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· The meeting was called to order at 10.55 a.m. 

AGENDA ITENB 31, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 
48, 120, 122 and 126 (continued) 

Mr. KOOIJ~ANS (Netherlands): Last year, when addressing this 

Committee, I had to acknowledge that 1974 could not be considered a 

propitious year for the cause of arms control and disarmament. 1975 nardly 

offers a more promising picture. 

True, we have been offered a number of proposals comparable to treaties, 

such as the sea-bed Treaty, the Antarctic Treaty and the outer-space Treaty. 

I have in mind the recently introduced Soviet-American draft convention on 

the prohibition of environmental wcrfare and the Soviet proposal on the 

prohibition of the development and manufacture of new types of weapons of 

mass destruction and of new systems of such weapons. 

To be sure, the agreements and proposals I have just mentioned could lead 

to positive steps towards a less dangerous world in so far as they restrain, or 

in some cases even prohibit, certain military activities. With the actual arms 

race, however, they have little to do. These treaties and proposals deA.l with 

peripheral subjects which are of marginal interest to most military strategists. 

At the same time, however, such moves tend to sustain an impression of progress 

in disarmament matters and may even lead to a diminished anxiety over the 

possibility of a nuclear war. Whether such conventions promote a real sense 

of security, particularly among the smaller nations, seems, however, highly 

questionable. 

The improvement in understanding between the two leading nuclear Powers 

over the last decade has opened a new era of negotiations between them, the 

most important of which are the SALT I accords of 1972 and, more recently, 

the follow-up agree~ents of Moscow and Vladivostok. Important as these 

understandings may be in putting a 11Cap 11 on the offensive-arms race, I am 

not yet convinced that they have contributed to a genu.ine restraint of the 

arms race. Both parties have continued to increase and refine their strategic 

arsenals in all fields, except where the express prohibitions of the SALT 
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agreements are effective. Moreover, SALT I has had no effect whatsoever on 

already-deployed levels of armaments. 

Since strategic parity between the super-Powers is now a generally 

recognized reality, the primary objective should be to halt the ~uantitative 

and ~ualitative strategic arms race and, in addition, to achieve a significant 

reduction in strategic weaponry on both sides. Whether Vladivostok makes a 

positive contribution to arms control depends on whether the high numerical 

ceilings agreed upon, especially with respect to MIRV-ed vehicles, will be 

converted at an early date into a basis of negotiation leading to real reductions 

and ~ualitative restraints. I may add that, at least with anything like 

present force -levels, numerical differences in strategic nuclear forces need 

not be of direct military significance. Therefore, a precise technical or 

numerical equality need not ~er se domin~te the negotiations. 
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My Government is also worried about certain tendencies towards a greater 

probability of the use of nuclear weapons. The possible introduction of new 

types and systems of nuclear weapons, changing nuclear doctrines and the fact 

that the main nuclear Powers are apparently hesitant to assume under certain 

conditions additional obligations concerning negative security guarantees 

towards non-nuclear-weapon States all point somewhat in the same direction. 

In this respect, it is, for example, revealing to read a Soviet disclaimer 

on page 96 of the study of nuclear-weapon-free zones (1,/10027/ Add.l) concerning 

nP.gati're sec~1ri ty guarantees towan"_s such zones. I aclmi t, of course, that these 

guet:ticr s are ve:_'y r:crr,plicatEldj a rwce r;csi tivc approach seems necessary 

since the ?erception by States of their security has relevance for the 

non-proliferation of nuclear weapons. This became abundantly clear during 

the ~on-Proliferation Treaty Review Conference. 

Turning to that Conference we can say that the practical results, which 

were considerable, were overshadowed by differences of views on political and 

security issues. In particular, it was widely felt that unless the main 

nuclear Powers accept their responsibilities under the NPT and give np something 

real and tangible the non-proliferation regime is in danger in the long run. 

On many practical problems, including safeguards, the question of peaceful 

nuclear explosions and other issues, my Government considers the recommendations 

of the Conference a success. However, we must not close our eyes to technological 

developments which at the same time undermine the barriers against the spread 

of atomic weapons. 

This situation is particularly alarming, as other speakers have also 

pointed out, if we look at the rapid progress and inevitable spread of advanced 

nuclear technology. For example, there is a growing recognition that a number 

of countries are acquiring a considerable scientific and technological capacity 

in nuclear matters also. The ominous potential of this development was made 

clear last year by India 1 s explosion of a nuclear device --the first additional 

State to do so in almost a decade. 

The incre~sing importance of the peaceful use of nuclear energy for the 

fulfilment of the energy needs of this world is an understandable development, 

and the benefits thereof may not be denied to any country. From the viewpoint 
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of 11 equal chances for each State" , it is therefore proper that tte less developed 

countries also gradually acquire the necessary scientific and technological 

knowledge. At the same time, however, all States should be fully aware of the 

risks involved in this "democratization of knowledge 11
, and take the necessary 

precautionary rr.easures. A number of less developed countries not yet bound 

by the NPT, and in view of their attitudes towards the NPT not likely to be so 

in the future, are presently considered to possess to some degree the potential 

for developing nuclear weapons. If we extend our horizon, say, to 1980 

the list of countries capable of producing nuclear weapons would be considerably 

longer. The estimated plutonium production in 1980 will be 80,000 kilograms; 

in 1990 this will have grown to 450,000 kilograms. Gigantic amounts of this 

dangerous and highly poisonous material will probably accumulate over the years 

to come. This, as we know, is one of the most urgent problems that the 

international community will have to cope with in the near future. 

Moreover, spurred by the ~r.ergy crisis international trade in nuclear power 

equipment and know-how is rapidly expanding. It is therefore of the utmost 

importance that strict common export requirements be agreed upon among the 

nuclear supplier countries, in particular with respect to sensitive parts of 

the fuel cycle such as enrichment and reprocessing plants. In any case, we would 

favour arrangements under which suppliers would make it a condition for the 

delivery of nuclear equipment and materials that the entire nuclear activities 

of the importing country not a party to the NPT be placed under International 

Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) safeguards. Only under common export requirements 

will conditions for commercial competition be genuinely equal and the risk 

forestalled that commercial interests would interfere with considerations of 

security. At any rate, we must do our utmost to avoid the establishment of a 

nuclear infrastructure which could easily be misused, even if the nuclear 

materials involved are under IAEA safeguards. 

From what I have said so far, it would appear that in this increasingly 

complex and dangerous world the sting has been taken out of super-Power 

confrontation, strategically and politically. In this same world, however, 

the legitimate expectations and needs of the less'developed nations will continue 

to grow. In such a world we face not only the problem of nuclear weapons in 
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the hands of the exist 1.ng nuclear rowers but to an increasing extent that of 

nuclear weapons potentially in the hands of other States as well. 

In these circumstances, revitalizing and strengthening the existing 

non-proliferation regime is a matter of great practical urgency. 

As the ]etherlands Foreign Minister pointed out during the general debate, 

we therefore whole-heartedly support, as a step in the right direction, the five

point programme put forward by the Foreign Secretary of the United Kingdom to 

add new vigour and impetus, as he put it, to our non-proliferation objectives. 

I note with particular satisfaction that according to this programme there 

should be a common system of international inspection through the International 

Atomic Energy Agency and one set of rules for all countries in tre world. 

The Netherlands also fully subscribes to the idea that all civil nuclear 

materials and facilities should be brought within the common inspection system. 

My Government will fully co-operate in the working out of proposals which 

the British Government intends to make on this subject, either here or 

in the IAEA. In the same context, my Government fully supports the idea 

of setting up regional nuclear fuel centres. I refer to the lucid description 

concerning the advantages of such centres given by the representative of the 

United States last week. 
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I would like now to comment on questions of a more general nature. 

Although little progress was made during 1975 in arms control and 

disarmament negotiations in the CCD, there is reason for some satisfaction. 

Useful studies have been completed on the question of nuclear-weapon-free 

zones and on arms control implications of peaceful nuclear explosions. 

A joint USA/USSR draft treaty prohibiting environmental warfare was submitted 

in August and will be discussed next year. My Government will give its 

views later in the CCD on this draft, both on the scope of the envisaged 

prohibitions and on the proposed complaints procedure. 

The success of non-proliferation policy will be considerably promoted 

if nuclear-weapon-free zones are set up primarily in areas where nuclear 

weapons have not yet been introduced. This is why the Netherlands has 

taken a positive stand tmle,rds the creation of nuclear-weapon-free zones 

in the Middle East and southern Asia. We will also pay close attention 

to the proposal, introduced by the distinguished representative of New 

Zealand, dealing with the possibility of establishing a nuclear-weapon-free 

zone in the South Pacific. 

I welcome the study undertaken during this summer by a group of 

governmental experts within the CCD. I regard this study as a valuable 

tool to assist countries in setting up nuc:'ear-weapon-free zones. The 

Netherlands considers it important that the nuclear Powers respect well 

established ~~c~s~r-weapon-free zones by an undertaking not to use or threaten 

to use nuclear weapons against countries taking part in such a zone. We 

would not consider it appropriate for the United Nations to formulate 

rules of a legislative nature for this purpose, but would welcome meaningful 

steps by the nuclear Powers themselves. 

The nuclear test ban issue has bedevilled disarmament negotiations 

for nearly 20 years. The Partial Test Ban Treaty of 1963, although 

satisfactory from an environmental point of view, did not restrict the 

development of new nuclear weapons. More than 10 years later, a modest 

agreement was signed between the United States and the Soviet Union, which 

hRs still not been ratified,pending negrtiations on how peaceful nuclear 

explosions can be conducted under the threshold test ban. Even if a 

satisfactory solution for this problem can be found, the agreement will only 
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come into effect in March next year. In the meantime, the situation is 

apparently being used for more high yield testing than originally planned. 

Many proposals have been made concerning a comprehensive nuclear 

weapons test ban, while detailed studies on the verification of underground 

testing were undertaken by several countries. This year the Soviet Union 

submitted a draft treaty based on positions taken in recent years in the CCD. 

Let me briefly comment on that draft. First of all, I do not think 

that the question of peaceful nuclear explosions has been adequately dealt 

with. Already under the threshold test ban, it is difficult to set up a 

system to prevent peaceful nuclear explosions being misus ed for weapons 

tests, in particular for those peaceful explosions which have a yield above 

the threshold. The Soviet draft treaty is, in our view, too easy-going 

on this question. 

Secondly, I do not consider it realistic to expect that all nuclear 

weapon Powers will now be willing to ac cept a comprehensive test 

ban. If this should be regarded as a pre-condition for the entry into 

force of a comprehensive test ban, as the Soviet draft treaty seems to 

do, there would be no hope for any further restraints on nuclear testing 

in the near future. On the other hand, nobody can deny that the main 

nuclear weapon Powers possess a tremendous lead in the field of 

nuclear weaponry, both quantitatively and qualitatively. 

The Netherlands therefore supports the idea, expressed by many States 

during the Non- Proliferation Treaty Reviel~ Conference, that tlE main nuclear 

weapon Powers could permit themselves to enter into an agreement to halt 

all nuclear weapons testing for a specified time. The terms of such an 

agreement could be reviewed in the light of the opportunity, at that 

time, to achieve a universal and permanent cessation of all nuclear weapons 

tests. I urgently appeal to the nuclear weapon Pow ers concerned to undertake 

such steps. As I repeatedly pointed out on earlier occasions , the 

Netherlands Government does not think that the verification issue neec 

be a problem, if a solution is found for the peaceful nuclear explosions 

question. 
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In the CCD, t~1e Netherlands suggested that the temporary cessation of 

weapons tests should be combined with an interim ban on peaceful nuclear 

explosione.. A ban on peaceful nuclear explosions would remove a serious 

sturr..bling block towards reelizP.tion of a comprehensive weapons test ban, 

since it would prevent peaceful nuclear ~ Y.plosio~s bei~g misused. 

Such a suspension of peaceful nuclear explosion~ togetherwith test explosions 

for military purposes,could strengthen the non-proliferation regime 

considerably. Because of its temporary character, no country would have 

to be afraid that the potential benfits of peaceful nuclear explosions, 

if any appeared in the future, would bP hanned permanently. 

At the beginning of my speech I referred to the proposal made by the 

Soviet Union on the prohibition of the development and manufacture of new 

types of weapons of mass destruction and of new systems of such weapons. 

While agreeing in principle that it may be important to forestall once 

and for all the possibility of the development of new, probably even more 

horrible weapcns than the ones already in existence, I must say that in 

order to enable us to take a more definite position with regard to this 

proposal, we should like to receive more clarification from the 

initiators. Moreover, I share fully the feeling of the representative of 

Canada that discussions about future weapons systems should not detract our 

attention from the primordial necessity of curbing the present arms race. 

As long as the evil of war cannot be banished, efforts should be 

made to keep human suffering to a minimum. My Government, therefore, takes 

great interest in the proceedings of the Diplomatic Conference on the 

Reaffirmation of Humanitarian Law Applicable in Armed Conflicts, which, 

inter alia, llas already adopt ed a nPW fo r mulation of an old cri terion in 

article 33, ( 2): 

nit is fo r bidden to employ weapons, projectiles, and rra terial and methods 

of warfare of a nature to cause superfluous injury or unnecessary 

suffering. 11 
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Next year, in the context of the reaffirmation of the laws of war, 

an expert conference in Lugano will study possibilities of specific 

restrictions or prohibitions of certain conventional weapons which may 

be deemed to cause unnecessary suffering or to have indiscriminate effects. 

Far the first time in many decades, detailed studies are under way in 

several countries on the possible effects of certain weapons on hurr.an 

beings, weapons many of which already form part of the arsenals of modern 

armies. 

My Government strongly supports these developments on strengthening 

humanitarian law in armed conflicts. We hope that next year substantial progress 

can be made with respect to internationally accepted prohibitions or 

restrictions of certain weapons. Our detailed views will be presented 

during the conferences in 1976. Internationally accepted prohibitions 

or restrictions are, of course, desirable, in order to prevent one-sided 

military advantages. In the absence of internationally accepted measures, 

however, each country still has the obligation to determine whether the 

employment of its weapons is in conformity with existing and future rules 

of international law. 
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In talking about conventional weapons, I should be less tpan frank 

if I did not express the growing concern of my Government about the 

ever-increasing arms sales in our world. Although no country can be 

denied the right to acquire the means to defend itself, so long as 

collective security is not sufficiently ensured, the growing rate of arms 

sales leads to greater insecurity and therefore to a less safe world, 

apart from the fact that financial means are diverted from other, more 

commendable and certainly more essential needs. Self-restraint on the 

part of weapons-exporting countries is necessary, but in the light of 

past experiences certainly not sufficient. I fully realize that of the 

matters we have to deal with, this could well be the most complicated one. 

This should not, however, be a justification for not tackling it. My 

Government would welcome any initiative, either on a regional or on a 

world-wide scale, which could enable us to untie this seemingly Gordian 

knot. In this connexion my delegation took note with interest of the 

statement made by the representative of the United States on 10 April 1975 
in the CCD. 

The representative of Sweden, Mrs. Thorsson) refer:re(] in her speerh 

this week to a review of the role to be carried out by the United Nations 

in the disarmament field. She proposed the establishment of an 

intergovernmental committee which would report its findings to the next 

session of the General Assembly. My Government has taken note with interest 

of this proposal and we will comment on it after further cl~rificRtion. 

As a result of technological revolutions now in process·, some basic 

traditional concepts of international politics, such as the reliance upon 

security through military power, buffer zones or sphPl'es of influence ,qnd 

control, may well become obsolete. The unprecedented levels to which present 

arsenals have been raised and the absence of any sense of proportion in their 

present dimensions and scale of deployment are just too dangerous. 

I am therefore firmly convinced that disarmament and arms control 

should be an integral part of rational policies for any nation. These 

alone are not enough. \tle should also aim at removing the causes of tension and 

situations of injustice. An essential requirement for lasting security is 

the development and strengthening of international institutions and mechanisms 

based on justice, that can accommodate processes of change in a peaceful way. 

That should be the ultimate objective of all our efforts. 
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Mr. SHARAF (Jordan): Each time before my delegation speaks on 

the subject of disarmament it feels the need to preface its statement with a 

simple thought. It is somehow presumptuous for the representatives of 

small and developing countries to participate with the big and the mighty 

in a dialogue about nuclear mathematics and the taming of unimaginable 

destructive power. But it is also most suitable and appropriate for the 

representatives of small and developing countries to show eagerness about the 

need to control this unimaginable destructive power and avert possible mutual 

annihilation. We have an intimate knowledge of insecurity and the sense of 

vulnerability to superior technology of destruction and unchecked massive 

force. My country's region, the Middle East, is a very good example. 

Nor are we in the developing countries less aware of the present incredible 

waste of resources on armaments at a time when the question of development 

is in the forefront of national and international concern and the determination 

is near universal regarding the establishment of a new world economic order 

based on equity, justice and commcn ~ell-being. 

Unfortunately, tLe dialogue on world disarmament on all levels remains 

limited and agonized. There have been no major breakthrcugts sten during tbe last 

year in any area of disarmament. There are some positive signs but no 

breakthroughs. We were vividly reminded of that during the Conference to 

review the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons last May. 

It was obvious during that review that little progress has been made in the 

concrete implementation of the purposes and objectives of the Treaty, 

particularly by the nuclear Powers. In the two major areas indicated in the 

Treaty -- the discontinuaEce of 11.ll test explosions of nuclear weapons and 

concrete disarmament commitments -- there has been no progress. The snaller 

Powers have been active in urging concrete steps in these areas and several 

proposals were presented by them in this regard. We hope that an adequate 

response to these proposals of the smaller Powers will be. made by the nuclear 

Powers in the spirit and direction embodied in the Treaty. 

The following observations must be made regarding the general area of 

nuclear disarmament. First, although the United States and the Soviet rnion 

have been engaged in bilateral negotiations on strategic arms limitation, 

progress seems comparatively l::.mited. No qualitative linil.ts have been 
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agreed upon and no reductions have been agreed upon or seem to be impending. 

Becondly, there is an urgent need to implement tt.e Non-Proliferation Treaty 

Review Conference recommendations relating to safeguards. All practical 

measures to strengthen the safeguards system must be taken, including such 

measures relating to the :r-eaceful x~uclear activities of all States that are 

conducting them, as well as to the supply of nuclear . mateJ~ial and equiprr.ent. 

Thirdly, international attention must be focused now on the goal of 

complete cessation of nuclear w'eapons tests. Several ideas and proposals were 

made in this regard within the CCD and outside it,and within the United Nations 

framework. A certain measure of progress must be achieved in this area soon 

because of the urgency of the problem and our increasing awareness of its 

potential for getting out of control. 

Fourthly, the concept of the nuclear-power-free zone rrust be further developed 

in ~11 its leg~l, pr~ctical and technical aspects. It is a complex of vast 

potential for n~rrovling and isolating v1hat the representative · of ~exico calls the 

"r.uclear epidemic". I shall deal more specifically with this subject in a moment. 

Finally, it must be stated that on the more conventional level certain 

important tasks await the international community. There is still little progress 

in the implementation of the task of reinforcing the Convention on bacteriological, 

biological and toxin weapons by an instrument applying to chemical weapons. For 

several years norl IllY delegation has been stressing this problem. particular::..y in 

the specific area of napalm and other incendiary weapons. It is obvious that in 

our imperfect world the use of incendiary and chemical weapons in many areas of 

the world, including my own, has a more widespread effect than does the 

present controlled, if ever imminent, danger of nuclear war. 



A/C.l/PV.2078 
21 

(Mr. Sharaf, Jordan) 

I come back now tn the important area of nuclear-weapon-free zones. 

This is a relatively new and creative concept in the field of 

disarmament, nuclear non-proliferation and international security. We 

have a valuable document before us in this regard, the special report of 

the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament entitled ncomprehensive Study of 

t he Questicn of Xuc2..ear-Wen.p-::.n-Free Zones in a1l its As:;Jects
11 

(A/100?.7 /Add .1). 

It is a most enlightening document. It c:.r.cl<=:rlincs tl:e r..eed to d.ef -Lne ar.d 

refine the concept of nuclear-weapon-free zones and the cbl~gations of States, 

nuclear and non-nuclear, under it. 

It is obviously a concept that is closely linked to non-proliferation 

of nuclear weapons and all practical measures undertaken to this effect. 

It cannot be isolated from the measures discussed earlier in regard to 

safeguards. We have seen the concept of denuclearized zones spread from 

J.ntnrctica to the sea-bed and ocean flo"Jr, to -:-,8~~-n J.r:'.erj_ca, Africa and 

the Middle East. 

In my country 1 s c'm regicn, the lvliddle East, there is a certain urgency 

in the consolidation of the rreasures propcsei last year in the resolut~on 

adopted by th~ General Assembly, resolutim 3263 (XXIX), en the establishment of a 

nuclear-weapo:t-free zone in the region of the Middle East. As you may recall, that 

1 t . 'd " · 't t o ma ·'n pa.,...a -,·~p,_s O'IY''_·ati•re paragraphc 2 and 3, that reso u 10n prcv 1 ca 1n 1 s v - ... 6 ... .-. 1• ; .t ·~ • 

it was indispensable for the realization of the purposes of the resolution 

that nall parties concerned in the area proclaim solemnly and immediately 

their intention to refrain, on a reciprocal basis, from producing, testing, 

obtaining, acquiring or in any other way possessing nuclear weapons; 11 and 

it called upcn "the :;;:arties ccncerned ~n tt.e area to accede to the Treaty on 

the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons; 11
• 

In conformity with this resolution, my Government transmitted its 

agreement with the goal of the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone 

in the region of the Middle East and expressed its readiness to unde:rtake 

the necessary reciprocal obligations towards the achievement of this purpose. 

It reede the solemn declaration requested in paragraph 2 of the above 

resolution. It also recorded the fact that it had already conformed with 

the provision of paragraph 3 of the resolution by having acceded to the 
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Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. It stated in its reply 

to the E:ecretary-General of the United Nations that: 

"The goal of the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the 

· ,i:::C:le Ei::ost re<?;:Lon ,i:;.ll remain G.nllttained as long as a pr::.nci_pal party 

fails to accede to the Treaty and abide by its provisions". (A/10221, p. 5) 

That was a reference to the fe_r~t that Israel has ademantly refused so far to sign 

and ratify the Treaty. 

We have reached now a new phase in the process of establishing a nuclear

weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle East. What we need now is 

moving another concrete step towards this goal. In the spirit of th• 

specific resolution 3263 (XXIX) and the more general final Declaration of 

the Non-Proliferation Treaty Reviww- Conference, the Gene:::-al Assembly 

needs to enunciate two broad guidelines. First, it must call upon all 

nuclear states to refrain from supplying any nuclear weapons and any delivery 

weapons with a nuclear capability to any state in the region of the Middle 

East which has not acceded to the Ncn-Proliferaticn Treaty and the 

International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards. Secondly, it must call upon 

nuclear states to refrain from supplying any nuclear material or equipment 

or nuclear technical assistance of military potential to any state in the 

region of the Middle East which has not acceded to the Treaty and the 

International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards. These are complete and 

necessary measures that must be adopted if we are to give the idea of 

establishing a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East any actual meaning. 

I hope that our Committee will not fail to act in this direction during this 

session. 

The issue of disarmament in all its aspects is complex and perplexing, 

but the world will not begin to be secure and peaceful until it begins to 

unravel its complcx.~ty. 
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Mr. DOMOKOS (Hungary) (interpretation from French): Mr. Chairman, 

as one of those people from Geneva present here, I think I can only repeat 

the reasons which have been g1v~n by my colleagues which explain why I, as 

well, would like to congratulate you, Sir, for having assumed this important 

office which is so dPmRnding c.r:.d which :LnYolvPs .sn :nuch respons::.hility. The 

talent, the skill and the patience with which you have been cond~c~ing the 

work of the First Committee to date guarantees that we will be able 

iUCCe~sf~lly to disct.arge the duties which have been entrusted to us. 

I would also like to express my best wishes to the other officers of the 

Committee who, with you, are responsible for ccnducting the work of this 

Comrni ttee • 

The year which has elasped since the last session of the General Assembly 

lens been marked b;r a m;.mber of 8Vents c.r.d effor'~s cl:i.rect roct 

tcwards disarrrament. Aiert from numerous end bilateral talks, a 

number of :!.nternc.tiocal for1:ms have also been concerned 1v:i.th curtailing 

the arms race. 

The number of disarmament items en the &£~nda of the General 

Assembly and, consequently, on the agenda of our Committee, bus reac~1e<l a 

record figc;_re. All ·'~leis shows quite clearly that the search 

for a solution to tte problem of ger.cral ar.d ccmplete disarmancnt, as well 

as ott.e r partial issues, l'en:cins a matter. of urgency. At the snrr:c time, it 

demonstrates the determination of the ~ember states of the United Nations to 

continue to seek ways litely t:) spare Imnkind :?rom the clauger of arr:.crr.ents 

ar.d "::r.e um,arrar.ted sq'J.e.nderir:.g of resources >l:ti '!h they enta Jl. 

In my statement today I should like to set forth the position of my 

delegation on some of the items appearing in this most a·bundant work 

programme. But before doing so J I thi:1k it IVG"Jld be F ... dvisn1l1e to reft:T to 

some anniversaries as well as events tl~at have occurred : ~ :i.nternational life 

which are, without any sbc.dC'il' of doc;_bt, closely relattoJ. t o o:J.r work, in Qt.her 

vrords t .-. disaiT.Ftn::.cnt. 

It was precisel;; this :rear -~hr:::; ~,,e h2.d cc ~c.s :'.cn J~o celebJ:a·~e ~~l:e 

thirtieth anniversary of the end of the s~~cr:.d World War. The success of the 
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concerted struggle waged by the anti-fascist coalition provided undeniable 

proof that if peace-loving forces act in unison they are capable of stopping 

even the most dangerous and brutal aggressor in his tracks. 

'I'his anniversary could, at the same time, provide a motive for justified 

optimism because we have for a long time succeeded in preventing the outbreak 

of a new world war notwithstanding the fact that we were often faced with 

critical situations. 
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No one can deny today that the danger of military confrontation between 

the great Powers, between countries of different social systems has been 

substantially reduced. Relations between the tv;o major great Pavers the 

Soviet Union and the United States of America -- are now governed by a 

number of bilateral agreements. These agreements are of particular 

importance in the present international climate and their conventions on 

arms limitation continue, as we see it, to represent important steps towards 

strengthening peace throughout the world and to have a positive influence on 

the international situation as a whole. 

It is our hope that their talks on a new treaty and the subsequent 

limitation of strategic weapons will be crowned with success. These 

negotiations, which fundamentally affect the vital interests of the 

countries concerned, will have to be conducted with cz.re and a special 

sense of responsibility. It is not easy to reach an agreement, but the fact 

that the political will of the two Powers concerned still exists will, we hope, 

lead to a final solution of the outstanding problems. 

Another event of historic importance this year was the victory of 

the Viet-Namese people against domestic oppression and foreign intervention. 

The liquidation of this hotbed of war is of far-reaching importance not only 

because the peoples of Indo-China have been able to embark on the work of peaceful 

rehabilitation and reconstruction of their economic and cultt~al life in order 

to build a new society but also because it has created conditions conducive 

to a further strengthening of the process of detente. 

We believe that a detente mainly based on military balance is not 

a sufficiently sound basis for the maintenance of peace and the necessary 

strengthening of international security. That is why, like all other 

socialist countries and progressive forces, we urge that political detente 

be supplemented by military disarman:ent. We are convinced that an 

effective halt to the arms race will serve as a point of departure for placing 

international political life on a sounder footing. 

The most significant result of detente has been the successful concb1sion 

ir. Helsinki of the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe. It was 

not a coincidence that this unprecedented event has been dealt with at length 

even in the statements made by representatives of countries which were not 

directly involved in that Conference. 
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The Final Act reflects the clear signs of a lowering of tension on the 

European continent and shows hovr a subsequent broadening of detente can be achieved. 

In signing the final do~ument the Governments of the countries of Europe have 

politically and mora lly committed themselves to the idea that their future 

relations will be based on dialogue rather than on armed might and that they will 

opt for comprehensive and mutually advantageous co-operation in economic and 

cultural matters and also in the realm of human contacts. \tle are convinced that 

the practical implementation of the recommendations contained in the Final Act 

will help to usher in a new era in relations among the peoples of our continent. 

There can be no doubt that implementation of the provisons contained in the 

Helsinki document will have a favourable effect on the strengthening of security 

in Europe and will also have a beneficial effect on disarmament as a whole. Ue 

believe that, follow·in g on the success of the Helsinki Conference, the 

negotiations on the reduction of armed forces and armaments in Central Europe 

will be further stimulated. 

Although we very much value the positive changes that have occurred in the 

international situation, we cannot remain silent concerning problems in the 

solution of which no tangible progress has been made. The introduction to the 

report of the Secretary-General on the work of the Organization states in this 

connexion that 
II ... despite a number of important agreements for the limitation and 

control of armaments, it has not proved possible to halt or limit the 

arms race in either nuclear or conventional weapons ••• ; weapons are 

increasingly sophisticated and deadly, and the technological arms race 

continually promises new and more horrible developments." (A/10001/Add.l. p. 7) 

Unfortunately, these circumstances to which I have referred fully justify our 

Cornmattee 1s decision to include so many items on its agenda in order to speed up 

solutions to these problems. 

Among disarmament questions, nuclear disarmament must still have pride of 

place. Ever since the first atomic bomb was dropped and mankind learned of its 

terribly destructive effect, there has been a steady campaign to ban it. 
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Unfortunately, every method used and every attempt made has failed to 

produce decisive results.Instead of nuclear weapons being abolished, nuclear 

armament continues, ever more sophisticated weapons are being manufactured on an 

increasing scale and nuclear-weapon tests are being held even in the atmosphere. 

Hence, the over-all picture is by no means a favourable one. My delegation 

nevertheless feels that in the field of disarmament there are certain encouraging 

signs and partial results which should not be overlooked. Contrary to the 

opinion expressed by many delegations, but in agreement with many others, we 

believe that the Non-Proliferation Treaty Review Conference was one of the most 

significant events of the year in the field of nuclear arms limitation. 

The prevention of nuclear proliferation is the primary condition for reducing 

and eventually avoiding the danger of nuclear war and for increasing the chances 

of disarmament. Accordingly, the main aim of the Conference was to strengthen the 

regime of the Treaty and to increase its effectiveness. It was with this aim in 

mind that the Hungarian delegation which took part in the work of the Conference 

directed its activities. 

Was the Conference in fact able to meet these requirements? Despite the 

fact that the positions of certain participants did not coincide on certain points, 

we would say that it was. The Conference was clearly successful in so far as 

its two main tasks were concerned. In the Final Declaration of the Conference, 

which was adopted by consensus, the countries parties to the Treaty stated that 

they 
II reaffirm their strong support for the Treaty, their continued 

dedication to its principles and objectives, and their commitment to 

implement fully and more effectively its provisions. 11 

(NPT/CONF/35/I, annex I, p. 2) 
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The importance and the viability of the Treaty has been underlined by one 

of its indirect successes, that is, 10 countries -- including several near-nuclear 

States with a developed atomic industry -- have become parties to the Treaty. 

We are fully justified, therefore, in addressing an appeal from this forum of 

the General Assembly to all countries that have not yet acceded to the Treaty. 

The discussion and some of the recommendations appearing in the declaration 

and in the working docureents can help to speed up the eventual strengthening of 

the non-proliferation system, and contribute to general or regional arrangements 

for limiting nuclear armaments, more effective co-operation in the use of 

nuclear energy for peaceful purposes, a more secure physical protection for 

fissile materials, and the intensification of the future activities of the 

International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) • 

During last year's debate in the General Assembly, the work of the Conference 

of the Committee on Disarmament (CCD) was the target of lively criticism. This 

year also, some delegations have not been sparing in their unfavourable comments 

on the CCD. 

Even though we may not be entirely satisfied with the results achieved by 

that Committee, at least as far as real disarmament is concerned, it must be 

acknowledged that the activities of the CCD have gained momentum and become rr.ore 

practical and more effective. This is a very welcome development after many 

years of stagnation. 

In addition to examining the usual disarmament issues, the CCD also gave 

detailed consideration to new measures which might shortly end the arms race in 

a particular field. The Committee thus fulfilled the mandate entrusted to it by 

the General Assembly. 

These further efforts have yielded results in cases where there was a real 

basis for agreement, and where the situation was ripe for further progress. 

The report and the other documents submitted by the Committee to the General 

Assembly bear this out. 

One of the areas in which progress has been achieved is the draft resolutions 

and the draft convention submitted last year by the Soviet Union concerning the 

prohibition of action to influence the environment and climate for military 

purposes. The proposal submitted in the First Committee, which was subsequently 
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adopted as General Assembly resolution 3264 (XXIX), and which, inter alia, 

requests the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament to proceed as soon as 

possible to achieving agreement on the text of a convention, was very favourably 

received, despite the fact that geophysical and meteorological methods of warfare 

were not yet easy for the human mind to grasp. Even at the beginning of this 

year's session of the CCD, certain misgivings were voiced in the statements made 

by a number of representatives as to whether there was any point in dealing with 

such proposals to limit weapons which had not yet been widely developed and whose 

possible future applications were open to doubt, at least as regards some of 

these arms. 

A year has now elapsed since the Soviet documents were submitted, and we 

can already welcome the appearance of similar Soviet and American drafts and 

proceed with an exchange of views on the texts of those drafts. 

The discussion in the CCD was both useful and constructive: it helped us to 

get a clearer picture of the military application of this new means of warfare 

that we propose to prohibit; it also gave us new practical knowledge and 

information useful for purposes of classification concerning this type of weapons, 

in terms of the various devices and methods that could be used for military 

purposes. 

Detailed analysis of the statements made at the CCD weetings makes it easier 

for us to eefine the scope of the restriction. We are very pleased that among 

the experts participating in the work a Hungarian representative had the 

opportunity to contribute in shedding light on the numerous aspects of this 

problem which have made people more aware of the potential danger inherent in this 

means of warfare, and thus of the need to prohibit it without delay. 

We agree that the prohibition of action to influence the environment for 

military purposes should not at the same time deprive mankind of the possible 

benefits to be derived from the peaceful use of this technique, particularly since 

some methods of influencing the environment could be useful or even necessary in 

peace-time. On the contrary, a convention should encourage international 

co-operation in this field. We hope that the results of research will be made 

more easily accessible to everyone, provided that they cannot be used against 

others for hostile purposes. 
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Quite obviously, regulating the application of this technique for peaceful 

purposes will not be the task of those forums dealing with disarmament. But the 

military utilization should be kept carefully separate and apart from the peaceful 

application so as to ensure that only such techniques are used to influence the 

environment as do not produce any negative consequences, in either the short or 

long term; and that if any such effects did occur, they would not be harmful to 

neighbouring or more distant countries. There is a very real danger that even 

research carried out in favourable circumstances and after very careful 

preparation may lead to a final result which is quite the opposite of what had 

been envisaged. 

Finally, I believe that, as has been abundantly demonstrated, the conclusion 

of a convention would be highly relevant, and that the similar drafts submitted by 

the Soviet Union and the United States can serve as an appropriate basis for the 

drafting next year of the final version of that convention by the CCD. 

In order to restrict the dissemination of atomic weapons, States are trying 

to develop further the methods used. The creation of denuclearized zones occupies 

an important place among these methods. A number of items on the agenda of the 

General Assembly touch upon this question. For the time being, I should like to 

deal with item 44 in a rather general way, reserving my right to speak later in 

more detail on this subject and on other disarmament matters. 

As we all know, on the initiative of Finland, the General Assembly at its 

twenty-ninth session adopted resolution 3261 F (XXIX), which requested the CCD to 

submit a study on nuclear-free zones at the thirtieth session. The special report 

of the CCD, which was prepared in accordance with the terms of reference laid 

down by the General Assembly, under the competent direction of Professor Korhonen, 

is now available to delegations in the First Committee. This study is one of the 

concrete results of the increased activity of the CCD, in addition to the 

submission of the draft conventions on environmental warfare. 
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The drafting of the study ~as preceded by an extensive debate And a close 

examination of the question by the governmental experts and by the CCD itself. 

It reflects agreement on a large number of issues but it aslo records differences 

of vie~. We feel, ho~ever, that the CCD has done an excellent piece of ~ork; 

it has dra~n together R number of ideas, ~hich have been included in a very 

comprehensive study reflecting all aspects of the problem. It ~ill be a useful 

document ~hich will provide valuable guidelines for those states which <:1re 

interested in the creation of nuclear-~eRpon-free zones. 

I should like to take this opportunity to confirm our general support for 

the ide<J of establishing such zones. Nuclear-vleapon-free zones can, through 

the exclusion of such weapons from their territories, strengthen the security 

of ~ember States and supplement the Non-Proliferation Treaty measures. 

Consequently, my delegation would like to emphasize that the creation of 

nucleq,r-weapon-free zones should be closely linked v7ith the strengthening of the 

non-proliferation system, and should not be considered as an isolated method 

of limiting nuclear ~eapons. 

Continuing our analysis of the activities of the Conference of the 

Committee on Disarmament, we must also admit that the picture is not ~holly 

encouraging. No specific and concrete negotiations on the prohibition of 

chemical weapons were possible, although an item on that question has been on 

the Committee 1 s agenda for some years now. Some new documents were submitted, 

and the previous documents are still relevant, including those presented by 

the socialist countries, but there has been no tangible progress in solving the 

problem, although ~e might ~ell have expected some advance. It seems to us that 

there is still no political will on the part of the Western Powers to reach a 

r ."lpid agreement, and thus most of the provisions of General Assembly resolution 

3256 (XXIX) have remained unfulfilled. 

Ho~ever, there Rre some favourable signs to be seen in this field. The 

United States hRS become a pRrty to the Geneva Protocol of 17 June 19'25 

prohibiting the use of such means of warf~re. 
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Another favourable developn:ent was the coming into force,on ?6 V.arch this year, 

of the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and 

Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their 

Destruction. 

My delegation has already had an opportunity of dwelling in some detail 

on the scope of the two draft resolutions submitted by the Soviet Union. 

In considering the over-all situation relating to disarmament problems and. 

the efforts to bring about general and complete d isa.nnament I cannot 

omit a reference to those two very important Soviet proposals, whi~h 

provide for the conclusion of treaties on the complete and general prohibition 

of nuclear-weapon tests, on the one hand, and on the prohibition of the 

development and tranufacture of new types of weapons of mass 

destruction and new systems of those weapons, on the other hand. Those are 

two new . Soviet proposals i-7hich provide for the prohibition and/or limitation 

of existing and future nuclear weapons, which are the most frightful 'veapons 

known to us, and new systems of nuclear and conventional weapons which might 

make mankind even more vulnerable to unforeseeable dangers. 

My Government would like to welcome all proposals having as 

their aim the halting of the arms race, and which could sene as a 

point of departure for bringing about general disarmament. In this context 

we were pleased last year to welcome the conclusion by the leaders of the 

Soviet Union and the United States of a treaty on the limitation of underground 

nuclear testing, because it meant a certain degree of voluntary 

restriction at a time when other Powers were continuing their tests without any 

set limit and in a specific environment where they directly imperilled humanity. 

We consider it a very fortunate development that the Soviet Union is 

prepared to replace that partial arrangement, reached by the Treaty of 

3 July 1974, with another which would prohibit, once and for all, all States 

possessing nuclear weapons from carrying out military tests. 

The importance of that initiative is all the more significant since this 

is the first time that a proposal made by a nuclear Power has been accompanied 

by a specific draft treaty. The general and complete cessation of nuclear 
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explosions for military purposes should be followed by effective nuclear 

disarmament. We entirely concur with the idea that the main purpose -- and 

I would add the most immediate aim -- should be general and complete nuclear 

disarmament, but, as the representative of the Soviet Union, Mr. Issraelyar., 

aptly stated on 3 November 1975: 

"Since, in view of the position of other nuclear Powers, difficulties 

have appeared in the way of the complete prohibition and liquidation of 

nuclear weapons, the gradual -- that is, a stage-by-stage -- approach to 

the solution of the problem of nuclear disarmament and the elimination of 

the danger of a nuclear war has become the only one practically feasible." 

(A/C .1/PV .2075, p. 57) 

We consider that every opportunity should be seized to achieve that final aim. 

The adoption and implementation of the Soviet proposal would be a substantial 

step forward towards that end. We hope that the other nuclear Powers will 

respond favourably to the draft treaty, which is fully in accordance with the 

wishes expressed by most countries for many decades, since atomic bombs first 

came into existence. 

We would address ourselves to those who, instead of participating in 

measures designed to halt the arms race, do nothing but criticize the proposals 

of other countries, particularly those of the Soviet Union, and ask them to 

join in the common effort to find a solution to problems which are often 

described as technical in nature. 
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In this connexion I should like to quote what was said by our colleague, 

Ambassador Nishibori, representative of Japan, on 31 October: 
11 

• • • the more technically complicated the problems become, the more 

important will be the political judgements that are made regarding these 

problems 11
• (2074th meeting, p. 28) 

'de !"] s:J ~ttnch consic'lerar,le import~·ncc: tG the otter 2vv iet drnft 

resolution and draft convent io n whieh provioe for the prohib ition o+' r..ew 

types of wenpons Mnd new systemA of such we npons. The f~ct th ~ t at the 

outset it v1 ~1 s not easy t o gr e sp the vest sccpe of tb: foviet initiF,tive is 

t; nd e rst ~., n d a ~ le, but after t '. ~ c det Piled >rld very well dc. cume nted 

information offered by the delegation of the Soviet Union everyone can now 

entirely subscribe to the idea that this draft resolution should h '" ';e 

p~efcrence over the other stili~ects relnting to disarmament. This 

proposal provides effective measures for limiting the arms race and at the 

same time will help to ensure that the fruits of the human mind and new 

achievements in science and technology will thus be exclusively devoted to 

serving the well-being and progress of mankind. 

We fully support this very valuable initiative, and we express the hope 

that all the other members of our Committee will give it their total support. 

Th~_9HAIRMAN (interpretation from French): I thalli~ the representative 

of Hungary for his very kind words atont rr.e t:tnc1 f or his congratulations 

to the other officers of the Committee. 

Mr. MALDONADO AGUIRRE (Guatemala) (interpretation from Spanish): 

Mr. Chairman, may I be permitted to express to you our appreciation for the 

diligent manner in which you are conducting the work of the First Committee and 

which guarantees that under your experienced guidance we shall achieve 

interesting results. I ame8peci~lly happy to address these words to you, 

MT. Ch:- j "tnAn, since ,<>m,_H:g th0 gre~t m~n who contribllte to the progres s uf my country 

are Guate ma len citizens wh cJ were torn in I?l:" ,«non or whose foref athers 

came from that country. 

I also address my greetings to the other officers of the Committee who 

assist you in your work. 
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This thirtieth regular session affords us an opportunity to tackle an 

extremely heavy agenda where matters relating to pe Pce will more frequently 

occupy the attention of the General Assembly. It may be remembered that the 

emphasis laid by the Charter on the maintenance of peace and security stemmed 

from the circumstances immediately preceding the San Franr:isr:o Conference 

and from the document produced during the ce ~ono World WPr adVOC0ting the ioep of 

founding an organization of nations committed to the achievement of peace. 

During this Organization's 30 years of existence , peace has occupied a very 

considerable part of its deliberations, both in regular and in special sessions 

I and specifically in the Security Council, an organ that appears not have had 

a moment's rest. 

Disarmament, for instance, appears under several titles in the work 

programme and has always been included in every a genda of the General Assembly. 

Perhaps not too much progress has been achieved in this field, but the mere 

fact that the question is discussed points to the possibility that progress 

may be achieved on some of its aspects. My delegation will support initiatives 

aimed at obtaining effective results in this field, and believes that this 

Committee's suggestions to the General Assembly could well be embodied in 

solemn agreements to be implemented or complied with essentially on a voluntary 

basis. 

My country, a signatory to the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear 

Weapons in Latin America universally known as the TreAty of Tlatelolco , has 

expressed its interest in having the nuclear-1·~eapon States proceed to the 

signature and ratification of the corresponding protocols to the Treaty in 

order to ensure respect for the denuclearization of Latin America while 

giving effect to provisions seeking to keep that region out of the arms race 

and maintaining its inhabitants free from any fears of total annihilation. 

Additional Protocol I to the Treaty of Tlatelolco seeks to ensure that 

certain territories in the zone of applicat i c.n wh1 ch are 

under foreign occupation may enjoy the benefits to be derived from the Treaty. 

In this connexion my de le gation wishes specifically to state that the n CJ::: th-e~=~stern 

terri tory of my country, known as Be lj ze, shoulG be prote cteJ fj' CJ m the 

nuclear terror notwithst!lnding the fact that it is at present under the 

usurping dependency of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, 
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a nuclear-weapon State. My delegation cannot but express its satisfaction at the 

fact that one part of its territory will enjoy such benefits and will not be 

converted into an arsenal of lethal weapons, on the one hand because there is 

a danger that, against the will of Guatemala, it could become a part of a 

strategic military zone of the allies of the super-Powers and, on the other hand, 

because of the constant danger of environmental pollution. 

Repeated appeals have been addressed to States to reaffirm their political 

will to promote general and complete disarmament which we believe should be 

strengthened through the existing international machinery to which reference has 

been made in this debate in the First Committee. However, apart from the 

intrinsic measures that could be adopted, we still believe that support should 

be given to concomitant measures which would ensure the maintenance of peace 

and which would be reflected in the realization of a new, more equitable internationa: 

economic order and in the rigorous observance of a juridical system based on 

compliance with the United Nations Charter. We believe that it would be pointless 

to promote disarmament which the mil~tary Powers are not inclined to accept 

readily if, on the other hand, we are not in a position to strengthen or rearm 

that juridical system. 

The Preamble of the Charter establishes a philosophical framewor:& 

whereby, among other political purposes, it speaks of the need to establish 

conditions under which justice and respect for the obligations arisi~g from treaties 

and other sources of international law can be maintained. 
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In stating the aims of the Organization, paragraph 1 of Article 1 of the 

Charter states that one of its purposes is "to bring about by peaceful means, and 

in conformity with the principles of justice and international law, adjustrrent 

or settlement of international disputes or situations which might lead to a breach 

of the peace 11
• In Article 2, the Charter enumerates the fundamental principles 

for the realization of these lofty objectives. 

Among these principles, it is important to cite paragraph 3, which lays 

down the obligation to settle international disputes by peaceful ~eans. This 

paragraph substantiates the purpose enunciated in paragraph 1 of Article 1 of 

the Charter, but in addition it complements and defines it in a very wise and 

clear manner, since the wording of that purpose would appear to indicate that 

it recommends the use of peaceful means to solve international disputes or 

situations on the assumption that they are likely to lead to a breach of the 

peace, whereas the principle extends the recommendation to those cases where 

security and justice are in jeopardy. In accordance with the wording of that 

principle, the Charter provides for a number of situations which should be solved 

by peaceful means; first, when the dispute is likely to lead to a breach of the 

peace; secondly, when it endangers international seclirity; and thirdly, when it 

endangers justice. 

In support of its diplomatic offensive against Guatemala, the United Kingdom 

of Great Britain and No=thern Ireland recently announced that it was sending a 

military unit to the Guatemalan territory of Belize, no doubt in order to give 

support, through hostile powers, to its manoeuvres which seek to debar from the 

negotiating process the solution of a dispute for which it bears great legal and 

moral responsibility. 

These are sound reasons for insisting that the subjects of peace and 

security, dealt with in this Committee, should be approached as a whole, since 

very little progress can be made towards disarmament, denuclearization, the 

control of harmful chemical and bacteriological weapons, the eradication of 

environmental warfare and other lethal instruments if the system of legality is 

destroyed by denying the principle of legal eq_uality of States, their 

territorial integrity and national unity. 
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The CHAIRMft~: I ttank Ambassador Maldonado-Aguirre for the 

kind remarks he made about me and the officers of the Committee. 

I now call on those representatives who wish to speak in exercise of 

their right of reply. 

Mr. MISHRA (India): Earlier this morning the representative of the 

Netherlands referred to -- to use his own words -- "India's explosion of a 

nuclear device". He said: 
11 The ominous potential of this development was made clear last year 

by India 1 s explosion of a nuclear device ••• 11 

There was nothing ominous about the peaceful nuclear explosion experiment 

carried out by India in May last year. That experiment has not released any 

potential for proliferation by non-nuclear-weapon States. 

No non-nuclear-weapon State which had declared its opposition to the 

manufacture of nuclear weapons has deviated from such a declaration. 

No non-nuclear-weapcn State which had declared its intention to adhere to 

the Non-Proliferation Treaty, has changed it$ intention. There has been no 

proliferation by non-nuclear-weapon States. Jul the proliferation, during the 

last 18 months or so, has been by nuclear weapon States, and we are not a 

nuclear-weapon State. Our experiment was designed for peaceful purposes. 

Our intention not to manufacture .nuclear weapons is unchanged. 

We do notice, however, that there is a development which has a dangerous 

potential. It is now being said that unless a country adheres to the NPT 

or accepts NPT-type safeguards, no nuclear material. or equipment should be 

permitted for export to them by exporting countries. To this end, there is 

talk of common export requirements. In other words, talk of imposition of a 

boycott on those who are not favourably disposed towards the NPT. And yet 

it was barely two years ago that these very same countries denounced the 

imposition of an oil boycott. Politics must not enter the sphere of trade, 

they said. 

I ., 



PKB/sg A/C .1/PV. 2078 
51 

(Mr. Mishra, India) 

The supply of essential raw materials must not be withheld on the basis 

of :p:> litical considerations. We recognize that logic and a balanced 

perspective are not to be expected from ardent vo~a:r:Les of the Non-Proliferation 

Treaty but we do hope that serious consideration will be given by those 

states to the dangerous potential which they might bA unleashing. We do 

hope that when things are thought out ccc::..ly E,nd calnl~r, v;hen ::. t is taken 

to heart that the only proliferation of nuclear weapons is by nuclear weapon 

states, then we might expect from them a sense of justice and fair play 

in international relations. 

Mr. TAYLOR (United Kingdom): The representative of Guatemala 

made, in the course of his speech, certain observations reflecting on United 

Kingdom policy which my delegation cannot accept. Ttfe are reluctant to 

bt.:rden this Committee with the discussion of a subject which we regard as 

extraneous to our proper task, but I hope, nevertheless, it will be 

understcod that we must reserve our right to reply subsequently, either in 

this Committee or possibly in another place in this Assembly. 

Mr. KOOIJMANS (Netherlands): In the first place, I should like 

to stress the fact that, i:J my state'aent, I did not imp:'.-y that IndiA. or 

any other country had developed into a nuclear state. I only drei~ attention 

to the ominous potential because of the fact that, as we have said in 

the past and as I said today, in our optnion it :.s not possible to 

make a clear distinction between the explosion of de'rlces for peaceful or 

for military purposes. We have not developed the technological criteria 

to make that distinction. I again welcome, as I did last year, the 

reassurances given by the representative of IndiA on the intentions of his 

Government • 

In the second place, I am afraid there has 8.risen a misun:iers"';;anding of 

what I said about common export requirements. The only thing I did was 

to underline Nhat was said in the resolution adopted by the Review 

-~on~erenc~ namely that it is necessary to develop common export requirements 

which contribute to a system which is applicable to all countries in the 

world. 
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The CHAIRMAN: I wish to inform the Committee that we have no 

meeting scheduled for this afternoon, for the chronic reason that we have 

no speakers on our list. But I am happy to state that the morr.emtum is 

picking up and we will have two meetings tomorrow. On Y.onday we will have 

a full pregramme. We have enough speakers now and I hope that we will 

continue to tt rougn all of next week. 

The meeting rose at 12.35 p.n. 




