in this Committee, in the
General Assembly and in other international organizations, with all States to ensure
strict observance of the prohibition of use of chemical and bacteriological {biological)
weapons and to make a sustained effort to achieve a complete elimination of those

weapons from the armouries of States.
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SWEDEN

Working Paper describing the Hagfors Seismological
Observatory in Sweden

Background
As a contribution towards a better understanding of the control problems connected

with a treaty banning underground muclear weapons tests the Swedish Government has
established a tripartite seismological array station at Hagfors in central western
Sweden. This observatory is operated by the Reseérch Institute of National Defence in
Stockholn and was brought into service on May 29, 1969. It is intended for research
purpcses and its observaticns are available for data exchange.

Details of the present arrangements and the existing or envisaged routines are
given below.
Location

The Hagfors Observatory (HFS) employs three substations, at prelirinary
geographical co-ordinates:
Gunnerudssetern (Gu) N 60° 087 01" E 13° 41° 44" 2651 m.s.l.

Aeppelbo (Ae) 60° 327 26" 137 557 46" 354 1 m.s.l.
Stoellet (St) 60° 287 37" 13° 197 22" 420 m m.s.l.

The substations are on granite of the Baltic shield.
Substation links

Substations Ae and St are unmanned outstations linked by radio telenetry for

recording at the manned substation Gu.
Instrunentation

All substations have cne vertical short period seismémeter in a shallow berehole
in the bedrock and one vertical long period high sensitivity seismometer in a pressure

tight underground vault on the bedrock. At Gu thefe are elso N and E horizontal short

and N and E horizontal long period high sensitivity seisnoneters in vaults. The short
period instruments are Geotech model 2017la and Geotech model 18300, with 0.95 seconds/
perind, The long period instruments are Gestech model 7505a and 870Cc, with 20

seconds/period.
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Cluster

At Gu there is also a cluster of five short period vertical instruments in
subsurface vaults on bedrock or in shallow boreholes, arranged in a 1 km diameter
circle and feeding intc an automatic detector. These seismometers are also of the
Geotech model 18300, |
Digital magnetic tape sutput

All seismometer outputs are digitally sampled, on line, the short period
instruments 10 times/second and the long period instruments once/second. The samples
have 14 bits, corresponding to a 80 db dynamic range. All samples, together with
timing information, are recorded at Gu on 9 channel IBM compatible 4" digital magnetic
tape, with 800 bpi packing density. This output amounts to one 2400 ft tape/day and
constitutes a main product of the station.

Anal~g nagnetic tape output

Short and long perind vertical seismograph signals from all three substations are
also continuously reccrded at 0.06 inches/second on 14 channel 1" analog IRIG standard
nagnetic tape, frequency modulated at 54 cps centre frequency. The band width is 10
cps and the dynamic range 40 db/channel. This output amounts to about one 3600 ft
tape/week.

Visual nonitoring

For visual monitoring at Gu the automatic detector, one short period vertical and
all long period instruments are alsc continuously strip-recorded on paper, with 0,2 mm/
second. This output is about 17 m paper/day.

Autonatic detector output

The detector ring seisncrmeter outputs are fed threough narrow analog filters
(2-5 cps) to the automatic detector, which tests them for arrivel time coincidence and
selects events with apparent surface velccities above 8 kn/second and above an adjustable
aiplitude level. This selecticn is not sensitive to source azirmuth, Upon detection of
an event enalog strip-recording on paper of eight short period outputs and of detector
and tire information is started. Using the analog magnetic tape as a data buffer, the
strip-recording starts 11 seconds befure event detection and is held at 20 ma/second
during the first 65 seconds and than at 2 mm/second for 160 seconds, then it ends. 4
new cycle is started if a new arrival sccurs during these 160 seconds. This output
anounts to, as an average, ten to fifteen events/day. Tne autometic detector arrival
tines and peak vertical amplitudes at about 1 cps are also automatically printed by a

typewriter.



ENDC/257
page 3

Process control

Systen operation is co-ordinated by a Raytheon 703 computer with a 16 bits by 4 k
menory. In- and ocutput is by magnetic tape, perforated tape and typewriter. Operator
commands nay oe entered by sense switches.

Calibration '
A% Gu there is daily pulsecalibration of the seismographs there, period and mass

N

position checks for long pericd instruments and checks of Iocal clocks against radio

time signols. At outstations St and Ae calibration is made once/week.

Elitine and snalysis

-The reccrded data are sent in weekly batches to an analysis group at the Institute
in Stockholn for playback, menual and computer analysis of selected events.

hvedlability of record coples

(a) Tigital recordings from Hagfors! substations, by short and long pericd vertical and
horizental seisnometers, on a track 800 bpi digitel nagnetic tape, as obtained fron

IBM 360/75 or equi%alent, available at nominal cost on request to Stockholm, one week

tut not later than 30 days after recording, with calibration data, format description etc.
(v) Analog recordings, on 14 channel IRIG magnetic tape, of short and long period
vertical traces fromHagfors' supstations Gu, Ae and St. Copies available on request to
Stockholi: within 3 months of recording, at nominal cost.

(¢) Paper playout of analog magnetic taepes as in(r) above, for selected events, on
requast toAStockholm within 3 months of recording, at cost.

Availability of edited data

(n) Detector readings
Verticel short period 51gnal arrival times and amplitudes, as seen by the
automatic detector at Gu, are teletyped in batch within 24 hours from Hagfors to
Stockholn and are available on request to Stockholi, Daily teletyped distribution
Tron. Hagfors can alsc be arranged.
(v) Visual readings.
Fixed format routine, giving short and long period arrival times, amplitudes and
ods, visuelly read from analog monltor outputs of vertical instruments at the
Hagfors' substations Gu, Ae and St. Gives also very rcugh epicenters as obtained from
aprarent velocity and directicn over the array and estimated body and surface wave
magnitudes. Prepare& with one week's delay in Stockholm, for all events automatically

detected by Hagfors. Availalle on request to Stockhol.
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(c) Preliminary epicenter determinations.

Computer runs to improve rough epicenter from visual readings, using extraneous
arrival times, as received from a fixed selection of stations. Performed as needed
in Stockholm, results available on request. |
(d) Computer readings.,

Flexible content and fixed format off-line routine for events selected in
Stockholnm among visual readings, coumputed fron digital tapes recorded at Hagfors! sub-
stations. Comprising Fourier transforms of signals, spectral body and surface
nagnitudes, revised locations, long period chirp filter searches, short, medium and
long period spectral ratios, complexities etc. Produced in monthly batches, nct yet
available on request.

Managenent

Dr. Ola Dahlrian is director of the Hagfors Observatory. His mailing address is:

FOA 478 '

S-104 50 STOCKHOLM 80 /Sweden
Telephone: Stockholm 63.15.00
Teletype: 10366 foa, stdckholm, attention section 478.
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UNITED KINGDOM

Further Notes on United Kingdom Research of Technigues for
Distinguishing Between Earthquakes and Undsrground Explosions

1. In September 1965, research. by United Kingdom scientists on techniques for
distinguishing between earthquakes and underground explosions was described to the
E.N.D.C. (ENDC/155). This éarly work had led in 1962 to the concept of monitoring by
means of some 20 to 25 control stations external fo the country conducting tests:

this number compared with 180 stations proposed by the Geneva Conference of Experts*.
The system considered depended on the use of large arrays deployed on carefully chosen
low noise sites, recording on magnetic tape, and electrical and machine processing to
further enhance the clarity of the signals. The conclusion reached in ENDC/155 was
that, in spite of the techaical advances which had been made, there would remain a
number of defected selsmic events.greater, than magnitude 4.0 which would not be,
identified by remote seilsmic means alone and which could be suspected as possible
violations of a. test ban, unless they could be eliminated by some supplementary means
such as on--site inspection. . |

2. In December of the same year (1965) the United Kingdom Atomic Energy Authority
(U,K;A.E.A.) published a Special Report. which reviewed the discussions and oulbstanding
problems of Technical Working Group 2 (which had been sel up in Geneva to re-—examine
the facts relating to underground explosions), the early ﬁoK, work on discrimination
assuming the use of a network of the type envisaged by the Geneva Conference of Experts,
and. the results of investigaticns (briefly described in ENDC/155) into the possibilities
of using control stations spaced at much greater diétances than was envisaged by the
Geneva experts. The studies described confirmed the hypothesis that seismic’ signals
recor&ed at distances between 3,000 km - 10,000 -km from tlhie source of explosion and -
earthquakes were much less disturbed by signals trapped in the complex transmission
paths formed by4£he erustal skin of the earth than those recorded nearer the source;
information about the source could therefore he extracted with greater clarity and

interpreted with greater confidence.

% (U,N. Publication A/3897, August 28 1958)
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3. In particular, the U.K.A.E.A, reported comparisons between earthquakes and 35
underground explosions fired at & different locations in the U.S.S.R., U.S.A. and
North Africa. It was shown that the first group of selsmic signals which arrive at

a distant station (the P-wave train) could be used to identify 90% of the annual total
of earthguakes down to magnitude 4.0 and to distinguish them from explosions in those
regions, using three criteria. These were first motion, depth of focus and complexity,
the last being the most useful. However, shortly before the report was published,
another test was carried out at a new underground site. This explosion radiated signals
typical of explosions to Europe, but signals typical of earthquakes to North America.
Doubt was thereby cast on the usefulness of the complexity criterion. U.K. scientists
are still investigating this unusual effect, and have narrowed the possible causes to
the source region, and almost certainly to the effect of rugged topography on the
siesmic signals spreading round the source. It is analogous to the effect of rugged
topography around a receiving station, which results in signal-generated noise.

4o It is to be noted especially that the U,K.A.E.,A. special report referred only to
identifying earthquakes since at the time of its publication there was no established
method for identifying explosions. Events were classified either as earthquakes or as
unidentified events. The U.K.A.E.A. report did however refer to some observations
which appeared to confirm some theorctical studies (presented by U.K. scientists at an
international conference in Beaugency, France in October 1964) which predicted that
explosions were much less efficient than earthquakes at generating Rayleigh surface
waves (R~waves).

5. This observation offered some hope that a good criterion for identifying explosions
might be developed but was not given prominence because R-waves were not well recorded
by the long period equipment deployed at that time, and because it was still uncertain
whether a useful detection threshcld for R-waves from explosions could be achieved,
Since then, however, meny mors observations have accumulated, which bear out the
suggested relationship., In all but a very few cases the magnitude of an explosion as
measured by R-waves is approximately one unit (a factor of 10) less than its magnitude
as measured by P-waves. For ecarthquakes the magnitude determined from the observation

of these two waves are the saume.
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6. Techniques and instrumentation for observing R~waves have been enormously improved

in recent years and this method of distinguishing between earthquakes and explosions

te
&3

3 now well established. It is the only one which enables explosions to be identified
such., '
In 1966, UK. scientists used the World ¢ide Standard Seismological Network

(WWSSN) and the 4 U.K. arrays to test the surface wave, and the other three criteria,

©
0]

~3
.

on events wihlch occurrcd in that ycar in the Sino-Soviet region of Asia, It was

also a useful test of the capability of the 120-station network, which was established
on the initiative of the Vela Uniform Programme of the Unitced States of America.

These stations have a world wide distribution except for the Sino-Soviet region and
transmit thc arrival times of seisric signals to the United States Coast and Geodetic
Survey (U.S.C.G.S.) data centre in Wachington which calculates epicentre locations,
The data centre also provides lou cost microfilm copies of the original records.
(These records were delayed up to two monthg, depending on the timing of routine
despatches by individual statlons te the data centre). With the cxception of the 4
arrays the stations were all cquipped with standard six component seismometers
recording on photographic peper. Only the short period and long period vertical
components were used in the investigations.

8. 4 total of 245 events werc detected in the region studied, and the threshold at
which 90% of the events were detected lay between my 4e5 and mh>4.75 (where m is the
negnitude of the event as determined from the P-wave train). Surface waves were
recorded from 214 of the 245 events. In 9 of these 214 results mD was greater than
n by an ordcr of megnitudc and they were located at a known test site. (ms is the
nmagnitude of the event determined from the R-wave component). They could therefore

be confidently identificd as oxplosions. All buv 10 of the remaining 31 cvents were
identified as earthquakes, using the other three criteria. 10 events remain
unidentified, and the magnitude of & of them lie below the threshold for 95% confidence
in detection. Of the other two onec appearcd to have been located at a known test site
and may therefore have been an explosion.

9. In this study the detection threshold of the WeW.S.S.N. for earthquake R-waves
was similar tc that for P-waves, as would be expected. On the other hand, for
explosions, the detection threshold for R-waves corresponded to an event which gave

m_ equal to Ze25,
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10. - These results were presented ‘to the study group on seismic methods for monltorlng
underground explOS¢ons organized by the International Peace Research Institutc,
Stockholm (SIPRI): They were the principal data on which the- group concluded that the
national systems whiech are operational at the present time could detect and identify
explosions in the Northern Hemisphere dowm to a level of 20 — 60 kilotons. On the
basis of research presented by Canada, the U.S.A. and the U.K., the group further
concluded that the R-wave criterion was valid down to m, Le5e This was tacitly
accepted by the group to be the equivalent of about 10 kt. There is not however
complete technical agreemenﬁ about the exact hard rock magnitude-yileld sguivalence and
the discussions are without doubt confused by differences in regional geology.

113" The study group also concluded that it is possible to reduce by -a factor of 10
the amplituds of the P-signal by conducting explosions in a suitable thickness of dry
alluvium. It was agreed that dry alluvium is present in most continents in thicknesses
sufficient to decouple up to 20 kt, that is to reduce an event in hard rock of m 5 to
one of m, 4. Since m_ 4 is close to the ultimate detection threshold of a practical
control system, it is difficult to see how it will be possible to achieve a high
probabllity of seismically locating a 10 kt explosion which is fired in dry alluvium
at distances greater than two or threc thousand km, let alone to identify it by means
of its R-waves.

12. The SIPRI study group thereforc made two significant advences in terms of
scientific ogreement: it agreed that explosions of yields down to 10 kt in hard rock
could be identified (given the deployment of a seismic system incorporating the
improvements suggested in the SIPRI repprt) and it agreed that seismic amplitudes
from explosions of up to 20 kt could be reduced by o factor of ten by firing in dry
alluvium. The United Kingdom conclude that seismological verification of a test ban
over large areas is limited to yields of about 10 kt and over: and cecven this capability
assunes that modern oquiphent replaces that of the standard stations, -Improving the
instrumentation of the existing network may, however, be uneconomical or 1nsuff1cient
to do more than fully realize the limited capabilities recognized by the -SIPRI group:
to lower the identification threshbold (and there are alreédy some studies which
indicate that this can be achieved) it may be necessary to consider new systems.
Stations using new techniques are listed in table 1.1 of the SIPRI report and thelr
capabilities habe been described in a large number of reports. The next stcp may be a
detailed study of the ways and means of deploying an operational system based on the
new techniques.
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CLNADA

Renarks by G. Ignatieff, Representatbtive of Canada
at Infornal Meeting on CTB, Wednesday, 13 August 1969

INTRODUCTION

In leading off today's informal meeting on the subject of a Corprehensive Test Ben,

I should perhaps begin by outlining the reasons for the Canadian decision to call for
this session., Delegatcs will remember that on 23 May I submitted to the Committee a
Working Paper on seismic¢ exchanges (ENDC/251). At that time, I pointed out that
General Assembly resolution 2455 (XXIII) requested this Committee to take up "as a
natter of urgency" the elaboration of a treaty banning underground nuclear weapon tests;
no wonder, since, as everyone knows, there is nothing morc symptomatic of the continuation
of the nuclear arms race than the continuation of testing of nuclear weapons. As the
time is fast approaching when the Cormittee must prepare its usual report to the UNGA
naking an accounting of just what has been accomplished at this 1969 session in response
to the Assembly's resolution, the Canadian delegation is of the opinion that steps must
be taken which would permit the report to demonstrate some progress in this critical
area. Our Working Paper outlined what we considered would represent a minimal degree of
progress--agreenent to issue a call for essential data on seismic exchanges which would
be a prerequisite for any nore effective exchange mechanisn. |

We recognize that we are not alone in our desire to effect progress in this field.
The delegations of Sweden, the United Kingdom, Bthiopia and Japan have all, during the
current or previous session of the Comnmittee, advanced various ideas regarding nore
effective exchanges of information. We consider that the proposals put forward in our
Working Paper might thercfore receive the support of other interested delegations, and
it is our hope that by convening this informal session, we nay help pave the way to

define some common purposes in this important area.
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It is the belief of the Canadian delegation that, before specific machinery can
be considered for any worldwide seismological data exchange, clarification is required
on the extent of co-cperation which governments would be prepared to extend and the
forn in which seismic information might be nade available.

Our Working Paper addressed itself to this specific aspect of the seismological
exchange proposal on the assumption that the problems of verifying any Conprehensive
Test Ban would decrease provided an exchange of originai seismological data could be
assured. We reccgnize, however, that there is a definite relationship between any
Comprehensive Test Ban and progress in the USﬂ/UéSR bilateral negotiations on the
limitation of strategic weapon vehicles.

As T said inrmy renarks at the 4A24th nmeeting of this Cormittee on 31 July, if
we are to make progress "in the first instance we have to seek common purposes on
each issue before trying to agree on language". It is our hope in this informal
meeting that with the help of the experts present, through the process of questions
and answers we will find certain ains in common which will be useful both fron a
scientific as well as from an arms control standpoint (and perhaps it is well to bear
in nind that the less inexact the questions, the less inexact the answers are likely
to be,)

I would hope that in our discussions today we might clarify the technical aspects
of the role of seismological exchanges in any verification proposals, keeping in mind
that progress in the political field is, of courseé, basic to,the'evenfual negotiation
of a complete test Ban;r We are, moreover, hopeful that this meeting will help to
crystallize the informal expressions of interest--and for that matter, support~-which
have so far come to our attention. I camnot conceal from ycu, and I think we are
rrobably on Qbmmon ground here, that my main concern is to try to ensure that some
progress may be reflected in our UNGA report. I hope, therefore, that the results
of this morning's discussions will give us all some guidance on the most useful course

to pursue with this consideration in mind.
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In order to assist the Commlttee in understanding fully the Canadlan proposal
outllned 1n our Working Daper, we have arranged for a- senlor Canadlan eelsmologlst
Dr. Kenneth Whitham, to be present for these informal discussions. w;th your
permlos1on, therefore, 1 propoee now to ask Dr. Whitham to offer some explanation
of the technical aspects of the Canadian proposal. I would further suggest that,
after en opportunity has been providsd for ‘the observations of any other delegaﬁions,
Dr. Whithan would be willing to answer questions on this subject, insofar as
specific answers can be provided at this stage in the development of Canadian
capabilities in this field

SN R
Renarks by Dr. K. Whithan at the Informal Meeting on CTB
13 August 1569

It appears seif—evident that the effectivencss of seismological verification of

a comprehen51ve test ban is a major issue before this Cormittee. The discussions
here 1ndloate that there 1s, as yet, no agreement between the different powers about
the national security risks involved for them in the event of their acceptance of
any one of the different proposals introduced from tine to tlmo in this Committee.
The only clear abreement apparent at this time is that 1nprovements in seismological
verification rust help to hasten an acceptable test ban, and that, as the SIPRI Report
indicates, femarkable imprdvements in seisnological verification have béen develeped
by the selsmologists of the world in the last decade.

4s the Canadian representative stated at the 404th Plenary Meeting of the ENDC
on 17 April 1969, in seismology there has been a long tradition of informal
international co-operation in the study of earthquekes, between scientists and
institutions 1n nany different countries, both blleterallv and multllaterally'through
existing 1nternatlonal and regional selsnic centres. This exchange has covered
gbstracted information from seismic records, the seismic records themselves and the
- results of scientific analysis, and in general thess exchanges on earthquakes for
huranitarian and scientific purposes have been restricted by economic rather than
political factors. This international co-operation is to everyone's rutuel benefit
since the seismologicel waves fron earthquakss travel through the earth without

respect for national frontiers.
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I would like to remind this Committee that the seismic waves generated by underground
nuclear explosions also do not recognize national frontiers.

ke believe that the problems in seismological verification of a test ban, whether
complete or of a threshold nature would Jzcrease if guaranteed access to all original
seismological data could be assured. The reason 1s simply that it is necessary both to
detect and identify underground nuclear explosions against the background of natural
earthquakes, and both the detection and identification problems are simplified with
widespread data including date at regional distances from the shot point. By
simplification, I mean that the secismological detection and identification can be made
increasingly effective for lower and lower yield explosions, as increasing and more
nearby data is made available. In particular, the method of identification which
fapends upon the partition of the energy between long and short periods being different for
an underground explosion and for a natural earthqueke can only be applied if the
principle works for the yields of interest and if the detection capability for the long
and short period waves exists to apply the identification criteria. The guaranteed
availability of seismic date will enhance research on the validity of the method at
lower yields, about which there is as yet no universal technical agreement for
explosions with body wave magnitude below perhaps 4 1/2 to 4 3/4. It will also
inmediately increase the area of the earth adequately covered by this technique at any
calculable magnitude such as, for example, explosions with a body wave magnitude 5.

It should then be possible for technical advisers to estimate the effectiveness of
verification for any and all vregions, which effectiveness must depend upon what data
govermnents will mak:> available.

I should like to give an example. For underground nuclear explosions at the
Nevada Test Site, using data from the Canadian standard network, we have published
results which we believe unequivocally demonstrate that for this combination of test
site and observing stations, the identification method mentioned above works down to
explosions with an equivalent body wave magnitude 4.5, that is to say for explosions
of about 5 to 10 kiloton yield in hard rock. Unfortunately, and this is most important,
by this magnitude we are at the 1limit of capability of detéé%féh of the long period

signals with our standard seismic network and therefore although we believe we have
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proved that the method works and might indeed work at even lower magnitudes, we know
that we have a rapidly falling possibility of detecting the long period signals and that
at some magnitude range,vwhich is above the 4.5 lower limit I have quotedvabove,,our
probability of being able to apply the method is not high, Now, if we apply the same
technique to some presumed underground nuclear explosions in Central Asia, we find for
this new combination that we have no detection capability for the long period waves
using the Canadian network below oxplosions with a body wave magnitude of about 5.9, i.e.,
about 200 kiloton yield in hard rock. The difference is essentially, we believe, .
produced by the increasing distance between the stations and the shot point, the fact
that for the second example given above the long period waves cross two ocean-continent
boundaries, and that certain other natural peculiarities involving the structure of the
outer layers of the earth favour the first combination. We know, and work published

in the SIPRI Report confirms this, that seismic data is obtained at the present time at
closer distances to the Asian test éite than Canada and the amount of data already freely
available allows a considerable reduction in the body wave magnitude 5,9 figure quoted
above for the Canadian network alone looking at this site, The exact amount of the
reduction depends upon the location end instrumentation at the seismic stations and the
usefulness of the criterion in verification for this site depends upon which data would
te guaranteed available. These sorts of arguments with different but calculable numbers
could be applied in reverse by, for example, an Asian country in seeking to monitor the
Nevada Test Site.

Lefore finding acceptable economic and technical means to ensure the worldwide
availabilitv of seismic data, it seems to us that the first step is to clarify what
ceismic information governments would mske available, in what form and with what delays.
We believe that the answers to these questions are directly relevant to the possibilities
of coming to an agreement about a test ban which is the direct concern of this Committee.
We further believe that such a clarification will increase the possibility of smallier
countries being able to make their own technical assessment of some of the different
problems involved and enable some of them to contribute usefully, through this forun
and elsewhere, to this vital debate,
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We do not hold fixed views about the mechanism of such a data exchange. We
are aware that, at one extreme, 2 world depositary of data could be envisaged perhaps,
‘but not necessarily, as an extension of one of the already existing international
centres for seismology. °~ In this respect we are also aware that the international

selsmological community and UNESCO are discussing at present tha needs, problems and
economics of one such centre at Edinourgh. We believe that no centre is equipped
at the present time to act effectively as a worldwlde scismic data archive, but one
could conceivably so become if this were the wirh of the internaltional community.
We are alsc not forgetting that a major international archival service would produce
considerable advantages for the science of scismology in general.

Lt the other extreme we can envisage the situation where access te guaranteed
data is recuired by only a few countries for a limited number of stations for a
limited numier of events only and both these may vary according to the particular
national reqguirement. We consider that at this extreme of demand, it is unlikely

that a seismclogical centre for this purpose nced be established or developed.

o

With respect to the delays inhecrent in the supply of copies of the original data
or the original data themselves, we would express the hope that these could be
minimdzed. It is my personal opinion that a matter of some weeks would be the order
of tirme interval which any country cr international body, if one were so created,
would requirs to assess thoe situation created 1f a concealed tecst were suspected or
claimed, and if verification in = treaty situation depended on a seismological decision.
This intcerval of time cppears to us te be entirely compatible with the time framework
within which the seisnlc networks could distribute copies of data without excessive

expensce and effort on their part. In making our proposal, we invite the views of the

rmember states and in particular thosc of countries which operate the larger seisnic )
networks. e guarantesd availability of seismic data without archival deposition

would mevely formalizc existing international practlce for carthquakes without further

extensive costs to co~oncrating ccuntries. However, our proposal would extend

E

existing practice to cewer explosions and events which any nation considered suspicious

g
and would give governmental assurcnces of tha availability of the dsta on request from
those stations listed.

The technical data listed in the Canadian proposal is not in any way aifferent
from that which weuld normelly be supolied by any scientist or instituticn to anocther

with record copies for ourposes of earthquaks research.

We rcgard this modest proposal as o first and legical svep in any vnrocess whereby

the seismologists of the world can hslp the essentially political decision-making

processes and provide the best puids for them.
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JAPAN

Statement by Aribassador K. Asakai at the informal
eeting of FNDC on 13 August 1969

1. At the 424th meeting of July 31, I put forward a suggestion concerning the systen
of verifiCation‘Which would monitor underground nuclear explosions. My suggestion
consisted of four specific measures. First, to expend and improve the network of
seisnological observatories; second, to promote the international exchange of seismic
data; third, to establish an international centre which will process all these data
promptly; and finally, to establish an international monitoriag centre which shall
objectively analyse these data. -

The Canadian suggestion cencerning the registration of selsmographic stations
contdined in its working paper (ENDC/251) is, we believe, the first step toward the
expansion and improvement of the network of seismological observatories and the
promotion of international exchange:of selsmic datae which I have just mentioned.

It is for this reason apnd in this sense that the Japanese Delegation supports
the. purport of the Canadian working paper.

2, However, I have some comments to make on this working paper.

- The Canadian working paper states "the ENDC requests the governments concerned
to supply to the-Secreﬁary—General of the United Nations for itransmission, to- the ENDC,
a Iist of all its seismic stations from which it would be prepared to supply (relevent)
records,

If we adopt such a procedure, information concerning the instrumentation and
components recorded which is to be supplied by the governments concerned in accordance

with the Canadian formula could: well become divergent. in ways of its description.
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In order to obtain the unified answer it night be advisable that the lists of
selsmographic stations which have dlready been prepared by such international or
major nationel centres as those in Edinburgh, Strasbourg, Moscow, Washington and
Tckyo, should be compiled into a list with appropriate format, which then shall be
sent to the Governments concerned, requesting them to correct and complenent it.

Particular attention iust be paid to the station 1ist prepared by the United
States Coast and Geodetic Survey which covers almost all séismological observatories
in the world, although that 1list does not contain description of the instruments
enployed in the observatories. I must also refer to "Parametvers etc. of the Main
Seismic Stations of USSR" prepared by the Institute of Physiecs of the DBarth, Acadeny
of Sciences of USSR, which well describes the characteristics of the instruments
employed in the main Soviet Stations,

3. With rezard to the data to be exchanged, the Canadian proposal seems to cover
seismogram copies only. But, as I explained in ny statement on July 31, oy
Delegation attaches an équal inportance to the interpretation nessage to be sent to
one international centre by cable every day. It secems to be advisable to register
all observatories which can provide a daily interpretation nessage and/or selsmogram
copies.

It may be added, that if 2ll seisnogran data are tc be exchanged, they will be
too voluninous te e propefly dealt with. In ocur view, therefore, it may be more
practical to obtain necessary data on a request basis, as I suggested on July 31.

L. Now, Mr. Chairman, I nust bagyour induigence for maeking scme detailed and technical
connents on the Janadian working paper. I do this as the paper under reference itself
deals with technical pcints.

First, it might be better tc replace the word "Photographic" of (a) of Page two
of the working paper by "graphic®, because recordings are made in the forn of ink-
writing or heated~-stylus as well. May I also suggest that the name of the operating
organization, the address and the date of the beginhing of observation should be
added after the nane of station of (a) (i) and (b) (i) of Page two?

I would alsc like to suggest the addition of the words "height above the sea
level, geological and geomorphological description of the station foundatlon' after

the words "coordinates of station" which are found in (a) (ii) and (b) (ii) of Page two.
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The Canadian working paper also states in the middle of page two that "original
records or good quality microfilm, and if the latter, whether the microfilm would be
16,35 of 70 millinetre film", but it seems to us that this part is too strict and
detailed. My delegation prefers that this part be replaced by "original records or
some appropriate copies",

5. I hope that the Canadian Delegation will give due regard to the suggestions made
in this informél neeting and submit to the ENDC its reviséd working paper for final
adoption by the United Nations General Assembiy at its coming session.
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INDIA

Statement by Ambassador M.A, Husain at the Informal
Meeting of the ENDC held on 13 August 1969 to consider
the question of a Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban

1. The delegation of India is strongly in favour of intensive co-operation for
international exchange of seismological data, which would facilitate a éomprehensive
nuclear weapon test ban. The Indian delegation, therefore, welcomes the initiative
taken by the delegation of Cansgda in submitting its working paper (ENDC/251), in which
it has proposed that "countries be invited to send a list of the seismograph gtations
from which they would be ready to supply records on the basis of guaranteed availability
of data in the framework of a world exchange of seismic data and provide certain
details concerning these stations". The Canadian delegation has also suggested that

a request be made by the ENDC to CGovernments on these lines.

2. I should like-today to offer the views of my delegation on certain aspects of the
Canadian proposal.

3. Undoubtedly, an effective scheme for the unrestricted exchange of high quality
selsmic data on a world-wide basis, coupled with centralized means for collating and
reducing them for quick and reliable interpretation leading to accurate estimates of
location, depth and nature of seismic sources will help to remove to a very great
extent, 1f not fully, the remaining reservaticns, as to the effectiveness of seismic
means for verifying a comprehensive test ban treaty. As was brought out at the SIPRI
meetings last year such a step would only be an extension of the principle of
international co-operation which has been the main feature of selsmological research
and development.,

4. However, the data exchange required for improving seismic methods of detection and
identification, would clearly heed to be more elaborate and”diversified. Tt should
include (a) the complete, original record of all the phases of the selsmogran covering
the entire spectrum of earth waves, (b) the exact response characteristics of the
sensing and recording instruments, (c) the precise location and configuration of the
instruments or the network of instruments deployed for detection, (d) a complete
description of the format in which the data is available and (e) an indication of the

accuracy of the time information.
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5. A clear idea of the characteristics of instrumentation and recording formats is
ihdispensable for evalvating the requirements of the centralized processing facilities
needed to utilize fully the extencive data involved.

6. Egually useful from the point of view of ennancing the reliability of seéismic
identification of unde%gfound;ékpidsioné«would be the following data pertaining to
wnderground tésts: | ‘

{(n). The scheduled time of firing.

(b) - Latitude ard longitude of test point.

(¢). Depth at which the device is emplaced.

(@) Tield.

_(e) General topography and geology of the test area.
7. ‘The Canadian prcposal 1e quite in conformity with the stand consistently taken by
us, in relation to exchangé'bf seismological data for which our data is freely available.
Howzver, the financial implicatibns, and 1ogistic support required for commiting ourselves
to such an arrangement will have to be examined carefully.
8. TFrom a purely technical point of view the information sought in document ENDC/251 nay
Lo sugnented as follows:

(a) (1) Option of Zerox copy of the original records.

~

(ii) The time resolution in, say, nillineters per second of
each type of record.
(i21) The estimate of precision of the timing systen.
(b)  (iv) The lay-out drawing. of the array, the depth of smplacement of
sensors, and topographicel and geological features of the array site.
(v) 1oGication of the type of raw magnetic records whether digital
or continuous, as well as the normal period up to which they
are retained; the format in which library tapes containing
avaents of a'specified type or above a specified magnitude are
prepared for leng-term preservation.
(vi) Accuracy of the time ccde.

Zhe Department of Atomic Energy of the Government of India operates stations of "b"
syne only in the form of a medium aperture short period array and sone loﬁg period
instruments in Southern India. With the existing processing facilities; we will not be
abie to release the criginal tapes earlier than six months after recording; By this

time, they would hardly be useful for the international processing scheme envisaged.
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The most convenient method, therefore, for making copies available for exchange
would be to take duplicate recordings of both short and long period instruments
of our array. '

10, In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I would like to reiterate that the Governnment
of India would have no objection to providing the information required in respect
of our Southern Indian station. However, as mentioned earlier, this process
would have financial implications, since it would be difficult for us to loan the
original magnetic tape containing the information. I should think *hat a similar
problem would be faced by many other countries as well. Should it, therefore,

be decided that the ENDC should address a letter to Governments on the lines
suggested by the Canadian delegation, an enquiry may also be made whether their
countries envisaged any financial implications in meeting the request for information.
11. The Govermment of India would thus be ready to co~operate actively in any
system of seismological data exchange provided it is an effective one based on

the equal participation and full co~operation of all concerned,. '
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Remarks by Ambassador James Loohard on Seismic Data
Exchange and the Canadian Working Paper (ENDC/251)
at _Informal Mcoting on 13 August 1965

I would like to comment first on the general subject of seismlc data exchange and

then to make some specific suggestions regarding the Canadian proposal,

As many of you will recall from the last meetlng of our spring session,
Anbassador Fisher, speaking for our delegation, sald that we believe seismic data
exchange would serve as a useful complemunt to a CUmprehen31ve test ban, which in
our view would have to 1nclude on-site inspections for adequate verlflcatlon. On
the ba31g of our belief in the value of SClsmlb data exchange, we have been making
efforto, both on our own and with othcrs, to bring about greater cooperation in this
field.

.FOr example, considerable p“ogrcss in seismology has resulted from research which
the United States Governmcnt and private United otates institutions have performed and
published, and from seismic data made available through the operation of the US-
sponsored World-Wide Standard uelsmograph Network (WWSN), This network now has 115
seismic stations, 1nc1ud1ng StathﬁS.in several states feprgéeﬁtedAin this committee,
In addition, the Montana Large ZAperturc Seismic Array contirues to be operated as a
research tool to provide data for evaluation of the detection capability of such
arrays. We are, in'cooperation with Norway, installing a second large array —-
the Norwegian Seismic Arfay, called NORSIR ~- which wé hope will be completed this
- fall. Finally, we are pleased to announce that we are going forward with Project
Rulison, an underground nuiclear explosion for peaéeful pufposes aimed at developing
the:technology for increasing-ﬁhe produétion of natﬁral gas, The project is now
tenﬁatively scheduled for Septumbef by 1969. 4Ls we prlalned in our worklng paper

on selsmic 1nvest1gatlon (ENDC 252), this experiment will help in our efforts to
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facilitate world-wide evaluation and comparison, to the extent that the data are
exchanged, of the seismic information gathered on such events.

In line with this decwonsirated interest in seismic research, the United States
stands ready to make available a list of seismic stations from which we would be
willing to supply records in a world-wide exchange of data, as suggested by our
Cenadian colleagues. We are also willing to supply all the pertinent data on
technical characteristics of these stations;

In view of our own readiness to cooperate in data exchange along the lines
suggested by Canada, we, of course, hope that other countries whose participation
would increase the value of the exchange will also join in. Carrying out the
Canadian idea would be a useful step in implementing UN General Assembly Resolution
2455, and would be welcomed as & sign of progress on a question to which the General
Assembly has attachéd great urgency.

Our techmnical experts have carefully studied the information requirements for
a possible questionnaire, and their conception of what would be most useful has been
passed out to each delegation (see attached suggested revision). With your forebearance,
I would like to go through the revisions and explain the reasons we are putting forward
these suggestions for consideration.

A First, you will note that we have suggested two different categories of stations
abcut which information would be provided. Category (a) would now cover conventional
seismograph stations and (b) would cover array stations. This seems to us a more
useful distinction than that now made by the Canadian proposal between photographic
and tape Tecording tyves of stations. Since there are other common types of seismograph
recordings, such as smoked paper and hot wire, the categories we suggest would insure
that governments would know how to respond for any type of seismograph.

Second, under sections (a) (iii) and (b) (iii), dealing with the instrumentation
and components recorded, we believe that a response curve for each instrument should
also be provided. Cur technical advisors believe that information on response curves
is very desirable for any significant data exchange because of the need to provide

a basis for accommodating differences among the various instruments in use.
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Third, under the category (b) we propcse, we have added two more requests, (iv)
and (vi), which involve, respectively, coordinates of array’points and a list of
components whiéh record on 2 ?ars‘lel vizual bésis. This infermation would also be
helpful to participants in deriving maximum possible utility from the data exchanged.

Finally, if our suggestions are incorporated it would be possible to delete the
requests under (a) and (b) of the Canadian paper which call for full operational
curves to be provided, since this information would already be covered. In our
suggested revision we have consolidated in the last paragraph the statements regarding
the time window within which governments would provide records, and the availapility
of original magnetic tape recordings.

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I would like to express my delegation's hope that
the Canadian propocal will help us to make badly necded progress in the near future.
For our part, we are very appreciative that the Canadian delegation has presented its
suggestions to this committee. We think these suggestions are practical and valuable.

X =X =-X

Suggested Revision of Reaquests for Technical Information

(a) Conventional seismograph stations
(i) Name of station
(ii) Co-ordinates of station

(iii)Instrumentation and components recorded. (This should include operational
megnification at one second periods for short period and broad band
selsmographs and at 15 or 20 seconds for long period instruments.

Also, a response curve for cach instrument should ve provided.)

(b) Array stations
(i) HFame of station
(ii) Co-ordinates of station

(iii)Instrumentation and components recorded. (This should include operational
magnification at one second pericds for short period and broad band
seismographs and et 15 or 20 seconds for long period instruments. 4lso,

a response curve for each instrument should be provided.)

(iv) Coordinates of array points
(v) & general account of the instrumentation geometry of the array.

(vi) A 1ist of components which record on a parallel visual basis.
D P
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It would also be useful to know the time window within which the Government
of ... would be prepared to supply the original records or, as applicable, photographic
copy, magnetic tape copy, or good quality microfilm (16, 35, or 70 mm). It would
also be useful if the Government of ... could indicate how long an original magnetic
tape recording could be made available before the tapes were erased and re-used.

N
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CANADA

Revised YWorking Paper on requests to Governments
for information about exchange of seismological data

In an earlier version of the working paper (ENDC/251 of 23 May 1969) the

Caﬁadian delegation expressed the view that the problems of verifying a Comprehensive

‘Test Ban would decrease even though they might not be entirely resolved, if guaranteed
access to original seismologiéal data could be assured. Tﬁis proposition was a
response to UNGA Resolution 2455 (XXIII) which in its preamble took into acédﬁnt the
existing possibilities of establishing, through international cooperatioﬂ, a voluntary
exchange of seismic data so as to create a better scientific basis for a ﬂatlonal
evaluation of seismic events®™, and in Article 3 expressed “the hope that States w1ll
contribute to an effective international exchange of seismic data®.

2. As a first step in defining a practical method for achieving such an exchange

the Canadian Delegation suggested that two essential points should be clarified:

what seismic information would Governments make available, and in what foxrm. The
Canadian working paper contained a draft request specifying the details which might

be sought from all countriés in order to obtain this basic information.

3. At an informal meeting of the ENDC on 13 August, varlous delegations offered
suggestions regarding the procedures proposed by Canada and the spe01f¢c wording

of any requests to Governments for information. On the basis of these suggestions and
the discussion during the informal meéting, the Canadian delegation has now amended
the draft formulation for the requests to Governments

L. To the Canadian delega tion it would appear essential that the ENDC include in its
recommendatlons to the next General Assembly of the United Uatlons, a proposal that
clarification be sought from Govern@ents as to what seismological infcrmation they

are prepéred to make avaiiableu Uiﬁhout aﬁtempting to suggest defiﬁiﬁive wordihg for
any UNGA Resolﬁtion on this subject, the Canadian delegation considers:thét a request

from the Secretary-General for this purpose might be based on the following wording:
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REQUEST FROM THE SECRETARY-GENERAL OF THE UNITED NATIONS TO THE GOVERNMENT OF
wiscccecsss CONCERNING THE PROVLSION OF CERTAIN INFORMATION IN THE GONIEXT OF
THE_CREATION OF A WORLD-WIDE FXCHANGE OF SFTSMOLOGICAL DATA WHICH WOULD FACILITATE
THE, ACHIEVEMINT OF A COMPREHENSIVE TEST BAN

In order to assist in clarifying what resources would be available for the
eventual establishment of an effective world-wide exchange of seismologicel
information which would facilitate the achievement of a Comprehensive Test Bam,
the Secretary-General of the United Nations requests the Government OF wevevessooen
to supply to him for transmission to the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament
a list of all its seismic stations from which it would be prepared to supply records
on the basis of guaranteed availability and to provide certain information about each
station as set out below:

A. Conventional Seismograph Stations
(1) Name of Station and name and address of the operating organization
(i1) Co-ordinates of station including elevation
(iii) Instrumentation and components recorded together with speed of recording.
(This should include operational magnification at one second period for
short period and broad bank seismographs and at 15 or 20 seconds for 1ong
period instruments. Also a complete response curve in absolute units
should be provided).
The Government of .v.voveveevoss. i also requested to give information on the
geological description of the station foundation and indicate if fully annotated
records will be provided, inclvding the precision of the time., It would also be
useful to know the time window within which the Government of seeeeececees.. would
be prepared to supply original records or good quaiity copies, and if the latter,
the form of the copies (for example 16, 35 or 70 millimetre film, Xerox copies, etc.).
It would be useful if it could be indicated whether the intention is to deposit |
copies of all records in a seismological centre which makes its data available to
everyone, or whether the Govermment of .....vevece... wishes to guarantee the data
only on a bilateral demand.
B. Array Stations
(1) Name of station and the name and address of the operating organization
(ii) Co-ordinates of station and array points, including elevation
(1ii) A general account of the instrumentation geometry of the array
(iv) Instrumentation and components recorded, including magnetic tape

specifications. (This should include the operational magnification
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at one second period for short period or broad band instrumentation and
at 15 or 20 seconds for lcag period instruments. A response curve in
absolute units should be provided for each instrunent).
{(v) A list of components which record cn a parallel visual basis.
a8 ander A above; in the loterest of obtaining nmaximum usefulness from an
International exchange of data, the Government of .....e.vevee.. 1s requested to
give information on the geological foundation of the array stations, tcgether with
ccapiete technical information on the recording mediur, the precision of time keeping,
ete., It would also be useful to know the tine window within which the Government
Of tevocereraaes. would be prepared to supply the originsl records, or as applicable,
photographic copy, magnetic tape copy, or good quality microfilm, In the event
tha' the Government of .....eeesee... does not envisage depositing copies of all
array data automatically in a selsmological centre which makes its data available
to everyone, it would be useful if the Government of ...eeev..... could indicate
how long an original magnetic tape recording could be made available for individual
“enands before the tapes are erased and re-used.
In view of the urgency in making progress in the direction of a solution for
a Ccmprehensive Test Ban, the Secretary-General would greatly appreciate it if the
irformation requested above could be forwarded to him with the least possible delay

Tor tranmmissicn te the ENDC.
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ITALY

Statement by Ambassador H. Caracciolo at the Informal Meeting

Qf the uNDu on @O LL,L uat 19 Ok}

First of all I should like to express my grativide vo the co-Chairmen for having
a:cepted to convene this meeting for a preliminary discussion regarding the Committse!s
report to the XXIV session d the Gensral Assembly and to thank all Delegations for
graciously accepting this extra ovurdsn on their daily work. I should also like to
avail myself of this opportunity to extend ny warnest welcome to the Delegations
that have joined our Committee mors recently. This walconms applies, of course, o
all the six new Delegations equally. with whose Governments, my own has the most
friendly relations. May I add, however, ia view of the very close collaboration
existing between our respective Country in different fislds, that we are particularly
happy to sec among us the Dclegation of the Netherlands.

I will now try to explain to the Committee the reasonsthat have promoted me
to address the request for this meeting on hohalf of ny Delegation.

The main reason stems from the feeling that our discussicis have reached a
crucial stage. Though we are confronted with more draft treaties than we have
discussed before, on each of them the views of ths noclear delegations are still wide
apert and we sce at present few prospects for resching any agreement before the end
of this session. Therefore, despite the valueble sfforts made dﬁrihg the present
session and the concrete contributions of &lil delegations, the ultimate goal of our
negotiations - which is actual disarmanent, especially in the nuclear field -~ is still
far from sight. Even if some progress ware to be nade in these last few weeks in
one more specific field (and Italy would be among the firsts to welcome such
development), it would very *1Pbly be progress towards an agreement on a non-armgment

measure rather than progress “toward strictly disarmanent measures.
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On the other hand, we are confronted with resolutions from the General Assenbly
and with the Agenda formulated oy our very Committee, both of which clearly indicate
the direction our work should take. In other words, therc seem to be a certain gap
between the work we ars supposed to do and the one we are actually doing.

We are aglso approaching the moment when the valuable and important work we have
done in 1969 will come under the scrutiny of the General Assembly. That body will
have no other way to judge it, than by going through the final report submitted,
as in previous years, by our Committee. I am afraid that a report of a fectual
character, that is a report mentioning only, in less or greater detail, the topics
discussed, the meetings that have taken place, and the documents that have been
submitted, would lend substance to the criticisms we have heard in the past, which
imply that the structure of our Committee is not the most suitable one in order to
fulfill the task that has been given to us. The very existence and the very survival
of our’ Committee might then be jeopardized. We therefore believe, and we hope
that this belief is shared by other delegations, that this year's report to UNGA
shoull  have a substantial character.

Another valid reason why the report to the XXIV Assembly should be this year, of
a more positive character is the fact that our Committee has undsrgone a substantial
enlargement with the addition of eight new members; this is a nilestone in the
history of the ENDC and, in our opinion, it should be marked by a rebdewed effort
by the Committece to prove that real efforts are being made to come close to the
expectation of mankind which still looks upon this body as a concrete hope for making
progress along the hard but essential road to disarmenent.

The important point is, therefore, to agree on vhat is meant by a substantial
report.

As I said, before, I do not think that even a lengthy list of topics, of meetings,
and of papers, would be sufficient to qualify our report as a substantial one, or that
it would give the General Assembly that ray of hope it is entitled to, and is looking
forward to. No doubt it will show that we have been very hard at work and that we have
made great efforts during this year's session, but I am afraid that just would not be
enough to inspire'confidence on the results we may attain in the future. A substantial
report would, in our mind, be achisved if besides sinthesizing the core of our

discyssions and the difficulties we have met, we were to devote a certain part of it,
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to some hard thinking on the shape and nature of our future activities. By doing so
we would at least convey to the General Assembly our earncest conviction that though
we have not been able so far, because of objective difficultics, to make substantial
progress. in the fields assigned to us, progress could be reasonably expected, in a
not too distant future, through an inmprovement in our methods of work, coupled with
a renewed determination on the part of our Governments.

The Italian Delegation has, for a long tine, upheld the r.cessity of an organic
programme »f disarmement. By organic programme we meant something differcnt and nore
precise than the provisional Agenda we agreed upon on 15 August 1968 exactly one
year ago: the Agenda was, in part, mainly a list of headings for thc members of the
Committee to discuss. Whalt we have in mind is a clearer definition of alprogramme of
work, both short and long term.

Of course our intention never was to suggest a philosophicel exercise or an
academic discussion, nor did we ever think, that the pieces »f this programne should
be linked one to another with rigid tics to form a sort of a package deal.

The kinda of programme we had in mind was instead a very flexible one, but one
that could somehow provide the necessary guidelimes for our future work and increase
its efficiency. We are, in fact, fully aware of the tremendous difficulties which
lie on the road tu gensral and complete disarmament and which stem from the harsh
facts of international 1life: mainly the necessity to maintain the balance of forces as
a prerequisite to armament reductions. It 1s, however, undeniable that the search for
an agreement on several specific sectors has nade ug lose, to a csriain extent, the
indispensable over-all view. And this is a dangerous fact since the balance of
interests, which is the natural foundation of any agreement, is all the more difficult
to achieve if the search for it is limited by the narrow fremework of each specific
measure. It was with the purpose of regaining this over-~all vicw, of trying to bring
our starting point closecr t> our final goal, that we tabled, at the last session, the
working paper BNDC/245.

I would like to summarize the suggestions we submitted in our working paper
in order to furnish a concrete example of the thoughts I am trying to express:

We first listed some of the basic premises of present ENDC negotiations§ they are
well known to everybody and thercefore I need not dwell on them: it would be sufficient
to quote the joint statement of agreed Principles for Disarmament negotiations

submitted in September 1961 to the Geneva Conference by the Governments of the USA and
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of USSR; the plans for general and complete disarmament submitted respectively by
the Soviet and the American delegations on 15 March and on 18 April, 1962;
Resolution 2454 B (XXIII) of the Gencral Assembly; and the most significant premise
of them all, that is art. VI of the N.P.T. by which the nuclear powers, as well as
the other parties to the Treaty, undertook ...... "to pursuc negotiations in good
faith on effective measures relating to cessation of the nuclear arms race at an
carly date and to nuclear disarmement, and on a treaty on general and complete
disarmament under strict and cffective international contrsl®.

After having recalled these prenises »f sur work, we expressed in our document
the belief that the aim of ENDC negotiations, that is general and complete disarmament,
could best be attained by a series of agreemcnts to be reached in a suitable ‘sequence -
that is within the framework of an over-all programme - so as to guide the process of
disarmament from the introductory stage to the final one. Though we did not deenm it
proper, at this stage, to anticipate detailed propositions we thought, only as a matter
of suggestion - that a suitable sequence could proceed along the following lines
which I will express in five points:

(1) Since a wide consensus seems to oxist on the point that priority should be
given to negotiations on interrelated subjects with a direct bearing on the problem
of stopping the vertical proliferation of nuclear weapons by states now possessing
them, we thought that within this framework, the beginning of bilateral talks between
the Governments of the USA and USSR for the limitation of strategic armaments was,
of course, of paramount importance.

(2) We then thought that in a prelininary stage new efforts should be made to
carry on discussions in order tu reach agrecment on measures aimed at preventing the
spread of nuclear weapons to new environments where they have never heen deployed,
and at limiting the zones in which they nay actually be deployed.

(3) In thissame preliminary stage, we also thought that other measures might
be negotiated in order to promote a climate of greater confidence among Nations. Such
neasures could'apply to specified Parties, having particularly in view the situation
prevailing in Europe as one of the focal points of international tension.

(4) After significant progress had been made towards the cessation of the
nuclear arms race and the creation of an atmosphere of greater confidence, a first

stage of concrete negotiations on actual disarmament could then take .place.



ENDC/263
page 5

(5) Subsaquént negotiations on further stages, linked to one another and
following the principlc of gradual and balanced reductions, might then lead to the ultimate
goal of gensral and complaete disarmanent.

As T said th.se were the sensral theughts that promopted my Delegation to
introduce its working paper on 21 April. We never had the pretention that they could
represont the wnly or a complete answer 35 the provlens we mentioned; we only
hopat thet they could constitute an useful confribution to a gencral discussion on
the subject.

Today we are confronted with a first draft repHrrt prepared by our co-Chairmen.
while expressing the appreciaticon of my Delegation for the effort they have made in
presenting us with a complete text in such a short time, and for giving us the
opportunity to consider it with all the attention it deserves, I an sorry not to be
in the position, as of today, to comment it in detail and to give our reactions.

On the other hand, this meeting having been requested for the purpose of c¢nabling

ail Delegations to participate in a preliminary discussion on the drafting of this

Yup rt, we shall certeinly study. in the noxt few days, the text that has been
submitted to us informally with the greatest attention, also in the light of the
comaznts that other Delegations will wish to maks,

I would also like to ask the Scerotariat to circulate my statement of today

5 2n official docunent of the Conference.
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BRAZIL

Working Paper. on the--Control Provisions for a Treaty on the
Non-Armament of the Sea-Bed and Ocean Floor

The Govermment of Brazil follows with great interest and high expectations the
current negotiations in the Conference of the Eighteen Nation Cormittee on Disarmement
corcerning a Treaty on the non-armament of the sec~bed and ocean~floor. In the present
stage of developnient of the technology for the exploration of the sea-bed, only a very
linited number of States has the capacity to carry on large-scale activities in this
enviromaent. For this reason, the Govermment of Brazil regards with apprehension the
possible implications of a Treaty on the ncn-armanent of the sea-bed and the ocean-
floor that could damage the interests of medium and small nations still lacking those
technological resources. This possibility would in any case run counter principle
five cf the Statement of Agreed Principles on Disarmament Negotiations, of
20 September 19€1, which asserts that: "All neasures of general and complete
disarnament should be balanced so that at no stage of the implementation of the
Treavy could any State or group of States gain nilitary advantage and that. security
is ensured equally for all™., The Government of Brazil considers that Coastal States
have sovereign and exclusive rights to explore and exploit the resources of their
ccntinental shelves., Thus it believes that none of these sovereign rights can be
jeopardized or disregarded, directly or indirectly, as a consequence of an international
Treaty on Disarmament. By creating a process of control of compliance with its
objectives, a Treaty which prohibits the installations of weapons or weapon systems
on the sea~bed can conceivably create such risks if utmost consideration is not
given to the inclusion of appropriate provisions that would prevent these undesirable
consequences. The Govermment of Brazil considers it indispensable that the future
Treaty should safeguard the continental shelf of Member States from undue interferences
which could materialize if the control provisions are not clearly formulated. It is

indeed necessary to prevent situations whers, under the allegation that a normal
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verification of compliance is being sought, operations would actually be deployed

that could threaten the security and the sovereignty of the Coastal State or to
violate its exclusive rights of exploitation of the continental shelf. Since there
exists a substantial technological gap among Contracting Parties of a Treaty on the
non-arnament of the sea-bed -and ocean-floor, it is possible to foresee several
instances when the Coastal State will not be aware of operations that are going on

its continental shelf and/or may be lacking the means to acquire firm assurances that
these operations are permitted under International Law. To protect the security and
the interest of medium and small nations, the Govermment of Brazil strongly urges

that a provision be incorporated in the future Treaty on the non-armament of the
sea~bed and ocean~floor with a view to effectively enable the Coastal State to
participate in control operations that taeke place on its continental shelf, Such
provision must not infringe rights recognized under international law, -including

the freedom of high seas, nor should they condition the carrying on of control
procedures to the previous agreement or good-will of the Coastal State, so long as the
control procédures do not involve actions which the Coastal State has the right, under
existing positive or customary International Law, or according to the accepted doctrine,
to linit or prevent, e.g. access of third States to installations on its continental
shelf. In particular such provision should not require previous notification to the
Coastal State when only a simple and casual observation in the normal course of
navigation or overflight is to take place. However, the Coastal State should be
previously notified of the intention of any other Party to implement its right of
control by performing a legal but nore comprehensive control on the continental

shelf of the Coastal State concerned. This would enable the latter to exercise its
right of co-participation in the operations thereby protecting its national interests

and rights, without any hindrance to the process of control itself.
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UNITED KINGDOM

Revised draft Convention for the Prohihition of Biological
Methods of Jarfare and accompanyving draft Security Council Rssoluticn

REVISED DRAFT CONVENTION
THE STATES CONCLUDING THIS CONVENTION, hereinafter referred to as the "Parties to
the Convention", |
RECALLING that many States have become Parties to The Protocol for the Prohibition
of the Use in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or other Gases, and of Bacteriological

Methods of Warfare, signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925,

RECOGNISING the contribution that the said Protocol has already made, and continues
to make, to mitigating the horrors of war,

RECALLING FURTHER United Nations General Assembly Resolutions 2162B (XXI) of
5 December, 1966, and 2454 A (XXIII) of 20 December, 1968, which called for strict
observance by all States of the principles and objectives of the Geneva Protocol and
invited all States to accede to it,

BELIEVING that chemical and biological discoveries should be used only for the
betterment of human life,

RECOGNISING nevertheless that the development of scientific knowledge throughout
the world will increase the risk of eventual use of biological methods of warfare,

CONVINCE that such use would be repugnant tc the conscience of mankind and that
no effort should be spared to minimise this risk,

DESIRING therefore to reinforce the Geneva Protocol by the conclusion of a
Convention making special provision in this field,

DECLARING their belief that, in particular, provision should be made for the
prohibition of recourse to biological methods of warfare in any circumstances.

HAVE AGREED as follows;
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ARTICLE I

Bach of the Parties to the Convention undertakes, insofar as it may not already
be committed in that respect under Treaties or other instruments in force prohibiting
the use of chemical and biological methods of warfare, never in any . circumstances, by
making use for hostile purposes of microbial or other biological agents causing death,
damage or disease by infection or infestation to man, other animals, or crops, to
engage in biological methods of warfare.

ARTICLE II
Each of the Parties to the Convention undertakes:
(a) not to produce or otherwise acquire, or assist in or permit the production
or acquisition of:

(1) microbial or other biological agents of types and in quantities that
have no independent justification for prophylactic or other peaceful
purposes; 7

(ii) ancillary equipment or vectors the purpose of which is to facilitate
the use of such agents for hostile purpcses;

(b) not to conduct, assist or permit research aimed at production of the kind

prohibited in sub-paragraph (a) of this Article; and N
(¢) to destroy, or divert to peaceful purposes, within three months after the
Convention comes into force for that Party, any stocks in its possession
of such agents or ancillary equipnent or vectors ds have been produced or
otherwise acquired for hostile purposes.
ARTICLE IIT

1. Any Party to the Convention which believes that biological methods of warfare
have been used against it may lodge a complaint with the Secretary-General of the
United Nations, submitting all evidence at its disposal in support of the complaint,
and request that the complaint be investigated and that a report on the result of the
investigation be submitted to the Security Council.

2. Any Party to the Convention which believes that another Party has acted in
breach of its undertaking under Articles I and II of the Convention, but which is not
entitled to lodge a complaint under Paragraph I of this Article, may lodge a complaint
with the Security Council, submitting all evidence at its disposal, and request that

the complaint be investigated.
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3. Each of the Parties to the Convention undertakes to co-cperate fully with the
Secretary~General and his authorised representastives in any investlgation he may carry
oubt, as a result of a complaint, in accordance with Security Council Resoiution Novasus

' ARTICLE IV | |

Each of the Parties to the Convention affirms its intention to provide .or support
appropriate assistance, in accordance with the United Nations Charter, to any Party
to the Convention, if the Security Council concludes that hiological methods of warfare
have been used against that Party.

ARTICLE V. 7

Each of the Parties to the Convention undertakes to pursue negotiations in good
faith on effective measures to strengthen the existing constraints on chemical methods
of warfare.

ARTICLE VI

Nothing contained in the present Convention shall be consfrued as in any way
limiting or derogating from obligations assumed by any State under bhe Protocol for.
the Prohibition of the Use in Wer of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or other Gases, and of
Bacteriological Methods of Warfare, signed at Geneva on 17 June, 1925.

ARTICLE VII
Z?rovisions for amendments,_7 )
ARTICLE VIII
Z?fovisions for Signature, Ratification, Entry into Force, etc.;7
ARTICLE IX

1. This Conv:antion shall be of unlimited duration.

2. Each Party shall in exercising its national sovereignty have the right to
withdraw from the Convention, if it decides that extracrdinary events, related to the
subject matter of this: Convention, have jeopardised the supreme interests of its
country. It shall give notice of such withdrawal to all other Parties to the Convention
and to the United Nations Security Council three months in advance. Such notice shall
include a statement of the extraordinary events it regards as having jeopardised its
suprene interests.

ARTICLE X

Zﬁrovisions on languages of texts, etc,_7
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REVISED DRAFT SECURITY COUNCIL RESOLUTION

THE SECURITY COUNCIL,

WELCOMING the desire of a large number of States. to subscribe to the Convention
for the Prohibition of Biological Methods of Warfare, and thereby undertake never to
engage in such methods of warfaere; to prohibit the production and research aimed at the
production of bioclogical weapons; and to destroy, or divert to peaceful purposes, such
weepons as may already be in thelr possession,

NOTING~that under Article III of the Convention, Parties will have the right to
lodge complaints and ‘o request that the complaints be investigated,

RECOGNISING the need, if confidence in the Convention is to be established; for
appropriate arrangements to be made in advance for the investigation of any such
complaints, and the particular need for urgency in the investigation of complaints of
the use of bilological methods of warfare,

NOTING further the declared intention of Parties to the Convention to provide or
support appropriate assistance, in accordance with the Charter, to any other Party to
the Convention, if the Security Council concludes that biological methods of warfare
have been used against that Party,

REAFFIRMING in particular the inherent right, recognised under Article 51 of the
Charter, of individual and collective self-defence if an armed attack occurs against
a Member of the United Nations, until the Security Council has taken measures necessary
to maintain International peace and security,

1. Requests the Secretary-General

(a) to take such measures as will enable him
(i) +to investiguie without uelay any complaints lodged with him in
_ accordance with Article ITI.1l of the Convention;

(ii) if so requested by the Security Council, to investigate any
complaint made in accordance with Article III.2 of the Convention;
and

(b) to report to the Security Council on the result of any such investigation.

2. Declares its readiness tc give urgent consideration

(a) to any complaint that may be lodged with it under Article III.2 of

the Convention; and
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(b) to any report that the Secretary-General nay submit in accordance
with operative paragraph 1 of this Resolution on the result of his
investigation of a complaint; and if it concludes that the complaint
is well-founded, tc consider urgently what action it should take or
recormend in accordance with the Charter.
2 Calls upon Member States and upon Specialised Agencies of the United Nations

s

1o 20--operate as appropriate with the Secretary-General for the fulfilment of the

purposes of this Resolution.
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ARCENTTNA, BlA7LL BUIEMA, ETHIOPTA, INDIA, MEXICO,
" PAKLSmAR SWEDEN, UNITED ARAB REPUBLIC

MOROCCO, ‘NIGERL
AND YUGD LAVIA

Joxklnp Paper on_a_proposed declaraticn bv the Unlted Nations
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Mindful of the Report of the Group of Experts, appointed by the Secretary-General
of the United Nations under General Assembly Resolution 2454 A (XXIII) of 20 December
1968, on chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapons and the effects of their
possible use, published on 1 July 1969 (4/7575);

Considering that this Report and the Forword to it by the Secretary-General adds
further urgency for an affirmation of this rule and for dispelling, for the future,
any uncertainty as to its scope and, by such affirmation, to assure the effectiveness
of the rule and to enable all States to demonstrate their determination to comply with
the ruls;

Gondemns and declares as contrary to international law the use in international

armed conflicts of

any chemical agents of warfare: chemical substances, whether gaseous, liquid,
or solid, which might be employed because of their direct toxic effects on man,
animals or plants, and

any biological agents of warfare: living organisms, whatever their nature, or
infective material derived from them, which are intended to cause disease or death in
man, animals or plants, and which depend for their effects on their ability to

multiply in the person, animal or plant attacked.
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CANADA

Chenical and Bacteriological (Biological) Warfare:

Draft United Nations General Assenbly Resclution

To- facilitate consideration at the XXIV United Nations General Assenbly of:that
part of the Report of the ENDC on chemnical and bacteriological (biological) warfare,
the Canadian Delegation submits the following draft resolution which has been developed
from the remarks made by the Canadian Representativé at the 424th neeting of the
Committee on 3L July 1969. The draft resolution tskes into account the Report of
the Secrétary-General on chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapons and the
effects of their possible use (4/7575 of 1 July 1963), the proposals of delegations,
especially those of the Delegation of Poland, on this Report, the draft Convention
on the Prohibition of Bioclogical Methods of Warfare subnitted by the Delegation of
the United Kingdam (ENDC/255 of 10 July 1969) as well as other views advanced by

variocus delegations on this subject during the 1969 session of the Conmittee. ..
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DRAFT GENERAL ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION ON CBW

The General Assembly,
Recalling its Resolution 245/ (4) (XXIII) of 20 September 1968,

Heving considered ths Re?ort of the Secretary-General of 1 July on chemical and

bacteriological (biological) weapons and the effects of their possible use,

Noting the rescommendations of the Secretary-General contained in the foreword
to his Report, ;

Noting further the conclusion of the Report that chemical and bacteriological
(biloiogical) weapcns stand in a class of their own as armaments which exercise their
effects solely on living natter,

Sharing- the sense of horror also expresséd in the Report at the idea that
bacteriological {biological) weapons could deliberately be used to spread disease,

Mindful of the further conclusion of the Report that the prospects for general
and complete disarmament vnder strict and effective international control and hence
for peace throughout the world would brighten significantly if the developnent,
production end stockpiling of chemical and biological agents intended for purposes of
war were to end and if they were eliminated from all military arsenals,

Having considered the Report of the Eighteen-Nation Comnittee on Disarmament on

its preliminary consideration of the action to be taken in the light of the Report of
the Secretary-General,

in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Cases, and of Bacteriological Methods of
Warfare signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925,

Conscious of the need to naintain inviolate the Geneva Protocol and to ensure

its universal applicability,

1. Reaffivns Resolution 2162 (B) of 5 December 1966 and calls anew for strict
observance by all States of the principles and objectives of the Protocol for the
Prohibition of the Use ir War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and of’
Bactericlogical HMethods of Warfare, signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925;

2. Invites all States to accede to the Geneva Protocol;
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3. Welcomes the Report of the Secretary-General on chémical and bacteriological
(biological) weapons and on the effects of their possible use, and expresses its
appreciation to the Secretary-General and to the consultent experts who assisted him;

b Requests the Secretary—Generai;to publicize the Report in as many languages
as is considered desirable and practicable, making use of the facilities of the
United Nations Office of Public Information;

, 5.  Recommends to all Governments the publication of the Report, translated as
appropriate, so as to acquaint public opinion with its contents, and invites the
specialized agencies, regional inter-governmental organizations, and national and
international non-governmental organizations to‘use their facilities to make the Report
widely known;

6.  Recommends the Report of the Secretary-General to the Eighteen-Nation
Committee on Disarmament as s basis for its further consideration of the question
of the elimination of chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapons;

7. Commends the draft Convention on the Prohibition of Biological Methods of
Warfare submitfed by the United Kingdom and urges the Eighteen-Nation Committee on
Disarmament to complete work on this draft Convention at an early date; and

8. Reguests the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament to present a report
on progress on all aspects of the problen of the elimination of chemical and bacterio-

logical (biological) weapons to the XXV United Nations General Assembly.
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BRAZIL

Working Paper on the settlement of disputes
arising from the implementation of a Treaty for the
Non-Armanment of the Sea-Bed and Ocean Floor

1., Twice in the course of its intervention on the general aspects of item 3 of the
Committee's Agenda and when specially commenting on the Soviet and American Treaty
drafts (Doc. ENDC/240 and ENDC/249), the Bragilian Delegation stated its firm
convictiohAthét any normative convention for the non-armament of the sea~bed and the
ocean~floor would be incomplete if it were not to include appropriaté provisions for
the solution of disputes and controversies arising from its implementation

(ENDC/PV.413 and PV.423).

2. The Government of Brazil is of the opinion that the implementation of & Treaty

for the non-armament of the sea~bed and ocean-floor depends basically on two conditions:

(1) the clear and uncontroversial definition of the objecté'which are to be
banned from the sea=bed and ocean-floor;

(2) the establishment of adequate control provisions which can provide to any
Party to the Treaty firm assurances that all Parties are honouring their
obligations and respecting‘rights recognized under International Law.

3. The present working-paper aims to attract the attention of the Committee to the
necessity of examining the natural cdrolary of these corditions, nemely, the
formulation of suitable provisions for the settlementlof disputes arising from the
actual interpretation of a Treaty for the non-armament of the sea-bed and dcean—floor

and specially from the operation of its norms of control,

(Previous documents in this series appeared under symbols ENDC/1-ENDC/266)
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b Tﬁe Government of Brazil is also convinced that the inclusion inthe future
Treaty of such provisions will considerably facilitate the very acceptance of any
control mechanism by a substantial number of States.

5. It is possible to envisage a number of situations where disputes, controversies
or conflicts of interpretation among Parties could arise. Some of them could
comprise the following elements in several possible combinations:

(1) divergent inferpretations concerning the naturs or ultimate purpose of an
installation placed or implanted on the sea-bed and ocean-floor;

(2) disputes stemﬁihg from the manner in which an operation, in any of the
stages of the control system, is conducted, specially when involving inspection,
access and consequently interference with instellations or activities on'the'éea-bed
and ocean-floor or with the security areas that can surround these installations;

(3) disputes related to control activities undertaken in waters superjacent to
the continentsl shelf of any State Party to the Treaty or in its territorial waters
when these have a width of more than 12 wmiles;

(4) conflicting contentions on the jurisdiction covering military or other
inétallations on the sea-bed and ocean-floor and on the responsibility for the
emplacement of military or other installations on this environment;

(5) disputes arising from the lack of co-operation among States Parties
in endeavouring to resolve questions regarding the fulfillment of the provisions of
the Treaty as a whole and specially the norms of control.

6. This list does not intend tc cover =211 specific situations where a dispute may
arise but it still provides, in the view of the Brazilian Delegation, an

~ examplification of the extent to which controversies may appear in the implemeﬁtation
of the Treaty.

7. VWhen presenting this working-paper, the Brazilian Delegation remains fully aware
of the fact that the Treaty under examination would become the flrst 1nternatlonal
“instrument on arms control snd disarmament negotiated in the Commlttee on Disarmament
to include provisions for the settlement of disputes, It is however necessary to
point out that never before had the Committee prepared directly or participated in the
preparation of a Treaty which comprelended foreign means of control in areas that are

under the national jurisdiction of States. This is clearly the case of a Treaty for
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the non~armament of the sea~bed and ocean-floor since the continental shelf or even
territorial waters of States Parties may come into the area where control operations

. may take place by national means of other States Parties.

8. The provisions for the settlement of disputes could conform with the ususal
processes such as mediation and eventual recourse to international instances such

as the International Court of Justice. They could also -specifically conform with the
mechanisms of Chapter VI of the Charter of the United Nations., In such circumstances,
the Security Council of the United Nations would be called to examine disputes on

the basis of substantiated ceses put to it by the States-Parties involved in the
dispute and teke a resolution on it. It could also be envisaged a system according to
which the Secretary-General of the United Nations could be asked, by the interested
Party or Parties, to perform the task of setting up the adequate methods and adopting
the necessary measures in order to expedite the verification of any éomplaint.

9., The Brazilian Delegation hopes that the presént preliminary suggestions, which are
put forwsrd in a spirit of frank co-operation, shall be thoroughly and attentively
examined by the Committees,
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- MEXTICO

Renort on the First Session of' the General Conference of the
Agency for the Prohibition of Huclear Weapons in
Latin America (OPANAL)

The first part of the First Session of the General Conference of the Agency
for *the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (OPANAL), established under

the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (Treaty of

Tlatelolco) was held in Mexico City from 2 to 9 September.
The meeting was attended by the representatives of thirteen of the fourteen States

which are already Parties to the aforesaid Treaty (Barbados, the fourteenth, was unable

to be present). Also present were 26 obgervers frém countries of other continents.
The General Conference, which, under the terms of the Treaty, is the "supreme

organ’ of the Agency, unanimously approved seventeen resolutions on subjects of a

legal, pelitical, technical, administrative and budgetery nature. and elected the

five members who will congtitute the Council of OPANAL.

Also present at the opening meeting of the General Conference, by special

invitation, were U Thant, Secretary-General of the United Nations and Mr. Sigvard Eklund,
Director-Gensral of the International Atomic Energy Agency, who both made important
speecies.

Being considered to have a particular bearing on the subjects which the Committee
on Disarmament has on its programme, the following documents are attached as annexes
to this report: the full text of rgsoiution I (I) adopted by the Conference and
entitled "Status of Additicnal Protocol II to the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons in Latin America (Treaty of Tlatelolco)"; message adressed to the Conference
by the President of Mexico, Mr. Gustavo Diaz Ordaz; statement by U Thant; statement
by M. Sigvard Eklund; and statement by Mr. Alfonso Garcia Robles, Under-Secretary for

Forcign Affairs of Mexico at the same opening meeting

(Previous documents in this series appeared under symbols ENDC/1-ENDC/266)
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AFFIX 1

GLIVERAL CCNFARENCT
First Session

Rosolotion L {I)

STATUS OF ADDITIONAL PROTOCOL II OF THE TREATY FOR THE
PROHIBITIOK OF NUCLEAR WEZAPONS IN LATIN AMERICA (TREATY
OF TLATELOLCO)

The General Conference,

-Having considered the Report of the Depositary Government on the btatus of
Additional Protocol II of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin
America (Treaty of Tlabelcho)

Considering that the Treaty of Tlatelolco is the only international inetrument

now in force designed to ensure the total absence of nuclear:weapons fromVan'inhabited

region of the Earth and is also the only instrument reiating to disarmament measures
which establishes an effective international system"ef control under its own permanent
supervisory body; |

Recalling that the General Assembly of the United Nations declared in its resolution
2286 (XXII) that the Treaty of Tlatelolco "constitutes an event of historic significance
in the -efforts to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapohs and to pfomote inter-
national peace and security"; - |

,Recalling,further that the Conference of Non-Nuclear-Weapon States in its

Resolution B expresssed the conviction that, "for the maximum effectiveness of any

treety establishing a nuclear-weapon-free zone, co-operation of the nuelear—weapon
States is necessary and that such co-operation should take the form of cormitments
likewise undertaken in a formal international instrument- whloh is legally blndlng, guch
as a treaty, convention or protocol”°

Taking into account that, for reascns similer to those stated'by the Conference of

Non-Nuclear-Weapon States, ﬁhe.Preperatory Commission for the Denuclearization of Latin
America (COPREDAL) approved additional Protocel II of the Treaty of Tlatelolco, which
was opened for the signature of the nuclear-weapoh States on 14 February 1967;

1/ Document OPANAL/2
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Noting that being Parties to the said Protocol involves for thc nuclear-weapon
States only the following obligations; -

(a) To respect "the statute of dcrucliearization of Latin America in respect

of warlikc purposcs, as dofined, delimited and set forth® in the Treaty of

Tlatelolco in all its cxpress aims and provisions®;

(b) "Not to contributc in any way to the performance of acts involving the

violation of the obligations of article 1 of the Treaty in the territories to

which the Treaty applies ...';

(¢) "Not to use or threaten to use nuclecar-weapons against the Contracting

Parties of the Treaty¥;

Convinced that such obligations arc cssentially nothing more than the application
to a specific case of the general obligations undertaken in the United Nations Charter
and which all Membors of the said organization have solemly promised to "fulfil in
good faith®, in Article 2 of the Charter itsclf;

Bearing in mind that the General assembly of the United Nations in two of its
resolutions - resolution 2286 (XXII) of 5 December 1967 and resolution 2456 B (XXIII)
of 20 December 1968 - and the Conference of Non-Nuclcar Weapon States, in one resolution-
resolution B of 27 Scptember 1968 - have urged the Powers possessing nuclear weapons

to sign and ratify Ldditional Protocol II of the Treaty of Tlatelolco as soon as

possible. ,

Qbserving that, despitc these appeals, despite the support which, as the nuclear
Powers themselves have repeatedly proclaimed, should bc given to any nuclear-weapon-
frec zone which may be csteblished on the initiative of the States situated within
the zone, and despite thc fact that the Treéty of Tlatelolco is the only treaty which
it has so far becn possible to conclude for the establishment of such a zone comprising
territories densely populatcd by man, Additional Protocol II, which has already been
open for signature for more than two and a half years, has so far béen signed by only )
two of the nuclear-weapon States and has not yet been ratified by any of them;

Convinced that, if this situation is prolonged, it will be necessary for the
General Assembly of the United Nations to consider, as it does each year in rcgard to
the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and as it
did at its twenty-first scssion in regard to the Declaration of the Inadmissibility
of Intcrvention, the status of the implementation of its resolution 2456 B (XXIII)



in which 1t reiterated with psrticular emnhasils paragraph 4 ~f its resclution

ot

a vk

2286 (XXII) and the rclevant clauses of resolution B of the Couference of Non-Nuclear-

Weapon 3States.
1. Deplores that not all the nuclsar-wsazpon States have yet signed Additional
Protocol II of the Treaty for the Prohiliticn of Nueclear HWsapone in Latin America

(Treaty of Tlatclolco!s
2. Urges the nuclear-weapon Ctates fully to comply with the appeals addressed

then by the Gereral Assenbly ol the Unived idalions and iy the Conference of Non-

Rx)

Huclear Weavnon States to the effect that they sign and ratify the said Protocol as soon

as possible.

i

the Prohibition of Nuclear

.

3. nvites the States Menmbers of the Apst
Weapons in Latin America, in the event of Additional Protocol II not having been signed

and rabificd by all the naclear-weapon States by 30 June 1970, to take joint action
for the inclugisn of the following subjoet: "Status of the implementation of

resolution 2456 B (XXIII' on the "ication of Additional Protocol II
of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Wiclear Weapons in Latin fmerica (Treaty of

PSR ;

a of the twenty-fifth session of the Gensral Assenbly of

_».4

Tlatelolco)" in the agenda
the United Nations;
4. Requests the President of the General Jonfsrence to ccrraunicate the text of

this resolution to the Govermments ol the nuel -weapor. States.
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MESSAGE ADDRESSED BY THE PRESIDENT OF MEXICO, Mr, QUSTAVO Din7 ORDnu; TO THE GENERAL

CONTERENCE OF THE GEHC‘ PR TH® PROEIBITICH O* NUCLE.R WEAPONS IN LATIN AMERICA ON

THE OCCASION OF THE OPENIHNG MERTING OF ITS FIRST SESSION CK 2 SEPTEMBER 1S56¢

'y

T convey ny warnest greetings te the distinguished nenbers of the delegations

participating in the General Ccufercnce of the Agsncy for the Prohibition of Nuclear

Wecpons in Lotin [nerieca, which has honoured ny country by establishing its

heedquarters here

In the none of the

o

people and Governnent of Mexico, I extend my most cordial

welcone to the Secretery-Coneral of the United Nations and to the Director-General

of the Intorncotional Abomic Fnergy igency, Yr. Sigvord Fklund.

The presence anong

D

ecarned hin o wniversai deb

the recognition by the
before the Conference,

It is greatly tc

ug of U Thant, whose untiring efforts on behalf of peace have

t of gratitude, constitutes in itself the best proof of
coramnity of naticns of the importance and nobility of the tasks

for whose success I o happy to express iy mcst sincere wishes.

¢ hoped, :& was expressed by the Presidentus of inerica a

Punta del Este in April 1967 that the body whese life is being initicted will very

soon be able to group

together all the countries of our region.” May the step we are

now taking serve to remind our peoples and the world of Latin /fmerica's firm will and

determination to devote its resources - which ~re sc neagre when conpored with the

size of its needs - before a1l else to promoting, in friendship and mutual respect,

the progress ond well-being of its »ecples.
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AT THYE OPLNING i»,_,
OF THE AGENCY ZOR THE =&

MEEREICE
EDICA (OPANAL),

It is a great pleasure end indeed an honour for me to be in Mexico City at the
inavguration of the. General Conference of the hAgency for the Prohibition of Nuclear

by its Spanish acronym, OPANAL. The Agency

o
=
B
O
-
£

Wezpons in Latin Auerica, which is
s in a sense an offspring of In November 1363, by resolution 1911

({VIII), the General Asse:bly

cesing and oncouragement to the idea of

ecrcating a nuclear-free zone in Letin fnerica. The establishnent of such a zone, it
was Telt, would not oniy be of great benefit to the peopie of Latin imerica by assuring
their security and permitting ther to concentrate their energics end resources on
peaceful ceconomic and socicl pursuits, but it would also be of benefit to the people

of the wrld as a whole by eliminating the threabt of & nuclear aris race and of nucleear

ver [rom an importast area of the world, ond thus help to promote the cause of disarna-
pent and of international pesce znd zecurity.

cnoortunity to exprass personclly to

i

Yesterday I heve had

{ig Exeolleney President Diaz Ordaz,. as well an to His Excellency the Secrctary of
Foreign Relations, Dr. Carrillc Flores, thot the supnort which both have given: to the
initietive for the donuclearization of Lotin Anerica will no doubt occupy an outstanding

in the rocord of tne international sciion of thne vresent Mexlcan administration.

2017 1s in 211 ecnord with the purposss and principles of

ihe creation of

the nited Nations Chearter. In fzct, after cthe Treaty for the Prohibition of HNuclea

poas in Latia Ancerice was Ldoyted and signed by the menbers of thne Srenaratory

. P k) . e -7
Cowi ission, the by resolution 2286 {XXII), welcomed

vent of historic sig

the Treaty Ywith ficance in the

i
eitorts to provent the proliferation of nuclecr weapons and to nronote international
pesce ond security! "which at the same tine cstablishes the right of Latin Ancrican

countries to use the nuclesr cnergy for demonsirated poaceful purpsses in order to

accelerate the econonic and sovicl developunoent of thelr peoples®.
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Tt is e mettor of great sotisfaction to me thoat, pursuant to the General
Aszorivly resolution of 1963, I was able to provide such assistance asg the Preparetory
Commission requested. and that & technleal consultent from ths Secretariat participated
in ius impdftant work. I héve follovied the efforts of the States of Latin Arerica
with very close stiention and have been greatly encouraged and irpressed by the

vrosress nade ol cach pucceaslve stage

O

It is no cceret thot, as is the casc with any greet ondeavour or ploneering
wroject, there were some who had ssrious doubts as to whether the States of Latin
culd succeed in thelr work or schicve any concrete rosults.  Hevertheless,

isted in their efforts and nade steady progress year by year tovards the
o4

stiaimont of ticir objectivae. Today we sce the culnination and fruition of five

yoeors of difficult and paingtaiiing work. T would like to extend my sinceres

to &ll the Sovernments and statemen who have laboured so long and so

w2ll 1o arrive &t the goal you have reached today, snd in psrticular to the Government
of Hexico, which has been host to =211 your tneetings, and to Dr. Alfonso Garcia Robles,
wio hags vresided over and given leadershipn ond guidance to your mectings from the very

present Tlac,

It is a nctter of profound regret to me that successes in the field of
iisormanent have bacen few and far between, It is, of course, casy to appreclate
the grest obstacles that nake progress in the field of disermement and arms control
so slow, so complicated and so frustrating. But these very difficultics neke your
achievement all the more renorikable and significant. In a world that all toc often
sseas dark and foreboding, the Treaty of Tlatelolco will shine as a beacon light.

I+ is &« practical demonstration tc &ll mankind of what can be achieved if sufficient

tion and the requisite nolitical will exist,

Trecty of Tlatelolco is unique in several respects. It is tue that the

vitcrctica Treaty end the Ouier Space Treaty have provented an arms race fron taking
«lnes in those regions, and that concerted internstional efforts are now being under-
tcken o keep the arms race from spreading to the sea-bed and the ocean floor. A1l

heve an element in common in that they arc not inhabited. The Treaty

is uwnlque in that it eppliec to an important inhabited area of the earth.
gue in thet the Agency which 1s being established at this session will

N

edvantage of a permancnt and effective systen of control with & number of
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novel features. In addition to applying the safeguards system of the International
Atouic Inergy Agency, the roginme under the Treaty also mekes provision for special
reports and enquirics and, in cases of suspiclon, for spoclal inswections. There
is cubodied in your Treaty a numbor of aspects of the system known ag "werificatlon-
by-chellenge’, vhich is one of the more hopeful new concepts introduced into the
complicated quéstion of verificsation and control.

The Treaty of Tlatelolco preceded the Treaty for the Hon-Prolifcration of
Nuclear Weapons by more than a year and wxeceds it in the scope of its prohibitions
and its control features. Both Treaties have a sinilar gozl, but the forner Treaty
goes beyond the latter in also prohibiting the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons
in the area of the nucleer-frce zone. The Troaty of Tlatelolco hes already created
sorc 2racedents in the field of control. The provisions of the “Ircaty concerning the

application of the ILAREA safeguards system were officielly recognized. cs having provided

the basis for o sonewhat sinmilar provision in the Nou-Proliferation Treoty.  Your
Treeoty also esteblishes a fornl of "eorplaints proccdure’ vhich has been used as a gulde

4o

in otior draft instrunents and which nay becone an important model for adaptation to
other treaties in the field of srms coatrol and disarnazent. It scens quite evident that
your Treaty wili provide an cexauple and precedent for the establishncnt of nuclear-free
zones in cother areas of the world. It is iy earnest hope that it will also be a
stimulant for the creation of qdﬁitional nuclear~-free zones and for progress towards
other disarmament ncasures of & vorld-wide nature.

It is o matiter of gratification that the number of ratificaticns of the Treaty
is steadily increasing and that dew nerbors continue to swell the ranks of participants
in the Agency. I an also heppy to note thot, pursuant to the invitrntions addressed
by the General Assermbly to the muclear-weapon Powers to sign and ratify Protocol II of
the Treaty, two of then have already affixed their signatures and have thus demonstrated
their intention to respect the denuclearized status of the zone. It is ny hope that
adlitional signaturces and ratificaticns will be fbrthcoming soon to ensure that not only
the States party to the Treaty refrein fron nanufacturing or acquiring nuclear weapons,
but also that the nuclear woazpon Powers will refrain fron stationing, deploying, usingor

L

threatening to use weapons sgainst any of the countrics in the zone.

A



Under the safeguards and guarantees provided by the Treaty of Tlatelolco and
by thc operations of the Agency, nuclear energy will be used for cxclusively peaceful
ourposes i the countries within the zono and its benefits will be devoted solely
towards the economic development and socizl progress of your people. Thus, the
States Member of OPANAL will take the lead in demonstreting to the world that nuclear
onorgy will be, as it should be, 2 great boon to mankind and not the instrument of
its coomn,

The States of Latin America, which also include the States of the Caribbean Sea,
have laboured herd and built well in erecting the edifice of the Agency for the
Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin Auerica. Perhaps history will record thet
they, too, "builded better than they knew'. And now OPANAL has coune to life. I an
confident that it has the good wishes of the Members of the United Nations, As the
Agency proceeds with its work for security, for peace and for progress, I feel sure
it will continue to have the encouragement and support of the United Nations. Under
the Agency'!s Charter -- the Treaty of Tlatelolco -- you have provided for close links
with the United Nations. It is my hope that in the years to come these links will

1]

te forged ever stronger for the rutual benefit of both Organizations in their conmon

CaUsCa.



CCD/268
Annex IV
page 1

ANNEX IV

STATEMENT BY DR, SIGVARD EKLUND, DIRECTOR GENERAL
OF THE TNTERNATTONAT, ATOMIC, ENERGY AGENGY (TATA), 7 THE OPENING MEETING
OF THE FIRST SESSION OF THE GENERAL CONFERENCE OF THE AGENGCY FOR THE
PROIIBITION OF NUCLEAA WEAPCNS IN LATIN AMERICA (OPANAL),
ON_2_SEPTEMBER 1969

I am honoured to be invited tc be prescnt on this important occasion, when for
the fl”St time an international body has been created specilically to ensure compliance
with a treaty under which parties to che Treaty solemuly plaedge to use nuclear energy
excla51vcly for pesaceful purposes, and te keep an entire sub--continent. free from nuclear
weapons. It is also the first meotlng of 4 regional grouping that has accepted the
application of safeguards by ancther organization on thelr nuclear activities.

Although the concept of ‘establishing a nuclear weapon free zone 1s not new,
the creation of the Agency for the Prohihition of Nuclear Vea pons” in LQuln Anerica
is the first tangible realisation of such an ideal. With it the aspirations of
the people of Latin kmerica for security and the prospect of wider and more productive
applications of atomlc energy for peaceful purposes has come nearer to fulfilment.

This is en important occasion for the Internutlonal Atomic Energy Agency since
under the Treety for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latln Imerica it is given
‘significant recognition. The Treaty envisages that the Iuterngtlonal Atomiec Energy
Agency which I have the honour tc direct, will cofoperateAih Vérious ways with the
AgenCY'you have established. It is therofore a particular pleasure for me tc be here
today. I congratulate the Governments couccrned upon thelr courage and their
imagination'in,this enterprise in-eStablishing the Aggnnv forAtho'Prohibition of
Nuclear Weapons in Latin America, and recogﬁize that credit is due to thu five h cads
of States in Latin imerica whose initistive in 1963 was the first step on uhe anL
that has culminated in_foday'sléonferencet ?artiéu) ar recogniticn 19 due to thc
Government‘bf Mexico for the e“féftq it has made towards the conclusicn of the Treaty,
Whlch is glven due LbCO?HLLlOH by the decision to establish the 4ge ncy!in this
magnlllcent 01ty, aind in this ccnnexion a special tribute should be paid to Dr. Garcia
Robles, who ml ght justly be'describod as the architect of the Tlatelolco Treaty.

His v181on, his tena01ty and hig nergy dovoted to the causc of peace are embodied
in the Treaty Which will serve as a monument to his services to the Vountrieé of

Latin fmerica. I have no doubt that the International atemic Ener; Agency, within

O
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its statutory powers, will do its best to fulfil the tasks which may be allccated to
it under the Trcaty and to assist your Agency, its various crgans and its Member States,
singly and in concsrt, to mect the high gcals that they have set for themselves.

Under the Treaty for the Prchibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America, the
International Atomic Energy Agency is mentioned in connexion with two broad categories
of activities:

- firstly, the functions arising out of safeguards agreements concluded by it,

with a Contracting Perty, or Parties; and

- secondly, other functions such as those stemming from the establishment

of the Agency for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapens in Latin America,
in particular those arising within the framework of an agreement which
may* be concluded between our twe Agencies. The Treaty also makes
reference to possible complcementary safeguards functions for the I1AEA4,
such as the receipt of particular reports or the observation of peaceful
nuclear explosicns. '

About one year after the Tlatelolco Treaty was signed, a draft Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons was tablad within the Eighteen~-Nations Disarmament
Committee in Geneva, Apart from the close similarity. in a number of provisions of
the treaties, irticle VII of NPT recognizes specificelly the right of any group of
States to conclude regional treaties in order to assurc the total absence of nuclesr
wegpons in their territories. The Tlatelolco Treaty might thus be regarded as the
first multilateral treaty in the field of nuclear disarmsment which provides for the
application of an institutionalized and international control system and as such
represents a decisive step forward in the recognition and acceptance of international
safeguards. Both trecaties call upon the IiEA to perform one of its main statutory
functions, that is, to-apply safeguards at the request of the parties to a multilateral
arrangement. It is desirable that we should co-ordinate our functions under both
treaties by applying a single control system and using a single yardstick. It is
equally desirable that the safeguards to be applied by the IAEA under both treaties
should be similar and as identical as possible in the things they cover, the extent
and the manner of coverage and in other relevant espects.,

The IAEA rust also take account of existing safeguards obligations in Latin
Imerica. The IAE4 is at prescnt a party to nine agrcements providing for the

application of safeguards in six Latin American countries, In four of these it
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applises safeguards provided for in bilutoral agrecmcents, namely with irgentina,
Brezil, Celombia and Venezusla. Safeguards arc alsc pplicd under’ four agrecments
for the. nrovision of vearicus items of equipnent and naterizl; of which two have
been coneluded with drgentina and one soch with Mexico wnd druguay. A further
agrecnent of this type is now'undor discussion with Chile. Argontina has recently
cnnounced that it will submit its noew power raachor L. LaBA safeguards, and Mexico
has alreudy concluded with the.Internati . nal stomic BEnergy ncency an asgrecment under
ariicle 13 of the Treaty for the Pronibliticn of Nuclsar Weapons in Latin America.

Each of the fourtcen Latin american States for whom the Treaty for the Prohibition
of Nuclear Weapens in Latin america hos gone into offect hes also signed the Nion-
Prcliferation Treaty and of these twe have also ratificd it. 5ix further Latin
american countrics, which heve signed, but not yot ratified, the Treaty of Tlatelolco
have alsc signed the Non-Proliforation Treaty. It is therefere likely that many
of tho signatoerics of the Latin imericen Treaty will also gventually become parties
to the Nen-Proliferation Treaty.

a8 @ basis for the safeguards functi-ns which your Treaty foresees for the IRk,
cach State concesrned will first of all nced o .conclude with thoe Agency the safeguards

agreement nmentioned in Article 13 cf the Troaty.  This should cnable the terms of
reforcnce for the I.Ea's safezuards operation to be cstablished; and serve as the
instrument by which the Statos accept the obligations, the compliance with which the
agcney is required to supervise.,  The cenclusion of such agreements, whilst creating:
£or the LaBa the cbligation to carry out its tasks, will glso give the States concerned
the appropriate rights and cbligeticns tcwards the LiEa. 4s I have already said it
wiuld oc highly dosirable for the agreoments cencluded betwgen the Contracting Partics
and the L.B. to bo basically similar, and leave rcom for the observance .of further
obligations which thesc Ztates anl the Iuli may have incurred or will incur in the
futurc.

So far I have speken only of the functions of the IAE. for the preventicn of
impreper uscs of nuclear encrgy. These functions are of course only the counterpart
to the promotion of muclear encrgy. I hope that the Tresty for the Prohibition of
Huclear Weapens in Latin americo will not only increasce security in the arcea but that
in so deing will impose a positive beneficial impact on the development of nuclear.
eneryy in Latin mmerica.  ilthough the contrcl functions of the I4EL arc so much in

the spotlight of public interest, we never forget that it is our primary objective to
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accclorate and enlarge the contribution of atomic energy to peace, health and prosperity
througheut the werld. In Latin Jmerica the Internatvional Atomic Eneréy Agency has
elreedy found a fruitful field for thesc promctional aspects of its work,

The assistance given by the IiE. to its Member States in fostering the application
cf atcmic energy for peaceful purpcses embrace a wide range of activities.  Within
the limits of its available funds it focuses on problems of high priority in which
minimum expenditure cen achicve the meximum results. It sends out experts tc advise
Governments on matters concerning nuclear power and advises them cn the basic legislation
neaded. It organizes seminars and sends advisory missicns to assist in planning power
programmes and dealing with safety problems. Member States are ascsisted in making the
best use of existing research reactors. On the fuel side, technical advice is given
to help Member States in locating resources of nuclear materials and in developing
cheaper methods for reccvering uranium. The IsiEa awards followships to help train
the scientists and technical perscnnel necessary in any country which wishes toc embark
on the use of nuclear energy.

imong other subjects which the IuEL is active in prometing are the various
applications of radicisotopes and radiation in agriculturc, medicine and industry.

4 further interesting example: of the wcrk done is the studies on the use of nuclear
povwer for the dual purpose of desalting and electricity production in which the I4Ea
has been a partncr with Mexico and the USi in preliminary studies of the possibilities
for nuclear desalineticn in the Pacific Coast.

Much of the programme which I have described has bonefited directly and indirectly
the countries of Latin fmerica. In the ten ysars between 1958 and 1968 - total
expenditure on technical assistanse in Latin imerica, for experts, equipment and
fellowships, was about @5 million, which was 21% of the total technical assistance
provided by the Lgency. fbout 30C experts have been provided in fields ranging from
general atomic energy development to the cpplicatiosn of radioisctopes. During the
same perlod 440 fellowships have boen awerded to Latin american countries and

1/ regional treining courscs have been held in seven differcnt States. 4 number of

.

peelel missions have been organized to advise governments cn a variety of subjects

w

wd nuclear power studies hove been nade in argentina and Brazil. Rosearch contracts

e

e

of a value cxceeding $600,C0C have been awerded t+ 13 countries in the regicn., I

4

rention these figures to illustrate the offorts «f tho IiRa to advance the develenment
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cf the peacefal uses of nuclear energy in the countries signatories of the Tlatelolco
Treaty and to indicate those other sgency's activities which are the counterpart of
saf'eguards.

The‘possibilities for the use of nuclear explosives for peaceful purposes has
excited public interest particularly in relaticn teo NPT and this is a field in which
Latin Americen countries have shown great awareness. In 1968, the General
Conference of the IiFa adopted a resclution on this subject following which the Beoard
of Governors has nade a study of the role the igency could play in providing the
nscessary sorvices, In the report resulting from these studies the Board has stresscd
that the technclogy of nuclear explosives for peaceful purposes is still 4in an ecarly
stage of development, that much research and cxperimenting is necded before nuclear
explogives can usefully service in projects for which conventional explosives have
begen used hitherto, and that the igency's role in bringing thce benefits of this
technology to its Member States is likely to cvelve gradually in the years chead.
Initially, the chief task will be to censure the fullest possible cxchange and
disseﬁination of information on nuclear explosives techniques and applications, the
convening of panels and the provision to Member States of advice on the status of the
technology, the feasibility of possible applications of nuclear expleosives, etc. it
some later stage, the Agency would, if invited, be preparcd to perticipate in actual
projects.

The establishrient of the fgency for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapcns in Latin
smerica has been a long and difficult task. The tasks it now faces are no less
formidable. The new igency has tc ensurc that the aims of the Treaty are met, so
that Latin samerica indecod is and will remain an arca frec from nucdlear weapons. I
anm convinced that if it succeeds in this task it will esteblish an atmosphere of
security among its Member States - with the help of the Nuclear Wecpon States acting
in accordance with Additional Protocol II. It will thercby do much to further intoer-
national exchange and national and regional dovelepment in the peaceful uses of nuclear
encrgyy in which objective the International Atomic Energy iAgency is propared to assist
the Latin american States, I am locking forward te fruitfﬁl co~operation between
the igency in Mexico and the IAEA in Vienna, and I wish tc assure you in concluding,
Mr. President, of my willingness to discuss substantive steps that will be needed tc

meke this co-operaticn a reality.



CCD /268
Annex V
page 1

ANNEX V

STATEMENT MADE BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE GENERAL CONFERENCE OF THE-AGENCY FOR:THE
PROHLBITION OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS IN LATIN AMERICA, MR. ALFONSO GARCIA.ROBLES, UNDER-
SECRETARY FOR FCREIGN AFFATRS, AT THE OPENING MEETING OF THE FIRST SESSION OF THE
GENERAL CONFERENCE, ON 2-SEPTEMBER 1969

Tuesdsy, 2 September 1969, will be a date never .to be forgotten, mot only in the
snnals of Latin Amerisa, but also in the history of humanity's efforts t¢ eliminate
nuclear weapons-and contribubts to .the strengthening of peace.

To realize that there is nc exasggeration in the preceding statement, it is
sufficient to reflect for a moment that the nuclear~weapon~free zone which is the
objective of the Treaty of ‘Tlateloico will one dsy cover the whole area of the
Latin American subcontineént, and that it already contains more than 5.5 million square
kilometres, consisting not of expanses of eternal snows or of uninhabited-celestial
bodies, but of fertile lands inhabited by approximately.l100 million human beings.

It should not be forgotten that the Treaty for the Prohibition of Muclear Weapons
in Latih Americea is the only'internatiohal instrument now in force designed to ensure,
ﬁhraugh an  effective international control system under its own permanent supervisory
body} the total absence of nuclear weapons in a densely populated region of the earth.
T ‘take the word "absence" from the definition which, in November 1964, was
incorporéted in the first resolution adopted by the Préliminary Meeting on the
Denuclearization -of Liatin America. "Zbsence” is a conception of pelluecid clarity,
which does not lend itself to false or subtle interpretations, and can mean nothing
else than the nen—existence in perpetuity of muclear weapons in the territories of
the Contracting Parties, whatever State may have such weapons under its dominion or
control.

It can therefore be dsserted with every justificabion that the establishment of
nuclear-weapon=free zones constitutcs an effective method of nuclear disarmament, and
that if it should prove feasible to bring into force a universal treaty .on the lines
of the Treaty of Tlatelolco, the problem of nuclesr disarmament will have been
automatically solved, since that would entsil the.abolition of the vast nuclear
arsenals which gt present exist in the world.

For the States of Labin America which are already Parties to the Treaty, as for
those which will accede tc %t in the futures, the regime of total military
denuclearization esteblished under the Treaty antails s two-fold benefit: +that of
removing from their territofies™the danger of being converted into a possible.target
for nuclear dttack, and that of aveiding the wastage of ‘their resources, indispensable
for the ‘economic and social  development of their peoples; on'the production of nuclear

weapons.
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To give an idea of the potential savings which this implies, we need only recall
that world expenditure for military purposes - largely earmarked for nuclear weapons
and the vehicles for their propulsion - amounted in 1968 to about $185,000 million.
That expenditure engulfed more than 7 per cent of “the gross world product. It is
equivalent to the total annual product of the 1,000 million inhabitants of Latin
America, Southern fsia and the Near East. It is 40 per cent greater than world
expenditure on education and more than three times what the world spends on public
health. '

To illustrate the perils which the possible utilization of nuclear weapons would
involve and which even their mere existence constitutes for mankind, it is enough to
refer to the report submitted two years ago by the Expert Committee appointed by the
Secretary-General of the United Nations.

According to that report, the basic and inductable fact is that the nuclear
arsenals already in existence contain weapons of many megétons, each one of which has a
destructive power greater than all the explosives used for warlike purposes since the
invention of gunpowder. If these weapons were one day to be used on a large scale,
hundreds of millions of persons might die, and civilization as we know it, and all
forms of organized collective life, would inevitably come to an end in the countries
affected by the conflict. Many of those who survived the immediate destruction would
be exposed to the radiocactive contamination which would spread in all directions;
they would suffer the long-term effects of the radiation and would transmit to thelr
offspring genetic disorders that would come to light in the defects of succeeding
generations. 7

If we reflect a little on the meaning of such authoritative statements, it is
easy to understand why, in the preamble to the Treaty of Tlatelolco, the signatory
States, "in the name of their peoples, and faithfully interpreting their desires and
aspirations", express their conviction:

"That nuclear weapons, whose terrible effects are suffered,
indiscriminately and inexorably by military forces and civilian

population alike, constitute, through the persistence of the

radioactivity they release, an attack on the integrity of the human

species and ultimately may even render the whole earth uninhabitable.™

The benefits of the Treaty, however, are not restricted to Latin America. As
was well said by U Thant in his message to the Preparatory Commission on
12 February 1967, the success achieved in Latin America would not only constitute a

landrark but would provide an inspiring example and, he was confident, an important
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stimulus to the adoption of other disarmament measures of regional and world
significance. On the same occasion he added that the importance of the Commission's
work went beyond the field of nuclear disarmament and contributed in a practical way
to the promotion of international peace and security

It should also be remembered that, apart from the absolute prohibition of nuclea-
weapons, the fundamental aims of the Treaty of Tlatelolco include that of encouraging
the use of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes in the region, and of ensuring "the?
the Latin /fmerican countries should use their right to the greatest and most equitable
possible access to this new source of energy in order to expedite the econonic and
social development of their peoples."

The inclusion in the Treaty of this sixteenth paragraph of -the preamble vas
doubtless intended to stress the need to ensure that international co~operatién to
promote the peaceful uses of atomic energy in the area covered by the Treaty should
be ‘organized in such a way as to help to reduce the economic and social gap between
vhat are figuratively called the. "peoples of the North" and the "peoples of the South',

The reasons I have just outlined were ceriainly those which induced the United
Nations General Assembly, on 5 December 1967, to approve resolution 2286 (XXII)
without a single dissenting vote. That resolution welcomed the Treaty for the
Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America "with special satisfaction" and
proclaimed that it "constitubes an event of historic significance in the efforts to
prevent the proliferation of nuclear wegpons and to promote internaticnal peace and
security and ... at the same time establishes the right of Latin imerican countries to
use nuclear energy for demonstrasted peaceful purposes in order to accelerafe the
economic and soeial development of thelr peoples®.

The Agency for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America, wnich is
known by the initials OPANAL and whose principal and fully representative organ, the
General Conference, is todsay beginning its work, represents the culmiration of almost
five years of joint and porsevering effort by the Latin Americen Stehes since the
Preliminary Meeting of November 1964. - The Lgency’s goal will be to =snsure the
practical implementation of the provisione of the Treaty and the attoimment of iis
two fundasmental aims, to which I referred carlier: %o guarantee the total absence of
nuclear weapons and, in an equitable nanner, to promote the use »f the atom for
peaceful purposes.

Conference Talthfully reflects this

o}
=N
o
e
o)
o

The agenda of the first sessio

al L

dual concern. Apart from the eight predomirentiy lepgal and alnlnistrative texts
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proposed under item 7, which, if approved, will constitute the basic rules governing
the operation and budgetary arrangements of OPANAL, the agenda contains three
substantive items on which I should like to make a few general remarks.

Item 9, which refers to the status of Additional Protocol II to the Treaty, is
of particular importance for ensuring its maximum effectiveness. The report
submitted on this subject by the Depositary Govermment focusses attention on the need
for nuclear-weapon States to which the Protocol is open for signature to take speedy
measures to give effect to the invitations repeatedly addressed to them by the United
Nations General Assembly tc sign and ratify the Protocol "ag soon as possible'. 1In
this connexion, emphasis should be placed on the very pertinent statement made by the
Conference of Non-Nuclear-Weapon States in September 1968 when it expressed its
conviction that "for the maximum effectiveness of any treaty establishing a nuclear-
weapon-free-zone, the co-operation of the nuclear-weapon States is necessary and that
such co-operation should take the form of commitments likewise undertaken in a formal
international instrument which is legally binding, such as a treaty, convention or
protocoll,

The report of the Mexican Govermment on the Safeguards Agreement which it
concluded with the International Atomic Energy Agency on 6 September 1968 - agenda
jtem 10 - is evidence of a concern which I am sure is shared by all Member-States of
OPANAL: to give practical effect to one of the most important aspeéts'of the system
of control established under the Treaty of Tlatelolco by the negbtiation éf agréements
for the application of the IAEA safeguards to the nuclear activities of the Contracting
Parties pursuant to the provisions'of article 13 of the Treaty.

Thp.third of the points to which I referred a moment ago is agenda item 11, which
deals with the use of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes. In considering this
subject, the Conference will have before it Werking Paper OPANAL/3, which sets forth
and comments on a set of measures which could appropriately be adopted in pursuance of
the ‘sixteenth paragraph of the preamble to the Treaty and of article 17 of the Treaty
itself, This is clearly a mattgr which deéerves close study by the competent organs
of Member States before any final conclusions are adopted on the subject, partiy
bedause of its exceptional importance and partly because, to some extent,'iﬁ‘deals
with what might be called a Ynew" field, since it received no detailed attention
during the proéeedings of the Préparatory Commi ssion. It would therefore seem
gppropriate to adopt the procedure suggested in the Working Paper, which, by its
avoidance of haste, could be the most sultable means of ensuring constructive and

fruitful results in due course,
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In concluding my speech, I think I can usefully revert to the point which I
raised at the beginning.

I am convinced that a1l the Member States participating in this first eession
of the General Conference will unreservedly share the wish expressed by the President
of Mexico in the message he has just addressed to the Conference, that OPANAL should
very soon ambrace all the countries in our region.

When this heppens, and when, in aoddition, the Treaty of Tlateloleo extends to all
the other territories forming part of this region, a statute enforcing sbsolute
prohibition of nuclear weapons will apply throughout an area of more than 20 million
square kilometres with a population, at the present density level, of some 260 million
human belngs,

This is the ideal we must pursue, and its attainment must be cne of OPANAL's
chief tasks.

Fortunately, we are able, in working towards this end, to draw encouragement and
strength from a concrete fact: the impressive reality that the territorics of the
fourteen Member States in which the system of total absence of nuclear weapons set up
by the Treaty of Tlatelolco is fully operative now covers more than 5.5 million square
kilometres with a population of some 100 million inhabitants.

So great an achievement is clearly a credit to 211 the peoples and govermments of
Latin fmerica which, in collaboration with the United Nations and its Secretary- l
General, have striven with exemplary perseverance to bring it sbcut, to the gratitude

of posterity.
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UNION CF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS
AND
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Draft Treaty on the Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear
Heapons_and other Weapons of Mass Destruchion on the Seabed
and the Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil thereof

The States Parties to this Treaty,

Rscognizing the common interest of mankind in the progress of the exploration and
use of the seabed and the ocean floor for peaceful purposes,

Considering that the prevention of a nuclear arms race on the seabed and the ocean
floor serves the interests of meintaining world peace, reduces internationsl tensions,
end strengthens friendly relations among States,

Convinced that this Treaty constitutes a step towards the exclusion of the seabed,

the ocean floor and the subsoil thereof from the arms race, and determined to continue

0

negotiations concerning further measures leading to this end,

Convinced that this Treaty constitutes a step towards a Treaty on General and
Complete Disarmament under strict and effective international control, and determined
to coatinue negotiations to this end,

Convinced that this Treaty will further the purposes and principles of the Charter
of the United Nations, in a manner consistent with the principles of international law
tnd without infringing the freedomc of the high scas,

Have ggreed as follows:

Article T

1. The States Parties to this Treaty undertake not to emplant or emplace on the
scabed and the cceen floor and in the subscil thereof beyond the maximum contiguous zone
provided for in the 1958 Geneva Convention on the Territorisl Sea and the Contiguous
Zone any objects with nuclear weapons or any other types of weapons of mass destruction,
as well as structures, launching inatallations or any other facilities specifically
designed for storing, testing or using such weapons.

2. 'The States Parties to this Treaty undertake not to assist, encourage or induce
any 3tate to commit actions prohibited by this Treaty and not to participate in any other

woy in such actions.,

(Provicus documents in this series appeared under symbols ENDC/1-ENDC/266)
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Article II

1. For the purpose of this Treaty the outer 1limit of the contiguous zone referred
to in &rticle I shall be measured in accordance with the provisions of Section II of
the 1958 Geneva Convention on the Territorial Sea and the Contiguous Zone and in
accordance with international law.

2.  Nothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as supporting or prejudicing the
position of any State_Party with respect to rights or claims which such State Party may
assert, or with respect to recognition or non-recognition of rights or claims asserted
by any other State, related to waters off its coasts, or to the seabed and the ocean
floor.

Article III

1. In order to promote the cbjectives and ensure the observance of  the provisions
of this Treaty, the States Parties to the Treaty shall have the right to verify the
activities of other States Parties to the Treaty on the seabed and the ocean floor and
in the subsoil thereof beyond the maximum contiguous zone, referred to in Article II,
if these activities raise doubts concerning the fulfillment of the obligations assumed
under this Treaty, without  interfering with such activities or otherwise infringing
rizhts recognized under internstional law, including the freedoms of the high seas.

2. The right of verification recognized by the States Parties in paragraph 1 of
this frticle may be exercised by any State Party using its own means or with the
assistance of any other State Party.

3. The States Parties to the Treaty underteke to consult and to cooperate with a
view to removing doubts concerning the fulfillment of the obligations assumed under this
Treaty.

hrticle TV

Iny State Party to the Treaty may propose amendments to this Treaty.  Amendménts
must be approved by a majority of the votes of all the States Parties to the Treaty,
including those of all the States Parties to this Treaty possessing nuclear weapons, and
shall enter intc force for each State Party to the Treaty accepting such amendments upon
their acceptance. by a majority of the States Parties to the Treaty, including the States
which possess nuclear weapons and are Parties to this Treaty. Thereafter, the
amendments shall enter into force for any other Party to the Treaty after it has
accepted such ameridments,

Article V
Bach Party to this Treaty shall in exercising its national sovereignty have the

right to withdraw from this Treaty if it decides that extraordinary events related to
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the subject matter of this Treaty have jeopardized the supreme interests of its country.
It shall give notice of such withdrawal to ell other Parties to the Treaty and to the
United Nations Security Council three months in advance.  Such notice shall include a
statement of the extraordinary events it considers to have jeopardized its supreme
interests.

frticle VI .

1. This Treaty shall be open for signature to all States. Any State which does
not sign the Treaty before its entry into force in accordance with paragraph 3 of this
Article may accede to it at any time.

2. This Treaty shall be subject to ratification by signatory States. Instruments
of ratification and of accession shall be deposited with the Governments of veeeeeseecsss
which are hereby designated the Depositary Governments. v

3. This Treaty shall enter into force after the deposit of instruments of
ratification by twenty-two Governments, including the Governments designated as
Depositary Governments of this Treaty.

b For States whose instruments of ratification or accession are deposited after
the entry into force of this Treaty it shall enter intc force on the date of the deposit
of their instruments of ratification or accession.

5. The Depositary Governments shall forthwith notify the Governments of all States
signatory and acceding tc this Treaty of the date of each signature, of the date of
deposit of each instrument of ratification or of accesslon, of the date of the entry into
force of this Treaty, and of the receipt of other notices.

6. This Treaty shall be registered by the Depositary Governments pursuant to
lLrticle 102 of the Charter of the UnitedANations.

Article VII

This Treaty, the English, Russian, French, Spanish and Chinese texts of which are
equally authentic, shall be deposited in the archives of the Depositary Governments.
Duly certified copies of this Treaty shall be transmitted by the Depositary Governments
to the Govermments of the States signatory and acceding thereto.

In witness whereof the undersigned, being duly authorized thereto, have signed
this Treaty.

Done in es 68 en e at s s s e s oo e 'bhiS sssasseeane s day Of PP
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Working Paper on Article III of Co=Cheimmen's Draft of
Draft Treaty on Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear Weapons
and other Weapons of Mass Destruction on the Seabed
and the Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil Thereof

s
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A

Procedures which should govern the “right to wverify™

In order to promote the objectives and ensure compliance with the freaty, each
of the parties 1o ﬁhis treaty recognizes that other partiss may, in pursuance of . their
existing rights, observe its activities on the sea-bed clsewhere than within the areas
referred to in Article II provided that observancc does not interfere with its
ectivities nor otherwise infringe on rights rccognized under international law
including freedom of the high seas.
2. If a party is not satisfied that a particular activity of another party is
compatible with the provisions cf this treaty, the parties concerned shall consult
and cooperats in an endeavour to résolvo the issus.
3. If the procedures outlined in paragraph 2 do not resolve the issue, states
partics to this treaty wishing to carry out further verification procedures shall give
notice to the other state or states involved of their intention to request inspection.
Parties recognize that such verification should not interfere with the activities in
question.
4. Noymally, if inspection is requcsted under these verification procedurcs, states
would undertake to cooperate in facilitating inspection and granting such access as
may be required. In the event of failure to cooperate, parties may have recourse to
the Security Council which may request that such cooperation be provided under the
procedurcs of this article.
5. (a) In order to facilitate the carrying out of such verificatlion on a non-
discriminatory basis by all states parties to Thiz treaty, each state party to this

treaty shall have the right vo apply to ancther state party or to the Secretary-General

of the United Nations for assistance by other states parties to the treaty in the carrying

out off verification of the fulfilment of obligations nssumed under this treaty.

(Previous documents in this scries appeared under symbols FEiIDC/1-EdDC/266)
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(b) On receipt of such an hpplication for assistancc the Secretary-General of the
United Nations shall meke arrangements for eppropriate verification measures to be
carried out by a technically competent state or states party or parties to the treaty.
The applying state or states shall have the right to nominate an officisl to accompany
the technicians of the investigating state or states.

(c) The cost of the investigation shall be borne by the state or states making
the application for assistance, if verification procedures do not provide evidence of
a violation of the treaty. In the event that verification procedures provide evidence
that the treaty has been violated, the cost of the investigation will be paid for through
an agreed procedure administered by the Secretary-General of the United Nations.

6. (a) Except as provided for in sub-paragraph (c) of this paragraph, verification
procedures shall not be carried out on the continentsl shelf of any state party or

in its superjacent waters without dve regard to the cxclusive rights of coastal states
under the 1958 Geneva Convention on the Continental Shelf and rights inherent in
existing international law.

(v) Prior to initiating vorification procedurcs on the continental shelf of any
state party or in its superjacent wators, the state party proposing to initiate such
procedures undertakes to notify the coastal state which shall manifest within a
rcasonable period of time whether it wishes to be asscociated with the verification.

(¢) The provisions of this paragraph do not apply to the process of simpls
observation in the normal course of navigation or over-flight and shall not be so
implenented as to interferc with the freedom of the high seas.

7. Each state party Yo the treaty undertokes o extend its full cooperation in the

@

implemenuation of the article.

8. %t the roview conference provided for in Article _____ comsideration shall be

given o whether any addicional rights or procecdures of verification should be

established by zmendment to this tronty.
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SWEDEN

Suggestion for an Article to be added to the Draft Treaty on
the Prohibition of the Bmplacement of Nuclear Weapons and
other Weapons of Mass Destruction on the Seabed and the
Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil theyeof (document CCD/269)

"Bach of the Parties to the Treaty undertakes to continue negotiations in good
faith on further measures relating. to a more comprehensive prohibition of the use for

military purposes of the seabed and the ocean floor and the subsoil thereof.!"

Previous documents in this series appeared under symbols ENDC/1-ENDC/266).
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Statements made by the uepr sentutive of Mexico

conge
the Englargemeny of the FEight eelmﬁatlon Commitiee gn Ji_ggmamggz
and_the Change of Tits dame during the 416th, L2440 and 431st sessions
of the Conference on 3 and 31 Juiy and 27 Augnst 1969

.L

ing the 416th session:

Statement made by the Representa

On the express instructions of my vovernment, I should like first of all to extend
a very warm welcome to the delegatione of Japan and Mongolia, which are present for the
first time at a meeting of the EighteenmNation Committes on Disarmament. We have always
believed - and we have said so from the outsei - that States like those which these
delegations represent could make a valuable contribution to the accomplishment of the

sks which the United Nations General Assembly has entrusted to us since 1961 and
which it Insistenily repeals to us each year in its resclutions,

We consider it essential, 'however, to place on record the position of principle
which the Government of Mexico has upheld, and continues to uphold, in regard to the
ehlargement,of the Committee. This is all ihe more necessary because up to now there
has.-been nothing in the documents of the Committee to explain the preserice among us of
the aforesaid delegations. Consequently my delegation will now proceed to read out
the full text of the statement which the. co-Chalrmen circulated to the other members
of the Committee on 23 May:

"The co-Chairmen of the ENDC have been in consultationh for some time about
the composition of this Committee. Our aim is tc promote further the use of this
Committee as an instrument to pursue the relaxation of international tensions and
to negotiate disarmament measures, ending ultimately in an agreement on general
and complete disarmament, in accordance with the report of the United States and
the Soviet Union to the sixteenth General Assembly on the resulis of bilateral

talks —- Agreed Statement of Principles of 21 September 1961.

(Previous documents in this series appeared under symbols ENDC/1-ENDC/266).
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"The choice of additional candidate countries has been most difficult for
both co-Chairmen. Many countries desire and deserve to be included in this Committee,
but it has been found impossible to reach agreement on a co-Chairmen's recommendation
before the close of this session which would preserve the balance of the Committee
when 1t was established in 1961.

"fhe co-Chairmen, at this stage, have agreed on two countries, Japan and the
Mongolian People'!s Republic, which they could jointly recommend as additional
members of the Committee.

"The co~Chairmen alsc agree that the enlargement of the Committee cannot be
confined to these two countries. Various other regions of the world should be
repfesented, to give the enlargement geographic and political balance.

"The co-Chairmen will continue their efforts to reach agreement urgently
on these other countries during the recess.

"The co-Chairmen would like the views of the Committee on whether it would be
appropriate to invite Japan and the Mongolian People'!s Republic to participate in
the summer session, scheduled to start 3 July 1969.%

We should also like to have included in the record of our meeting today the full
text of the memorandum »f the 3ecretariat of Foreign Affairs of Mexico, dated 2 June,
which was transmittes by the delegation of my country to the co-Chairmen on 15 June,
in response to the rzoiasc made by the co-Chairmen themselves in the last paragraph of
the statement which I have just read out. That memorandum was worded as follows:

"Thz Secretariat of Foreign Affairs of Mexico has given careful study to the
Jjoint statement of the co-Chairmen of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament
which was put before the Committee at its informal meeting on 23 May last and,
in response to the request made by the authors of that statement, has pleasure in
setting forth below the opinion of the Government of. Mexico on the subject:

1. The Government of Mexico has no objection to the composition of the Committee
being enlarged to include Japan and Mongolia, since it believes that both States,
and more particularly the former, which is the only State whose own people have
suffered the terrible effects of nuclear weapons, will be able to make a valuable
contribution to the Committee's work.

2. The Government of Mexico considers, however, that the inclusion of these
States in the Committee should not take effect until:

(a) the co-Chairmen have reached agreement, in consultation with the
representatives of the eight non-aligned States members of the Committee, to

suggest the simultaneous addition of two other S:iates belonging to this
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zaterory, in crder to'nraserve the balance which at present exists in the
Curmittee and which ha s proved very adve nta ageous for its work;

(b) the United Nations ueneral Assembly has beon informed and has had an
opportunity to endorse the agreement reached by the co-Chairmen concerning the
enlargement in question, as il did in 1961 by means of resolution 1722 (XVI), in
which the members which al presenti compoze the Commitiee are specifically mentioned,
This procedure appears to be essential Ln_thc light aleo of ibe provisions of
resolution 1660 /AfJ which was alse adopted in 1961 and whiczh constitutes the

{he establiskment of this Commitiee. In that resolution,

L—ﬁv
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immediagte antecemen

)

as will be recailed, the General Assembly beth urged the Govermments of the United

é

Stetes and the Sovied Unlon to reach agresment 'on the composition of a
negotlating body which both they and the rest of the world can regard as
satisfactory'!, and raquested the two Governments to report 'to the General
Agsembly, before the cenclusion of its sixtecenth sossion, on the results of such
negotiations!'.®

The CGovernment of Mexico agrees thalt the function of the tw hairmen is

absolutely ezsentia the smooth rumning »f the work of the Eighteen-Nation Committee
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on Disarmament; but at the same time it takes the view that, as far as the admission

of new members to the Comnitice is soncerned, their function should be confined to

mecing recommendations to the Ceneral Assembly. In ite resolution 1660 (XVI) the
General Assembly expressed "ths hope that such negotiations® —- that is, those to take

place between the United States and the Soviel Union al the time on the composition of

L

the Committee ~~ "will be sharted without delay and will lecad to an agreed recommend~

ation %o the Ceneral Assembly'. I ewphasize the word “recommendation®, The
recommendation, by ils very nature, has tc be made berore admission by “he Assembly.

Meking a recommendation is not equivalent tc an a nosteriori report that the Commitibec

has been enlarged in one way or ancther. e belicve that, although there are
differences between the present situation and that which prevailed in 1961, basically
the procedure for establishing or enlarging “he Committee is the same.

Having sald that, I repeat my very warm welcome to *the representatives of Japan

and Mongolia.
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Statement made oy the Representative of lMexico during the 424th sassion:

The position of the Covernment of Mexico in regard to che enlargement of the
Eight een—Natlon Committee on Disarmament has been and continues to be that which was
explained by my delegation at the meetlng on 3 July (ENDC/PV.416, paras. 4k, 45).

Furthermore, we consider that the fact of the adoption on one occasion of a procedure

ct

hat seems to us inappropriate and incorrect, in order to bring about the entry of new
members into the Committcc, is not a sufficient reascn to justify, nor to induce us to
accept, the use of the same procedure on another ozcasion.

Statement made by the Represeniative of Mexico during the 431st segsion:

As all the members of the Committee arc aware, the delegation of Mexico objected

from the start to the procedure followed for enlarging its membership (EJDC/PV.416,

paras.43 et _seq.). As a logical consequence of our position in regard to the enlarge-

03]

1

ment itself, we must also record our objection to the change in the name of the
Commitiee, which is a corollary of its enlargement. We do not think k that 1% is
essential to change the name now, before giving the T“eneral Assembly an opportunity

to pronounce its opinion both on the enlargement of the Jommithee and the name itself.

I have no objection as recards the name 1tself, suggested the other day by the

iy

co~Chairmen, but I chould like tc have it put on record that my delegation takes
exception also Lo the nsme being changed now before allowing thc General Assembly

to pronounce its opinion on the zubject.

14



CCD/274
Annex D
page 1

ANNEX D

List of Verbatim Eecords

395th Meeting to 430th Meeting (18 March to 21 fugust 1969):
TNDG/PV395 to 430
430th Meeting to 448th Meeting (26 August to 30 October 1969):
CCD/43L to 448,



