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PROHIBITION OF ACTION TO INFLUENCE THE ENVIRONMENT AND CLIMATE FOR MILITARY AND
OTHER PURPOSES INCOMPATIBLE WITH THE MAINTENANCE OF INTERNATIONAL SECURITY,
HUMAN WELL-BEING AND HEALTH (A/9702 and Corr.l; A/b.l/L.éTS)

DECLARATION AND ESTABLISHMENT OF A NUCLEAR-FREE ZONE IN SOUTH ASIA (A/9706)

-

Mr. AMERASINGHE (Sri Lanka): In the absence of

‘Ambassador Ortiz de Rozas, the representative of Argentina, Chairman of this

Committee, I would request you, Sir, to convey to him our warmest
congratulations on his election as Chairman of the First Committee and our
best wishes for.success in his efforts to bring our wofk to a successful -
conclusion. No testimonial of mine is required to add lustre_tp,his record as
a diplomat of conspicuous ability.

I did not expect to be called upon to épeak at this morning's meeting. I
shall not attemﬁt to speak generally on the question of disarmament but shall
confine myself to the item in which my delegation is principally interested --
namely., the Indian Ocean-peace-zone concept and the- action that has been-
taken during>the past year in regard to the Declaration and its implementation.

By way of introduction, I should like briefl&yto,trace the history of
the Indian Ocean peace-zone concept. In seeking the inscription of this item
on the agenda of the twenty-sixth session of the General Asseﬁbly, we stated
that -~ and_i must be forgiven for quoting from my own letter to the
Secretary—General‘of 1 October 1971 -- recent develo?ments had shown a
noticeable trend in the development of international law and practice towards
the principle that areas not assimilated into national jurisdiction
constituted an international domain that should be subject to iﬁternational
regulation-and internationalVreSponsibility. We cited as cases in point the
Agreéments on outer space and Antarctica, and stated that the principle had
been further elaborafed in the United Nations Declaration on Princinmles
Governing the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor, and the Subsoil Thereof, beyond

"the Limits of "ational Jurisdiction, which recognized the area of the
sea-bed and the ocean floor =nd subsoil thereof beyond the lirits of hational
jurisdiction as the common heritage of mankind. We szid that in seeking the

inscription on the agenda of the twenty-sixth session of the General Assembly
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of the item on the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a zone
of vneace, the purpose of the Government of Ceylon ;—‘as Sri Leanka
was then called -- was to secure United Nations anorovai of an
international domain subject to international regulation and
international responsibility covering the entire high seas of the Indian Ocean,
We said that the existing circumstanées in the Indien Oceaﬁ: as distinct fromthose
of other oceans of the world, were specially conducive to the anplication of that
policy to the area, as the presence of the military and naval forces of the
great Powers in the Indian Ocean had not yet assumed significant proportions.
It is quite different today.. We said that none of the great or »
medium-sized Powers were contiguous States. Hanﬁiiy, their eseopranhical )
position has not changed;'the major maritime nations are geographically
remote from the Indisn Ocean area, and the economic interests of the great
Powers are not ihvolved in the arca to any appreciable degree. Ve added that
the countries of the Indian Ocean needed conditions of reace and tranquillit&
in which to transform and modernize their economies and societies, and that
it was therefore immerative to the success of those efforts that the Indian
Ocean should be preserved as-an area of peace. Ve consideréd'immediate action
necessary to arrest and reverse the trénd that had lately become manifest, which,
if allowed to continue unchecked, could render the nrosressive militarization
of the Indian Ocean unavoidable.

~ On that occasion we stated that the main features of Ceylon's proposals
were that the entire high-seas area of the Indian Ocean should be declgred a
peace zone to be used for peaceful purposes, and that that would entaii the
" exclusion of armoments,  defensive or offensive, and military installations
of the major Powers in the prescribed area, a@ding that worshins and ships
carrying warlike equipment would exercise the right of transit but misht not
stop other than for emergency reasons of 2 mechanical, technical or humanitarian
nature. The use of the se~-bed area by submarines; excent for reasons of a
mechanical, technical or humenitarian nature, was to be prohibited. We added,
in passing, that there would be & prchibition of naval manoeuvres, naval
intelligence operations and weapon tests in the area. As regards naval

manoeuvres and naval intelligénce onerations, we had in mind the major Powers.
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The next stage was the adoption of the beclaration on the Indian Ocean as
a Zone of Peace (General Assembly resolution 2832 (XXVI))- Once again, to
refresh the memories of thoée present, I should like to state that, when we tcok
that step,we had already consulted others. There was the Declaration of the
Third Conference of Heads of State or Government of Non-Aligned Countries held
at Lusaks in 1970. Earlier; there had been the Cairc Declaration of the

non-aligned sumit, and later the item was discussed at -the Commonwealth Prime

Ministers' Conference held in Singapore.

The Declaration expresses the Assembly's conviction concerning

"the desirability of ensuring the maihtehance of such conditions in the
Indian QOcean area by means other than militgry alliances, as such alliances
entail financial and other obligations that call for the diversion of the
limited resources’of the States of the area from the more compelling and
productive task of economic and social reconstruction and could further
involve them in the rivalries of power blocs in a manner prejudicial to
their independence and freedom of action, thereby increasing -international

tensions". .

The Declaration expresses concern
"at recent developments that portend the extension of the arms race into
the Indian Ocean area, thereby posing a sérious threat to the maintenance
of such conditions" -- that is, peace and tranquillity -- "in the area.’

Jt adds that
“the establishment of a zone of peace in the Indian Ocean would contribute
towards érresting such developments, relaxing international tensions and -
strengthening international peace a;d security.”

We want others outside the Ifidian Ocean to respect those feelings‘ahd fears of

ours and enable us to achieve our purnose.¥*

¥The Chairman took the Chair.
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We went on to state that the establishment of a zone of peace in an extensive

geographical area in one region could have a beneficial influence on the
establishment of permanent universal peace based on equal rights and justice
for all, in accordance with the purposes and principles of tﬁeACharten of the
United Nations. Those who believe in the gradual approach to disarmament
should not ¢8Vil gt this proposition.

Therefore We'solémniy deglareﬁ the fﬁdi;n Ocean, within limits to be
determined, together with the air space above and the ocean floor subjacent
thereto, to be designated for all time as a zone of peace,and éalled upon the
great Powers, in conformity with the Declaration, to enter into immediate
consultations.with the‘littoral States of the Indian Ocean with a view to halting
the further escalation Of their pmijitary presence in the Indian Ocean and ‘
eliminating from the Indian Ocean all bases, military.installations and logistical
"supply facilities, the disposition of nuclear ﬁeapons and weapons of mass ‘
destruction and any manifestation of great Power military presence in the Indian
Ocean conceived in the context of great Power rivalry.4

The Declaration further stated that the General Assembly:

"Calls upon the littoral and hinterland States of the Indiah Ocear,

the permanent members of the Security Council and other major maritime

users of the Indian Oéean, in pursuit of the objective of establishing a

system of universal collective security without military alliances and

Strengthening international security through regional and other co-operation,

E? enter into consultations with a view to the implementation of this ‘

Declaration and such action as may be necessary to ensure that:

(a) Warships end military aircraft may not use the Indian Ocean for

any threat or use of force agaihst the sovereignty, territoriel integrity

and independence of any littoral or hinteriand State of the Indian Ocean

in contravention of the purposes and principles of the Charter of the United

Nations".
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. However, the Declaration recognizes the right ‘to free and unirpeded use

- of the zone by the vessels of all nationsz subjecf to the'preceding
provisi?ns and to the norms and principles. of international law, and added that
appropriate érrangements should be made to give effect to any international
agreement that might ultimately be reached for the main tnance of the Indian
Ocean as a zone of peace. o S -

At that stage the only action we took was to request the Secretary-General
to report to the General Assembly at its twenty-seventh session on the progress
that had been,made with regard to the implementation of the Declaration.
The Secretary-General's report was a skimpy one, because he had received replies
from only four Governﬁents: those of Bahrain, Madagascar, the Philippines and
Yemen. A | ' h

The next stage was the adoptien of resolution 2992 (XXVII), in which the
General Asseﬁbly called uﬁon the littoral and hinterland States of the Indian
Ocean, the permanent members of the Security Council and other major maritime
users of the Indian Ocean to support the concept that the Indian Ocean should
be a zone of peace. As far as the permanent members of-the Security Council
were concerned, with one single exception, fhe appeal fell on deaf ears. The
ears continue to be deaf.

The resolution stated:

- "Decides to establish an Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean,.
ponsisting of no more than fifteen members, to study the implicétions of the
proposai, with spgcial reference to the practical measures that may be
taken in furtherance of the objectives of General Assembly resolution
2832 (XXVI), having due regard to the security interests of the littoral and
hinterland States of the Indian Ocean 2nd the interests of any other State
consistent with the purposeé and principles of the Charter of the United
Nations, and to report to the General Assembly at its twenty-eighth session'.
The first report of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean is contained

in document A/9029. With regard to this report, I should like to draw attention
to the workiﬁg paper prepared by the delegation of Sri Lanka, in which we
dealt with the principal aspects of OUr concept which had to be more carefully

examined in order to promote its implementation. We stated:
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"The peace zone Declaration contemplates the establlshment within the

Indian Ocean area of a zone of peace free of nuclear weapons in whlch
conditions of peace and tranquillity would be ensured by the exclusion of
great Power rivalries... The Declaration was also intended to serve as a
contribution to the relaxation of general international.tensions and the

... strengthening of 1nternat10nal peace and security, as well as to ensurlng
conditions of security w1th1n the region which would render redundant ‘and
superfluous the need for military alllances with outside Powers and the
maintenance of military bases and appurtenant establishments and facilities."

(A/9029, annex I. para. k)
We indicated that it would be necessary first of all to decide on which

LStates would qualify to be considered littoral and hinterland States for purposes
of the proposal. That requirement is still very much in the forefront of our
thinking, and it is a gap that has to be filled. We did set out in that
working paper a list of what we considered were, geographically speaking,

~ the littoral and hinterland States of the Indian Ocean, but we also added:
"If any State that has a part of itg seaboard on{the‘Indian Opeqn hgs_

been omitted from the list, it is because its primary concern has been
deemed to be with regard to the Atlantic seaboard. It would be necessary,

however, to keep even such a State infofmed of the deliberations in the

Ad Hoc Committee. A suitable procedure for this purpose_could.pg

determined at the appropriate stage.” (ibid., para. 5;

One other essential requirement for the purpose of the realization of this
concept we considered to be the renunciation of the use of force. We stated:

"The creation of a peace zone in‘a région must presuppose the
renunciation by States of that region of the threat or use of force against
any other State in that region and the affirmation of their resolve to settle
their disputes with one another by péaceful means and without resort to
force, in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations and the
Declaration on Principles of International Law concerning Friendly Relations
and Co-operation among States in accordance with the Charter of the

United Nations." (ibid., para. 6)
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We went on to add that the main danger in regard to the arms race in
the Indian Ocean region, or anywhere elsé, related to tﬁe preégnce of nuclear
weapons and weapcns of mass destruction, and we suggested that those littoral |
“and hinterland States of the Indian Ocean which had not yet done so should,
as an earnest of their good faith and good intentions; consider acceding to
or fatifying the Treaty on the Prohibition of the Emplaéeméﬂt of Nuclear
Weapons and other Weapons of Mass Destruction on the Sea-Bed and the Ocean
Floor and in the Subsoil Thereof -- the sea-bed arms control treaty. To that
we would also add the nuclear non—prolifefation Treaty. )

In that working paper we referred to the need for defining the limits
of the peace zone as requiring early attention -- &hat again is something that
is repeated in the report that I shall be introducing in this Committee -- and

said that we regarded the definition as falling within two aspects, territorial

and geographical.
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I should like now to draw attention to certain further .observations
that we made, which I hope I can trace, in a statement made ﬁy me to an
informal meeting of the littoral and hinterland States of the Indian Ocean,
This is of some topical interest, but I hope my reference to it will not be
misconstrued or exploited in a manner contrary to our intentions. We said
on that occasion, as I have just indicated earlier, that denuclearization . . ---
_ or the prevention of nuclearization would logically form the first step
in & g;adual approach to the realization of our objective. We said that countries
of the region, namely, the littoral and hinterland States as well as A
countries outside the region but militarily active in the region, would have
to assume certain commitments if any stable agreement ‘were to be reached.

And we added that so far as the countries of the region were concerned,

it would be reasonable to call upon them as an earnest of their good faith

to commit themselves to a policy of denuclearization which would entail

the permanent renunciation by them of a nuclear-weapon option and the |
assumption of an obligation to deﬁy the use of their territories, their
territorial waters and their air épace for the deployment of nuclear weapons

- belonging td other States. On fhe'péri of the nﬁcléar-%eéﬁoﬁ Powers, we consider
that their contribution should take the form of the assumption of an obligation
not to deploy nuclear weapons in the peace zone area. These two requirements
we considered were interrelated but not necessarily dependent upon each

other. The first was more difficult than the second. It would be

necessary, therefore, to concentrate our efforts initially on securing

from the nuclear-weapon Powers the commitment that we seek of them as -

their contribution towards the attainment of‘our objectives.
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We added that not all the nuclear threshold countries in the Indien
Ocean region seemed ready or willing to accede to the non-proliferation Treaty
and that, if a new nuclear-weapon Power were to emerge in the Indian Ocean
region, the denuclearization and also the demilitarization 6f the areé would be
seriously jeopardized. I feel that it is time that the States in our
region -stopped looking over each other's shoulders to see who was going to
act first. Any action taken by them would bé a good example which others
would do well to emulate.

The next stage was reached in resolution 2992 (XXVII), adopted at the
twenty-seventh session, which appointed an Ad Hoc Committee of 15 members
to study the implications of the proposal, with special reference to the

-practical measures that might be taken inrfﬁrtherance of the objectives

of General Assembly resolution 2832 (XXVI). Fifteen members were appointed
for that Committee and I am happy to state that they inciuded, in addition
to littoral and hinterland States of the Ihdian Ocean, one nuclear Power,
China, and one country that is a major maritime user but is not a littoral
or hinterland State of the-Indian Ocean, ngmely,.Japan. We are grateful
to them for their participation in the work of that Committee and the
efforts they have made to further the realization of our objectives.

After the first report of the Ad Hoc Committee was presented, the
General Assembly adopted resolution 3080 (XXVIII), the main feature of
which was that it requested the Secretary-~General to prepare a factual statement
of the great Powers' military presence, in all its aspects, in the Indian
Ocean, with special reference to their naval deployments, conceived in the
context of great Power rivalry, and recommenaed that the stafement should
be based on availsble material and prepared with the assistance of qualified
‘experts and competent bodies selected by the Secretary-General. -

In response to this request, the Secretary—General engaged the services
of three experts, Mr. Frank Barnaby of SIPRI, an institution that has
a moét enviable record in regard to disarmament matters, Admiral Shams Safavi
of Iran, and Mr. K. Subrahmanyam of India. The first report prepared by this
committee of experts and submitted to the Secretary-General was contained in

document A/AC.159/1.
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As the Ad Hoc Committee's report to the Assembly at this session indicates,
certain objections were raised to this factual statement, and on these
representations the Secretary-General decided to have the bases of certain
parts of the statement clarified and made arrangements for the statement
to be reviewed by the experts with the assistance of avspecial consultant.

For my part, I must express our appreciation to the Secretafy—General
for the action he took in-deference to the representations made to him by
several countries which considered that their position had been perhaps
misrepresented'in the original report. I must also express my own thanks
to the fhree experts for the diligent attention they paid to the .
representations and for the revision of their report. Not every report of this
type is likely to satisfy everybody in every respect. And as the report,
document A/9629, indicates, there were some delegations that conmtinued to
have their reservations on certain aspects of it. These are mentiqned

in the report itself, so it is not necessary for me to dwell on them.
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But the point was made that the factual statement would have been
more useful if it had not been limited to the great Powers' military presence,
in the context of great Power rivalry. -According to that point of
ould have been preferable if there had been a complete and unqual%fiea
the great Powers' military presence in the In@ian_Ocean regiog. l_ .
1t 1s sufficient for me to state that the great Powers' military presence
in the Indian Ocean is obviously a matter of competition, gnd whatever they do
is conceived in the context of their mutual rivalry. If they were
friends and not competing,'they would not be there in that manner anQ'would
not daily,be trying to improve the sophisticated nature of their armaments in
that region. .
Also, the view was taken that it was not merely the great Powers' military
presence that should be considered, but also the question of military alliances',
Now a military alliance need not take the form of a physical presence.
I do not know whether.it takes the form of a metaphysical or a spiritual
- perhaps 1t does -~ but for our purposes I should think it was
quite surficient if we adhered to the text of our resolutlon and obtained
a clear idea of the great Powers? military presence, conceived in the context
of great Power rivalry.
One of the points stressed during our deliberations this year was that
it 'is important to convene at as early a date as possible a conference of
the littoral and hinterland States of the Indian Ocean. On this there has
been a complete consensus. .
Another point that was stressed was the need at this stage for the
definition of certain terms. We were aware of the need for a definition
- when we first presented the draft declaration to this Committee, but we
did not think that at that moment an attempt at a legal definition would
have helped very much or was absolutely necessary. It might have kept agile
legal minds busy for quite a long time, without, first of all, creating the
political atmosphere necessary to be created in order to proceed with attempts
to realize the concept. However, there was agreement that we should seek
a clear definition of certein terms: first of 211, the limits of the Indian

in the context of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace:
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secondly, the term "littoral and hinterland States of the Indian Ocean"?
and thirdly, the term "foreign military bases". It was here that the point
was raised that it was not sufficient to define the term "foreign military
bases", but that in seeking a definition we should also take into account the
idea of foreign military alliances. I think I shall leave it to experts
to decide how they are going to handle that thorny problem,

1 should like to draw the attention of the Committee té the recommendations
of the Ad Hoc Committee, which again were reached by consensus, and which
appear in paragraph+35 of the report.(A/9629). There are four recommendations.

First is the obvious one that:

"The Ad Hoc Committee should continue and intensify its effof§§
in accordance with its mandate, as stated in paragraph 2 of General
 Assembly resolution 2992 (xxviz)."
Secondly, that:
"The Ad Hoc Committee should proceed with its consultations with

the four permanent members of the Security Council which are not

members of the Ad Hoc Committee, as. envisaged in- paragraph 31- of this

report." ’
With regard to the second recommendétion, I must once again reiterate my
appeal to those four permanent members of the Security Council that what we
expect of then is a clear statement of the problems that confront them in
giving effect to the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace.
We do not find it profitable to proceed with our 3Jeliberations on premises
that are unjustified, untenable or unrealistic. We hope that the four
permanent members will see their way to co-operating with us and to informing
us of their problems so that we can more clearly envisage the possibilities
of realizing this concept. ’ )
The third recommendation was that:

"The Ad Hoc Committee should give priority attention in
1975 4o the definition of terms, as indicated in paragraph 3L of
this report.”

I just referred to thoSe terms in my statement.
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Finally,‘the fourth recommendation is that:
"Consideration should be given for the convening, as early as
possible of a conference of the littoral and ﬁinterlénd States of the.
Indian Ocean as enﬁisaged in paragraph 33 of. this report”.
In presenting this report formally to the Committee, I should also like
to present, again formally, a draft resolution on which the Ad Hoc Committee,'
was unanimous. The text of the draft resolution was adopted at a meeting of
the Ad Hoc Committee held on 1 November. I should like to read out the text
of this draft resolution in full. It reads as follows: .
“"The General Assembly,
"Recalling the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace,
contained in resclution 2832 (XXVI) of-16 December 1971, and recalling
also General Assembly resélutions 2992 (XXVII) of 15 December 1972‘and
3080 (XXVIII) of 6 December 1973,
"Firmly convinced that further and continuous efforts are required.
to fulfil the objectives of the Declaration, and thus to contribute
t0 fhe stréhgthening'of'regiohal and international peace and Secufity,
"Noting the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean,l/
"Further noting the factual statement of the great Powers' military
presence in all its aspects, in the Indian Ocean, with special
reference to their naval deployments, conceived in the context of
great Power rivalry,g/ prepared by the Secretary-General with the
assistance of qualified experts pursuant to General Assembly
resolution 3080 (XXVIII),

"Déeply concerned that the competetive expansion of the military
presence of the great Powers in the Indian Ocean would constitute a 7
serious intensificatibn of the arms race, leading to an increase of

tension in the area,

1/ Official Records of the General Assembly, Twenty-ninth Session,
Supplement No. 29 (A/9629 and Add.1l).
2/ A/AC.159/Rev.1.
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"Considering that the creation of a zone of peace in the
Indian Ocean requires ’

(2) The elimination of all panifestations of great Power
military presence in the region conceivedin the context of
great Power riﬁalry,- )

(b) Co-operation among the regional States to ensure

conditions of security within the region as envisaged in the
Declaration,

"Further believiﬁg that for the realization of the ébjective
of the Declaration it is necessary that the Great Powers enter into
immediate gonsultatiéns with the States concerned, with a view to
adopting positive measures for the elimination of all foreign bases
and of all manifestations of great Power military presence in the
region conceived in the context of great Power rivalry,

"1. Urges the littoral and hinterland States of the Indian Oceen, the
permanent members of the Security Council and other major maritime
-users of the Indian Ocean to give»tapgible support to the
establishment and preservaetion of the Iﬁéiéh Ocean as a zoné of peace;"
Here I should like to interject the observation that the appeal is made
not merely to the permanent members of the Security Council and other
major maritime users of the Indian Ocean, but also to the littoral and
hinterland States of the Indian Ocean, because the primary obligation rests.
with them.to give tangible support to the concept.

"2, Calls upon the great Powers to refrain from increasing and
strengthening their military presence in the region of the Indian Ocean
as an essential first step towards the relaxation of tension and
the promotion of peace and security in the area:"

It might appear to everybody that it is only an optimist who would expect
self-restraint on the part of the great Powers, but I hope that some day or

other that optimism will be justified.
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“3. Endorses the recommendations for the future work of the Ad Hoc

Cournittee on the Indian Ocean, as contained in paragraph 35 of the report

of the Committee .

"b. Requests the littoral and hinterland States of the Indian Ocean
+LO enter., as soon as pdssible, into consultations with a view to convening
a conference on the Indian Ocean; -

“5. Invites all States, especially the grest ?owers, to co-operate
in & practical manner with the Ad Hoc Committee in the discharge of its
ftnctions

"6, Ixpresses its thanks to the Secretary-General for his efforts in the
preparation of the factual statement of the great Powers' military presence in
the Indian Ocean, ] 4

“T. Requests the Ad Hoc Committee to continue its work and consultations
in accordance with its wmandate and to report to the General Assembly at its

thirtieth session;

“8, Requests the Secretary-General to continue to render all necessary

" assistance to the Ad loc Committee.”
And here I would add that the assistance we would expect from the Secretary-General
would also apply to the convening of the conference of the littoral and hinterland
States referred to in operative paragraph L.

. There vere several moments during our discussions when we were divided by
controversy, but it is a tribute to the members of the Ad Hoc Coumittee that they
were able to subdue those differences .of opinion and‘subordinate them to the greater
interest of securing a unanimous draft resolution, and this draft resolution I now

have the honour to present to the Committee end commend for its accentance.

The CHAIRVAN (interpretation from Spanish): I am informed that

ifr. Amerasinghe of Sri Lanka addressed very kind words to me at the beginning of his
statement. I am sorry I was not present to hear him. I promise to read his
Statement in the verbatim record and I thank him most warmly, as though I had heard

him wyself.
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@5;_§é§2§§§‘(1ran): Only a few days ago, in -the céufse of introducing
my Government's proposal for the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the
region of the iliddle East, the llead of the Iranian delegation elaborated in some
detail the basic philosophy that underlies our thinking and our actions in the field
of disarmauwent. dMence I shall confine my remarks today to an exemination of some
of the specific issues_now being considered by this Committee.

ily country has recognized the imperative necéssity of preserving the Indian Ocean --

one of the great waterways of the world -- as a zcne of peace, That ifiternational
rivalries must be excluded from the Indian Ocean and that the security of the region
must be bolstered and enhanced through co-operation among the countries of the region
has provided the fundaﬁental framework of our policies concerning this matter.

In consisfency)with this policy, my Government was a sponsor not only of the
draft resolution that became General Assembly resolution 2832 (XXVI), which declared
that the Indian Ocean was designated for all time as a zone of peace, but also of the
subsequent resclutions adopted in connexion with this item. Hence, our concern and
our interest in this area is of long-standing duration, and this subject is of
paramount importance to us. )

liost recently ﬁy‘Govefnﬁent héé called for~wi5er écénémic-tiéé and ciosef
co-operation among littoral States of the Indian Ocean,so that in their unity of
purpose the security of the region uay be enhanced.

It is this deep concern for the maintenance of genuine peace in the region
that has motivated my country,as a member of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian
Ocean to lend its support and co--operation in furthering the work of that body.

‘The report of the Ad Hoc Cormittee (A/9629) reflects the viewpoints
expressed by the mewber countries ... most of which are littoral States --- during
the course of its long and arduous deliberations. Despite the.wide range and
diversity of opinions expressed on some issues of vital importance to the parties
concerned, the report, nevertheless, is the result of a clarity of vision regarding
their common interest in securing and verpetuating peaceful conditions in the
rezion. It was this unity of purpose as far as the ultimate objective was
concerned that led to the feormulation of the recommendations of the Committee,
amonz which are those dealins with the need for the definition of certain terms
of reference and consideration of the question of convening a conference of the

T e R -~ S+ aoa+ec
ilttoral and hinterlang States.
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The voice of reason also prevailed w1th ‘respect to the draft resolution
recommended by the Committee for adoption by the General Assembly at this session.
As a result of unsparing efforts by all members of the Ad Hoc Committee and under
the vigorous leadership of its Chairman, ir. Amerasinghe, who Jjust preceded me
and SO ably expounded his views_on”this subject, a draft resolutien has emerged
vhich, while moderate and balanced, is consfrue%ive”éﬁa forward-looking.

Thus, while.expressing our sétisfaction with the draft resolution, we alsc
that it will receive unanimous approval.

It is this same type of positive attitude towards the whole question of
disarmament that determines our posture with respect to the world disarmament
conference. We continue to believe that at the right time a world disarmement .
conference with ﬁniversal participation and adequate preparation could result in
notable gains in the field of disarmament, A

- Already a modest measure of progress has been achieved in the conclusion of

the work of the Ad Hoc Committee on the World Disarmament Conference. We must now
ponder on how best we can advance the idea without losing our sense either of
realism or direction. ' T T -

To act in precipitate fashion and without paying due attention io the practical
realities surrounding the question of holding such a conference would only damage
the prospects for a successful outcome. The complexity of the issues involved in

this field demand that we adopt a careful and step-by--step approach. The concept
of a World disarmament conference should be nourished carefully with a view to

“allowing it in due course to ripen and mature into reality. Any undue haste or
pressure couid only result in negative repercussions wiich would adversely affect
the fragile progress achieﬁed thus far.

The report of the Ag“ggé Coimittee on the World Disarmament Conference must be
looked upon in the light of this cautious approach. The final character of the
document was influenced by the Comnittee's mandate, which required that it‘produce
a document that had the unaeimous approval of tﬂe members. And.yet; by merely
being successful in producing this report, the Ad Hoc Committee took a significant

.
stride and laid gown the cornerstone around vhich we may now proceed to build in

a gradual manner.
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In this connexion, I wish to take this opportunity to say that the Working
Groub that dfafted the report --~ and particularly its Chairman; Mr;‘Elias of
Spain - - deserves a.great deal of credit for a job so ably sccomplished.

Turning now to a review of developmeﬁts in the field of disarmament, we find
that, however haltingly at times,the process of détente has continued to move
ahead. 4 _ N ) o _

It is to be hoped that, in addition to SALT II, the negotiations now under way
in Vienna on mutual reduction of forces and armaments in Central IZurope and on
certain confidence-building measures in the military field at ‘the Conference on
Security and Comoperation in Lurope, are merely prologues to more significant

events.
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And fulfilment of the world's hopes continues to be denied also with
reprard to o comprehensive test ban treaty and a chemical weapons convention.
poth those subjects’ have dominated the discussions in the Conference of the
commi+tec on Disarmament (CCD) for a number of years, since the Committee
wne noked by the General fssembly to consider those two questions on &
banic. e

kensoned and eloquent voices have been raised in this forum and elsewhere

she immense dangers involved in the continued testing of nuclear
nations fail to pay heed to what seems obvious to reasoneble
men everywhere —- thet there will have to be a final reckoning some day and
4 dear price may have to be paid for this glaring example of human folly.
tLic representative of Mexico pointed out during a recent debate in the
cCh the nverage number of nuclear-weapon tests yearly - in the decade since
partinl test ban treaty was concluded in 1963, was 60 per cent higher
(L the 1945 to 1963 annual average (CCD/PV.627, p. 23).

Time and again hopes for the conclusion of a comprehensive test ban
aerrecment, have beeq_dashed because of the lack of agreeﬁent on what const
an adequate system of verification. Vérioﬁsiattembﬁé have been made to
overcome the impasse prevailing on that issue. These have included proposals
rernrding interim measures and confidence-building techniques. But succeés
nns so far eluded all the efforts exerted in that direction. ‘

However, advances in seismological techniques, accompanied by satellite

~wnt.ion and measurement of vented radioactivity, have tended to dilute
the persuasiveness of arguments in favour of on-site inspection. In any case,
neither of the nuclear-weapon Powers can be said to have demonstrated the
requigite political will to achieve final agreement on the question of stopping

ar-weapons tests. .

With regard to the problem of the prohibition of chemical and
pactoriological means of warfare, one notes with satisfaction the fact that
move thm 100 States have signed the 1971 Convention on the Prohibition of

lorical (Biological) Weapons. That is indeed a positive step.
wovertheless, our enthusiasm is tempered by the realization that the Convention

e not vet come into force.
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We have followed closely the detailed and comprehensive discuésioﬁs that
- place in the CCD on the question of cﬁemical weapons. The various
and working papers which have been submipted in the CCD, including
sting initiative teken by the Japanese Government in submitting a
-ention regarding the prohibition of chemical weapons , have been
the object of careful study by my Government Wé are confldent that 1n time
forts will lead to the formulation of a text Whlch w1ll command the
of the international community. -
we note with satisfaction also that in a joint cémmuniqué issued in Moscow
on 3 July the United States and tﬁe Soviet Union agreed to considgr a Joint
the CCD with respect to the conclusion, as a first step, of an .
convention dealing with the most dangerous and lethal means of
re. We hope that such joint action will be forthcoming at the

ple date so that the deadlock on this question may finally be

Any discussion regarding the cessation of the nuclear arms race must
- necessarily rivet our attentlon upon the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of"
Weapons.  The lag in the 1mplementat10n of some of the provisions of
aty has indeed been disappointing. Equally disquieting is the fact
that few of the so-called threshold Powers have become parties to the
Ireaty. As my Foreign Minister pointed out during the
debate in the pienary Assembly, progress in this respect'has not been 'as

thorough or wide -rangin~ as exzpected” (A/PV.226L, p. 36).

In that connexion it is our hope that the forthcomingAconference to review
ion~-proliferation Treaty will provide the opportunity for a genuine and
objective evaluatioﬁ of its strength and weaknesses. Attention is bound to
focus at that conference on, among othér things, the’degree of fulfilment of
obligations undertaken under the terms of the Treaty. Every attempt should
be made to assess how best all its provisions -- in narticular, articles IV.
V and VI -- might be implemented or what practicable and realistic

might be introduced to maske it more universally acceptable.
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I turn now to the Soviet proposal regarding "the prohibition of action to
influence the environment and climate for military end other purposes
incompatible with the maintenance of international secufity, human well-being
and health”. The question of possible meteorological and environmental warfare
in the future has gained some prominence in recent years due to significant
research being conducted with_respect to manipulation of weather and climate
With‘a view to alleviating the ravages of nature. Such attempts at environmental
modification can, if uncontrolled, be mobilized for military purpoées} It is
imperative, in our opinion, to take proper measures before technology outstrips
man's ebility to impose the requisite control mechanisms in this field. We
therefore believe that this proposal should form the subject of careful study
in CCD. Appropriaté recommendations, we hope, will subsequently emerge as a
result of the discussicns held in that forwua.

With respect to the question of the prohibition or restriction of the use
of napalm, and other incendiary weapons, Qe note the opportunity offered for a
discussion of this matter by the recent diplomatic oonference in Geneva on the
Reaffirmation and Development of International Humanitarian Law Applicable
in Armed Conflicts. Useful work towards enhancing our knowledge regarding this
subject was also accomplished by the meeting of Government expertsewhich was
convened at Lucerne under the auspices of the International Committee of the
Red Cross. .

My‘delegation notes with interest that as a result of last year's Soviet
proposal for a reduction in arms expenditure and the application of part of
these savings in providing assistance to developing nations, a most instructive
report has been submitted by the experts appointed by the Secretary—General.
The report gives evidence of careful and in~depth analysis of mény complex
issues involved in any attempt to implément this proposal. )

The conclusions of the report bear out our earlier concern that whereas
such proposals are worthy of careful attention by the international community,
they nevertheless require the existence of a congenial environment without
which nc resl measure of disarmament can prosper., Barring such requisite
political conditicns and in the absence of an effective mechanism to guarantee
and safeguard peace and security, nations have no alternative but to look

after their defence requirements. ;
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Finally, it only remains for me to express our sincere thanks to the
co-Chairmen and to the members of CCD for agreeiﬁg to invite my country to
become a member of the enlarged Committee, beginning 1 January 1975. I also
wish to thank those members of this Committee who have graciously offered
their felicitations to my Government in conﬁexion with this matter. Should
the General Assembly decide to endorse this decision,‘I can pledge now that
Iran will shoulder its new responsibilities to the best of its agiii;y, in the
sure conviction that every effort in the cause of peace is an ennobling

experience, rich with the promise of potential benefit to 21l men.

Mr. TANKOUA (United Republic of Cameroon) (interpretation from French):

Mr. Chairman, since this is the first time I have spoken in this Committee since the
beginning of the session, I should like to asséciate myself with previous speakers,
in extending to you the warm congratulations and the satisfaction of the Cameroon
delegation upon your election to the chairmanship of our Committee.. We are
convinced that, with your intelligence and your habitual calm, your well-known
~di matic qualities and your experience of the problems we are discussing, the
F- Committee will honourably discharge its task; We should also like to
congratulate the other officers of the Committee, particularly our Rapporteur,
the representative of Portugal, a country whose historic bonds with Cameroon are
well known, and we should like to express our proper appreciation of the néw African
policy of that country. )

In the view of my delegation, the present state of affairs with regard to
. disermament is in defiance of the most elementary common sense. From 1914 to 1918 --
to go tack only as far as that -- the First World War inflicted upon mankind
unprecedented atrocities, in the light of which both the victors and the
vanquished, who had suffered more or less equally, believed that they should
avoid a repetition of such a situation by a solemn undertaking in the League
of Nations. Hardly 20 years later, for the same reasons, economic problems
and dreams of supremacy, the same Powers  dragged the world into the holocaust
of 1939-19L45. Aghast this time at the disastrous conseguences of their
miscalculations, thosé responsible considered that in order to

eliminate for ever the possibility of a repetition of such sufferings,

/
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they should reject the idea of a mere League of Nations and create an
organization -- and I quote the Charter here -- of:
"... the peoples of the United Nations, determined to save succeeding
generations from the scourge -of war, which twice in our lifetime has
brought- untold sorrow to menkind, and to reaffirm fsith in fundemental
humen rights, ih the dignity and worth of the human person, in the equal
rights of men and women and of nations large and small ..." .
Then those former adVersaries? confronted once again with the fealities
of war, chose the holy and peaceful spot on the west coast of the United
States of America to embrace each other, wipe away each other's tears, bathe
their wounds in the ocean and sign this new act of marriage, the Charter, in
‘which they solemnly undertook:

. to practice tolerance and live together in peace with one another
as good neigﬁboufs, and to unite our strength to maintain international
peace and security, and to ensure, by the acéeptancé of principles angd
the institution of methods, that armed force shali not be used, save in

the common interest ...

Hardly 30 years have gcne by since then, and now we are told that the world
is once again on the brink of war, a war which will have no survivors. ’

We ‘are told, indeed, that the level of armaments and the technology of'
armaments developed since 1945 is such that it needs only a madman,
a miscalculation or an act of blackmail to hurl the whole world into the abyss; and
that in spite of the praiéeworthy efforts to achieve disarmament, particularly
since the signing in 1968 of the non-proliferation Treaty:

",.. the cost of a nuclear submarine rose by more than 700 per cent ... there

was an increase of 400 per cent in the number of intercontinental missile

- nuclear warheads for firing from land bases, submarines or long-range bombers,

" and- an increase of 50 per cent in military budgets" (CCD/hLkL, p. 2)

—- which will amount in 1974 to more than $250,000 million.
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they should reject the idea of a mere League of Nations and create an
organization -- and I quote the Charter here ~- of:
"... the peoples of the United Nations, determined to save succeeding
generations from the scourge -of war, which twice in our lifetime has
brought- untold sorrow to mankind, and to reaffirm faith in fundamental )
human rights, in the dignity and worth of the human person, in the equal
rights of men and women and of nations large and small ..." .
Then those former adﬁersaries, confronted once again with the realities
of war, chose the holy and peacefui spot on the west coast of the United
States of America to embrace each other, wipe away each other's tears, bathe
their wounds in the ocean and sign this new act of marriage, the Charter, in
"which they solemnly undertock:

. to practice tolerance and live together in peace with one another
as good neigﬁboufs; and to unite our strength to maintain international
peace and security, and to ensure, by the acceptancé of principles and
the institution of methods, that armed force shali not be used, save in

i

the common interest ...

Hardly 30 years have gcne by since then, and now we are told that the world
is once again on the brink of war, a war which will have no survivors. ]

We ‘are told, indeed, that the level of armaments and the technology of.
srmaments developed since 1945 is such that it needs only a madman,
a miscalculation or an act of blackmail to hurl the whole world into the abyss; and
that in spite of the praiseworthy efforts to achieve disarmament, particularly
since the signing in 1968 of the non-proliferation Treaty:

" the cost of a nuclear submarine rose by more than 700 per cent ... there

was an increase of 40O per cent in the number of intercontinental missile
. nuclear warheads for firing from land bases, submarines or long-range bombers,

* gnd- an increase of 5C per cent in military budgets" (CCD/hLL, p., 2)

—- which will amount in 197k to more than $250,000 million.
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My delegation has no reason or way to doubt the astounding statistics
which have certainly come from the most authoritative sources; nor are we
raising any questions sbout the intentions of those who originally compiled
them, before Mexico and CCD had an opportunity to take cogniéance of and
report to us on them. However, we do raise the questions: Why were these
axms manufactured? Why is the arms race still continuing? If lt is
an acc1dent why have those who find them so terrifying to the whole of
mankind and who possess them not destroyed them or at least stopped
increasing them? ’

Someone taught me from a small ancient history boék that the world,
after having elmost achieved wisdom, relapsed into ignorance.. This childhood
memory prompts me to wonder whether in the twentieth century we ére not
actually going through the same process and are doomed to repeat history.
Because, how can we believe thét man has wilfully and deliberately built'up such,
stockpiles of arms that all it would take for our planet to be wiped off
the map of the universe is a mlscalculatlon or an accident? How can we
" believe that anyone who is aware of this danger to himself and as the
builder ofthese stockpiles and thls danger would not meke up hlS mlnd to
eliminate the danger” )

When in 1960 my country acceded to the San Francisco Charter -- a document,
incideﬁtally, which was prepared without its participation or co-operation -—-
it was convinced that along with it all peoples, which had directly or indirectly
suffered the unprecedented ills which the imagination of man or a group of men
was ever able to impose on mankind, those peoples which twice in the period
of 30 years had made monumental errors and sworn never to commit them again,
shouid fulfil the momentous obligation to respect that document to which they
had so freely subscribed. While the Charter is actually being infringed today
by some of its authors Cameroon, for its part, continues to believe in it and
tc honour its commitments —- even if it is not perfect; even if it is both
egalitarian (Chapter I. Article 2 (1)) end inegalitarian (Security Council

right of veto).
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We have therefore aiways favoured general and complete disarmament,
advocated the urgent need to stop nuclear and thermonuclear tests, the
conclusion of a treaty totally banning those tests and transferring stockpiles
of thcse weerons and the fectories thét produce them to peaceful purposes of
economic and social development. Similarly, we have always supported efforts
to stop the proliferation of nuclear arms. “We are in favour of the
denuclearization of geographical zones, the reduction of military budgets and
utilization of the funds thus saved for humanitarian purposes. We condemn
napalm and all other chemical or bactefiological weapons.

That is the attitude of principle of my Government on the items
under consideration and I should like now to make a few remarks on fhem.

As 1s known, in ratifying the nonnproliferation'Trea§yjAmy country was, as it
were, taking a leap in an expression of faith and thereby a positive step towards
general and complete disarmament. But that option in no way signifies that
we have excluded for ourselves any possibility of undertaking theoretical
or laborarory research in the nuclear field or, possibly, exploiting peaceful
technological applications which may evolve.from-this form of energy which we -
are told has such a promising future. Nor can there be any doubt that'ifgh
in the final analysis, it turns out to be true that that Treaty remains’

a discriminatory, fallacious, illusory/and, above all, ineffective instrument —-
as was stated here by a delegation -~ Cameroon, following the example of many
other countries, will of course have to revise its position dccordingly.

That is why we expect a great deal -- and somewhat impatiently -~ from the

work of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament and find its efforts
praiseworthy. We are also patiently awaiting the results of the Conferenceg

on the review of the Treaty on the Non—Proliferation of Muclear Weaﬁonsﬂ

to be held in 1975.

With regard to the deﬁuclearization of zcnes, Ty delegation considers
that that problem, like all other disarmament problems, should be studied
carefully. The delimitation of zones should be precise so as to avoid
corridors or non-denuclearized enclaves which could constitute,for the nuclear
Powers not parties to the Treaty,firing grounds for the peripheral zones and ‘

which would be dangerous for those areas. We are thinking in particular of
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Territories which are subject to rival claims of are still colonized and

where there are’foreign bases and enclaves; and we are élso thinking of the
possibility of using the colonial, annexationist notion éf "vacant and unowned
land". Similarly, the protection of denuclearized zones adjacent to those
which are not denuclearized should be given clear guarantees against the
latter. : . . - -

My delegation hopes that the A4 Hoe Committee on the World Disarmement
Conference will not lose sight of those important details of the problems !
of zones, and we shall support any initiatives to promote a serious study
of the matter.

Specialists of - our Organization have said that the United Republic of
Cameroon is among the poorest countries of the world and those which have
suffered most from the immediate cohsequences of the most recent energy
crisis. We have also been victinms of the Sahelian drdught. In addition, we
are very much alarmed at the fact that more than $250,000 million are now
being swallowed up annually by various military programmes throughout the world
~while millions of men are perishing from hunger -and-natural-disasters and -
when specialized international organizations foresee alarming prospects in
the very near future.

In the circumstances, we hope that all deléggtions here will support
the Soviet Union proposal on the reduction of military budgets and utilization
of funds thus saved for humanitarian purposes, because, in our view, this
would be one way, among others -- but a good one —- of discovering whether or
not the intentions of the proposers are as insincere as some people claim.
Similarly, we are sympathetic to the draft resolution on the prohibition of
action to influence the environment and climate for military and other purposes
incompatible with the maintenance of international security, human well-being
and health (A/C.1/L.675).

Our position, as I have just explained it, is, we realize, a modest
contribution to the difficult problems being discussed by the Committee; but

it is a necessary and sufficient contribution to encourage concrete initiatives
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that we expect from the great‘Powers; which bear primary responsibility for

bringing the world out of the psychosis of terror reéulting from an |

international situation that was already more than alarming at the time ~-

30 October ;97h -- of the consideration of the relaticnship between our Orgerization

and South -Africa_-when thé Security Council added a detefiorating element, to

the international situation. ' ’
If the First Committee -- the political committee of the United Nations --

treats lightly the matter of mankind's survival, the question will arise

vhether the twenty-ninth session will not in fact t0ll the knell of our

Organiiation. The failure of the Organizaiion would be all the more

contradictory and regrettable because all delegations which have spoken in

the general debate at this session have in fact laid stress on international

co-operation based on interdependence, a complementarity which, as if by

magic, other challenges -- tﬁe energy and food crises -- have revealed to us.
The example of the Security Council® with regard to the policy of

apartheid of the South'African Government has eloquently confirmed what

other speakers have said before in this room: that in spite of the rélevant-

provisions of the Charter, in spite of the many resolutions of the General

Assembly, the Security Council and other relevant United Nations bodies,

adopted for 29 years, the political will by States for true international

peace and security is still lacking.
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But that will is indispensable if we want to elicit and identify the various

factors neglect or overéjght of which would-be likely 4o deal a death-blow to
our enterprise by hindering an objective search for solutions to this cruciél
_problem of general and complete disarmament.

In the view of my delegatlon the follow1ng are the four conditions which

seem to be essential to that objectlve.

We should, in our view, eliminate all causes of the need for researéh into
the development of ever-more deadly weapons and, in the final analysfs, the
productipn, acquisition, stockpiling and improvement of those weapons. In other
words, we must put an end to the policy of supremacy and resolve all open or
latent conflicts which are pockets of resistance to any disarmament policy.

We should decide upon the international authority appropriate to supervise
the process and control disarmament -- that is, a disarmed world. Those Powers
that are armed 6r possess the technolbgy and afms factories should agree no
longer to produce them, improve them or to allow them to be spread, or tovuse
thelr stockplles for military purposes. Rather, they should destroy them or .
convert them so that thev may be used for praiseworthy purposes. - -

Countries other than those I have mentioned should in turn and in pearallel
fashion agree to refrain from acquiring armsments or undertaking any enterprise --
or research having military purposes. ‘ ‘ A

In other words, if the first two conditions are-fulfilled, the key to the
problem would be in the hands of twb groups of countries, which would have
simultaneously to accept some conditional obligations.

Our analysis may seem simplistic and Utopian, but we firmly believe that
vhoever willed the creation of those arsenals can also will their destruction.
It is only a matter of conscience and will.

The gquestion of which of the two groups should begin is answered by.the
fact that all the developing countries and me?ium-sized Powers that ?ave
ratified the non-proliferation Treaty, have accepted the denuclearization
of zones and the world disarmamcnt conference, have condemned all nuclear
tests but undertake none, have condemned napalm and 2ll Oth§T

chemical or bacteriological weapons, and so on, —- all those countries, I say,
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are already doing enough towards general and complete disarmesment, even if

the sbsence of the appropriate control. authority has as yet made it impossible
to check the truthfulness of their claims. Sinée the Charter of our
Organization has entrusted the great Powers with special responsibility for

the maintenance of international peace and éecurity it would be natural to expect
thaet & meaningful gesture in the direction of disarmement will be forthcoming
from them. Ve should like to make it quite clear that we hope they will make
that gesture, in the form of calling a halt to the production of those weapons
and destroying or reconverting the stockpiles. Otherwise, they would seem to be
telling the other countries to simply fold their érms and remain forever small
under big-Power domination -- in other words, to remain at their mercy. That
could be called mac.oslavery, and in any case no one could willingly accept it.
It would certainly lead us 4into insurmountable difficulties. '

Indeed, thé non-proliferation Treaty and other measures of the kind would
be respected by no one, not even by those who hed signed the Treaty; it could be
sliéhtgd with impunity, since, it being a matter of the maintenance of peace,
it would fall within the competence of the Security Council and would
‘obviously lead to a veto by a permanent member.

We also doubt whether those Treaties and Conventions can be as universal
as some claim, because we wonder whether, for example, the people of Palestine,
a nation whose territory is occupied, W?Uld agree torthem, We have the same
doubts concerning the black majorities of Rhodesia,'South Africa, Namibia,
Angola and Mozambique and all world communities that possess and might still
need weapons to affirm their national identities and their fundamental rights
under the Charter, but to which we are still obstinately closing our eyes.

Even the racist minorities would never agree to those texts, because they too
are frightened and for that reason armed to the teeth, allegedly by certain
great Powers, which are in turn frightened that Pretoria will refuse to supply
them with enriched uranium, plutonium, gold, diamonds and the primary

commodities they badly need for their armements industries.



12

RH/10 . o A/C.1/BV.2015
' L3

(Mr. Tankous, Cameroon)

A

In the circumstances, it will be understood that the world would indeed
be on the brink of the abyss because the act of folly or blackmail of the kind
mentioned this very year by the United States Secretary of State himself, in
his statement to the General Asse&bly -- might be the act of.é Palestinian, a
South African, a Viet Namese or an unsuspected sympathizer having access to
the secrets of the nuclear arms arsenals.

It is for all those reasons that my delegation very sincerely believes
that in order to avoid the worst, the irreparable, the great Powers will soon
be displaying the political will necessary to turn froﬁ the present state of
precarious détente to true beaee in a world where justice reigns. Lack of that
will be fatal to mankind because in itself it would constitute an important .
element in acceleration of the arms race and would be an unnecessary risk which
in our view no one should be called upon to take unless as a form of blackmail
or an attempt to make people become mad enbugh to press the doomsday button.

My delegation reserves its right to speak again if necessary on details’

of various ifems of our agenda.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): T thank the representative

of Cameroon for the very kind words he was good enough to address to me and to
the other officers of the Committee.

We had in principle agreed thatithe Comhittee would adjourn so that members
might attend the plenary meeting to hear the speech of His Excellency
Dr. Bruno Kreisky, the Federél Chancellor ‘of the Republic of Austria. I think
ve can do so now, provided the next three speakers on the list agree to that
procedure. They are the representatives of Chile, Brazil and India. I see that,

very courteously, they do not object. I shall therefore call upon them; in that

. ) )
order, at this afternoon's meeting.

The meeting rose at 12.10 p.m.
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-
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PROHIBITION OF ACTION TO INFLUENCE THE ENVIROWIENT AND CLIMATE FOR MILITARY AND
OTHCR PURPOSES INCOMPATIBLE WITH THE MAINTENANCE OF INTERNATIONAL SECURITY,
HUIAN WELL-BEING AND HEALTH (A/9702 and Corr.l: A/C.1/L.675)

DECLARATION AND ESTABLISHMENT OF A NUCLEAR FREE ZONE IN SOUTH ASIA (A/9706)

Mr. HUERTA (Chile) (interpretation from Spanish): It is with pride
that the deleéation of Chile speaks on the items regarding disarmament which
appear on the agenda of this First Committee, because my country, together with
her sister Republic of Argentina, which you, Mr. Chairman, so worthily represent,
on 28 May 1902 signed the first treaty on disarmament and arms limitation
known in the history of the world, thus setting an example of peaceful vocation
which, in the course of the years, has but strengthened. It is precisely because
of this vocation for peace that my delegation cannot fail to express its concern
at the arms race in which the world is engaged, both at the level of nuclear
weapons as at the level of conventional weapons.

The deplorable conseéquences which this ‘armg race gererates both for
international stability and for the process of economic and social development
to which our peoples aspire, maske it urgent that the role which the United
lations is called upon to play should take concrete form. A first priority,
which as in past years ny delegation wishes to emphasize, relates to the
urgent need to halt nuclear and thermonuclear testing. The repeated appeals
to those States which are not yet parties to the Treaty which prohibits nuclear
tests in the atmosphere, in outer space and under water, td accede to it have
proved to be fruitless. Accordingly, it becomes essential to make a renewed
effort to ensure the full effectiveness of this instrument as well as to
improve o1 it by prohibiting underground nuclear tests.

In regard to the last aspect we note with satisfaction the agreements
reached between the United States and the Soviet Union on the limitation
of underground tests which, despite their restricted scope, constitute a positive
step within this procedure. Howejer, the possibility of a treaty intended to
achieve a general prohibition of these tests is still remote, not becausz

of the difficulties in regard to supervision procedures , which have been
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invoked more as a pretext than because they really exist, but because there
is as yet no firm will on the part of the nuclear Powers which have primary
responsibility in this fielg.

In close connexion with the problem of the cessation of nuclear
tests, we must also refer to the need to further the implementation of
the non-preoliferation Treaty by encouragingAthe participation of a larger
ruriber of States by demanding compliance on the part of the nuclear
Powers with the provisions of articles V and VI and, above all, the strict
application of safeguards measures which constitute the corner-stone of
the non -proliferation system. Only in this way will it be possible to
arrive at an effective system of non-proliferation, particularly at a
time when technology makes the differences between military and peaceful
application of nuclear tests more theoretical and more difficult to
determine every day. It is our hope that the conference which will
consider and review this Treaty will provide an adequate framework for

its improvement.

Consideratioﬁ of fhe problem of general and complete disarmament is
still trailing along with no set course. The scant and practically
non-existent progress indicated in the report of the Conference of the
Comuittee on Disarmament is discouraging. We still believe in the
essential usefulness of that multilateral forum, but we alsc believe that
it is necessary to transform it into an effective vehicle to achieve the
oo jective of disarmament. An undoubtedly positive step in this direction has
teen the jnvitation to join the Conference extended to the Federal
Republic of Germany, the German Democratic Republic, Iran, Peru and
Zeire. iy delegation also would be extremely pleased to see Australia
Join this important forum.

The agreements reached between the United States and the Soviet
Union on the prevention of nuclear war, on basic principles for negotiations
of new limitations of strategic offensive weapons, on the limitation of
anti-ballistic missiles and on other points, together with the limitation

on underground tests which I have referred to, do undoubtedly represent
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ough partial progress in disarmament. Nevertheless, bilateral
do not exempt the United Nations from its primary responsibil
e ultimate objective of general and complete disarmament.
exion, the Conference of the Committee cn Disaémament should
maintain under constant study and analysis the progress and
of negotiations between the nuclear Powers.
On the other hand, it is indispensable for any policy leading to
disarmament to.be progressively subJject to control procedures which would
e a real guarantee as to compliance with the commitments entered into.
On 31 October last, Senator James L. Buckley, in the Overseas Press
Club of New York, made specific denunciations regarding violations of
the SALT agreements. Problems of this kind can become rore frequent _
since the development of the technology of warfare will facilitate
the discovery of mechanisms which will ingeniously make it poséible to
p any commitments that have been assumed. Only strong control
can prevént such situations. Here again, the Conference of the Committee
on Disarmament has the unique responsibility of promoting the appropriate
solutions.
The delegation of Chile received with satisfaction the report of the
Ad Hoc Committee on the World Disarmament Conference of which my country
is a member. In the opinion of my Government, the Committee has efficiently
harged its mandate which, as is known, was limited exclusively to the
y of the opinions and suggestions made by Governments in connexion with
the convening of and conditions for holding that conference. This important
tive, the origin of which is to be found in the Conference of Heads of
and Government of the Non-Aligned Countries was held in Belgrade
1, has always had the support of my country. We consider that its
ive must be general and complete disarmament under strict
control, for the achievement of which the active participation of the

nuclear Powers is indispensable.
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On tre other hand, we also consider that the preparation of this

conference should not Preclude active continuation of disarmament

negotiations among the nuclear Powers themselves. Without prejudice to the
global efforts to achieve the objectives of general and complete

disarmament, my Government attaches the freatest importance to regional efforts
in that direction, which have proven to be viable and effective collateral
measures.

Consistent with this policy, my Government, as was announced °© the
General Assembly by the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Chile, has proceeded
to complete the ratification procedures with respect to the Treaty on the
Prohibition of Nuclear Veapons in Latin America, the Treaty of Tlatelolco,
thus joining that exemplary and useful instrument of denuclearization.

For the same reason, we were very happy to learn that France and China,
in the course of this year, adhered to Additional Protocol II of that Treaty.
We must only regret, therefore, that one of the great nuclear Powers
contlnues to be the mein absentee in thls pollcy of denuclearﬂzatlon. _Once
agaln ‘the General Assemblv should issue an appeal to that Power
to comply with the provisions of six previous resolu;ions of this
body. My delegation also supports the initiative to issue an appeal to those
States which, although prospective parties to Additional Protocol I, have
not yet acceded to it.

The policy of denuclearization at the regional level, which Latin America
inaugurated some years ago, is now begianing to be studieq from the standroint of
its feasibility for other regions of the world. Without prejudging the
problems and specific characteristics of other regions, we take note of the
initiative to create a nuclear-free zone in the Middle East, the establishment
of & nuclear~free zone in South Asia and the Declaration of the Indian Ocean
as a zone of peace. We have also taken note of similar initiatives sponsored
by the Organization of African Unity.

Furthermore, my delegation was pleased to learn of the joint communiqué
issued by the Prime Ministers of Japan and New Zealand in the city of
Wellington on 30 October last, in which they reaffirmed the non-nuclear position

of their respective Governments and their objection to any type of nuclear
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testing. Chile, as & coastal State in the South Pacific, considers these
statements to be most positive.

The trends toward regionalization, which I have mentioned, at present
warrent requesting the Secretary-General to submit a report in which, in
consultation with high level experts, he can inform us of the feasibility of,
and the problems involved in, these initiatives and in other efforts which may be
undertaken at the same level as well as of the manner iﬁ which these are related
to the non-~-proliferation Treaty and other multilateral instruments.

With respect to regional initiatives related to the problem of armaments, we
believe that they also can be supplemented DY wvarious other measures which
would not apply exclusively to nuclear weapons but to conventional weapons as
well. Thus, referring to the positive proposal of the Head of State of Peru on
freezing the acquisition of arms, the representative of Chile gtated in the
Ad Hoc Committee for a World Disarmament Conference that:

"phe GOvermment ¢ Chile considers 2S & positive step the proposal of
“the Head of State of Peru designed to achieve a subregional.agreement to
freeze the acquisition of arms, and shares the hope that Peru and

its neighbours will readh an agreement on freezing their defence expenditures

and thus be able to use the funds thus released to combat under-

development."

I am pleased at this time to reaffirm these concepts, as well as the
permanent policy of friendship between the sister Republics of Peru and Chile.
Consistent with this policy of the regional limitation of arms, as early as
1959 the Government of Chile proposed a general arms limitation ip Latin
America and the use of the funds thus saved to promote economic development.

What I have just said clearly shows the position of my Government to be the
promotion of any initietive that will make it possible to reduce arms expenditures
and allocate the resources thus saved to the needs of economic and social
development. For that reason, we reafflrm the principles laid down in General
Assembly. resolution 3093 (XXVIII) on the reduction of the military budgets of
States permanent members of the Security Council by 10 per cent and utilization

of part of the funds thus saved to provide assistance to developing countries.
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While in the period 1971-1973 the developed countries allocated 5.9 per cent
of thelr grose nztionel product to military expenditures, official assistance
for development arcuntsi o only 0.26 per cent of that gross national product,
according to the *atles whicl appear in the report of the Secretary-General
on this subject. Tuils is highly indicative of the gravity of the situation
for the developing couniries, In order to implement the Trolicy of the
reallocation of funas it 1s necessary.for the General Assembly to establish
an effective 7echinery. Chile agreed to be a member of the Special Committee

provided for in resolution 3093 (JXVIII). The reasons which have so far

A

prevented thne functicning of that Cormittee are well known. Until this situation
can be remedied, my delegation considers that it would be a positive step 7
if the country thai origirelly vroposed the reallocation of funds would
proceed t.o imulement inat unilaterally as an expression of their concern for
the needs of the develowing countries.

The proposal regerding the prohibition of action to influence the

env1ronmenu and climat

3%

for military and other purposes incompatible with
the maintenance of international security, human well-being and health is
certainly of great intersst, since it anticipates problems that will appear
if scientific ani techrcloriczl advances are applied to non-peaceful

ends. Thes2 problerm: alrezdy exist to some extent. The propesal, which is
intended 1o prevent a worsening of the situation., deserves careful study and

B

the consideraztion of effective means to implement it.
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Finally, my delegation cannot fail to refer to the serious problem
posed by napalm and other incendiary weapons. We trust that very soon the use
veapons will be categorically prohibited. Similarly, we believe that
the General Assembly must again appeal for the ratification and effective
on of the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, -
nd Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin
on their Destruction, as well as of the Geneva Protocol of 1925.
With regard to the important draft convention submitted by Japan on
the prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of chemical
and on their destruction, my delegation regrets that the Conferencé
of the Committee on Disarmament has not achieved concrete results in this
field. We trust that the subject will again be given high priority.
All the disarmement items are closely interconnected. That is why
my delegation preferred to refer to them jointly, rather than treating each
one individually. We believe that a matter of substance that is common to
_al} ofithe.ipems-is the necessity for effective control. Sincgrthe<time o
of the League of Nations, successive efforts towards disarmament and the
limitation of armaments have failed because of the absence of effective
control. Hence, we believe that the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament and, in due course, the world disarmament conference should
focus their action on devising strong international controls applicable not
only to the non-nuclear~weapon countries, which have already demonstrated
their goodwill through the signature of the Treaty on the Ncn~Proliferation
of Nuclear Weapons and other instruments, but also to the nuclear-weapon
Powers themselves. The only true guarantee of the success of measures for
the total prohibition of nuclear tests, non-proliferation, general and
complete disarmament, the prohibition of chemical and bacteriological warfare,
and so forth, is the crenin~ ur of the frontiers of the great Powers to
international control. We are perfectly well aware that that is the greatest

obstacle. Nevertheless, we are prepared to persevere in the efforts to

achieve that goal.
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iir. ALVARES MACIEL (Brazil) (interpretation from French): In a

dctoiled statement several days ago the head of 7y delegation set forth the
Brazilian Government's position of principle on the question of”

disarmament and gave an analysis of that question. I shall therefore
limit my statement today to some brief comments on the ideas that have
been put forward during this general'deﬁaté—énaron some specific items
of our agenda.

One first element that emerges frcm what has been said by the majority
of representatives here is the firmness with which they have set forth
the objectives to be sought with a view to real, effective general and
complete disarmament under international control. The reiteration of
the very sincere intentions to seek solutions to the distressing problem
confronting us is in contrast, however, with the general support for the
rather scrmbre and pessimistic view of the progress recently achieved in
this field, and is in contradicticn with something that is fully conceded
by the nuclear Powers themselves -- that is, that the armaments race is
still in full swing ‘and, indeed, is achieving a rate'and nature hitherto
unknown.

The majority of representatives here have stressed the primary
responsibility of the great Powers, and particularly the nuclear Povers,
in the sphere of disarnament, in the light of the guantitative and
qualitative increase in the threat of destruction ' -nging over the world.
I shall not repeat the many examples of terrifying vertical proliferation
that have been cited during this debate. I would simply call attention to
the fact that the perfecting of nuclear weapons not only disturbs the
rfucarious nuclear balance but alsc renders ever rcre remote the possibility
of an agreement between the super-Powers to linit strategic armaments,
an agreement which is an indispensable precondition to genergl and
complete disarmament. Nor shall I dwell on the contradiction involved in
the fact that the expenditure for the production of armements is maintained
at an astronomical level at the very moment when there is so much talk about

the serious economic difficulties facing nations and the world.
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That gloomy picture is made even more gloomy by the feeling of
discouragement arising from the absence of proposals designed to settle
the problem of disarmament as a whole and by the inadequacy of the
partial and collateral measures suggested.

Underlying that assessment is the fact that the political phenomenon
of détente has not yet been translated into effective military measures
likely to lead to general and complete disarmament and to ensure the
security of the non-nuclear States. One might even suspect that if
détente does not in the final analysis lead to genuine understanding,
it will have simply had the effect of trying to make acceptable fhe mere
balance of terror established by the super-Powers, which is directly
opposed to the true international security we all seek.

Within that context, the response to the threat of horizontal
proliferation -- a problem whose importance and scope cannot be
minimized -- can be satisfactory only to the extent that conditionss of
security are created that will reduce the possible rotivations of States
' to acquire nuclear weapons. Thus, the question of nom-proliferation —ust
be placed within the over-all context of general and complete disarmament.

Presenting the question of horizontal non-proliferation as a primary
and almost unique eliement in our discussion is tantamount, in this context,
to distracting us from our final aims and relegating the consideration of
crucial problems of disarmament proper to a secondary level. The adoption
of tkat viewpoint can serve only the aims of those who would like us to
confine ourselves to the consideration of partial and collateral disarmament

measures.
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It is reducing the sensitivity of world public opinion to the absence of
progress, for example, in negotiations between the super-Powers on the
lirnitation of strategic arms, nuclear arms testing, or mutual force reductions
between them, at the very time when we are witnessing an acceleration of the
arms race, an increase in vertical proliferation, and an increase in the
nuclear threat itself. Finally, it serves to distract our attention from
other important individual problems -~ chemical weapons or napalm, for
example --- or questions which are fundamentally deadlocked because of
strategic, military and political implications which they have for the
great Powers. I am thinking particularly of the declaration of the Indian
Ocean as a zone of peace and the reduction of the military budgets of the
permanent members of the Security Council.

The problem of the spread of nuclear weapons has been taken up with
much emphasis in the general debate from the standpoint of the non-proliferation
Treaty. I do not believe it is necessary to repeat here the position of my
country with regard to thls 1ﬁternau10nal 1nscrument it is sufficiently

eTl known. Sufflce 1t tc say that, like other States we are refraining from

mzking undertakings which might result in hindrances to our economic and
technological development.

The treatment of the question of non-proliferation by means of that
Treaty does in fact involve limitations on the idea of the sovereign equality

of States, which are not offset by real guarantees of security. The

non.-proliferation Treaty is selective and discriminatory. It accentuates
political, economic and technological differences within the present world
power system. But what is perhaps even more serious, apart from its
inequitable character, is its ineffectiveness as an instrument for nuclear -

disarmament  something which has been pointed out by other delegations in

The establishment of an international régime to govern peaceful nuclear
exriosions conceived in the spirit I have just described could only have the
finel effect of granting a monopoly over this important technology to the

great Powers, to the detriment of the development prospects which it could

o]
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to the economically and technologically less privileged countries.
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The arguments which have been put forward along these lines are entirely
in favour of those who have styled themselves the champions of the technological
status guo. Unless we can now arrive at an absolutely clear cut definition of
the scope of peaceful nuclear explosions, it is futile to attempt to prejudge the
course of technological development in this field.

The nuclear option of each country is determined by a whole range of
factors. The treatment of the question of exclusively peaceful explosions
should not therefore be confused indiscriminately with the essentially political
problem of nuclear disarmament. The question is already under study by the
IAFA. Suggestions which have been put forward here that the gquestion should
be referred to the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament for consideration
seem to me rather out of place, since this would mean asking that body, which
deals with disarmament, to undertake a task which geoes beyond its particular
field of coupetence.

I should like to add to these points a few brief comments on the guesticon
of the creation of denuclearized zones in the Middle East and in South Asia.

IA the view of my Government, the creation of such zones ¢ould represent -
a very important step towards the final aim of general and complete disarmarent.
It is of the utmost importance, however, for the proposals which are put
forward in this spirit to be in keeping with realistic criteria: first, the
establishment of denuclearized zones with clearly defined limits should
correspond to the wishes of all the countries in the region concerned. It is
for those countries alcne to conduct negotiations, without outside interference,
in order to agree on the terms. #Another essentiul point is respect on the
part of all nuclear countries for the denuclearized status of the region. A
third precondition would be the subsequent conclusion by all the countries
in the zone of safeguard agreements with IAEA. In a word, %he conditions I

have just mentioned are fundamentally those stipulated by article 28 of

the Treaty of Tlatelolco.
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I would not like to conclude my statement without expressing the hope
of my delegation that progress will be made very soon in the study
of the necessary regulation of the use of certain weapons with cruel or
indiscriminate effects; I am referring here to napalm and other equivalent
conventional weapons. My Government is following with interest the
examination of the question by the Conference of Experts in Lucerne.”

We are also studying with interest the new Soviet proposal to prohibit
action to influence the environment and the climate for military and other
purposes incompatible with the maintenance of international security and
human well-being and health, although this proposal may perhaps be rather
premature in view of the high priority which should be accorded to other
guestions.

As T conclude, permit me to change the somewhat gloomy note of the
conments I have made by bidding a warm welcome on behalf of my Government
to the five new future members of the Conference Of the Committee on
Disarmament. The admission of the Federal Republic of Germany, the German
- Democratic Republic, Iran, Peru and Zaire,-which has been submitted for
endorsement &t tnis session of the General Assembly will, 1 am sure,

contribute much to the attainment of our disarmament objective within CCD.
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Mr. MISHRA (India): Mr. Chairman, my delegation has already extended its
congratulations to you on your election to this high office. May I add my own
to those and wish you all success in the verformance of your task. Ve are
confident that with your wisdom and tact at our disposal we shall successfully
conclude the consideration of disarmament items within the time alloted to us.¥

Indian scientists conducted a peaceful nuclear explosion experiment )
on 18 May this year. Several delegations have expressed views'onmitévim;iications
and consequences as they see them.

Some representatives have asserted directly or indirectly that at present
there are hardly any peaceful applications of nuclear explosion technology.

As T have stated in this Committee earlier, we do not claim to have achieved
a break~through in explosion technology. The announcement of the Indian Atomic
Energy Commission had this sentence in it: )

"As part of the programme of study of peaceful uses of nuclear explosion,

the Government of India had undertaken a programme to keep itself abreast

of developments of thig technology, particularly with reference to its use
in the field of mining and earth-moving opsrations.”

It is clear that the Government of India 1s not ‘alone in fhis respect.
Peaceful nuclear explosions carried out underground, over a period of several
years, by other States have confirmed the feésibility of this technoloxy,
although many problems still remain to be solved. Their experiments have been
oriented towards gas and oil stimulation, and have shown promising results and
are even reported to have increased oil production by 3C to 60 per cent. It
should not, therefore, be a matter of surprise or regret if Indi=z, without
contravening any of its international obiigations, were to experiment and try
to develop this technology for exploiting the natural resources within its
own territory. We are not prepared to wait for others to perfect the nuclear
explosion technology and thereby lag behind by & decade or more ir itz
developrent ir Indie.

I should like to quote the Declaratior on Disarmament adorted et lusaka on

™M~

10 September 1970, by the Third Hon-Aligned Summit Conference. The Declaraticn

had this to say;

i Mr. Neugebauer (German Democratic Republic), Vice-Chairmern, teol tne Chair,
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"The Conference is aware of the tremendous contribution which the
technology of the peaceful uses of nuclear energy including peaceful
nuclear explosions can make to the economy of the developing world. It

is of the opinion that the benefits of this technology should be availaole
teo all States without any éiscrimination.
here are enormous possibilities for»harﬁéééing atomic energy for developmental
purposes. Our attitude is in conformity with the recommendations of the IAEA
panel ciceussiones in 1970, 1971 and 1972 on peaceful nuclear explosions. In
the parel dincuegicns in 1970 in which many countries including Japan, Sweden,
the United Kingdom and the United States .participated, the first conclusion
in the summary of the discussions, as published by JAEA, read as follows:
"There is general agreement that the results obtained in experimental
projects on the application of nuclear explosions to industrial projects,
justify continuation, even an intensification of the programme.’
Recently, the Soviet Union and the United States of America have given fresh
indicaticrns of the trust they put in the usefulness of this technology by
excludfng undergrouﬁd nuclear explosioﬂs for péaceful'pﬁrposes from the
provosed limited ban on underground tests of nuclear weapons.
Another strange argument we have heard is that India,by exploding a
peaceful nuclear device has broken some kind of a barrier to proliferation
of nuclear weapons. e have solemnly declared for the last 20 years that we
intend to use nuclear energy solely for peaceful purpcses. Even after expioding
a nuclear device, we have reaffirmed our-solemn declaration. If other
non-nuclear--weapon States follow us in reaffirming their resolve to use
nuclear energy for peaceful purpcses, is it to the benefit or to the detriment
of mankind? If, oﬁﬁihe other hand, one Or more non-huclear-weapon States
procesd to acquire nuclear weapons, they certainly will not be following
India’s examrle,

Jnode sudte wrone To

; -~ 3 - T PR
Tirponer hae corer-v Aareced the non.proliferation Treaty. India has not
- . . + gt T o m 4+ oo S
zereienes s Aces not intend to campaign against thet Treaty., The Treaty stands
v m - . o - S st - )
LY TeRls on dte cwn ogperiie or demeriis. Even after India's reacefnl nuclear
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intended to become a perty to the non-proliferation Treaty, had decided not
to do so now. The others in the same category, which from the beginning had
refused to accept the obligations of the non-proliferation Treaty, did so for
their own reasong.
For many years, India has been campaigning against the nuclear arms race

apd nuclear-weapon testing. Only by tackling this problem can we hope to
eliminate the danger of nuclear war. Ve should not take the nuclear armsw
race for granted. But this is exactly what some delegations are doing. They
ceem to imagine that if restrictions are placed on the peaceful uses of nuclear en
the fundamental probiem will be solved. We should not ignore the fact that
there are hardly any negotiations going on concerning nuclear disarmament --
and I emphasize "disarmament”. Two nuclear-weapon States are engaged in the
Strategic Arms Limitgtion Talks. Three nuclear-weapon States participate in
the work of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament which for some years
novw has been unsuccessfully engaged in elaborating a comprehensive test ban
treaty. Two nuclear-weapon States are outside the CCD. '

_. Ve can make a beglnnlng 1n controlilng the nuclear arms race by agreeing
on a comprehensive test ban. We feel that there is no justification or
excuse for continuing nuclear-weapon testing. Our approach to the general
question of the compreheﬁsive test ban is that there should be a complete
cessation of all nuclear-weapon tests. As the partial test ban Treaty of
1963 already prohibits nuclear-weapon tests in the atmosphere, in outer space
and under water, the conclusion of a treaty to prohibit nuclear-weapon tests
in the underground environment will accomplish the objectives of a comprehensive
ban on all nuclear-weapon tests in all .environments. Therefore, the first
priority should be accorded to achieving universal adherence tosa régime of
prohibition of all nuclear-weapon tests in all environments., Only in the
context of a complete cessation of all nuclear-weapon tests could consideration
be given to the possibility of concluding an agreement on the regulation of
underground nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes, to be signed by all
States, The accompanying system of international safeguards which will have

to be devised should be based on objective, functional and non-discriminatory

criteris. It should be universal in application.
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-

India remains firm in its opposition to nuclear armament. Our policy has
been stated and restated in this forum. We are opposed to all proliferation --

vertical and horizontal -- of nuclear weapons. We are for nuclear disanmament.

It is our hope that all States, nuclear-weapon States as well as non-nuclear-weapon
States, will, like India, commit themselves to use nuclear energy for peaceful
purposes only. The nuclear-weapon States have a special responsibility in this
.matter. . - - . - 7

India has supported the General Assembly resolutions on the establishment
of nuclear-weapon-free zones in Africa and Latin America because conditions were
suitable for their establishment and, furthermore, they were proposed
on the initiative of and with agreement among the countries in those
zones. In both cases there were prior consultations leading to agreement among
the countries concerned before endorsement by the General Assembly. At the same
time, India has also consisféntly maintained that any proposal for the creation
of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in a particular region has to be considered on its
specific merits. Conditions for the establishment of such zones differ from
continent to continent, and it is not possible to devise a single formula or
procedure to. cover all cases. - - - R » -

As regards Pakistan's proposal, no consultations among the States in the
area took place before the item was inscribed on our ageﬁda. Therefore, it
would be premature, indeed it would be prejudging future consultations, to declare
South Asia a nuclear--weapon-free zone or even to endorse the concept. My
delegation has already pointed out in the plenary Assembly that any proposal
to establish a nuclear-free zone in any part of the world has an inmportant
bearing on the vital interests of all the countries of that region. It
is therefore natural that the first prerequisite to the creation of such a zone
is an agreement among the countries concerned.

Africe and Latin America are separate and distinct continental zones,
geographically and politically. In that sense, South Asia cannot be considered
2 zone. The South Asian countries are surrounded by nuclear-weapon States or
countries belonging to their alliances. It is clear that South Asia cannot be
treated in isolaticn for purposes of the creation of a nuclear-weapon-free zone

because South Asiaz is an integral part of the Asian and the Pacific region.
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The presence of nuclear weapons in the region, the alliances with nuclear-
weapon States and the existence of foreign military bases have to be taken into
account in the eXamination of any proposal for the establishment of a nuclear-
weapon-free zone in Asia and the Pacific.

-Nuclear-~weapon~free zones constitute only a collateral measure; they are
not and shculd not become a substitute for nuclear disarmament.

In 19Tk, the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament was able to discuss
the question of a chemical weapons convention at great length. Many of the
technical questions involved were also examined thoroughly with the help of
experts. A number of working papers and statéments on the various aspects of
that question by several delegations are also available to us. The Soviet Union
and other socialist States members of CCD have submitted a draft convention on
chemical weapons, and more recently Japan also presented another draft
convention on this subject. Furthermore, at the Moscow Summiv Conference this
year the United States and the USSR agreed to consider a joint initiative in CCD
.with respect to the conclusion, as a first step, of an international convention
aealing withifhe most danééréﬁs lethal means of chemical warfare.¥ ' i

We feel that our objective should continue to be to achieve a comprehensive
prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of all chemical weapons.
If a phased approach is to be adopted, it becomes all the more necessary that the
Geneva Protocol of 1925 should be adhered to by all.

The CCD should continue to deal with the question of a chemical weapons
convention as a high-priority issue. If the working out of a convention is
delayed, technological developments, particularly in the field of binary weapouns,
could make a ban almost impossible.

It is our firm conviction that a world disarmament conference will promote
the caus: of general and complete disarmament, and nuclear disarmament it
by providing a new impetus to our efforts. Having had the privilege of Leiug «

member of the Ad Hoc Committee on the World Disarmament Conference, established

% The Cheirman returned to the Chair.
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pursuant to General Assembly resolution 3183 (XXVIII), we have naturally followed
its deliberations with great interest, and have also contributed our ideas to its work,
We would like to record our appreciation of its Chairman, Ambassadcr Hoveyda of
Iran, for the skilful way in which he piloted the meetings of the Committee and’
maintained contacts with the nuclear-weapon countries which did not attend the
meetings. We are, however, disappointed that the Committee could not come
out with positive and concrete recommendations and would urge fTurther efforts
in this direction.

We also have before us the valuable report of the Secretary-General on the

question of reduction of the military budgets of the five permanent members

~ of the Security Council. We should like to reiterate our support for the ideas

contained in resolution 3093 A (XXVIII). We regret that thus far it has not been
cossible to esteblish the Special Committee on the Distribution of the Funds Peleased

as & Result of the Reduction of Military Budgets. We consider reduction of the military

budgets as proposed in the resclution will contribute to the slowing down of the
arms race and prevent the waste of much needed and scarce resources.

We welcome the initiative taken by -the-Soviet Union-to draw the attention of
the world community to the dangers of the use of technigues to influence the
environment and climate for military and other purposes incompatible with the
maintenance of international security, human well-being and health. Although these
techniques do not seem to have much utility in warfare at present, one cannot rule
out the possibility of their development and utilization in the not too distant
future., It is desirable to start thinking about that problem row.

The edoption by the General Assembly of resolution 2832 (XXVI) on
16 December 1971 was a historic act. That resolution declared the Indian Ocean
a zone of peace for all time to come and asked the great Powers to enter into
immediate consultations with the littorel and hinterland States of the Indian
Ocean with a view to halting the further escalation and expansion of their
Wlitary presence in the Indian Ocean and eliminating from the region all bases,
military installations and any other manifestations of the great Powers' military
Presence, concCeived in the context of great-Fower rivalry. This recognition and
&cceptance by the General Assembly of the ardent wish of the littoral and hinterland

States to keep the Indiaen Ocean free from tensions and threats to their security

erising from the great-Power rivalry in the region, was indeed extremely significant.
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Nearly three years have elapsed since this epoch-making Declaration
was adopted by the General Assembly and now is perhaps the time to review,
in brief, developments that have since taken place. It will be recalled,
that by resolution 3080 (XXVIII), the General Assembly asked the Secretary-
General, wath the ass@sta?qe(pf qualified experts and competent bodies

selected by him, to prepare

"... a factual statement of the great Powers' military presence in

all its aspects, in the Indian Ocean, with special reference to their

naval deployments, conceived in the context of great Power rivalry".
That statement, as subséquently revised, is contained in document A/AC.159/1/Rev.l
While the statement has its limitations, as it was based on published material
only, it has been useful in that it-indicates the extent of the great Powers'
naval presence in the Indian Ocean. It is with great regret that one observes
that on the whole the great Powers' military presence in the Indian Ocean area
has not lessened but in fact seems to have increased.

The Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Océan, created pursuant to
Géneral Assembly resolution 2992 (XXVII) has been performing a useful, although
by no means exhaustive, task. The goals that the Committee has set for
itself for the next year,as they appear in paragraph 35 of its report
(supplement No. 21, 4/9629), are important, althoush modest. That in itself
is not to be criticized, because it reflects the realism with which the
Committee apparently approaches itsxtask. We are aware that the Committee's
task was not easy and yet the success it has been able to achieve in its
deliberations is in no small measure due to the very able stewardship of
its Chairman, Ambessador Amerasinghe of Sri Lanka. We sincerely hope that
the Committee's mandate will be renewed and that in its future work it will
be abie to pursue all the urgent tasks facing it without allowing itself to
be deflected from its mandate as contained .in the Declaration.

To conclude, we welcome the agreement reached in the Conference of the
Committee on Disarmament to invite Peru, Zaire, Iran, the German Democratic

Republic and the Federal Republic of Germany to participate in the work of

the Committee. We are confident that they will make a valuable contribution

to the work of the Committee.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I thank the representative

of India for his good wishes.
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iy, UPADHYAY (Nepal):

Mr. Chairman, first of =11 I should like to
fulfil the pleasant duty of congratulating you on your election as Chairman

of this Committee. Your wide knowledge of the complicated issues before the

Committee will be of great benefit to all those of us who will have the
opportunity to work under your able guidance. I should also like to .
congratulate the two Vice-Chairmen. We are héépy tg Seé that the representative
of a country whose leadership has shown bold iﬁitiative in many spheres of
current world trends has been elected as,the Ranporteur of the Committee. Ve
congratulate him and express our full co-operation.

ly delegation has had the opportunity to hear a number of delegations,
particularly those delegations vhose statements assume a special noteworthiness
because of their technical capability and which, therefore, ¢an be an augury
of hope or despair in the Committee. We are hapoy to note that the
sombre horizon of the past years has been penetrated by a silver linine and
hopefully a general atmosphere of détente seems to have emerged to stay.
However, in the absence of a trustworthy commitment that could bind fhe
nations of the world together and particularly bind those which have the
capability fov the destruction of the whole world, the so-called atmosphere
of détente remains vulnerable and volatile.

Unless some concrete step is taken in the direction of curbing the
armaments race, the cessation of the nuclear tests, checking the use of
incendiary weapons, and prohibiting actions that might influence the whole
environment, there can be no assurance of an atmosphere of continued peace
and international security. ZEven promises of peaceful intentions every
other day cannot rule out the possibility of a sudden eruption of conflicts
of dangerous dimension. .

Out of the twelve items which have been bracketed together to be
considered as disarmement items, five are related to the cessation of
nuclear tests, thus makinz the questions.of the cessation of nuclear tests,
the treaty for the prohibition of nuclear weapons, and the establishment of
nuclear-free zones, of great importance and of an urgent nature. Therefore,
et this stage, my Gelegation would like to concentrate mostly on the subject

of nuclear tests.
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The Assembly has been seized with the question of the cessation of
nuclear tests and related matters for years. Yet, the temptation to carry
out new tests has not ceased. The exclusive club of five has been extended
this year and there are at least 20 which have achieved the sténdard that
can make them claimants of the right to membership of the club. The
exclusiveness of the club has been threatened snd there seems no way to
meintain the status quo.

The Minister of State for Foreign Affairs of the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, the Rt. Hon. David Fnnals, rightly
observed in the meeting of this Committee on 5 November 197k:

"The question we must ask is: will 1975 be the year in which the
non-proliferation régime was finally destroyed, or will it be the
turning point when the new dangers were recognized and contained, with
proper provision made for the extension to all States of the peaceful
benefits of nuclear technology?" (2008th meeting, p. 21)

Those who refused to adhere to the non-proliferation Treaty had over
the years consistently underlined the discriminatory nature of the Treaty.
which put curbs on non-nuclear-weapon Powers while allowing the nuclear-
weapon Powers to nursue an unbridled and unprecedented arms race. Hepal
signed the Treaty six years ago relying on the good faith of the nuclear-
weapon Powers which had given assurances that they would do 211 within
their means to achieve a balance of mutual obligetions by living up to the

provisions of article VI of the Treaty. HNepal had at that time also strongly

urged the conclusion of a comprehensive test ban treaty as a quid pPro guo.
Let me recall what our representative stated at the resumed twenly-second
session of the General Assembly in 1968:

"We feel that, once the non-proliferation treaty is concluded, the
political decision required for a ban on underground explosions cannot
be postponed any longer under the convenient nretext that it is the
other side that is holding up agreement. t 1s imperative that all
States be prohibited from conducting underground nuclear explosions,
not just theAnon—nuclear Powers, in the seme way that the iloscow Treaty

prohibits all countries from conducting tests in the remzining

(1559th meeting, p. 26).
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Qur representative had elsc sugnested at that time that the question of
neaceful explosions be senarated from the non--proliferation Treaty and be
dealt with within the contexi of an underground test ban thst would prohibit

all underground nuclear explosions by all States and set up a parallel

résime to deal with the guestion of peaceful exnlosions. Our representative
then eleboroted on that proposal by statifc as follows:
"Lxemptions funder the underground test ben agreement/ would be

made for peaceful explosions that would be menaged and controlled by

an international uvody, perhans the International Atomie Inergy Agency.

o country could then unileterally conduct any underground explosions,

peaceful or military. The sole discretion to permit peaceful explosions

vould rest vith this internstional body, vhlc would assess the
feasibility of the proposed nroject and then request one of the nuclear

Powers to carry out the explosion. This would apply egually to nuclear

Povers." (ibid., n. 26-27)

Had the nuclear wezpon Pouers agreed to an underground test ban at that
time and -diverced the cuestion of peaceful nuclear explosions from the - - - - -
non-nroliferation Treaty, the Treaty vwould have been greatly strengthened and
perhans would have seccured the adherence of zll those who had the notentiality
of roinr nuclecr. By continuing to test under ground and in the atmosnhere at a
Irenzied pace and in utter disregard for world opinion, these Powers have not
only increased verticzl proliferation but have contributed to the situation

that has now omenel the door tc horizontel proliferation. iepal is, of course,
against all forms of proliferaztion, vertical and horizontal, and is against
all nationally conducted nuclear explosions. However, we believe that only
vhen the cancer of vertical proliferation is contained, can one begin to deal
vith the dangers of horizontol proliferation. The latter is clearly the

tonseguence of the former.
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The recently concluded threshold Treaty between the USSR end the United State:
would be highly commendable if it had arrived 10 years earlier or if it were
coupled with a moratorium on tests under the threshold. Ten years ago, it might
have served a useful purpose in conjunction with the partial test-ban Treaty;
but now, to have any meaning, it must -be coupled with a moratorium on tests
not covered by the Treaty.

I recall that at the twenty-second session of the General Assembly in 1967
Nepal proposed the conclusion of a thresﬁold treaty coupled with such a moratorium
and in conjunction with Sweden's idea of verification by challenge. We should
like to reiterate that proposal once again and urge the United States and the
Soviet Union to include in the threshold Treaty the provision for a moratorium
and to open the Treaty for signature by all States, including the other three
nuclear-weapon Powers and countries that are now engaged in or contemplating
the carrying out of nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes.

. Simultaneously with the threshold Treaty and the moratorium, negotiations
must start on a comprehensive test-ban treaty. vN.eedl»esrs to say, any such treaty -
must make exemptions for peaceful nuclear explosions and would have to provide
for an international régime to govern such explosions.

It is fairly clear that, as long as an underground test-ban treaty is not
agreed upon end in the absence of an international body to manage and control |
peaceful nuclear explosions, non-nuclear-weapon States in need of peaceful _ )
explosion services have no alternative but to conduct peaceful nuclear
explosions themselves. It is in this light that we should view the predicament
of non-nuclear-wegpon States that have nowhere to turn for obtaining peacefpl

explosion services, Were an underground tcst ban now in effect, with a

parallel body to provide peaceful explosion services in a non-discriminating

menner and at advantageous cost, there is no question that non-nuclear-weapon

States would not have to expend their scarce resources to conduct these

explosions themselves. The foz‘thcoining review conference relating 'i;o the

non-proliferation Treaty will undoubtedly have to look into the matter. The

continued absence of an international ré
-proliferation Treaty. Without such a

gime governing peaceful explosions cannoit

but erode the effectiveness of the non
nuclear-weapon countries that adhere to the Treaty and that need

régime, non
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peaceful explosion services would now have to renounce the Treaty in order

to conduct the explosions themselves. But the existence of such a régime

would obviate the need for countries to renownce the non-proliferation Treaty
in order to conduct these explosions, since they could obtain the services elsevwhere,
For these reasons, we cannot stress enough the parambunt need for the
‘nuclear-weapon Powers to agree on a comprehensive test ban, to live up to the
provisions of article V of the non-proliferation Treaty and to make arrangements
whereby all non-nuclear-weapon States, whether parties to the non-proliferation
Treaty or not, can obtain nuclear explosion services without discrimination.
By making this service available to both the signatories and the non--signatories
of the non-proliferation Treaty, and on attractive terms, we would be ensuring
that countries in the latter category do not in the future take it upon themselves
to conduct peaceful explosions. Given the choice between taking advantage of the
~vailability of low-cost and efficient explosion scrvices, on the one hand, and
doinm it the harder and morc expensive way by exploding its own device, on the

other, it stands t- reascn that a developing country with scarce resources would

oﬁé for the first alternative.

From what I said above, it is apparent that the survival and the strengthening
of the non-proliferation Treaty depend on the conclusion of an underground
test ban. There would be no greater incentive for countries to adhere to the
non-proliferation Treaty than the conclusion of an underground test ban,
And while an underground test ban is being worked out, the United States-Soviet Union
threshold Treaty should be expanded to include the provision for a moratorium
and should be opened for signature and ratification by all States. Failing that,
We see no alternative to non-nuclear-weapon countries conducting nuclear
explosions themselves for whatever purpose. l -

Since underground nuclear explosions can have both military and civilian
applications, and in view of the fact that the technology for conducting
Peaceful explosions is indistinguishable from that for explosions for weapon

Durposes, we welcome India's repeated assurances of its peaceful intentions in

carrying out its nuclear explosions.
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My delegation is expressing its view on the subject very candidly and
consistently. We have always opposed proliferation, and, so, on the subject
of nuclear exp1051ons we are firmly opposed to all explosions contrlbutlng to
nuclear prollferatlon. ‘We should like to urge restraint and patience so
as not to create a situation that would endanger.lnternatlonal peace and security.

Before concluding, I should like to meske a few brief remarks on some other
items under discussiocn in this Committee.

First, my delegation would like to reiterate its full support of the
concept of the Indian Ocean as a zone of peace and would like to place on
record its apvoreciation of the excellent work of the Ad Hoc Committee on the
Indian Ocean. o

Secondly, on the question of banning chemical weapons, my delegation is
happy to note that the delegation of Japan has come out with some constructive
proposals Which could be a very good basis for an acceptable formula to solve
this Droblem o

Thirdly, I should like to express my 6elegatlon s apprematmon of the -
Soviet initiative in introducing an entirely new and meaningful draft resolution
on the vrohibition of action to influence the environment and climate for
military and other purposes incompatible with the maintenance of international
security, human well-being and health. Though my delegation feels that
all the implications of this promosal have to be further studied and carefully
considered, it would be inclined to support it as a matter of principle.

That is all I have to state today. However, my delegation reserves

its right to intervene at a later stage if and when the occasion arises.

The CHATRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I thank Ambassador Unadhyay

of Nepal for his cordial congratulations to the officers of the Committee.
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Mr. TEMPLETON (New Zealand):

Mr. Chairman, I had the opportunity last
Fridey to offer my delegation's congratulations to the officers of the Committee,
but I should like now to congratulate you personally on your election to the

chairmanship of this important Committee. Although we are more than half way

through the session, perhaps the rost difficult part of the Committee's work still
lies before us. But we have every confidence that the impartiality.and firmnesc
which you have already deronstrated will ‘bring the Committee's work to a succes
and timely conclusion. |

As this year's disarmament debate draws to a close, my delegation finds it
possible to discern several main themes in the maay thoughtful and penetrating
statements to which we have listened.

In the first place, there is a widespread concern that the world stockpile
of armaments, and especially nuclear armaments, continues to grow unabated.
Frightening statistics have been presented to the Committee. For example,
Senator Symington has told us that the United States alone now possesses the
equivalent of over 600,00C Hiroshima-size bombs. Mrs. Thorsson has told us
that world armaments expenditure is now running at sore $275 thousand million
a'year. ' o 7 . o

Secondly, we have detected a growing disapnointment thal super-Fower détente,
and the limited bilateral agreements in the armaments field that form part of
that détente, have not led more quickly to new agreements on disarmanzent in
which all of us can participate and from which all of us can benefit. The
representative of the Soviet Unicn, in opening our debate, spoke rather
optimistically about the effects of détente, saying that the first perceptible
steps have been taken towards the easing of the threat of a nuclear war and that
the process of relaxation of tension and the normalization of relations among
States belonging to different socio-political systems are creating favourable

conditions for further progress.
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It seemed to me significant, however that the United States
representative who spoke immediately afterwards did not echo this optimistic
note, but warned instead that world peace rested on a knife edge:

"One miscalculation," ... he said -- "one sudden terrorist activity, one

paranocid leader could set the spark to a world-wide nuclear holocaust."

(1998th meeting, p. 23)

‘Nor was the representative of France especially reassuring about the progress
of our work. He spoke of: )

"... a wild proliferation of useless projects' (2005th meeting, p. 13)
and said that France had decided to equip itself with its own nuclear force
because it had decided that nuclear disarmament was an unlikely eventuality.

The representative of China was even more pessimistic. According to him,
the super -Pover arms race has not abated at all, but has intensified  the
danger of war has not been reduced in the 1east2 and it is siuply not possible
to talk about détente in the present international situation.

When the nuclear--Powers themsel&es make such widely different estimates
of the prospects of nrogress towards nuclear disarmament on the basis
of improved creat Pover relationships, -small countries may surely be -
excused for some scepticism as to whether nuclear disarmament will ever come
about on the initiative of the Governments which own these weapons. Yet it
is unavoidable that the prime responsibility in the pursuit of agreement on
measures of disarmament should remain with the nuclear Powers. Their
conspicuous failure to co -operate in a search for agreement on a
multilateral basis is, we believe, generating mounting impatience among the
non--nuclear majority.

The third trend which we have noted in this debate is a direct reflection
of this mounting impatience. Disappointed in their hopes for early progress
towards world wide measures of nuclear disarmament, more and more non -nuclear
States are looking at the possibility of co--operating with their neighbours
to establish nuclear -free zones on a regional basis. It is a noteworthy
feature of this year's debate that all five States possessing nuclear weapons

have indgicated their support, or at least their acceptance, of the
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nuclear-free zone concept, although with varying degrees of enthusiasm, and
subject, in some cases, to certsain conditions.
»
A fourth trend which has lmpressed us this year is the growing
realizatlon that widespread proliferation of the capacity to produce

nuclear veapons is no longer an academic Possibility, but an imainent

danger. Uptil this year, the development of nuclear. weapons has been confined
to the five permanent merbers of the Security Council, and while such
uembership confers no special rights to develop a nuclear capacity, there may
have been some illusory comfort in the fact that these countries have a special
status and responsibility under the Charter to act together for the
maintenance of international peace and security. Ve may have hoped, without
any logical basis for that hope, that the developrment of nuclear weapons 7
wvould stop there. The explosion of a nuclear device in a sixth country

this year has effectively destroyed that hope, because it has demonstrated
that proliferation is not something that could theoretically happen, but
something that does happen and is bound to go on happening 1f the so-called
neo- nuclear Powevq are not nrenareu to adopt a ;elf_deqyiqg ordinance by
acceding to the non prollferatlon Treaty.

A fifth point that has become clear in the course of this debate is that
the question whether a State which explodes a nuclear device does so for
peaceful purposes or for military purposes is not really relevant to the
vroliferation danzer, if the State concerned is not prepared to conduct its
nuclear programme under recognized international procedures and safeguards.

As the representative of the United States has pointed out, it is impossikle
for a State to develop a capacity to conduct nuclear explosions for

peaceful purposes without acquiring a device which could be used as & nuclear
Weapon. The motive force behind the proliferation of nuclear weapons
capacity is distrust and suspicion, and distrust and suspicion will not be
allayed by declarations of intent alone.

3 : ; i 13 3 i 1s cing
It is deeply discours; ing that at a tiwme vhen the world i1s faci

/)

a najor
food crisis and indeed at the very time that a2 Conference iS neetinz in
Rome to seek ways of avertin_ starvation for the hungry willions in many

i ; S brainpovrer continue ©o be
developing countries, resources, energy, voney anc bralnporel s
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squandered oa the development and stockpilinz of weapons of mass destruction.
How can we have ot our priorities so vrons?

ly country for its part completely rejects the myth that possession
~of nuclear veapons in some way enhances a country’s status or prestige.
It amazes us that any country under responsible management would wish to join
a club whose entrance fee is so ruinously expensive, wvhose sole purpose is
the perfection of the weans of uutual self destruction, and whose menbers
immediately become the objects of the suspicion and fear of non wembers without
even the coupensation of eliminating susvicion and fear of one anothee. It
used to be thought that the main attraction of any club for its meubers was
the satisfaction to be gained frow excluding others, but the nuclear club
does not even offer that advantage.

In wy delegation's viev +the countries which have earned a special status
and merit are not those which have forced their way into the nuclear club,
but those which, having the capacity to develop nuclear veancns, have .
voluntarily renowiced tae intention to-do-so.. It.is such countries as 7
Canada, Sveden, Janan, the Federal Republic of Germany and others which have
the resources and know how to develop a nuclear-weapons capacity, but which,
as we understand it, have taken the decision, as parties or prospective
parties to the non-proliferation Treaty, to remain as no%'nuclear-weapon
States, that deserve our rratitude and our admiration. Perhans we should
establish among the parties to that Treaty which are not already nuclear
weapons States a non--nuclear club. After all, menbership would be free.

Uhat I have sa2id already will indicate the great importance vhich my
Covernuent attaches to maintainins and strensthening the neon-proliferation
Tvery new accession contributes to that objective: and, conversely,

Treaty.

failure to do so rmore particulerly on the part of States with the

: ; . capacity tracts 71 it. The zresent
poteutial for developing a nuclear capacity. detracts frou i 7 1e Tresent

kS » .- - P ™ Res =7 PO
nosision in this re~ard is a watter for some concern. Ine Revieu Conference

vhich is to be held next year is, in our view, wost timelv wWot only do

we hope tnat participants io the Conference will propose and agree upon
& Py -~

intensifiec ¢fforts Lo iumlement the purposes and principles of the Treatv,
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but also that by focusing world attention on those purposes and principles we
may give a new impetus to the objective of securing their universal
observance.

While we expect that the Hon-Proliferation Treaty Review Conference will
be.-the wajor conference on armaments control during 1975, we do not
overlook the iuportance of the proposal for a world disarmament conference.
It continﬁes to be our view that such a conference should be convened as
soon as there is evidence that the nuclear Powers are ready to participate.
Although this condition has not yet been met, we believe that preparatory
vork for the conference should be actively continued.

I have already referred to one issue which has burst its way into
the forefront of our attention during 1975; the question of peaceful nuclear
explosions. The potential value of peaceful nuclear explosions is a
subject which remains shrouded in wystery for the vast majority of States.
For our part, we have yet to be convinced that peaceful nuclear explosions
~ have practical applications of sufficient importance to. counterbalance. the
complications which tiiey undoubtedly create in the field of nuclear veapons
control and disarmament. Since, as we are told, the technologies of
peaceful nuclear explesions and nuclear weapons are indistinguishable, it
is iuperative that an international vpolicy on peaceful nuclear explosions be
formulated with sreat care , bLut as a matter of urgency. He look forward with
confidence to the early introduction into this Committee of a draft

resolution which is desigred to fulfil that objective.
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I have only a few further comments on certain items in which New Zealand
has taken a particular interest. The question of weapons Which cguse
unnecessary suffering or are indiseriminate in their effects is one of deep
concern to my Government. Ve participated actively in the Conference of
Government Experts which recently met in Lucerne under the auspices of the
International Red Cross. We agree with the conclusion recorded by the President
of that Conference that the session increased knowledge and understanding of
the subject. It is also our view, in the light of that new knowledge, that
the need to up-date the existing norm of international law bY new and specific
prohibitions has become more urgent than ever. We said last year, and we see no
reason to change our view, that we saw substantial difficulties in the
implementation of prohibitions on the use of incendiaries and similar weapons
in particuiar circumstances or against particular targets. Therefore we
continue to believe that there is a strong case for a total prohibition of
sucl. veapens.

The New Zealand Associate Minister of Foreign Affairs, speaking in the
general debate last Sevtember, declared that-the Assembly should- stand ready to -
encourage positive proposals from countries of a given region to increase
regional stability and security. We therefore spproach with special sympathy
the proposals to which I have already referred, and which have been such a
feature of this year's disarmament debate, that the Assembly support or study
the institution of nuclear-weapon-free zones in several regions of the world.
The fact that five items on this question are before the Committee is a clear
indication of the degree of interest that the concept of nuclear-free zones
has generated. We appreciate that such proposals may raise complex issues,
about which there may be different Vi€ws both in general end within a
particular region: Wwe therefore welcome the suggestion put forward by the
representative of Finland for a comprehensive study of the question of nuclear-
free zones. We hope that such a study might examine the conditions which would

meke it profitable to consider the establishment of nuclear-free zones in

particular regions and, if it uncovers difficulties, suggest solutions to them.

One aspect of the development of this concept which New Zealand for its

part will follow closely is the effect which the creation of such zones, and
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the conditions under which they are created, may have on the world-wide
structure that the nuclear proliferation Treaty js intended to establish. The
objective must of COUTSE be to avoid weakening the non-proliferation Treaty
tstructure, and rather to strengthen it. When States become parties to a
regional agreement for a nuclear-free zone, it will not become less important -
for them to accede to the non-proliferation treaty, if they have not already
done so, but in our view, more important.

Finally, I should like to make one or two comments about item 29 of our
agenda, concerning the urgent need for the suspension of nuclear and
thermonuclear tests and for the conclusion of a comprehensive test ban treaty.
The New Zealand Government has for some time maintained a vigorous policy
directed towards putting an end to all nuclear testing in any environment, and
its views are, I believe, well understood in this Committee. An end to nuclear
testing is not the ultimate objective; it is merely one rung on the ladder, one
step further towards nuclear disarmament and the elimination of all nuclear
veapons.-. But it is, in our view, a most significant step. .A cessation of ..
testing would immediately increase the chances of total nuclear disarmament. It
would improve relations both between States and between peoples by reducing the
apprehension of those subjected to the hazards of radiation and the possibility
of damage to the environmen* and to health.

We in Nev Zealand have been obliged to pay special attention to this
problem by the fact that, although the world's nuclear capacity and
armaments have up to now been concentrated in the hands of a few large
countries situated in the northern hemisphere, there have been a considerable
number of nuclear tests in the southern hemisphere, relatively close to the
shores of a number of countries in the South Pacific region. If there were any
doubt that these tests continue to cause the gravest apprehension among the
Deoples of South Pacific countries, this would surely have been dispelled by
the eloguent statement delivered by the representative of Fiji in this debate
last Frigay. However, our concern 1S not limited to our own neighbourhood.

As the Prime Minister of New Zezland said last month:

- N 3 g
"Our objective will continue to be the end of all nuclear tests that

expose peoples and the global environment to radio-active fallout. We see

. . . . : ; J1ear weapon tbesting by any
no justification for the continuation of nucl T

nation’.
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Accordingly, New Zealand co-sponsored the draft resolution in document
A/C.1/L.683, which stresses once more the urgency of concluding a comprehensive
test ban treaty to stop nuclear weapon testing of any kind. An internationally
agreed comprehensive test ban treaty would be an important landmark on the
road to nuclear disarmament and a roadblock to the further proliferation of
nuclear weapons.

Ii. this Committee last year T said that New Zealand saw the comprehensive
test ban as the next achievable step in the disarmament field. Unfortunately,
in the year that has passed we have not moved much further towards attaining
our objective. We are encouraged, however, by the strong support that has
been given to the objective of g éomprehensive test ban by a large number of
other speakers during this session. We most earnestly appeal to the members
of the Committee ¢n Disarmament, to which the preparation of a treaty has
been entrusted, to approach this task with a real sense of urgency during 1975.

The representative of the Netherlands reminded us on Friday that on the
cerr of the Bulletln of Atomic Sciéntists the hands on the doomsday clock
had been moved forward five minutes closer to midnight. Some 28 years ago,
Bernard Baruch, six months after making the famous proposal that bears his
name, said:

"Time is two-2dged. It not only forces us nearer to our doom if we do not

save ourselves, but even more horrendous, it habituates us to existing

conditions which, by familiarity, seem less and less threatening".
Let us, during the coming year, make a new effort to rouse ourselves from the

torpor which threatens to overcome us, before the clock strikes.

Mr. DUGERSUREN (Mongolia) (interpretation from Russian):

The delegation of the Mongolian People's Republic has already had occasion

to cxpress its views on the problems connected with the prohibition of

veapons of mass destruction, that is, nuclear and chemical weapons, and
also to express its support for the new proposal of the Soviet Union to

- . . 1 imat or milita Urposes.
prohibit action to influence the environment and climate for military purpose

Todav we should like to devote our vrief statement to some other items on the

Committee's agenda.
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The Government of the Mongolian People's Republic is of the view that
the convening of a world disarmament conference would be an important
incentive for the concertation and intensification of the efforts of all States
directed towards finding new ways and means for resolving the vital
problems of disarmsment. We believe thét, if,such a meeting were
successfully held and full use were made of all the favourable
possibilities created by the current positive course of events, there might
be a new turning point in disarmament efforts. On the basis of these
considerations, the Mongolian delegation continues to favour the earliest
possible convening of a world disarmement conference, with the participation

of 811 States of the world without exception.
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The urgent need for holding such a broad international meeting on
disarqament questions has been stressed in the statements of representatives\
~of an overvhelming majority of States both at the three previous sessions
of the General Assembly and at this session. In these statements and in
the ccrments submitted by Governments to the Secretary-General in answer
to his letter, there was a detailed reflection of the position of States
with regard to the purposes and tasks of s world disarmament conference,
its agenda and the place and time for it to be convened.

In a word, in a certain sense it can be claimed that a considerable
amount of work has already been done towards preparing for the conference.
Everyone is well aware that the question of convening a world meeting to
discuss disarmament problems has recently been actively discussed at a
number of international meetings, and the idea has met with broad approvéiw
on the part of world public opinion and all peace-loving forces. I will
Just give two examples. The Moscow World Congress of Peace~Loving Forces,

in which the representatives of more than 120 international governmental

énd\ndn;goverﬁméntal‘organizations and gbout 1,000 national organizations.
and movements from 143 countries of the world took part, supported the idea
of convening a world disarmament conference as soon as possible. The
Central Committee of the International Co-operative Alliance, at its meeting
in October 1973 in Budapest, on behalf of the 270 million families belonging
to the co-operative movement from 60 countries of the world, called upon

the General Assembly of the United Nations to convene a world disarmament
conference as soon as possible in order to call a halt to the arms race and
thus free vast sums of money to meet the vital needs of mankind.

So the question arises, why do those who have claimed to be "the real
representatives' of éhe interests of the broad masses so strenucusly oppose
the convening of such a world meeting? This unrealistic attitude continues
to be maintained, in spite of the encouragingly positive fact that the United
Nations and many of its organs have begun to co-~operate even more closely with

the non-governmental and public organizations and have been payinz more

atitention to the voice of world public opinion in
the struggle against colonialism, apartheid and

such important areas as

the strengthening of peace,

SO omn.
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The report submitted by the Ad Hoc Committee once again testifies

eloquently to the broad support that exists for the proposal to convene a

world conference in the early future, a conference which can become such

an important step towards the fulfilment of the hopes and aspirations of
the peoples to live in a world free of weapons and warse. The delegation
of the Mongolian People's Republic on the whole supports this report and
would like to take this opportunity to express its gratitude to the Chairman
of the Committee, Ambassador Hoveyda, for the useful work done by the

Ad Hoc Cornittee under his skilful leadership. Our delegation, like many
others, considers that the time is now ripe, as has been pointed out in
the report of the Ad Hoc Committee, for convening the world conference.
It supports the idea of expanding the mandate of the Ad Hoc Committee so
that it can proceed to the practical prepirations for convening the
conference.

As we know, at the last session of the General Assembly a decision of
fupdamental importance was adopted on the question of reducing the military
budgets of the five permanent members of the Security Council by 10 per cent
and using part of the funds thus saved to provide assistance to -
developing countries. Our delegation, from the very beginning, has whole-
heartedly supported the initiative of the Soviet Union and views it as a
timely and topical step which combines three of the problems which are of
the greatest concern to world public opinZon. That is, the strengthening
of international peace and security, disarmament and economic development.
In the interesting report of the Secretary-General prepared with the
assistance of a group of expert consultants on the reduction of military
budgets, there are, we believe, three important conclusions. These are,
first, that international conditions for considering the question of reducing

military budgets are more favourable than they were before; secondly, that thz
reduction of military budgets is a partial disarmament measure and, as such, would

proriote a strengthening of mutual understanding among States; thirdly, that the

initiative of the Soviet Union linked the gquestion of disarmament organically

with the question of develorment.
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I would like to take this opportunity to congratulate our colleague,

Ambassador D. K. Banerjee, under whose Chairmanship the experts made a
start in the practical study of this important rmatter which, we believe, has
very prcmising prospects. In our view, the implerentation of
_the General Assembly decision on this subject would be a real contribution
to curbing the arms race primarily in regard to the armaments of the nuclear
Powers, that is, the permanent merbers of the Security Council who, under the
United Nations Charter, bear primary responsibility for the maintenance of
international peace and security. However, to our deepest regret, we have
to point out that some of the permanent members of the Security Council,
on various pretexts, are putting a brake on progress in this important
matter and are virtually disregarding the view of the overwhelming majority
of States of the world, as well as the responsibility which they bear under
the United Nations Charter. The Mongolian delegation believes that the formation
of the Special Committee on the Distribution of the Funds Released as a Result

of the Reduction of Militarx Budgets ;hou}d be completed so that it can
' get.down to'ﬁork as soon§as poséible.

Permit me to say a few words on another item of the agenda. The Mongolian

delegation favours the prohibition of napalm and other incendiary weapons.
Of course, there is no such thing as a humane weapon. But this kind of
weapon which is being used ever more widely against the peoples who are
waging their liberation struggle, is cxircme in the cruelty and destructiveness
of its effect. We think that because of the effects, particularly the long-term
effects on human health and the huran environment, these weapons essentially
are really very little different from scrne types of weapons of mass destruction.
The Conference of governrental experts recently held in Lucerne, in our view,
did some useful work in studying further incendiary weapons, which are very
complex in nature, and also many aspects of the problem of banning their

use.
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This kind of work, in the view of our delegation, is useful in preparing
the ground for-a comprehensive consideration of the problem of banning all
forms of this weapon in the appropriate competent international bodies,
particularly at the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament.

In concluding this statement today, I-should like to set forth briefly
the position of my delegation on the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament
and its work. My delegation shares the feelings of dissatisfaction which
have been expressed here and in that Committee itself with regard to the lack
of perceptible progress in the work of that body over the last three years.

At the same time, we believe that it is difficult to expect continuous concrete
results from a multilateral negotiating body which deals with extremely

complex matters such as the problems of disarmement. To this we should add
that the Committee, like other similar international bodies, mirrors the actual
state of the world political situation. In this regard it is worth pointing
out the fact that two nuclear Powers have excluded themselves from the work of
the Committee. Their positive participation would do a great deal to enhance
the effectiveness of the Committee's work.

We believe that the lack of concrete results for a certain period of
time should not serve as a pretext for overlooking the former
achievements of the Committee and for disregarding the useful experience,
skill and knowledg: it has ~ccumulatcd. As we night have expected, the
majority of the iember of the United Nations do understand this objective
fact and are in favour of strengthening the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament and making it more effective. One piece of evidence for this
is the interest displayed by many States in taking part in ‘
the Committee's work. 1In this regard, my delegation welcomes the expansion
of the Committee's membership, &s & result of which the talks on disarmement
will include a few more States, including States which possesgs considerable
économic and military potential.

The delegation of the Mongolian People's Republic sincerely congratulates
the new members of the Committee: the German Democratic Republic, the Federal
Republic of Germany, Iran, Peru and Zaire. We express the hope that these

States will make a worthy contribution to the Committee's work.
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Mr. TRAORE (Mali) (interpretation from French): Mr. Chairman,
before stating the views of the delegation of Mali on the items under

discussion in the First Committee, I should like to express to you our

great satisfaction at seeing you preside over our work. Your special

interest in disarmament problems, your personal contribution to the

activities of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament , ybur;eminént
gualities as a diplomat,k =nd the corpetence of the other officers of the
Committee, will undoubtedly quarantee the success of our work.

It is said that the world is in a state of ddtente. The happy
initiatives taken to bring about a meeting of minds, and understanding and
co--operaticn among peoples and States will nevertheless bear no fruit as
long as their destiny is haunted by the dangerous and terrible threat of the
ultimate weapon.

The hecatomb which mankind barely escaped in the course of the last war
is still someth.ng more than a remote possibility.

The Conference of the Committee on Disarmement and the international
community, although =zware of. the.danger, have nevertheless not managed to
reverse the trend towards the overkill.

Interventionist action and the infernal cycle of viclence which has resulted
and which has continucé to create upheavals in the world since the end of the
Second World War have regrettably proved that military power still remains the
only guarantor of nations. That is the sad and cruel reality of our times.

It is reflected in a general spread of the arms race in its most
disquieting aspects, that is to say, the further improvement of the weapons
of mass destruction and their dissemination throughout the world -- in the
seas, in the oceans and very soon, if it has not already taken place, in
outer space. B

The fear that we may destroy ourselves, our proclamations, and treaties on the
non. proliferation of nuclear weapons have not helpcd reverse this
trend. On the contrary, haunting fears of instability have led small-
and medium sized States to give priority to strengthening their arsenals, to the
detriment of their economic development. Today at least 20 States have become

possessors of the nuclear secret. Instead of non-proliferation, we are

. . \ : i i of nuclear weapons.
therefore witnessing the potential proliferation I e T

L L e e
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The arms race continues at breakneck speed, as though the threat of
the destruction of our universe, the hunger and deprivation which are already
knocking at our door were not sufficiently disturbing to lead us to give
up wasting enormous sums on the manufacture and development of weapons of
-death.

Talks on disarmament and the agreements reached have covered not the
qualitative limitation of arms, but only their quantitiative limitation.
And here again the apprecach to solutions was not universal, as it should
have been to be effective. Furthermore, this approach takes no account of
the relationship between disarmament and development, which is one of the
paramount elements of the Second Development Decade.

Is that not one of the reasons why the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament moves from session to session in almost academic discussions,
in particular on halting the nuclear arms race and the prohibition of
nuclear weapons?

_ It is true that in the course of 197k efforts towards disarmament and
in the more general direction of lessening tensions between nations have
been made. We need only recall the continuation of talks on European
security and co-operation, the European-Arab dialogﬁe, and the signing
on 31 July of the Treaty between the United States and the Soviet Union
forbidding any tests over a certain threshold, together with the Additional

Protocols.
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But we are bound to recognize that the hopes aroused by the promise made

in 1973 that SALT II would achieve substantial results are far from having
been fulfilled. The latest agreements do not refer to the perfecting of
strategic weapons.

Furthermore, the agreements concluded on the prohibition of nuclear tests
on land and in the atmosphere were made possible by the improvement in the
techniques for underground nuclear explosions; similarly, in the future the
limitation of underground tests will doubtless be proposed when other, less
ostentatious methods have been perfected.

The present level of the stockpiles of nuclear weapons, terrifying in itself,
could certainly be reduced by the proper implementation of those agreements,
but the spectre of a holocaust would not thereby be removed. Furthermore, the
annual increase in military budgets and the perfecting of nuclear weapons
destroy in advance the effects of such agreements. ,

Unlike the situation that prevailed in past decades, the most deadly
weapons of destruction are now spread throughout the world, under so-called mutual
defence agreements which, in Tact, are nothing but alliances to dominate the
world. VWhat is more, the sea-bed and the surface of the oceans have not
escaped this deployment of force. For example, it is most regrettable to note
that despite the adoption by the General Assembly of its resolution 2992 (XXVII),
which declared the Indian Ocean to be a zone of vpeace, the presence of warships
warships continues to disturb that region. The plan to strengthen the air and
naval base at Diego Garcia constitutes in that respect non-application of the fore-
going resolution and is therefore a challenge to the international cormmunity. And, a
we see, the trend of the arms race is far from having been reversed.

Tt was that hard and sad fact which was reflected in the following words
spoken by the Foreign Minister of Mali in the General Assembly on 7 October 197h:

... no substantial agreement on disarmament has been concluded and ... in

fact, the arms race has intensified, the club of nuclear Powers has

expanded and the rate of research and development of nuclear weapons has
accelerated; The two major Powers have passed from the second generation
nuclear arms, that is, the multiple independently targeted re-entry
vehicles (MIRVs), to the third generation, that is, the tridents (MARVs),

. . . 0 . %]
which are capable of evading the anti-missile missile barrages:.

(A/PV.2250. p, 28)
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Our Committee must face that fact and redouble its efforts to ensure
respect for the relevant provisions of the Treaty of Tlatelolco and of the
resolutions on the denuclearization of Africa and the Indian Ocean. These
measures would gain by being extended to other areas of the world which are
the object of greed and rivalries. That is why the delegation of Mali firmly
supports the idea of the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones in the
Middle East and South Asia. The successive CT1Se€S that have shaken those regions—-
the most recent crisis almost led to a general conflagration -- should induce us
to consider these proposals favourably.

Thus, although the Government of Mali adhered to the 1968 Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Veapons, we have constantly pointed out that ther
Treaty is insufficient. The serious gap could have been closed, not by mutual
security agreements among the super-Powers but by universal guarantees of
non-recourse to these weapons, in conformity with resolution 2936 (XXVII)
adopted by the General Assembly.

) The atomic umbrellas of the two large military blocs dominating the world
certainly do not suffice to reassure the majority of the States members of

the international community, which do not belong to those alliances. In a word,
the problems of nuclear disarmament have so far been considered in terms of
relations of force, or, if you prefer, in terms of hegemony. It follows that
all the agreements concluded so far are only arrangements peripheral to
disarmament. The political will to negotiate general and real disarmament
continues, unfortunately, to be lacking. The reports of the Conference of

the Committee on Disarmement (CCD) have always stressed that. The Secretary-
General's report (A/9770) on the reduction of military budgets has confirmed it.

With regard to the CCD, my delegation-has already had occasion {10 emphasize
the need to give it a new breath of life. Furthermore, although that body
has been strengthened numerically, we continue to believe that its present
system of an immovable co-chairmanship needs to be modified in order to give
Wore dynamism to the Committee's work. Indeed, that is one of the proposals

made by the non-aligned countries with a view to giving the CCD reneved vigour

b making its structures more democratic.
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Be that as it may, the problem of disarmament as a whole remains with us.

The initiatives taken to solve it have been timig up to now, whether nuclear
weapons or chemical weapons such as napalm are involved.
An examination of paragraphs 98 to 142 of the report of the Conference
of the Committee on Disarmament (A/9708) indicates once again that the
discussions in the CCD on chemical weapons are liable to go on indefinitely
so long as there is no political will to conclude new agreements to prohibit
the use of toxins as weapons of war.
© With regard to the control of chemical disarmament, my delegation believes
that the institutional machinery envisaged to undertake that control should in
the first place concern itself with the localization of existing stockpiles of
chemical weapons and with the control over their use for peaceful or
non-peaceful purposes. That is why we support the proposal already made
on those lines by the delegations of the non-aligned countries in the CCD.
Before setting up institutional machinery to control the use of chemical weapons
the General Assembly should have before it specific proposals on the prohibition
of such weapons and the destruction of existing stockpiles. o )
o The dréft Eon&entioﬁ on.the prohibition of the development, production and
stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their destruction, submitted in Geneva
by the socialist countries members of the CCD; the working psper submitted
there by the delegations of the 10 non-aligned countries; and the most recent
draft convention, submitted by Japan, should make it possible for the CCD to
pass from the stage of technical considerations and statements on the
establishment of a control mechanism to the phase of negotiations that should
rapidly succeed in formulating an agreement on the prohibition of nuclear weapons.
We venture to hope that the joint Soviet-American statement of b July 1974
in which the two super-Powers undertake to place before the CCD specifie

proposals on the prohibition of chemical weapons and the destruction of existing

stockpiles will very soon be put into effect.



yIG/rc A/C.1/PV.2016
66

(Mr. Traore, Mali)

As we know, the General Assembly has been concerned with the problem
of napalm since 1972. The various revorts of CCD and of other interested
podies have sufficiently emphasized both the deadly nature of that weapon
of mass destruction and the atrocious effects on the human body for the

international community to decide to forbid its use.

"The arms race is as harmful for the political conduct of States as for
their economic and social future.

In general, the rate of increase in military expenditures bears no relation
to the funds allocated for the struggle ageinst poverty. disease and ignorance.

The developing countries naturally bear the expense of the unbridled
arms race and over-arming which we are witnessing and they are being ruined by
it.

The amount of this monstrous wasté becomes even clearer when one links
disarmament to development, as provided for in resolution 2602 E (XXIV) on
the disarmement decade and resolution 2626 (¥XV) on the strategy for the
second United ilations Pevelonment Decade.

-In fact, in 1970 the developed countries allocated - 6.70 per cent of their-
gross national vwroduct for arms, as aszinst 0.35 per cent for assistance to
developing countries.

It is likewise estimated that, durins that same period, budgets for
research amounted to 560,000 million, of which $25,000 million were for military
purposes and only &k ,000 million for health research.

The report of the Secretary-General on the reduction by 10 per cent of
military budpets indicates that militery expenditures amounted to $275,000 million
In 1973 at current prices. Still according to this report:

"This figure is larger than the combined estimated product of the

developing countries of South Asia, the Far East and Africa combined,

and much larger than that of Latin America." (A/9770. p. 10)
The problem of disarmament, however complex it may be, is far from beling

&Ssentially technicazl. Disarmament conferences could multiply and succeed

one another, but they will never achieve conclusive results unless:

"... leaders ... chanpe the direction of the policies which have led to

arms races; if they reject external policies of intervention; if they

: o
reject international competition for power and prestige expressed through

military might." (ST/ZCA/iTh. D. 2)
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This conclusion, from the Report of the Group of Experts on the DCconomic

and Social Consequences of Disarmament, is an entire programme in itself.

¥y delegation appeals to the members of this Committee to consider these
suiding ideas.

The CHAIRMAM (interpretation from Sﬁanish): I thank Ambassador Traore

of ieli for the kind words he was so good as to address to the officers of
the Committee.

Mr. PERTZ de CUSLLAR (Peru) (interpretation from Spanish): !Mr. Chairman,

I could not start my first statement in this Committee without expressing to
you my satisfaction as a Latin American and as a Peruvian on seeing, as Chairman
of this Cormittee, 2 brilliant and exmerienced revresentative of n countrv with
vhich we have such fraternal friendshin. I exnress to you, 'Mr. Chairman,
and to the other officers of the Committee, our warmest congratulations and
our vest wishes for success in your important task. o

Ye are drawineg to the 'end of this meneral debate on the disarmament items
which are on the arendn of the First Committee. I bow to the
desire of the officers of the Committee that we should conclude at the
beginning of this week and accordingly my statement shall be both concise and
selective. Therefore I shall not touch on every item, and I reserve my right
to comment on specific aspects when we consider the draft resolutions submitted
on those items,

The delegation of Peru was a member of the Ad Hoc Committee for the
World Disarmament Conference and we were then able to observe how difficult
vas the +task before it. It is true that its mendate was limited to a mere
compilation and study of the opinions and suggestions on the desirability of
convening the conference, to such an extent that we could almost say that its
best efforts were devoted to the preparation of the report. But this was
Drecisely the most difficult part of its work, since resolution 3183 (XXVIII)
DrOVided that the report had to be adopted by consensus; and consensus, as
¥e knov, included not only the 40 non-nuclear Powers who are members of the
Committee, but alsc -- and this is essential -- the five nuclear Powers. As
everybody knovs, their positions were Very different regarding the.desirability
of the conference, nrior requirements and the timeliness of convening such a

Conference.,
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My delegation continues to believe that we must take advantage of the

fact that no country rejects the principle itself of the usefulness of &

vorld disarmoment conference. We believe that the very fact of holding such

a world conference with the participation of all the nuclear Powers would in
large measure justify the effort of preparation, because, in our opinion, by
focusing the attention of Governments ang public opinion on the very serious
prbblems .of the arms race, the effect would be to give new impetus to the
concrete ‘measures which of course could not be negotiated in detail. A
world disormament conference, by ‘setting the major guidelines, the broad
general direction for disarmament, would serve as a catalyst for disarmament
negotiations at every level. : T

For those reasons, my delegation will give its full support to any
initiative which will bring us a step nearer to the conference. We consider
it highly auspicious for disarmament in general that the idea of the
conference remain alive.

We have received with rnreat interest the new proposal subrﬁij:ted to the
General .h.ssembiy b:{r the Ministex; for: Foréién Af‘faivrs ;)f the Soviet Union,
entitled "Prohibition of action to influence the environment and climate for
nilitary and other purposes incompatible with the maintenance of international
security, human well-bein~ and health”. liy country has directly experienced
some of the serious blows of nature due to ecological disturbances, disturbances
in the environment caused by nature. Ve need only mention earthquakes,
radiation from atmospheric nuclear explosions, changes in merine currents
vhich result in the virtual disanpearance of certain species of fish which |
are vital to ocur economy, and others which i£ would take too long to enumerate.
Ve are gravely concerned that these uncontrollable phenomena of nature may
come to be administered and used deliberstely by human action. We can but be
- in favour of having the Conference of the Commi’ptee on Disarmament considet
those problems and of the desirability of a cg‘n’vention on the subject being
adopted, by which States will refrain in future from using such means of
Varfare,

A .
- - - - ol {Z
Certainly, on welcoming the initiative of the Soviet Union, we are taking no

Position in remard to the oriority which this proposal should have in relntion

to other items which are vefore CCD.
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A brief review of our agenda indicates that a new approach is being evolved

in regard to disarmanent Or.arms control, principally in the nuclear sphere:

this is the zonal or regional approach. No less than 5 of our 12 items

adopt this approach in one form or another.

There cannot be any major doubt that the pattern set at Tlatelolco, namely by
the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin Ameriéaﬂ is an
important source of inspiration. That is as it should be. The Tlatelolco
Treaty has for some years been going through which I might call a period of
expansion if not one of gaining strength. A major part of the region is now
covered by the provisions of the Treaty, and there are.grounds for expecting that
in the near future all the States.of America, including the Bahamas and Grenada
vhich have recently joined the United Nations, will be able to join the
régime of denuclearization. Two of the four Powers which were in a position
to sign and ratify Additional Protocol I have already done so, and all
nuclear weapon States except one are parties to Additional Protocol II; and
we appeal to fhé reméining State to become a party also. -

But the success of the movement towards denuclearization in Latin
Ameriéa - and it is iwportant to emphasize this .- was achieved largely
because the prevailing political circumstances in Latin America made 1t
podsible., e could wish that this model could be used automatically in other
regions of the world, but we are not sure whether circumstances elsewhere are
equally propitious.

Peru has received with gratitude the invitation extended to it by the’
Conference of the Cormittee on Disarmament to participate in its work as
of 1 January 1975, as soon as the General Assembly confirms our membership
in CCD, o .

' My country will endeavour to live up to the responsibility it assumes
in the certainty that the invitation of CCD has been influenced in sone neasure

by the vosition of Peru concerning certain ;urrent problems of disarmement

and arms limitation.
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Today we can but reaffirm and re-emphasize, in this connexion, our firm
position of principle as regards the priority item before CCD, namely,
the urgent need for the cessation of all nuclear aris teésts. Our position’
in this regard is perfectly well known and remains unalterable. T am pleased to
affirm here that it i1s in the light of this position-that we shall consider
the draft resolutions subuitted on this subject at the present session of

the General Assembly as well as the proposals in CCD.

On the other hand, we cannot doubt that in - the proposal of Peru as a
member of CCD, account has been taken of the position of my country
on arms limitation at the regional level, which is reflected in the
proposal of the President of Peru, General Juan Velasco Alvaradc that
the countries of Latin America reduce their military budgets and devote the
savings thus obtained to purposes of economic and social development that are
vital for our peoples.
This initiative not only reflects the friendly attiﬁude of Peru regarding
_the friendly countries which are our neighbours but also .- if that were -
necessary ~- it proves my Government's firm and active vocation for peace. This

position will be expressed unflaggingly in the august negotiation:forum in
Geneva.

The CHAIRIAN (interpretation from Spanish): I thank my friend,

Ambassador Perez de Cuellar, for the very courteous and kind words addressed

to my country and to me.

fr. MIKANAGU (BDurundi) (interpretation from French): One of the
former Presidents of the United States said that you can fool some of the
people some of the tiue, but you cannot fool allof the people all of the time.

The question of general and complete di;armament affects all the peoples
of the world.

The peoples of Africe, who must, however, defend themselves against
colonialism, imperialism, exploitation and neo-colonial pillage, do not produce
& single cartridge and consequently have no armaments to reduce. ‘Our peoples
love beace, justice and liberty. That is why we are in favour of genuine

disﬁrmament, the total destruction of stockpiles of sll arms of mass
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destructlon partlcularly auclear weapons, the prohlbltlon of their

uanufacture and of the development of other types of arms of this: kind,
and also the dismantling of wilitary bases and the w1Lhdrawal of forelgn
troops from all parts of the world.
It is on the basis of this genuine'commitmeht that a wofld
disarmament conference conld take place, because that conference must not V
be a mere rostrum for Dronéganda or misleading utterances made in order to
cancuflage the arms race and thus deceive the people of the world. Nor
should we be in too much of a hurry to convene a world dlsarmament conference
lest it lead finally to the failure of the objective in view, that is,
pgenuine , general and complete disarmament. '
We are convinced that at the very beginning that conference must have good .
chances of success Dbecause all the peoples‘of the world have a vital
interest in the success of the world disarmament conference. There is no point in
being in tco ruch of a hurry, we must start out ét‘the proper speed. We cannot
accept the 1dea of the failure of a world dlsarmament conference. That is
why it is neces sarv for all the nuclear Povers to’ agree to part1c1pate 1n
the conference. : '
If the wost poverful nuclear ?oversof the wvorld are tempted to get
together behind the backs of other countries by means of bilateral
negotistions in order to bring about a balance of their armaments so that
all the other peoples of the world will bow to ther, they may be
sure in any case that they will not succeed in fooling all the peorle
all thc time. The world disarmament conference can only succeed in an atmosphere
of mutual confidence among peoples, free from suspicion and distrust.
Today we are witnessing the advent of a new era in international
relations. The last Middle East war, and also the energy crisis which

followed it, have opened the eyes of the peoples of the third world.
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ople are now beginni o ; o i
These peopl begiming to raise their hea They are deinanding

the end of exploitation, alienaticn, colonial‘and neo-colonial

pllla”ln” of their natural resources.
Jle hope that the wost powerful countrles in the world w1ll not atterpt
to put back thie clock by using thelr traditional weapon of the law of the

stronzest in this Junzle of 1nternatlonal relations.
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We suppose that they will not try to use the bogey man of fear and terror-
and have recourse to a nuclear threat by setting in motion their navies
" are sailing over the seas and oceans.

which

And, if 2 new war were to break out, it

does not necessarily follow that we would stand to lose the most. The experience

of the Second World War teaches us that: thanks to it, all the peoples of the world
have finally won their political liberty.

However, we are quite aware that a planetary catastrophe might be entailed
by nuclear war. But the fact remains that the violence which prevails in the
world is particularly localized in the countries of the third world. Here
I would venture to quote what my Foreign Minister said on 7 October last
in the general debate in the Ceneral Assembly:

“"The great Powers of this world should first of all renounce their policy of

domination and hegemony which is at the basis of the incessant arms race,
whose air is eliminating the weaker States. It is no mere chance that all
the conflicts and hotbeds of tension are located not within the spheres

of the super-Powers or of the industrialized countries, but in the

developing countries. ,
"It therefore appears clear that the true victims of the arms race are
indeed the countries of the third world..." (A/PV.2259, p. T71)

Within the seame context, we deplore the close military co-operation between
certain NATO countries and the minority racist régime of South Africa. These
imperialist countries are continuing a tragic and absurd situation which
has changed that part of southern Africa into a veritable powder keg. This
situation threatens international peace and security. . |

My Government is still in favour of genuine Adisarmament, thg objective
being, within the framevork of a world conference, the total
destruction of nuclear stockpiles. We are gratified by the work done by
the Ad Hoe Committee on the World Disarmament Conference, whose task was to

consider all views and suggestions put before it by Governments on the subject

of convening & world disarmament conference. This work has been accomplished

thanks to the exceptional intelligence and skill of Ambassador Hoveyda of Iran,

Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee.
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I should also like to express my delegation's gratitude to the Rapporteur
- of that Committee and the Chairman of its Working Group, Mr. Elias of Spain,
for his tireless efforts.

The unbridled arms race and the accumulation of nuclear weapons by the
super-Powers will prompt other nuclear Powers in their turn to equip themselves
with comparable military power, while the non-nuclear Powers are going to try
to acquire nuclear veamons in order to break the monopoly and to be able to rely on

their own resources for the defence of their vital interests. Where will this
get us? While these vast sums of money are being spent on armaments they could
be used for the highly humanitarian cause of improving the well-being of all
peoples and in particular the economic and social development of the third
world.

That ié why we remain convinced that the peoples of the world --
those of the nuclear Powers and those of the non-nuclear Powers -- will one day
succeed in overthrowing the fascist, Pelligerent Governments whose short-sichted
politicians are incapable of understanding the course of history.

" Vhat suffefings; what privations.ahd sacrifices have been imposed(upoh
these peoples while millions and millions of dollars are being swallowed up
every day in the industries of death!

The Burundi delegation believes that nuclear energy should be used
exclusively for peaceful purposes, for creative purposes, for the development
of economic progress and human well-being. '

The implementation of the Declaration making the Indian Ocean a zone of peace

is of concern to my delegation. The "roving rivalry between the great Powers in.

the Indian Ocean is a rrave threif to the Afro-Asian countries and to international
beace and security. -

My delegation also supports the idea of creating a nuclear-free zone in the
Middle Fast and South Asin. We are also in favour of Additional Protocols I and IT
of the Tlatelolco Treaty for the total prohibition of nuclear weapons in Latin

America,
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In conclusion), Mr. Cheirman, I should like to tell you how encouraging it
is for the Burundi delezation to see you conducting the proceedings of this
important Committee. We are not at all surprised at the way in which you
have SO effectively been conducting our proceedings, because we have long known
your competence, diplomatic skill and political flexibility.

I should like clso to take this opportunity to convey our congratulations
to the other officers of the Committee.

It might have been noted that my delegation has failed to refer to several
of the items on cur agenda and we therefore reserve our right to spesk again at

‘a later stage when specific items are being examined.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I thank the representative

of Burundi for the kind vords addressed to the officers of ﬁhe Committee.

Mr. HYV:[\'RINEN (Finland): As delegations will recall, in my statement

“of 29 October I proposed, in the name of-the.Finnish Government, that a
comprehensive studv on the question of nuclear-free zones in gll its aspects
be initiated. The Finnish delegation has been gratified by the positive response

that proposal has received. Several speakers have commented favourably on 1t in‘

their statements in this Committee. The response has been equally favourable

in consultations which my delegation has conducted with a great number of other

delegations, particularly those which have expressed a special interest in the

qQuestion of nuclear-free zones. During those consultations a number of points

have been made with regard to the drafting of en appropriate resolution. My

delegation will deal with them in due course in connexion with the introduction

of a draft resolution.
In its statement of 29 October,

the problem of the proliferation of nuclear weapon
Today I should 1ike to speak briefl
ittee -on Disarmament, chemical weapons and

the Finnish delegation dealt exclusively with
s -- a question of unequalled

i . . y on three questions:
importance at this time.

the work of the Conference of the Comm

ecological warfare.
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Our interest in CCD is well known. The Finnish Government has closely followed
its work by dispatching, on a regular basis, special observers to Geneva.
furthermore, it has tried to make an active contribution to the disarmameﬁt
efforts within the CCD. 1In the field of chemical 'S»)"eapons, for example,

Finland has submitted to the Committee working papers on a project for the creation

of a control capacitv on a national basis for possible future international use.

I shall come back to this n»articular question in a few minutes.¥

‘\\\ -
* Mr. Siddiq (Afghanistan), Vice-Chairman, took the Chair.
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The Finnish Government continues to consider CCD tﬁe major

organ for multilateral disarmament negotisticns. Throﬁgh the years,

. .
CCD has proved”its usefulness by producing four important multilateral arms

control agreements. At the same time it has given impetus to other disarmament

negotiaticns, notably the SALT talks. The regrettable fact that for the

last three years CCD has not been able to report new treaties for the =~~~ -7
approval of the General Assembly is not due to any inherent weaknesses in its
structure or working methods. It is due to differences in the substantive
positions of the parties concerned.  The Committee on Disarmement remsins the best
place to overcome those difficulties.

As from the beginning of next year, CCD will h;ve five new members.

This enlaigement will bring a positive new element to CCD, while maintaining
its basic balance and preserving its character of a negotiéting body of
manageable proportions. ' ‘

We also note that CCD can expect an active, busy and, it is to be hoped,
productive session next year. It will, however, remain the task of its members --
and particularly its major military Powers -- to translate those expectationé
and hopés into céncfefe progress. The work of CCD on chemical weapons has
received new impetus through the Japanese draft convention, as well as through
the declared intention of the two co-Chairmen to take a joint initiative in
the same matter. It has been proposed, further, that CCD should deal at
its next session with the new Soviet Dproposal concerning environmental
varfare. We furthermore hope that the General Assembly will request cCD
once more to make a renewed effort to find the right formula to induce the major
Povers to accept a comprehensive test ban treaty.

On the question of chemical weapons, it may well be that next year
vill at last bring that breekthrough for which CCD itself has worked
so intensively and which all of us have been expecting for the last three years.
The makings are unquestionebly there for an agreement on this question.

I referred earlier to the impetus which the work of CCD in the field

of chemical weapons received from the Japanese draft convention on the subject.

Once’ the joint initiative acreed upon by the United States and the USSR materializes,

CCD will have an opportunity to emter into concrete negotiations with a view
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to elgborating a draft treaty on the subject. We hope that the negoﬁiating

process will be initiated in &ll seriousness and that concrete progress

can be registered at the next session of the Assembly.

I referred a moment ago to the effort of the Finnish Govermment to make
e concrete and practical contribution to the work of CCD on chemical

weapons.  This has teken the form of a project on the creation, on a national

basis, of a chemical weapon control capacity for possible future international

use. Work on the project has now been continuing for three years and has progressed
as planned. The Finnish Government has kept CCD continuously informed

about the project by submit‘ting detailed working papers on it. The latest of

these is annexed to this year's report of the Committee on Disarmament.

The prOposal of the Soviet Union concerning the prohibition of action to
influence the environment and climate for military purposes -- one of the three new
items on our disarmament agenda -~ is both timely and important. The problems
related to that question give rise to a few general remarks on the uses of
advanced science and technology. The vast research and development effort
- for military. purposes nourishes and maintains the qualitative arms race, .and -
vice versa., This waste of human talent and expertise takes place at a time
when all the energies and resources available should be channelled to serve
constructive instead of destructive purposes. Yet, on the level of basic
research the dividing line between the two is rather delicate. Many of its
results may have both civilian and military applications.

Measures to influence the environment and climate are a case in
boint. Man has hoped that some processes of nature could be harnessed for
human benefit -- as in the control of destructive natural phenomena like
hurricanes, or in the discovery of means to induce rain in areas plagued by drought,
Indeed, our Committee in its consideration of the outer space resolutions
approved & request to the World Meteorological Orgenization.

n‘.’ 0 pursue actively the implementation of its tropical cyclone project,

continuing and intensifying its other related action programmes, including

the World Weather Watch, and, especially, the effqrts being undertaken

towards Obtaining. basic meteorological data and discovering ways and means

to mitigate the harmful effects of tropical storms and to remove or

. R . . . . 1"
minimize their destructive potential...
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Modest as the present achievements may-be, the promises of new

breakthroughs in science are great. Yet, these new inventions could, éither

now or in the foreseeable future, be utilized as methods of warfare to influence

the climate and tke environrent destructively. The tire has come, therefore,
to act against that danger, howeYer<pr9thétical. We agree that a pre-emptive
action in this question is aeppropriate.

There is also concern that methods of warfare of this king undermine the
principles of existing international law. This has caused some Governments
to take up the question of environmental war in the Diplomatic Conference on
the Reaffirmation and Development of Humanitarian Law Applicable in Armed
Conflicts,in order to include a prohibiting clause to the Additional Protocols
of the Geneva Convention. That process is still under way.

.The concern caused by the prospect of environmental war is shared by
ecologists. They know that intentional efforts to destroy some:elements of
the fragi}e ecological systems, or efforts to manipulate the sensitive
mechanisms of nature for destructive purposes, could have incalculable and
irreparable consequences. That warning was strongly voiceéd orily two yéars ‘ago
by the United Nations Conference on the Human Environment.

As the report of CCD tells us, the ouestion of envirommental warfare
vas touched upon by some delegations durinz the past session. The joint
statement by the Unitgd States and the Soviet Union where the two countries -
expressed their desire to undertake ‘
... the most effective measures possible to overcome the dangers of the use of
environrental rodification techniques for militery purposes...” (CCD/L31, p. 8)
has been widely acclaimed. We welcome the initiative taken to bring this important
‘question to the attention of the General Assembly. We also endorse the idea
of requesting CCD to cCiscuss this issue and report back to the General
Assembly at its thirtieth session. We wish to stress the importance of

including epvironmental experts in the deliberations of CCD on this question.¥

—_— ©

¥ The Chairman returned to the Chair.
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Mr. PENJOR (Bouten)® Mr, Chairmen, I should like to thank you for

calling on me even at this stage of our debate .- "My :delegation also Wlshes to JOln

previous -speekers -in congratulatlng ydu en ‘your election as Chairman 0F this ' -

important political Committee. The bulk of the"agen’da is dévoted to disarmamc-nt

end it-is fitting that you should preside over the deliberatitns on a subgect so

familiar to you and in which you are well versed " You have alreadv very Bllv

demonstrated your capacity and experiénce in guldlng the debate amd harmorilz.lng
different viewpoints so that a-widely acceptable -pattern “may emefge . T ilso

offer our congratulations to the two Vice-Chaitmen and the Rapporteur.
to speak as I deemed it essential to éxpress ‘the views -of y dei-=ation on some

of the items t© which we attach importance, - The ¥ingdor of Shuta- e *'aﬂe;"‘
loving State.and we follow the -developments on disarmament wikh ey interest.
The arms race -- nuclear and conventional =-- on which astronomical sums
of money are spent, frightens all mankind. '~ Several previous speskers- ~
furnished full details of the rising expenditure and of the inventory of the
arsenals .of the super-Powvers and thaet of the medium and small Powers a5 well.
Although it is necessary to avoid repetition, yet; in order to highlight t:he
. dimension and magnitude of the fear which grips humanity, it is essential to
mention again that as much as ‘$270 thousand million have been spent each year
on armaments. Staggering as this amount is, ‘it is mno ‘exaggeration to say
that it has not benefited any person either in the developed or in the developing
or podr comtries., Vast additional sums of money are to be '_spent both on ' A
sophisticated conventional weapons to replaée those made outmcded and obsolete,
and on proliferation of nuclear weapons simultaneously with the improvement
of the mechanics of the delivery system. If the development of new and more lethal
Weapons continues unabated, it will weaken the fragile fabric of the international
Oorder, - )
While a stable level of expenditure is to be preferred to a rising trend,
the fact remains that an annuel expenditure of some $270 thousand million
not only represents a colossal waste of resources but also permits the refinement
®d expansion of an already enormous capacity for destruction, Despite the well-
intentioned levelling off in world military expenditure, the technol ogical

WIS race -~ the development of new and more lethel weapons -=- cortinue: u.abzted.

In viey of this, my delegation last year supported the reduction in militery



RG/19 ®  A/C.1/PV.2016
.87

(Mr. Penjor, Bhutan)

budgets in the hope that the production of destructive armaments could be
minimized and that the developing countries mould to that extent benefit.
In spite of these efforts, certain nuclear-weapon Powers sre unfortunately
proceeding o accunulate deadly nuclear weapons. In the summary of the contents
of the SIPRI Year Book, 19Tk, it is stated that world militar:;r expenditure.

is runni’ng ot about $207 thousand million per year, which is over 6 per cent of
the gross national product of the world and equivalent to fully one-third of the
combined output of the 2,000 million people living in the world's underdeveloped
regions. The report goes on to say that the military expenditure of those

count ri es which provide development aid is estimated to be approximately

6.7 per cent of their gross national product, which _is nearly 30 times greater
than the official development alid that they provide. The report notes that the
transfer of resources from military to peaceful uses could significantly raise
standards of living and promote faster growth,

The corner-stone of the United Nations Charter was laid "to save succeeding
generations from the scourge of yar,_whl‘ch twice in ogr lifetime has brought
wmtold sorrow to mankind”. It is due to a curious combination of circumstances
that the present generation has not yet been annihilated by the nuclear
holocaust, and we should indeed thank Almighty God for his mercy.

To strengthen the steps towards disarmament, various proposals have been advanced
in the recent past. We shall not advocate their rejection without carefully
examining their inport as well as the impact that they can make..

Nevertheless, beinz of serious concern to mankind, disarmament is
teking on & new urpency. The present decade is for both disarmament and
development, and they are of the greatest importance to the world community.

It has been observed by meny intellectuals that we have to learn to live with
the bomb, as we are indeed doing every year. These remarks do not meen that
 we should be lulled into & complacent mood &nd that we should ellow things

to drift bevond control. At the same time, we should encourage new ideas

. ntended to accelerate the much needed  development

end initiatives 1int

process . se that we do not leave the solution of the problem in the hands of & few,.
R hat we .
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. Some previous speakers characterized the progress made in the field of
disarmament within the framework of the United Nations as halting and disappointingly
slow. There is some Justificaticn, but we rust recognize the corplex

nature of the subject. It is also evident from the report that the work of

.the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament is at a crawl, but the

significant point is that the debate is proceeding and we believe that

nothing should be done to stall this debate. The achievements of this

Committee are by no means impressive, nor has its performance bfought the world
back from the brink of catastrophe and disaster. We therefore urge that,
wtil oth.er feasible arrangements are brought into existence, the Committee
should continue with its work , intensifying its activities if necessary.
A comprehensive disarmament conference has become more urgent then ever.
W delegation would welcome the holding of a world disarmament conference
to create conditions under which real progress could be made, ©Such a conference
might, in our opinion, strengthen the foundations for a lasting peace, which <is the
‘highest aspiration of mankind. C S T ' i
In this context we have read the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on the
World Disarmament Conferemce. We recognize that careful preparations should be
made if the conference is to meet with success. The goal should be miversal
and complete disarmement. The conference should undoubtedly be universal in
character. All the Member States, without exception, sholld whole-heartedly
Perticipate in it. The deliberations should teke place in a free and cordial
stmosphere., The issues should not be prejudged. Above all, there should be a
Pervading and complete trust among the participants. Then one can hope for e

desirable outcome .
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Be that as ;t ney, th? tren@,tQVards:détenﬁesand relaxation of -

. international tensions appears to ‘be_holding. -It.is to be noted that small .. o

gains nave resulted from this trend. The second stare of SALT is to be

;esumed soon. If and vhen a firm understanding is regched, it should, if

_____ t the nuclear
threat, hanziag like the sword of Damocles, is banished forever. It is .
also hoped that the results of the mutual force reduction neg;tiatiOnS
could bring significant consequences.for:nﬁclear‘policies.

Iy delegation regrets to note that progress towards outlawing chemical
and biological weapons is very slow. . This area, in the view of my delepation,
offers a real opportunity for the Member States concerned %o shov a high
levellof statesnanship by reaching an agreement not to produce any chemical
or biolo~ical weapons and to destroy those already in existence. It is
realized that a gquick result éannot be expected. 'Bowevers keeping the
Geneva Protocol of 1025 as the basigq 8 ste?-bywstep approach, :
especially in the Comnmittee on Disafmament, should yileld worthwhile results.
The use of iapain and otheér incendiaries in modérg‘ﬁarfafé is most untenable.

Another area to which Bhutan attaches zreat importance is the preservation
of the Indian Ocean as a zéne of peace. This question has been engaging
the attention of the Asseubly since 1971. The Secretary -General's factual
statement of the effect of the great Powers' military presence in the Indian
Ocean has béen available, and ve hope it has facilitated the worx of the
Ad Hoc Committec on the Indian Ocean. iy delegetion fully recognizes that
the Iﬁdiaﬂ Ocean should be maintained as & ZOUGQQf peace. ‘¥f\gr¢aﬁ Power
riValryvis alloved to have its éffect, it will affect the vital interests
of all the littoral States; and acute and serious effects, such as to lead
to political instabilit& and social aad econoric miseries, will also be
felt by the hinterland States.

In this regard ve compliment Ambassador Amerasinghe for his relentless

. A £
efforts as Chairnan of tie AﬂLﬁqE_Commlttee. e read the report of the

. . . e g eat need for co -operation
Ad Loc Committee witu interest. There 1s & grea

among the States of the Indian Ocean as envisaged in the Declaration.
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For this purpose it will also be essential to mention with clarity the

littorel and hinterland States. Ve sincerely hope that the areat Powers will

co-operate in a vpractical manner with the Ad Hoc Committee in the discharge
of its functions. Such co--operation would enhance the activities c¢f the
Comrittee immensely.

The question of establishing nuclear weapon -free zones is also before
us. We believe that all proposals deserve careful consideration. Bhutan has
always felt that the highest priority ought to be accorded to measures in
the field of nuclear disarmament vwith a view to promoting the cause of general
and complete disarnanent. In this connexion, the proposal of the revresentative
of Finland that a couprehensive and analytical study of the creation of
nuclear-weapon-free zones be undertaken deserves consideration. In fact,
two nuclear-weapon--free zones are in existence now. ilany delegations that
have spoken so far seem to accept it in principle. Several previous
speakers have also outlined certain criteria for the establishment of these
zones. These criteria deserve careful examination and evaluation. The
consensus appéaré to favour consultations first; amoﬁgs.t the States in the
particular region, and an agreement before further action is initiated
under the auspices of the United Nations. In this connexion, my delegation
agrees with the views expressed by the representative of Bangladesh. In
his statement before this Committee on 7 Hovember 1974, he said:

. the countries of the reion should consult among thewselves about
the desirability of such an idea ... . Vithout a careful and thorough
examination of these ... pertinent points, 1t would be unreasonable

to expect a successful outcome.

“Tet us ... approach the question of nuclear-weapon -free zones as

an opportunity that would help to promote regional co-operation and

not become a source of disruption.” (2011th meeting, pages 11 and 12)

In conclusion, my delegation tyusts that disarmarent as a method

of Preserving international peace and security will be =iven the highest

s . S : ing the wo:ld
Priority in our deliberations of the political 1sSsues confronting

. . 1 mc and soclal
todayg and we believe that through disarmament the economic

levelopment in the third world will be accelerated to bring about peace,

Progress and social justice for all.
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The CHAIRIAN (interpretation from Spanish): T thank the

representative of Bhutan for his corgial congratulations

.Ir. RATIPHUL (Mauritius); Sir, it' is not out of sheer courtesy or

protocol, but with »rofound sincerity, that T varmly congratulate you,
distinguisied colleacue, on your unanimous election to the chairmansniv of
our most importiant Co.urittee, nanely, the Political and Security Cormittee
of the twenty ninth session of the General Assembly. For any years now .
I have had the privilege and honour of working closely alongside you in the
interests of the world coswunity. During that time, we have forged for ourselves
as well as for our respective countries, a strong bond of friendship, nainly
under the bvanner of non -alignrent. This in turn naturally led to the
establishuent of diplomatic relations at ambascadorial level between
Yiauritius and Arcsentina.

varlier this year 6 together with other African brothers, I had the
pleasure of visiting your great and proud country. I shall never forgmet
the hour -long fruitful discussions we had with the lerendary late
President Perdn, in the sracious presence Of Sefiora Isabella, then -
Vice President, and aided by Sefior Vignes, your distinguished and learned
liinister of Toreign Affairs.

Ve pray tuet Argentina will continue to prosper in resained internal
peace to become the most important [ranary of the world, certainly of the
third world, thus contributin;; in an even rmore effective manner towards the
strenzthening of international security.

liy delegation fully shares tine view repeatedly expressed in this Comuittee,

- . - détente and
as vell as in other gatherings, that a nev course towards

co-operation has developed in international life as a consequence of the deep,

on-going changes that have taken place in the world.

‘Thile welcoring the groving trend towards mutual understanding

and also towards the further expansion of
scientific, technological and cultural

between States and peoples .

international trade and economic,

: i 1 i pite of a marked relaxation
co--operation, we cannot help but notice that in sp <

of tension in recent years, particularly among the big Powers, the arms race

continues unrestrained.
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The depressing picture of the world today, faced with a multiplicity of

economic and social problems, contrasts sharply with the unrestricted waste

of resources, both material ang human, on arms.
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As the recent report by the Secretary-General on military budgets
indicates, the world military expenditures in 1973 reached the enormous
amount of $275,000 million, a figure which, as was pointed out earlier by
the representative of Mali, is larger than the combined estimated product
of the developing countries of South Asia, the Far East and Africa combined,
and much larger than that of Latin America. The upward spiral in world
expenditures for military purposes contrasts both in size and in trend with
the ajd to developing countries. In total, the developed countries’
appropriations for military purposes are some twenty times their appropriations
for development aid.

Faced with the prospect of self-destruction and having to solve economic
and social problems which are overvwhelming, mankind has no choice, no sane
alternative, but to stwurt the long-awaited process of disarmament. Regardless
of their size or their stage of development, all countries share the

responsibility of taking steps which would help achieve this goal.

Thus, our participation in the debates on disarmament stems from our
vital interest in world peace, in which a central place is held by the struggle
for general disarmament that should allow the material and human resources

t0 concentrate on economic and social development and on raising the welfare

of its peoples.
Nuclear weapons constitute the most fearful category of armements and

they pose the greatest threat mankind now faces. We place great hope in

international bilateral and multilateral negotiations aimed at the prevention

of & nuclear war and nuclear disarmament. This field should have priority over

any other subject in international negotiations.
The non-proliferation Treaty reduced the danger of the spread of nuclear

weapons, and its universal acceptance is in the best interests of the world

community. Although the non-proliferation Treaty is discriminatory against
non-nuclear-weapon States, we should sdmit that, if fulfilled bona fide,

the treaty could mean a corner-stone for the prevention of a nuclear war and

for meking available to mankind the great benefits atomic energy and technology

are capable of. The Review Conference scheduled to take place in May 1975

should consider seriously the operation of the Treaty with a view to

strengthening it in the interest of all countries.

:
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The prohibition of nuclear weapon testing is a traditional item on the

. g 1
First Committee's agenda. While agreeing that the 1963 partial test ban Treaty

and the 19Tk threshold Treaty constitute steps in the right direction, my
Government contlnueg to hold the strong view that a comprehensive nuclear test
ban treaty is urgently needed, particularly against the background of the
series of nuclear tests, both in the atmosphere and underground, which we are
still witnessing. The nuclear-weapon States have a special responsibility
in starting the motion towards this end.

The regional approach to disarmament has become an important element
in the international search for security. Mauritius gave its support to the
Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a zone of peace when that Declaration was
adopted three years ago. Together with the other countries bordering the
Indian Ocean, we are deeply concerned that the competitive expansion of the
military presence of the great Powers in the Indian Ocean would lead to an
increase of tension in the area, and we call upon the great Powers to refrain
from 1ncrea51ng and strengthen1ng their mllltary presence in the reglon of the
Indian Ocean. Of particular concern to us littoral States of the Indlan
Ocean is the recent agreement announced in the British House of Commons on
5 February 197k, under the provisions of which the United States would
establish support installations on the island of Diego Garcia for warships and
aircraft. Any decision by the United Kingdom and the United States to extend
communications and military facilities on the island of Diego Garcia would
constitute a flagrant violation of the United Nations resolution on the
subject. We appeal cnce again to those directly concerned, especially the
United States of America, to reconsider their present policy, which certainly
is conducive to the creation not of a zone of peace but rather of one of
tension. The peoples of the countries of the Indian Ocean must be allowed to

live in peace and security. Therefore Mauritius will continue to explore with

Others every possibility of maintaining peace in the area.

It is in that spirit that nmy country approaches also the initiatives

regarding the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones. At this session

of the General Assembly, this question is being dealt with under several agenda

. i ment
ltems., We support the creation of such zones whenever there is an agree€
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in regard to them among the countries concerned. This presupposes, of course,
prior consultation and agreement among all the States of those regions.

Regrettably, that did not occur in the case of South Asia, as proved by the
debates that have taken place so far,

We are living in an epoch which is characterized by fevdiutiéﬁafy changes
in science and technology. Unfortunately, the achievements of this
revolution, because of the duality of their functions, are increasingly used
in the military field. We cannot but fully subscribe to what our colleague
from Ireland said in this Committee about the "tyranny of technique". Each
major advance in military technology seems to impose its own domination and
demands upon Governments, and as a result policies cease to be guided by
rational political choice and become, instead, imperatives dictated by
technical innovation.

Against this background, one should admit without hesitation the great
merits of the initiative of the USSR regarding prohibition of action to
influence the environment and climate for militéfy énd other purboses '
incompatible with the maintenance of international security, human well-being
and health. The frightening picture of the real possibilities of putting into
practice certain methods of environmental warfare presented by
Ambassador Malik in his speech on 21 October makes it completely clear that we
should act before the possibilities become realities. Our attention was
drawvn to the fact that a particular danger of geophysical warfare exists in the
fact that the aggressor can secretly, without declaring war, for many years use
some of the metheds of such a war against its intended victim. Mauritius
shares the concern expressed here by many speakers on the possibility of
employing the forces of nature for purposes incompatible with the maintenance

of international security, human well-being and health, and had the privilege of

co-sponsoring the draft resolution submitted by the USSR on this item as

contained in document A/C.1/L.675.

There is unanimous recognition of the fact that the big Powers bear a

Special responsibility for the strengthening of peace and security in the

world. We, the non-aligned, the emall and medium-sized countries, are also.

aware of our responsibility to contribute to the forward march of contemporary
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_ pankind on a new, progressive road. That is why we regard as extremely
important the active participation of all countries in the debates on
disarmament. The universalization of the disarmement talks could spur
disarmament negotiations and facilitate the adoption of disarmament measures.
With this conviction, Mauritius has fully supported the proposal to convene
& world disarmament conference and would spare no effort to further promote
this proposal at this session. We are of the opinion that a world

disarmament conference should be adequately prepared and that participation

in the conference should be universal, including the major military Powers.
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It is certainly true that the last few years have seen a proliferstion

of the bodies dealing with disarmament, both inside and outside the United

Nations. But the increased activity has not led to the kind of effective action
that is so urgently needed.

Among other things, we would have liked to see implemented General Assembly

resolutlon 3093 A (XXVIII) on the reduction of the military budgets of States
permanent members of the Security Council by 10 per cent and utilization of
part of the funds thus saved to provide assistance to developing countries.
In concluding, I would like to pledge the entire co-operation of my
delegation in making this session of the General Assembly a turning point in
disarmament negotiations, a landmark in the United Nations efforts to save

succeeding generations from the scourge of war.

The CHAIRMAKN (interpretation from Spanish): T thank Ambassador Ramphul

of Mauritius very specially for the kind and moving words he addressed to me,

to my country and its authorities. It is auspicious that he has addressed these
words to me today when the Ambassador of Mauritius submitted his credentials

in Buenos Aires, thus cementing the very close links existing between our two

countries.

Mr. KASASA CINYANTA (Zaire) (interpretation from French):
Mr. Chairman, may I be permitted at this late hour to join with all those who

congratulated you on your election to the chairmanship of our Committee.

May I also congratulate the other officers of the Committee on their brilliant
election. As the speakers before me have said, I should like to express the
hope that our work will be successful. I should also like to point out that
diplomatic relations have very recently been established between your country
and mine, and I feel sure that your country and mine will both promote their

development .
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The dclegation of Zaire in this First Committee has hesitated &
long time before speaking on the various items on our agenda. Indeed, my
delegation thought that all that could be said on (a) the reduction of
the military budgets of States permanent members of the Security Council
by 10 per cent and the utilization of part of the funds t&zuS"savéd to provide

sssistance to developing countries (b) napalm and other incendiary weapons

and all aspects of their possible use (c) chemical and bacteriological
weapons | (d) the urgent need for cessation of nuclear and thermonuclear
tests and conclusion of a treaty designed to achieve a comprehensive
test ban, (e) the world disarmament conference, (f) general and complete
disarmament, (g) the prohibition of action to influence the environment
and climate for military and other purposes incompatible with the o
maintenance of international sccurity ,human well-being and health —-
all that could be said has beer said by the eminent speakers who spoke
before me.
80 could I really add anything new? Perhaps an originzl approach to -t
. the presentation.of these matters in the spirit of the statement made on
b October 1973 by our President, Citizen lMobutu Sese Seko at the twenty-eighth
session of the General Assembly, who, refgrring to the policy of a return to
authenticity, seid:
"Thus strengthened by this experience, we believe that Zaire can now
modestly show the world its own interpretation of problems that
confront us 211."(A/PV.2140, p. 51)
0d this is what I intend to do very briefly.
Before proceeding any further, may I recall in our Committee a passage

B the important statement by Citizen Mobutu Sese Seko at the General

Ssembly on environment and disarmament:

"I believe also that it is my duty to draw the attention of this august
All
lso to all

Assembly to the collective responsibility of the human race.

leaders are not responsible only 1O their own nationals but a

"their counterparts. Indeed, it is no longer enough to SWeep the streets

outside your own house to have done your proper duty: you &iso

have 10 see if your neighbour has done +he same as you and particularly 1f
he is not passing over to you the dirt he is cszusing in his won houschold.
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"Now phe whole world is talking of the disappearance of the
hugan race because of the pollution in all environments. The
misfortune in such cases is that we are witnessing a true inflation
of texts and books which, in their desire to dra% attention, in
fact do the 6pposite. -

"Without any doubt, it is a matter of prestige to possess the
atomic bomb or even more the thermonuclear bomb, but to make it
operational, and particularly to miniaturize it, you obviously have
to carry out tests with it, andthat is not always convenient. We
condemn all nuclear tests wherever they may be and we do not condemn
any one country more than another. In this particular area, we do
not agree with the atomic countries which are asking all others
to ratify the non-proliferation Treaty. For our part, we have
ratified it with enthusiasm, but we do not manufacture bombs or even
bullets. But the couptrigs cqncerped are telling us every day about

. the invention of ever more sophisticated armaménté. Now what is
responsible about this?" (A/PV.2140, p. T6)
This is the crux of the matter. Where is the sense of responsibility
of the international community and of those mainly responsible in this
matter who, while very well aware of this terrible evil and its causes,
refuse 10 meet it with effective remedies that they are also very well aware of?
Indeed, whether it is a matter of napalm and other incendiary weapons,
chemical or bacteriological weapons, nuclear weapons or, soon, neteorological
weapons, the radical solution lies in their total  elimination from our
planet and the total and definitive cormitmént of all States in the world

not to manufacture themany tore. Therefore, we have to accept the idea of

general and complete disarmament as advocated in the United Nations Charter

in its Article 11. paragraph 1, as well as in numerous resolutions of the
General Assembly.
But herein lies the difficulty because SOme

disarmament accompanied by effective international control.

do not wish to accept such
Rather, the great

m*lltary Powers impute ulterior motives to each other and each suspects

the others of a lack of sincerity. Thus, for example, it will be said
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that it seems that the nuclear club wishes to reserve its right to arm
and to over--arm. r else, that a sound defence systen is essential to
intimidate the aggressor. Or, that we recognize that the world disarmament
conference will play a useful role at the proper time, but we do not
believe that such a conference could lead to useful results now or in the
near future. or evén, that a particular threat resides in the fact‘that the
azgressor can, over & long period, work secretly without declaring war and
use some of the methods that I have referred to against his appointed
victims, and so forth.

Thus, we ascertain that it is easier to manufacture weapons of
excessive destructive potential than to part with them. We realize -
that the question is a complex one and that it has to be tackled by indirect
means , which do hnot convince everybody: accession to the nuclear
non~proliferation Treaty:; aconference to review this Treaty; the reduction
of the military budgets of the permanent members of the Security Council;
prohibition of action to influence the environment and climate for m‘ilitary
and other purposes incompatible with the maintenance of international "
security, human well -being and health; the demilitarization of ‘certain

regions, and so on.
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But. a1l these initiatives bypass the real problem: the imperious need for
general and complete disarmament under effective international control.
In referring to all these matters, my delegation wishes to place the
problem in the context of Zaire's analysis of the problem of disarmament.
7aire is a . party to the nuclear-weapon non-prollferatlon Treaty and will
participate without doubt in the conference to review that Treaty as
enviséged in 1975, as it has participated in the Ad Hoc Committee on the World
Disernarient Conference, in the diplomatic conference on the reaffirmation
and development of international humanitarian law applicable in armed .
confl.ict and in the Conference of governmental experts on weapons which
can cause indiscriminate harm, which was recently held in Lucerne, Switzerland.
By its participation in all these conferences, and in thoss to come, Zaire
wishes to demonstrate its loyalty to the Charter of the United Nations and
to the international cormunity. Zaire does not wish to side-step any
» 1n1t1at1ve launched by the latter in its efforts to promote the cause of
peace and international Justlce. That is why Zaire is pleased at its -
admission to the Committee on Disarmement, where it hopes to bring its
authentic and creative imagination as well as its sincere and frank
collaboration, free fror any ulterior motives. May its innocent voice
receive a sympathetic response in that Committee. In conclusion, I should

like to thank all the representatives who voted in favour of the admission

of Zaire to that Committee.
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The CHATRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I thank the representative

of Zaire for his cordial remarks concerning the officers of the Committee and

for his reference to the relations that exist between our two countries.

I now call on the last speaker on my list in the general debate, the
representative of Bahrain.

Mr. AL-KHALIFA (Bahrain) (interpretation from Arabic): Mr. Chairman,

I.should like to join the previous speakers in extending congratulations to you
on the' occasion of your election as Chairman of this Committee. Your excellent
qualities as a prominent and experienced diplomat are clearly evidenced by

your unanimous election as Chairman of the First Committee, and we are fully
confident that under your wise guidance this "Committee will be able to achieve
fruitful and constructive results.

The United Nations, as a centre for co-ordinating international efforts,
has contributed positively and effectively to the attainment of the objectives
and principles embodied in the Charter which are aimed at safeguarding
.international peace, security and progress. However, despite the “achievéments -
of the United Nations, we find ourselves today facing grave conditions created
by the absence of security, a situation which still faces humanity.

The continuation of the armaments race and the increase of expenditures on
arms, which are intensified by the rapid consumption ©f stockpiles of weapons
and the technological obsolescence of those weapons, has  induced the big Powers
to increase their spending on armaments and on attempts to improve the
technological efficiency of those weapons. In other words, the consumption
of stockpiled weapons plus their technological obsolescence have led to
increaseq expenditures on armaments and to the improvement of their technological
efficiency. This has resulted in a vicious circle which is difficult to break.
That vicious circle  cannot be broken unless the big Powers provide guarantees
4 just and permanent solutions. ,

The international community is facing a difficult task which calls fer
Suarantees t¢ 1imit the proliferatidn of nuclear and chemical weapons and
¥ put a halt to their production as well as efforts to achieve general and

‘ouplete disarmament, which would enable each country, whether large or small,

to 14 s o
live ip international peace and security.
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Therefore, my delegation believes that it is the duty of the international
community, in suitable circumstances and in this era of déteﬁte, to discuss in
a fruitful manner the question of dAisarmament and the need to consolidate
international security, and to take action that would contribute to the elimination
of tension -and the solution of the economic crisis.
' We believe that the soluvion of problems of disarmament and economic
‘development are closely interrelated. Therefore, my delegation welcomes the .
important international conventions which have been concluded with a view to
limiting armaments, particularly nuclear weapons.
_Bahrain, as a small country, believes that economic development cannot
be achieved unless stability and jnternational security are guarantoced.
Therefore, we have supported the Declaration on the Indian Ocean as a Zone
of Peace and the appeal to raintain the Gulf area free from the competition
~of the big Powers gpg free from foreign interference in order to guarantee
peace and stability in this sensitive region of the world. The area of the
Indian Ocean consists of peace-loving peoples, anfi my dele»gatipnr tlflerefprg .
suPPO'rts the Declaration on this area as a zone of peace. At the same time,
my delegation supports the creation of a nuclear-free area in that part of
the world.
On this occasion my delegation would like to express its deep faith in
the need to keep the Indian Ocean in general, and the Gulf area in particular, free
from the rivalry and competition of the big Powers. Bahrain's support of the
Declaration on the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace stems from its deep faith
in the need to spare the region end its people the sufferings of & destructive
var that would not be in the interests of the region or of humanity at large.
References to the Indian Ocean region and the armaments race leads us

to speak of the Iranien initiative concerning the declaration of the Middle East

8 & nuclear-free zone. My delegation supports the impqrt'ant statement made

here by Her Highness Princess Ashraf Pahlevi of Iran, which could pave the way to

the desired goal of generel end complete disarmament.
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Dealing with the Middle East region as a nuclear—free zone leads us
also to refer to the attempts by Israel to acquire nucleaz: weapons. We call
on the international community to exert pressure in order to prevent Israel
from producing those weapons and to call on Israel to sign the nuclear-weapon
non--proliferation Treaty.. My delegation supports the declaration of the
Middle East as -a nuclear-free zone and hopes that this initiative will meet |
with the full support of the countries of the ax:ea and that it may lead to
the establishment of a nuclear-free zone, under effective international control.

The common aspirations of humanity for,peace,,'secﬁrity and progress in
our age call for putting a speedy halt to the armaments race, particularly the
miclear armaments race. The adoption of immediéte and effective measures to A
bring about general and complete disarmament would be likely to glve a strong
impetus to economic and socigl development, thus helping to achieve prosperity
for the peoples of the world.

The question of disarmament cannot be solved by mere wishful thinking
.. or by ineffective measures, but_only by genuine and common eff@rj.:,s to solve
this problem. The econcmic discrepancies are clearly manifested in our
contemporary world between the advanced and the developing countries. The
conditions of economic instability. prevailing in th’e world cannot be removed
in an atmosphere permeated with the nuclear armements race. World public
opinion attaches great importance to the achievement qf disarmament. It is
therefore incumbent on the Members of the United Nations to hasten to sign
the agreements and conventions on the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons
and to implement the resolutions on the cessation of nuclear tests. The
technical resources used in the field of armaments could be directed to

Peaceful purposes so that mankind could benefit from them.
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In that connexion I cannot but thank Ambassador Hoveyda, Chairman of the
Ad Hoc Committee on the World Disarmament Conference, for the efforts he has

exerted, which have made it possible, despite the difficulties faced by the

Committee, to achieve some progress.

' My Government has on more than one occasion stated its opposition to the

continuation of the development, production and stockniling of bacteriological

and chemical weapons and has constantly called for the cessation of nuclear tests.
The cessation of nuclear tests would, in my country's opinion, certainly contribute
to a relaxation of international tension., It would also contribute to

preventing the use of nuclear weanons.

Incendiary weapons have always been and still are the most horrible neans of
waging war. Their use has been rejected by the countries of the world, because
they are contrary to human rights and human dignity. The bombardment of commando
camps by Isrcel has had shocking and pmermanent consequences. My delegation
" thinks that the international community should spare no efforts to remove
dangers of that kind. o o

Convinced of the harmful effects ﬁhicﬁ acinns aesigned to influence the
environment znd climate for nilitary nurvoses can have for the nresent and future
menerations, my delecation thinks that the Soviet proposal for the
prohibition of action to influence the environment and climate for military and
other purposes incompatible with the maintenance of international security, human
vell-being and health -- the proposal to be found,in document A/9702 and Corr.l --
is indeed worthy of careful study.

I have made only a few observations on certain aspects of the problems facing
the vorld today, in the hope that the international community will embark on a
path that will take us awvay from the brink of a destructive war that we cannot

afforg.

The CHAIR'IATI (1nuernrebamon from Spanlsh) I thank the representative

of Bahrain for the congratulations he extended to the officers of the Committee.

I now call on the representative of Sri Lanka.



BCT/rc A/C.1/PV.2016
112

Mr. AMERASINGHE (Sri Lanka): I am greatly beholden to you,

Mr. Chairman, for the indulgence you have shown me in allowing me to speak

at this late hour, despite the fact that I let you down once by inscribing
my name on the list of sveakers but not appearing. Had there been here 2
_.stock of those over-ripe vegetables which are often used against unpopular
speakers, I am sure I would have been a victim of that formyof attack today.

Having spoken in disarmement debates here during the past seven years,
I cannot pretend that I have anything nevw to say, especially as nothing new
has emerged from the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament.

. I thought I heard one speaker say that general and compnlete disarmamgnt
was in the interests of peace, chastity and liberty. I felt that the first and
the second were quite compatible with each other, but not the second and the
third, It was only later that I realized that, under the nressure of oratory,
my sense of hearins was being steadily impaired and that the sveaker hod
referred not to chastity but to justice. I must confess T was rmreatly relieved.

The Conference of the Committee on Disarmament has no reason. vhatsoever. to
congratulate itself on its pevformance. It has only one achievement to its
credit: it has added to its numbers. I congratulate the new members of the
Committee on their admission to that very exclusive club. I hope thelr presence
at least will help the Committee to change its ways and to produce better
results. If the trend of the past few years continues , we may soon find the
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament consisting of the entire membership
of the United Wations, with the exception of two nuclear Powers.

. . 2 been no
Yhen it comes to disarmament, the excuse is given that there has

isarm.
agreement on verification procedures and that therefore you cannot di

. o : i icn of a =
Yhen it comes to z reduction of military expenditure and the diversio

is that
Dercentage of the resources thus saved to development, the excuse is T

. o i -, S0
there is no agreed definition of what constitutes militery expenditure

R . > sent
that at every turn we find those who are chiefly responsible for the presen

State of affairs very solemnly and piously declaring their interest in

. . finding some
Usarmament and the reduction of military expenditures, put always finding
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excuse for not proceeding towards the fulfilment of that goal. The éroposal
must therefore remain purely academic in character and consequences

How much more practical it would be if those whose military strength is
phenomenally superior to that of others were to set ‘an example by making at

least a slight reduction in their military budgets. That would be a real
earnest of their good faith. ’

In my delegation's opinion, it is not by reducing military expenditures
that we reduce armaments. There is, I fear, a pathetic fallacy in that argument.
It is by reducing armzments that we are more likely to reduce expenditure.

Every year some new item is introduced into this debate, in order, it
would appear, to introduce some oxygen into the rarefied atmosphere. Like the
proliferation of nuclear weapons and their continued sophistication and
refinement, so every year a new item is inscribed on the agénda -- lest we
forget, lest we forget. This year the Soviet Union has introduced a new item:
"Prohibition of action to influence the environment and climate for military
‘and other purposes incompatible with the maintenance of international security, _
human well-being and hezlth'. .

I must confess that I was terribly alarmed by the revelation‘s made by the
Soviet representative in his statement introducing that item. I have an uneasy
feeling that this type of radi‘oactivity has already had its adverse effects.

I have no other explanation for the frenetic competition that is now going on
in regard to the refinement of nuclear weapon systems to proportions capable
of annihilating several planets the size of planet Earth. That do€s not,
however, detract in the least from the credit the Soviet Union deserves for
having brought this matter to our attention. The item merits consideration,
but I think that the remedy is in the hands of those who do conduct these
tests and do create this menace to life and to mental stability arong human
beings, '

This year some concern has been expressed over nuclear testing for peaceful

PUrposes, This is edmittedly a delicate and controversial problem.
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It is easy to condemn such tests; it is equally easf to sympathize with

The representative of India, in his statement this
afternoon, said that they were not prepared to wait for others to ‘perfect

nuclear explosion technology and thereby cause a lag of a decade or more in its
development in India. .

those who conduct them.

He pointed out that the experiments in nuclear explosions
conducted for peaceful purposes:

"... have been oriented towards gas and oil stimulation, and have shown

promising results and are even reported to have increased ©il production
by 30 to 60 per cent." (supra, p. 21)

The question we must ask Ourselves is whether countries which do not have

this technology at their disposal are to be precluded from conductiné tests

in order to acquire such technology, or must be dependent on the charity and
good will of those who possess this technology for the transfer of such
technology, which might result in the entry of a new competitor in all fields
in which such technology offers the promise 'of profitable exploitation of a
natural resource. This is an aspect of the matter that deserves épeqia_l
attention and that must be examined dispaséioﬁateiy._ .

In our opinion -- the opinion we have consistently held -- it is the duty
of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament to concentrate on the
real programme of general and complete disarmament, without allowing its
attention to be distracted by other matters which are only the side effects
of muclear explosions and the development of nuclear technology. These are,
8s we have said, a comprehensive test ban treaty, the complete cessation of
the production of nuclear weapons, the categorical renunciation of the use
of nuclear veapons for warlike purposes and the dismantling of nuclear arsenals,
The tota] prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of all
chemical weapons and the destructn{on of all such stockpiles should be an
®Qitional step in this process of eliminating the possibility of the us? of
those devastating forms of warfare. As e first step, &s I have also previcusly
Stated, there must be universal adherence to the Geneva Protocol of 1925.

These are some of the thoughts 1 wished to offer on the subject. T?ley
®e by no means new, and I make no apology for repeating them. I musjc thank
You, Mr. Chairman, and the members of this Committee once again for the

tdulgence they have shown in listening to me at this late stage.
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ORGANIZATION OF WORK

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): Tomorrow, we shall begin

consideration of and voting on specific draft resolutions under this item. I would
accordingly urge those delegations which for days have been preparing draft
" resolutions, and which therefore deserve the gratitude of the Committee, to submit
them as soon as possible so that they can be translated into all languages and
circulated to delegations for their consideration. I would venture to ask those
delegations which already have texts ready, but are still waiting for co-sponsors,
to submit those texts, because co-sponsors will be added as the proposals are
examined. . |

I would also ask delegations which have already come to a conclusion on draft
resolutions that we already have before us, or that will be circulated shortly, to
put their names down on the list as soon as possible to speak on the items of
interest to them. This request is addressed in particular to members of the
Confefence of the Committee on Disarmament, which is not based in New York, who
vish-to return home as soon as possible. The request is addressed to all other
delegations as well, -of course.

I think that the best way to proceed in the discussion of specific proposals
is for delegations that speak to refer in the course of their statements to one
or more draft resolutions, so that they will sot have to take the floor repeatedly
to refer to various draft resolutions. A single statement will then cover all
comments by delegations on matters of interest to them. The interest of the
Chair is to make maximum use of our time by acting with flexibility, that is, by
Permitting the broadest possible exchange of views. But whenever there are no
speakers and whenever we have time to do so, we can vote on those draft resolutions
which are not controversisl. Thus we shall dispose of those drafts quickly and can
continue with our consideration of those that require more comments.

Naturally, when we come to vote on items on the agenda on which there are two
Or more draft resolutions, we shall abide strictly by the rules and put the draft
resolutions to the vote in the order in which they are submitted. TFor instance --

and it is not because Amﬁassador pmerasinghe of Sri Lanka, who introduced this

draft this morning, is here -- I believe that the draft resolution on the Indian
9 +

Ocean should not give rlse 10 t00 many difficulties and if, tomorrow afternoon, we

do not have enough speakers to fill the three hours allotted to us, we could vote

on that draft resolution, contained in addendum 29 to document A/9629.
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Tomorrow we shall meet only in the afternocon, and on Friday only in

the morning. |

I would urge delegations to use the free time tomorrow morning to
prepare their statements.

I should-like to remind the Committee that the deadline for consideration
of and voting on proposals is 22 November, and that I shall do all I can to
adhere strictly to that date. )

T thank the Committee for its co-operation during the general debate.

Before adjourning, I should like to announce that at tomorrow's plenary

neeting of the General Assembly the report on outer space will be dealt with.

The meeting rose at 7.15 p.m.
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The CHATRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): It is my impression th;t
we shall have a very short meeting today, since there are no names on the list
of speakers.

It had been my firm intention to put to the vote today, so as to gain time,
the draft resqlu?ion in the addendum to document A/9629, the report of the
Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean, However, some delegations have expressed
" the wish that no vote be taken yet on that draft resolution. That being so,
we shall postpone the vote on it. But may I once again draw the attention of
the Committee to the fact that there are only 14 meetings left before
22 November. After this very brief meeting, only 13 meetings will be left for
these items. ~The number of meetings cannot be increased, since I intend
scrupulously to abide by the deadlines on which we have agreed. Accordingly,
I would once again request that draft resolutions now being negotiated be
officially submitted and introduced to the Committee as guickly as possible.
Since it seems that what I said yesterday was not sufficiently explicit,
I should like to make a clarification. Any delegation may speak in the course
of these meetirigs in reference to any of .the draft resolu@iqns"that have been
submitted to the First Committee on the disarmement items. T
Since there would be only one speaker at the meeting scheduled for tomorrow
morning namely, the representative of Pakistan, T think that if his delegation
has no objection we could transfer his name to the list of speakers for tomorrow
afternoon and cancel the meeting scheduled for tomorrow morning. I1f the
delegation of Pakistan has no objection, and I see the representative of Pakistan
is graciously indicating that it has none, we shall meet gply once tOMOerW,
in the afterncon. |

The sponsors of the draft resolution in document AfC.1/L.6T5, on the

prohibition of action to influence the environment and climate for military and

other purposes incompatible with the maintenance of international security, human

well-being and health, under agenda-item 105, have indicated that they would

be prepared for the Committee to proceed to the vote on that draft on the

afternoon of Thursday, 1k November, Since the sponsors have made that request,

I should like to advise the members of the Committee that, in order to make full

use of our time, on Thursday afternoon we shall proceed to vote on that draft,
e, on

to which many delegations have referred in the course of the general debate.
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As I understand it, at tomorrow afternoon's meeting the representative of

Jexico will intrcduce the draft resolutions in documents A/C, 1/ L.685 and L.686,

both of which refer to the Tlatelolco Treaty though they differ from each other.
That delegation has also stated that it would have no objection if the Committee
vere to proceed to vote on those drafts after the respectlve 1ntroduct10ns have
been made. I wanted to inform the Commlttee of that, so that 1t could be ready to
vote on those two draft resolutions, either tomorrow afternoon or on Thursday.

Msy I also ask the delegation of‘ New Zealang, which is representing the
sponsors of the draft resolution in document A/C.1/L.683, on the urgent need for
cessation of nuclear and thermonuclear tests and the conclusion of a treaty
designed to achieve a comprehensive test ban, whether there would be any objection

to our proceeding to a vote on that draft, either tomorrow or on Thursdayfx’
Mr. CRAW (New Zealand): So far as my delegation is concerned, there
would be no objection., I cannot speak for all the sponsors, but I should be happy

to see the draft put to the vote. There are, presumably, so many other draft

4/C.1/L.683. That would suit us.
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish):
sponsors of the draft resolution expresses

I shall also take it that

Unless any of the
a contrarv view, then

> in principle, we would be able to vote on this
draft resolution, too, either tomorrow afternoon or on Thursday afternoon.

This then would be the working plan, in principle, which I submit
to the First Committee. Of course, I would be very willing to hear any

comments so as to organize our work as best we can.

| Mr. MARTIN (United States of America): Mr. Chairman, we are
very svmpathetic about vour problems and we want to do all we can to expedite
the matters in this Committee. I have a slight problem with regard to the
possibility of a vete cn environmental modification taking place on Thursdny. I
should like to reserve our right to request the Chair tomorrow to postpone that
vote until a later date if we have been unable to get proper instructions
by that tiwe.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): The right to request

o rostnonement is o riesht _which every delegation has, but could-I ask - -

the representative of the United States if he could indicate any set

date vhen he mieht proce:d to the vote, because this draft

resolution, it so happens, was the first that was submitted to the

First Committee and it was submitted a long time ago. Given the speed of
comunications between New York and Washington, we really do not believe

that,in principle, there should be any major impediments tc his receiving

instructions.

Mr. MARTIN (United States of America): Let me say that it is not
always the speed of communications between New York and.lhshlngton which is

determinative in these matters. We may possibly be Prepal"ed to vote on

Thursday. I am not saying that we will not be- But I do think,

quite Trankly, that we do have to take very recent develorments

into account and that we have to make decisions as to what our actions will be.
I merely raise this point because I did not want to mislead the Chair into

thinking that we were unconditionally acquiescing in the choice of Thursday

at this point.
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The CHATRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): May I take the liberty
of suggesting, in as friendly a way as possible, that the representative of the
United States inform his authorities that it is the wish of the First Committee

J
)
! ,
, to carry out our work as effectively as possible. So that, if there is no major

obstacle, it would be very useful if we could vote on Thursday afternocon; and I

await the reply of the representative of the United States tomorrow.

Mr. CLARK (Nigeria): Mr. Chairman, I also propose, subject to your
approval, to submitson behalf of your great country, India, Liberia, Nigeria,
Romania, Sweden and Zaire, a draft resolution on the mid-term review of the
Disarmament Decade. I wonder whether you could accommodate us in your
time-table for tomorrow‘afternoon or Thursday nrorning? |

The .CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): If the delegation of

Nigeria, on behalf of the sponsors, was prepared to introduce that draft
resolution tomorrow afternoon, I think this would be most helpful in assisting
"us- to-make more use of our time.
Are there any other comméhts on the tentative- ideas which I have put before
the Committee? )

Mr. YANGC (Philippines): Mr. Chairman, I am sorry if I came
in a little bit late and you were already speaking when I came in. Please
correct me if I am wrong, but my understanding is that you propose to have
voting next Thursday on draft resolution A/C.1/L.675. If that is the situation,
I should just like to say that my delegation is in the process of consulting
with other delegations concerning some amendments which we should like to
propose to this draft resolution. If those consultations reach their conclusions
today or tomorrow, we will formally present those amendments, We hope that we
shall be able to co-operate with you with regard to the vote on the draft
resolution on Thursday afternoon; but if not; nmy delegation would appréciate
it if it could be postponed to some later date. We will try our best to conclude
our consultations so as to be able to present our amendments in time for your

schedule,
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The CHATRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I thank the representative
*of the Philippines for his co-operatioﬁ and,Aif any delegation wishes to
introduce amendments to this draft br to any other draft, I would urge them to do
so as soon as possible, because amendments, in accordance with the rules of"
procedure, should be circulated 24 hours before the vote on the draft resolution
in question. - So, if there are any amendments, the sooner they can be presented
the better it will be for our work.

Accordlngly, to sum up, I will repeat that it would be a very good idea
for those delegations whlch‘w1sh to Take comments on draft resolutions that
have been officially ciréulateq and pfoperly presented to the Committee, to put
their names down as soon as possible for this purpose. I repeat, too, just
in case 1t was not made sufflclently clear, that in thelr statements delegatlons
may refer to one or more draft resolutions. —--

With reference to the draft resolution in document A/C.1/L.675, in
principle, we agree that it can be put to the vote on Thursday afternoon,
unless those delegations which have expressed a desire for a possible

" postrenement insist en having it. In any gasg; I want to make it clear that
the postponement cannot be for too long. . o

If there. 1s no obJectlon and this is the-wish of the sponsors, we could
vote on the draft resolutions in documents Afc.1/L.683, A/C.1/L.685 and
A/C.1/L.686 either tomorrow afternoon or perhaps at the latest on Thursday
afternoon.

If there are no further comments, the meeting is adjourned until tomorrow

at 3 p.m.

The meeting rost at 3.50 p.m.
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The CHAIRMAN: -In accordance with the decision of the Committee, we
come now to the discussion on the draft résolutions. I now call on "

Ambassador Garcie Robles of Mexico to introduce a d;aft resolution.

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): It is my

honour formally to submlt to the Committee the draft resolution 1n-document
A/C.1/L.685, qponsored by 19 Latin American delepations -- in other words, by the
18 member States of the Treaty for the PrOhlblthD of Nuclear Weapons in Latin
America, or the Treaty of Tlatelolco, and an additional State which, hav1rg
already signed and ratified the instrument, only heeds to take advantage of the
waivef provided for in article 28 £0’become a memher --=- and I should like to> “egin

by emphasizing the two items' relerred to in the preamble of the draft resolution.
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(Mr. Garcia Robles, Mexico)

First, the fact that since 1967 six resolutions have already been adopted by
the Assembly in which that representatlve organ %f the international community has
ever more 1n51steptly urged the States possessing nuclear weapons to sign and
ratify Additional Protocol II of the Treaty of Tlatelolco ~- which, as is known,
implies for the States doing so only'three commitments which, as stated in
resolution 2666 (XXV), of 7 Decenber‘l970 -- and I quote the terms of that
resolution: |

"are entlrely in conformity with the general obligations assumed under the

Charter'of the United Nations, which every Member ‘of the Organlzatlon has

solemly undertakeh to‘fulfil in good faith, as set forth in Article 2 of the

Charter" (General Assembly resolution 2666 (xxv)).

Those commitments are as follows:

"(a) To respect, in all its express aims,and provisions, the statute of
denuclearization of Latin America in respect of warlike purposes, as defined,
delimited and set forth in the Treaty of Tlatelolco,

"(b) Not to contribute in any way to the performance of acts involving a
violation of the obligations of article 1 of thé Treaty'in tﬁe térfitériéé'fo‘
which the Treaty applies;

"(c) Not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against the
contracting parties of the Treaty" <121§')3
Secondly, as the Assembly has constantly maintained since 1970 -- and here I

gquote once again the terms ¢f the Assembly resolution: '

"for the maximum effeétiveness uf any treaty establishing a nuclsér—Weapon-

free zone, the co-operation of the nuclear-weapon States is necessafy and ...

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 protocol" (ibid.).*

The operative part of the joint draft resolution also has basically two
objectives, besides that of ensuring, as is done in operative paragraph 3, the
inclusion in the agenda of the thirtieth -Assembly session of é'topic_that would
permit assessment of the implemeﬁtation of the resolution to be adopted at this

present session.

¥ The Chairman took the Chair.



MP /ad A/C.1/PV.2018
K

(Mr. Garcis Robles, Mexico)

The first of these two basic obchtives is to enable the Assembly to record
its satlsfactlon at the fact that Addltlonal Prntocol II of the Treaty of
Tlateloleco -- a Protocol which, as will be recalled, came into effect for the

United Kingdom and for the United States in 1969 and 1971 respectively -- has,come

Governments of which deposited their respective instruments of ratification on
22 March and 12 June last, respectively.

The second objective is again to urge the Soviet Union -- the only one of the
five nuclear-weapon States whiéh has yet to heed the appeals of the General
Assembly -- appeals it has been addressing to them for six years now -- to sign and '
ratify Additional Protocol II of the Treaty of Tlatelolco. '

The sponsors of the draft resolution cannot understand the ref;;él of the
Soviet Union to listen to the repeated appeals of the most representative body of
the United Nations -- a refusal which has recsulted in what appears to us to be a
position of total isolation in this connexion. We find this attitude even more
inexplicable rand untenable when.account is taken of. the fact that, of the five so--
called nuclear Powers to which General Assembly resolutions have been addressed,
the Soviet Union is the State which has most frequently expressed its unreserved
support for the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones.

Nor should it be forgotten that it was precisely the Soviet Government which,
through no less a person thén the President of its Council of Ministers,

Mr. Kosygin, solemly proclaimed in 1966 - . as can beAsgen on page 3 of the
document of the Disarmament Committee ENDC/167 -- its willingness to undertake not
to use nuclear weaﬁons: . .

"... against non-nuclear States ... which have no nuclear weapons in their.

territory" {ENDC/167, p. 3). | '

This is a requirement which, as is well known, is with which all the States Parties

to the Treaty of Tlatelolco strietly comply.
The Soviet Government also declared itself:
"prepared to assume an 6bligation to respect the status of any denuclearized
zones which may be established" (Ibid.),
on the sole condition that "other nuclear_Powefs" commit themselves to work in the
same direction, a condition which has already been fully complied with, as

demonstrated by operative paragraph 1 of the draft resolution.
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The argdments adduced by the Soviet Union, whether in-the Geneva Disarmament
Committee or in this First Committee, in an attempt to justify its negative
attitude, and those alluded to in the brief communication of 9 July 1974 sent by
its Permanent Representative to the Secretary-General of the United Nations,
circulated in document A/9797 of lb October last, do not stand the~test of even the

most summary analysis made by an impartial observer.
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I am convinced that by demonstrating this in detail, and in breadth as well,
in a statement which I made at the 1889th meeting of the First Committec held
on 10 Novembér 1972'—- which can easily be referred to in the official records --
it is not necessary for me to repeat todéy the introvertible facts which I felt
necessary to state at that tirme. |

" The delegations of Barbados, Bolivia, Colombia, Costa Rica, Dominican Republic,
Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Jamaiba,'Nicaragua, Panama,
Paraguay, Pefu, Irinidad and Tobago, Uruguay, Venezuelad.and Mexico trust that the
draft resolution in document A/C.l/L.685 which ‘I have had the honour to present,
will receive, in view of the circumstances described in it and the meaning and
scope of what I have tried to put forward in this statement, even more votes in
favour than has occurred on earlier occasions with regard to similar draft

resolutions.

Mr. KOOIJMANS (Netherlands): It is a great pleasure for me to be

able to introduce, on behalf of the co-sponsors, draft resolution A/C.l/L.690. The
subject of the draft- resolution is-the problem of- herizontal and vertical- - - - -
proliferation and the interrelationship of peaceful nuclear explosions with such
proliferation.

"Before entering into greater détail, I should like to emphasize that the draft
resolution is the result of a collective effort by a number of countries. The
draft resolution constitutes a combination of ideas developed in the course of
this year in several capitals and brought together during intense consultations here
in New York and elsewhere. In this respect, I should like to mention in particular
the essential role which the delegations of Japan, Canada and Sweden, among others,
have played in the formulation of the draft now submitted.

It is clear that the question'of nonfprolifération in a brecad sense is
in the forefront of our thoughts this year. I only have to refer to the many
items on our agenda on this éubject and to the numbercus statements we heard
in the course of the debates. Several reasons can be indicated for this

concern. The ongoing quantitative and'qualitative nuclear arms race between
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the main Powers cast a shadow Cr our efforts in the field of arms control
and disarmament. The coming Review Conference on the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons reminds us that many hopes in respect
of this Treaty have not yet been fulfilled. How to deal with the problem

of peaceful nuclear exploslons is a new challenge we have to face. Our
draft resolution must be considered as a contribution -- in the viev of the |
sponsors an essential opne -=- to the policy of the preﬁention of vertical

and horizontal proliferation.

The draft resolution deals with two clcsely interrelated subjects.
First of all, it addresses itself to.the'prbblem.of horizontal and vertical
proliferation in general. Secondly, it highlights the steps to be taken
on the different aspects of peaceful nuclear explosions so as to counter
the possible risks which such explosions can .pose for the achievement of an
effective system of contrel of nuclear weapons.

Perhaps this 1g the moment to comment on a remark made by the
representative-of -India at the beginning of this week. "He said that somé
delegations took the nuclear arms race for granted and seemed to imagine
that if restrictions on the peaceful uses of nuclear energy were placed,
the fundamental problems of the nuclear arms race and nuclear weapon testing
would be solved. Frankly, I do not know which delegations Ambassador Mishra
had in mind. In any case, the co-sponsors certainly do rot telong tc -those,
since they are all fully convinced that the crgoing. nuclear arms race is
a threat to mankind. This found its expression clearly in the text of
the resolution and, inter alia, in other resolutions before this Committee.

Of course, there are many other aspects of proliferation, Some of
these are dealt with in other draft resolutions under several items on our
agenda., I may refer to the draft resolution on the cessation of all nuclear-
wearon tests and to the proposals on denuclearized zones. In our draft resclution
ve ask in particular your attention for the problems connected with nuclear
explosions for peaceful purposes. .

Since the text of the draft in document A/C.l/L.69C is quite

self-explanatory, I shall only briefly touch on certain paragraphs.
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The third preambular paragraph sets.out our basic considerations.

In this paragraph it is récognized that both the acceleration of the arms
race and the proliferation of nuclear weapons is extfemely dangerous to
mankind. - ‘

In the fifth preatbulur paragraph we have explicitly stated that an .
effective comprehensive test ban, although it deals Wiﬁh only one part of
the problem, is an essential prefequisite to stop the vertical proliferation
of nuclear weapons. . .

The sixth to tenth preambular paragraphs make it clear why international
arrangements. have 1o be developed Tor the carrying cut of peaceful nuclear
explosions. 1If peaceful nuclear explosioné are a worthwhile goal, which
we still have to find out, all people in the world have the right to benefit
from these., Since it is, however, not yet provenAﬁhat it is possible to
. differentiate between the technology for nuclear weapons and that for
peaceful nucleaf explosions, there is a need to devise a system that

peaceful nuclear explosions cannot be misused for weépons develoPment‘

= - .

and nuclear arﬁamen£.< S e
The n;nth preambular paragraph underlines that also in other aspects
the dissemination of nuclear know-how and materials 1s a potential danger
for mahkind, as was so eloquently described by'Senator Symington at the
beginning of our debate this year. 4 )
The last preambular paragraph notes the view.of the Secretary-General
that the time is ripe to consider the question‘of peaceful nuclear explosions
in an international context. : .
The operative paragraphs of the draft resolution can be dividea into
two parts. The first operative paragraph appeals to all States, and of course
in particular to nuclear weapon States which bear a special responsibility
for the security of mankind, to work hard on all possible steps to stop
vertical and horizcntal proliferation. This includes the Strategic
Arms Limitation Talks, negotiations in the Committeevbn Disarmament, activities
in the United Nations, including the Security Council, and all other bodies

where it is appropriate to tackle certain guestions.

™0



ET/cc ' "A/C.1/PV.2018
: ‘ 16 i .
(Mr. Kooijmaens, Netherlands)

Operative paragraphs 2 to 5 deal with the different aspects of peaceful
nuclear explosions. We think that, before the world community will be in a
poéition to decide on the future of such explosions, certain questions must
first be dealt with in the appropriate competeat bodies.

First of ail, in operative paragraph 2 we ask the.International Atomic

ﬁEnérgy'Agency (IAEA) to continue its technical studies on many aspects of
peaceful nuclear expldsions. Members may be aware of the excellent work the
Agency has already done iﬁ this field. I might also recall the recent decision
of the Board of Governors of IAEA to establish within the secretariat a separate
organizational unit for services related to peaceful nuclear explosions when the
numbér.and nature of requests for peaceful nuclear explosions indicate the

need for this. .

Secondly, in orerative péragraph 3 the Conférence of the Committee on
Disarmament (CCD) is asked to study the arms-control implications of peaceful
nuclear explosions. As I pointed out at length in my statement or Friday of
last week, CCD should study, inter alia, the possible risk that peaceful nuclear
exp1051ons could be used to dlsgulse nuclear—weapon tests. Espec1a11y in the .
contpxt of a test ban; such a risk would be detrlmental to peace and securlty,
and we must study carefully how this can be av01ded

In this context I may say that I dld not quite understand why the
representative of Brazil thought it improper for CCD to study certain aspects
of peaceful nuclear explosions. In the view of the-sponsors, CCD,Vas an
arms-control and disarmament body, is the most appropriaté organ to study
the arms-control implicationé of peaceful nuclear explosions. |

Thirdly, in the draft resolution the General Assembly expresses the hope
that the non-proliferation Treaty ;eview conference will carefully coansider
the gquestion of peaceful'nuclear explosions.

All the above-mentioned bodies -- IAEA, CCD and the non-proliferation
Treaty review confefence -- are requested to report to the General Assembly at
its next regular session. Thus next year all lines on the different aspects
of peaceful nuclear explosiocns will come together in our world Organization.
Io operative paragraph.S the Secretary-General is invited, if he shoﬁld wish
to do sc, to present his own views on the question, taking intoc account the
reports submitted to the Assembly. In any case, the General Assembly at its

thirtieth session will have before it reports on all the problems in this



ET/cc A/C.1/PV.2018
: ' ‘ 17

(Mr. Kooijmans, Netherlands)

area and, it is hoped, many suggestions for solutions, Eo that it can decide
in all freedom what should be the next steps wi*l regard to the problem of
peaceful nuclear explosions.‘ This seems to us the most clear and simple way
of handling this problem.

On behalf of the sronsors, represeriiny all re~icns of the vorls,
I highly recommend this draft resolution to the Cémmittee. I am pleased
to announce‘that Costa Rica zas just become a spengcr 6f our dreft. |

Of course, other spoansors would te welcomed.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): With regard to the’
last sentence of the representative of the Netherlands' statement indicating
that new co-sponsors are welcome, JI think I should mention that Finland has

also been added to the list of sronsors of the draft resoluticn (4/0.1/7.650).

Mr. CLARK (Nigeria): It is a great honour and privilege for me
to introduce on behalf of the sponsors «- namely, Mr. Chairwan, vcur.

. great _country, Argentina, Ghana, India, Liberia, Mexico, my own ccun.i®,

Nigeria, of course, LKomania, Senegal, Sweden, Yugoslavia and Zaire‘--
the draft resclution .on an item entitled "Mid-term review of the Disarmament
Decade"” in document A/C.1/L.687 of 12 November 1974. It is a simple procedural
draft resolution which calls for no additional obligation or burden ic te
assumed ty Member Rtotes. It carries no Tinancial iwrnlications or,c°msequéncoq
beyond the very minimum required in routine reporting to the General Assembly
on an ongoing activity. It enviséges no speéial meetings or conferences.
It is not po_emical. It is not directed at or against any Fower. It only
aims at étrengthening our acceptance of éeneral and complete disarmament
as a goal of the United Nations.

Mr. Chairman, when you were kind enough to call on me to speak du}ing
the general debate on our 12 agenda items <r disarmament I echoed the regret
of many delegations at the folly of nations' spending human and material
resouices which are urgeatly needed for economic and social development on
purposes that could only lead to mankind's own destruction,-on arms they
dare not use against each other. T also sought to draw attention to the

moral bankruptcy of world Powers which have the responsibility under the
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the Charter of the United Nations for maintaining international peace and
security and which at the same time amass nuclear weapons which threaten
that very international peace and security. )

When recalling the numerous resolutions and declarations of the United

Nations aimed at promoting "the establishment and maintenance of international

peace and security with the least diversion for armaments of the world's
human and economic resources", two resolutions come quickly to mind. The
first deals with the Development Tecades: the other relates to the
Disarmament Decade. The link between the two ideas, besides being
enshrined in. Article 26 of our Charter, was stressed by our former
Secretary-General, the much respected U Thant, when he said in his
introduction to his annual report on the work of the United Nations for
19€3-1959 that:

"The diversion of enormous resources and energy, both human and

physical, from peaceful economic and social pursuits to unproductive

and uneconomic military purposes was an important factor in the

failure to make-greater progress- in the advancement -of the -developing

countries during the First United Nations Development Decade.

"The world now stands -at a most critical crossroad;;; It can pursue

the arms race gt a terrible price to the security and progress of

the peoples of the world, or it can move ahead towafds the goal of

general and complete disarmament, a goal that was set in 1959 by a

unanimous decision of the General Assembly on the eve of the decade

of the 19€0s.

"If it should choose the latter road", U Thant continued,

"the security, the economic well-being and the progress not only of

the developins countries, but 2ls0 of the dcvelored countries and of

the entire world, would be tremendously eshanced." (A/7601/Add.l, paras. LO-
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Those were wise words. They were prophetic. They offered a challenge.
They led to the adoption of General Assembly resolution 2602 E (XXIV) of
16 December 1969, which declared the decade of the 1970s a Disarmament Decade.
That resolution is referred to in the first preambular paragraph of our draft
‘resolution, which is before the Committee; as our frame of reference. That
resolution called upon Governmeprts to intensify their concerted efforts regarding
effective measures relating to the cessation of the nuclear-arms race at an
early date, nuclear disarmament and the elimination of other weapons of mass
destruction, and a treaty on general and complete disarmament under strict
and effective international control.

Since the adoption of that resolution, we have re:eived about five annual
reportsgﬁef the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament. It was propitious
that the Disarmament Decade was proclaimed at a time when the membership of the
Committee was enlarged from 18 to 26 by the well-deserved addition of Argentina --
your great country, Mr. Chairman -- and Hungary, Japan, Mongolia, Morocco,

-Netherlands, Pakistan and Yugoslavia. The reasons for that enlargement are well
known. By next year, the membership of the Commlttee w1ll have agaln risen by
the timely and necessary addition of Iran, Peru, Zaire, the Federal Republic of
Germany and the German Democratic Republic. 1In effect, each enlargement is an
historic landmark in the life of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament
and in our appreciation of its vitally important work. It will Be helpful,
therefore to pause, to reflect, to take stock, to plan and to assess the
achievements so far attained in the field of disarmament. Mid-way through the
Disarmament Decade seems to us, the sponsors of the draft resolution, to be the
right and proper time to do so.

Proceeding from the reports of the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmement referred to in the second preambular paragraph of the draft
resolution to the third preambular paragraph, which emphasizes the grave
dangers involved in the continuing development of new nuclear weapons through
a spiralling nuclear arms race and proliferation of nuclear weapons, is not
only logical but equally portentous. Every speaker in the general debate of

this Committee has unfailingly remarked that technically there already exists

.
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an explosion of nuclear activity in the world, and that the hands of the
doomsday clock must be turned back before it is too late.

The fourth preambular paragraph of the draft resolution is self-evident.
Both developed and developing countries are haunted by the fear of nuclear
varfare. They are overburdened by inflation. Rumours of recession, of mass
unemployment, of great human suffering, are in the air. Indeed} when a
non-productive activity of States -- I am referring to armament -- consumes
more than $270,000 million annually at the same time the United Nations Food
Conference is wrestling frantically with the crisis of hunger and mainutrition,
a crisis threatening millions in large sectors of the'globe, a crisis that can
be wiped out by the reallocation of a small percentage, a mere 5 per cent, of
the armaments budget, the time has come to work earnestly for a generation of
peace and less and less for new generations of nuclear weapons.

I have already spoken of the link between the Disarmament Decade and the
Second United Nations Development Decade referred tbo in the last preambular
paragraph of the draft resolutlon. It is our responsibility and our resolve
to work continuously to bring about a substantlal 1mprovement in the lot of
mankind. Thanks to the initiative of Romania, we are now more familiar with
the economic and social consequences of the arms race aml military expenditures
as revealed in the Secretary-General's report (A/8469). There is obviously a
correlationship in the deliberate allotment of available resources between
armament and sustained economic growth. It is no accident that the 1970s
have been designated as both the Disarmament Decade and the Second United
Nations Development Decade. The strategy for the latter recognized that the
success of international development activities will depend in large measure
on improvement in the general international situation, particularly on
concrete progress towards general and complete disarmament under effective
international control. My delegation's conviction, which is shared by others,
that there is & shocking discrepancy -- a fact highlighted by the Alva Myrdal
report (ST/ECA/17H) -- between international expenditure on armamenfs and
international expenditure on aid to the developing countries enabled us to
support the Soviet initiative on the reduction of the military budgets of
States permanent members of the Security Council by 10 per cent and utilization
of part of the funds thus saved to provide assistance to developing countries.

I am, 6f course, referring to item 24 of our agenda.
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The four operative paragraphs of our draft resolution need no explanation.
They are clear and specific. The purposes and objectives of the Disarmament
Decade are to secure peace and security in the world -- peace and security which,
like development, are indivisible. Cperative paragraph 7 of General Assembly
resolution 2602 E (XXIV) of 16 December 1969 envisaged that the United Nations
and its Member States would mobilize world publié opinién against the ndéleéf
arms race by reiterating the dangers to all mankind of nuclear weapons, by
stressing tyat general and complete disarmament would benefit present and
future generations economically, soclally and culturally. DNeedless to say,
public outcries against atmospheric nuclear tests contributed more to the
partial test ban Treaty than a conviction on fthe part of the super-Powers that
the Treaty was a necessary step towards puclear disarmament. If public opinion
can be aroused in favour of both disarmament and development, we may move some
way towards achievement of the purposes and objectives of the Disarmament
Decade. Hence operative paragraph 2 of our draft resolution.

- -Operative paragraph 3 is only of a reportorial nature. Since we are all for
disarmament, just as we are all fbrrlﬁve énd—ﬁeight-watbhing, let us inform
ourselves more clearly on what progress each and every ore of us is making or

has made in the field of disarmament.

Operative paragraph 4 must be seen in the context of the calendar of the
United Nations for next year. Coming, as we do, from a developing country, the
age of 30 is of immense significance to us. It is almost a lifetime. And so,
as we approach the celebration of the thirtieth anniversary of the founding of
the United Nations next year, we see the proposed mid-term review of the
Disarmament Decade in the light of the projected special session of the General
Assembly to be devoted to development and international economic co-operation.
We see it in the light of the mid-term review of the International Development
Strategy for the Second Development Decade. By having on the agenda of the
thirtieth session of the General Assembly an item entitled "Mid-Term Review
of the Disarmament Decade', we shall be able to focus closer attention on the
twin problems of disarmament and development and thereby forge a common rubric -
to cover them both.

Before I end, it is my horeur and great privilege to announce that Brazil

has joined the sponsors of the draft resolution.
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Mr. GARCIA ROBIES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): If I

venture to request to .speak & second time, I am doing so because I thought the

Chair would consider this request as a demonstration of co-operation to expedite
the work of the Committee. :

I have the honour to act on this occasion as spokesman of the 19 Iatin
Arerican. delegations sponsoring draft resolution A/C.1/L.686, namely, Barbados,
Bolivia, Colombia, Costa,Rica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, E1 Salvador,
Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Jamaica, Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay, Peru,

Trinidad and Tobago, Urugusy, Venezuela and Mexico.

This draft is designed to assess the implementation of General Assembly -
resolution 2286 (XXII) with regard to the signature and ratification of
. Additional Protocol I of the Treaty for thé Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in
Latin America (Treaty of Tlatelolco).

In that resolution, as will be recalled, the Assembly stated, among other
things, that that Treaty -- the complete text of which, together with those of
its two additional protocols, can be consulted in the First "ommittee's
document- A/€ .1 /96, dated- 3 October 1967: - - - - = - - - ;

"... constitutes an event of historic significance in the efforts to
prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons and to promocte international

peace and security ..." (General Assembly resolution 2286 (XXII), para. 1).

That the Assembly's judgement was correct is proved by the fact, mentioned
in the second preanmbular paragraph of the draft resolutioﬁ, that as a result
of the Treaty of Tlatelolco, to which 18 sovereign States are already parties,
there exists in latin America a zone of increasing extent and population in
which the total absence of nuclear weapons is enforced and which at present
comprises some 8 million square kilometres with a population of approximately
150 million inhabitants. ) i

Since the Treaty, as is stipulated in article 25, is only open to
signature by the sovereign States specified therein and that within its zone of
gpplication there are certain territories which are not sovereign political

entities, it was deemed necessary that an additional protocol be annexed to the

basic Treaty, Additional Protocol I, to which States which de jure or de facto

have international responsibility for such territories, can be parties, and

which the Assembly itself, in resolution 2286 (XXII), urged:
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", . to take all the measures within their povwer to ensure tpat the Treaty

speedily obtains the widest possible application ..." (ibid., para. 3).

The importance of the fact that as stated in article 1 of the Protocol,
"the status of denuclearization which is defined in articles 1, 3, 5 and 13"
__of the Treaty applies to the ebove-mentioned territories was evident from the
" very outset to OPANAL -- the initials by which the Agency for the Prohibition
of Nuclear Weapons in ILatin America is known -- as is demonctrated by the fact
that its principal organ, the General Conference, has already approved, in this
connexion, during the three sessions it has held since it began to function
in 1969, four resolutions.

In the first of these resolutions, the Conference pointed out that:

" .. it is universally-believed phgﬁ a nuclear weapon-free zone redounds

to the benefit of the security and the economic development of States

and territories within the zone, since it remo;es from them the threat

of nuclear attacks and prevents their regources being wasted in the

production of nucléar weapons." -

" Both in thi% resolution as well-as in all the later ones, the.Conference
urged States to which the Protocol was open, to take the necessary steps to
become parties to it, so that the inhabitants of the territories concerned
"eould receive the benefits of the ... Treaty", as was stated at the first
meeting of the Conference and, as was stated at the third meeting, so that
the latin American zone:

... might be vholly integrated and protected against the

vicissitudes entailed by the presence of nuclear weapons."
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Since up to the present time only two of the four States to which the
Protocol is open -- United States, France; Netherlands and Uhited Kingdom -~ have
heeded the appeal of that Conference, the Council of OPANAL, which is one of the
principal bodies of the organization, adopted on 8 March 1974 a resolution
emphasizing the desirability of having the General Assembly of the United Nations
consider this question.

Pursuant to the recommendation to that effect made at that time, the
18 States parties to the Treaty of Tlatelolco requested that the provisional
agenda of the Assembly should include an item -- which has become item 100 --
under which, as I said at the outset, I have the honour to present the draft
resolution in document A/C.1/L.E86. L

I believe that I have sufficiently explained the contents of the preambular
paragraphs of the draft resolution.

The first operative paragraph notes with satisfaction that the United
Kingdom deposited its instrument of ratification of Additional Protocol I
‘on 11 December 1969 and “that the Netherlands did likewise om 26 July 1971.- -

Operative paragraph 2 urges the other two States which under the Treaty are
eligible to become parties to Additional Protocol I to sign and ratify it as
soon as possible so that the peoples of the territories coming within the scope
of the Treaty which are not sovereign political entities may "receive the
benefits derived from the Treaty", as the paragraph states. .

Operative paragraph 3 is drafted in similar terms to those utilized by the
Assembly in earlier years in resolutions relating to Additional Protocol II of
the Treaty of Tlatelolco. It requests the Secretary-General to transmit the
resclution, when it is approved, to the two States to which paragraph 2 is
addressed and to inform the Assembly at its thirtieth session on any measures
that may have been adopted by those States.

Finally, the last paragraph of the draft resolution is designed to ensure that
the Assembly will have an opportunity at its next session to cbnsider the extent
of compliance with the resolution, which we are convinced will be adopted at
this session.

The co-sponsors of the draft resolution trust that; as in the case of

Additional Protocol II, this will be generally accepted and that the invitation



EH/fc/tg : A/C.1/PV.2018
32

(Mr. Garcia Robles, Mexico)

contained in it will be accepted soon by the two Powers which have not as yet
signed and retified Additional Protocol I.of the Treaty of Tlatelolco. That would
not only redound to the benefit of the inhabitants of the territories concerned,
who in this connexion should not be placed in a position of inferiority with regard
“to the peoples of the sovereign States of Latin America, but also imply-a -
significant contribution towards strengthening the encouraging trend towards the
establishment of more nuclear-weapon-free zones. The importance of that trend

for disarmament and for peace cannot be exaggerated.‘ We believe that is why
favourable references have been made so frequently to it in the discussions.of this
Assembly; why, as occurred in the case of the Treaty of Tlatelolco, and in the -
new initiatives included in our agenda. That is why, of the representatives
participating in the general debate in the First Committee those of Romania and
Uruguay devoted entirely to this question the considered statements they made last
week, That is also why I said in the debate in the plenary Assembly on 8 October,
and repeated on 29 October in this Committee, that we should attempt to achieve

4" gradual broadening of the zones of the world from which nuclear weapons are
prohibited to a point where the territories of Powers which possess those terrible.>
tools of mass destruction will beccme "something like contaminated islets subjected
to quarantine". (A/C.1/PV.2003, p. 31)

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I thank

Ambassador Garcia Robles for having introduced the draft resolution in document
A/C.1/L.686. It is indeed a positive contribution towards accelerating the

Committee!s work and we thank him for his co-operation.

Mr. MISTRAL (France) (interpretation from French): Since the
beginning of the preparatory work which led to the drafting of the Treaty on the
Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America my country has made it known to
those who took that initiative that we viewed with sympathy their efforts to
establish a denuclearized zone on the South American continent and that we would
stud& the possibility with regard to that zone, of entering into commitments with
respect to the non-use of nuclear weapons. However, at the same time

we did not attempt to conceal that for Frdnce such a commitment represented the
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absolute limit to which it was prepared to go. The Treaty of Tlatelolco which was
discussed among the Powers of the South American continent finally became a
reality. The text of the Treaty, as it stands, did give rise to a certain

number of reservations on our part, and I shall refer to them later.
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These reservations caﬁsed us to hesitate a long time before signing Additional
Protocol II, a decision which we were invited to take by repeated resolutions of
the General Assembly.

However, setting aside a number of political and legal considerations, the
French Government, motivated essentially by the desire to give the nations and
peoples of Scouth America concrete evidende of the high esteem in which it holds
them and its sincere friendship towards them, agreed to sign Additional Protocol II,
thereby undertaking that -- if I may quote the actual text of this diplomatic
instrument --

"The statute of denuclearization of Latin America ... shall be fully

respected ..." (article 1) —

and .
", .. not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against the Contracting
Parties of the Treaty ...". (article 3)

"This undertaking became final when the constitutional formalities of
ratification were concluded by France on 22 March i97h. o R
My delegation would very much have hoped that the States signatories of the
Treaty of Tlatelolco would have been satisfied with this and would not have called
upon the French Government to enter into additional commitments as laid down in
Additional Protocol I of the Treaty, which consists essentially of having those

States which are described as having possessions in the area

"... undertake to apply the statute of denuclearization ... as defined

in artlcles 1, 3, 5 and 13 of the Treaty ... in territories for which, de jure °

or de facto, they are internationally respon51ble .o (artiecle 1)

This invitation did cause us some difficulties and gave rise to considerable
objections, and we informed the authors of the Treaty of these difficulties and
objections some time ago. I shall mention some of them. First of all, I should
like to point out that Additional Protocol I imposes on the Powers which have
adhered to it obligations similar to those which have been assumed by the
Contracting Parties., These obligations hsve of course been discussed among the

Parties themselves, but the countires with possessions in the area, which are
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mentioned in Additional Protocol I, were not invited to take part in these
discussions; they are now being asked simply to assume these obligations. We
believe that this is by no means a proper procedure in the field of international
relétions; in principle, it is not to be conceded that a group of countries can,
a priori, establish, without consulting the countries concerned, rules which they
will subsequently be invited tq accept. The French Government wants to be '- -
consulted when a study is made of provisions which affect three of its

départements. This is the case because Additional Protocol I would apply to

Martinique, Guadeloupe and Guiana. . *

This consideration seems to me also to be in keeping with the views of our
Ccomittee in the area of denuclearized zones. I have listened attentively to
representativés who have explained their views on the creation of denuclearized
zones in the Middle East or South Asia, and I believe that all, without exception,
made it quite clear that the creation of such zones required prior consultations
and the agreement of all the countries concerned. This principle, which the
French Government fully endorses, is not respected here to the extent that we are
now being asked to accede to & text tO which we wére askéd to give our approval
only after it had been finalized. Another difficulty flowed ndturally from the -
first difficulty:.. although the Treaty of Tlatelolco applies to the territories of
the Parties mentioned in Additional Protocol I, it ié unequal and in actual fact
these Powers are badly treated compared with the Contracting Parties. I shall give
you three examples of this. The first relates to the coming into force of the
Additional Protocol. Article 3 provides that

"This Protocol shall enter into force, for the States which have ratified
it, cn the date of the deposit of their respective instruments of
ratification.”

However, under article 28 of the Treaty, the coming into force of this text for
the Contracting Parties islsubject to certain suspensive conditions, among them,
the accession of all the Powers concerned to Additional Protocols I

and II annexed to the Treaty. I am quite aware that, under paragraph 2

of article 28, the signatory States have the right to waive these conditions.
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I am also aware that some Latin American States have in fact waived this
provision. However, all have not done so, and, iﬁ any case, the inequality
remains in principle.

The second example relates to the ability to denounce the Treaty, an abiliti
granted to thé Parties under article 30 of the Treaty, while Additional
Protocol I, which contéins no provision ‘to this effeq}, cannot in principle be
denounced by a signatory State. .

The third example relates to the body set up under the Treaty -- OPANAL, the
Agency for the Prohibition of Nuclear Arms in Latin America -- whose task is "to
ensure respect for the obligations flowing from this Treaty'". This agency is made
up of the Contracting Parties, but States signing Additional Protocol I, while
assuming all the obiléétions of the Treaty, are not invited to become members of
this agency.

Another consideration'which deters the French Government from signing
Additional Protocol I is that it cannot agree to certain provisions of the Treaty

whiech-&re not in keeping with the normally accepted concept of international law.
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Here again I shall mention just one example: it relates to the zone of
application of the Treaty as defined in article k, pafagraph 2. If one traces on a
map of the world the lines defining the zone of application, one notes that it would
include vast stretches of the Atlantic and Pacific OJceans. The French Government
cannot agree to such ideas or that a State or group of States may claim to define
a8 special status for territories or parts of the high seas over vhich they have no
Jurisdiction. -

The difficulties and obstacles I have just mentioned are not only legal in
nature, they go to the very essence of the matter, which is the application to
territories under French sovereignty of the status of denuclearization. That is an
.issue I have no wish to evade. In matters of defence, the French Government has
and can only have one doctrine applying to all of its territory. That doctrine,
the essential elements of which were recently recalled by the President of the
Republic in terms which the Vice-President of the Senate, Mr. Taittinger, quoted
in a speech he made in our Committee, implies that no distinction is drawn between
the various parts of French territory and that, in particular, no part of this
terrltory, since France is a ﬁuclear Power, can be glven a Cenuclearized status.

In mattersAof defence whlch touch on the very fundamental pr1n01ples of secﬁrlty
and national independence, the French nation still follows a formula dating from
the first Constitution of the French Republic -- one and indivisible. For the
reason given, which is of itself sufficient, the French Govermment is not in a
position to sign Additional Protocol I to the Treaty and my delegation will abstain
on the draft resolution in document A/C.l/L.686, while we shall vote in favour of
the draft resolution in document A/C.l/L.685 relating to Additional Protocol II.

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): I do not

with to engage in any polemics with the representative of France, and I should like
to consider carefully the comments he has just made and, perhaps at some later
meeting, comment on them if necessary. But since this draft resolution may be

voted on today I should like to refer briefly to some factual inaccuracies.
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The representative of France said that there is no provision whatsocever
for denunciation  of the Protocol. I believe that there are. Additional
Protocol I states in article 2:

"The duration of this Protocol shall be the same as that of the

Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin /merica of which

this Protocol is an annex, and the provisions regarding ratification

and denunciation contained in the Treaty shall be applicable to it."

That is one point. The other is that it is quite correct that France
did not participate as a member of the Preparétory Committee for the
Denuclearization of Latin America, but we did have the honcur and pleasure -~
I do not recall whether it was in all of them but perhaps in the majecr ity
of the: meetings held by that Preparatory Committee -- of having an observer
from France present, an observer to whom all of the documents of the
Preparatory Committee were transmitted at the same time as they were
distributed to all of the members. Whepn Ambassador Vimont wished to make
some comments; he did s© and they were immediately reproduced and circulated
as documents of “the Preparatory Committee.- I myself was a member together
with the representatives of Ecuador, Ambassador Benites, and Brazil,
Ambassador Sette Camara, who are members of what was called the Negotiating
Committee. In 1965 or 1966 when the General Assembly was meeting I spoke
frequently with the representatives of the United States as well as those
of the Soviet Union, the United Kingdcm and France. T recall that it was always
said that the pesition of France was similar to that of the other Powers, that
before assuming any responsibility with regard to the Treaty thiy would wish to
see the text which would be approved by the Latin fmerican republics.

Lastly, there is a third point, although this is merely a matter of
appreciation since the sovereipn decisions of each State are decisive,

If T am not mistaken the present Secretary—Generai of CPAIAL, a very
outstanding Uruguayan jurist, Dr. Hector Gross Espiell, recently published
a study and cited some precedents of territories or portions of several
meﬁfopolitan territories -~ nct overseas territories -- for which France
had nccepted nct a sSystem of militdry denuclearization but one of total

demilitorization. Those are the only points I wish to make at this time.
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Mr. MISHRA (India): I have some comments to make on the draft .-
resolution contained in document A/C.1/L.690. If we are proceeding to a vote,
then I shall withhold that comment until we have finished voting.

i

The CHAIRMAN' (interpretation from Spanish): At the moment we

are not going to vote on the draft resolution in document A/C,1/L.690,
so the representative of India can now make any comments he wishes. I call

on him.

Mr. MISHRA (India): I did not mean that we would vote on the
draft resolution in document A/C.1/L.69C but on any other draft resolution.
However, I shall make my comments at this stage on the draft resolution
in document 'A/C.1/L.690.

The representative of the Netherlands, in introducing the draft,
resolution contained in document A/C.1/L.690,referred to some remarks
which I had made earlier this week. He said that he -did not know which
delegation I had in mind when I made those remarks, and he went on to say
‘that the co-sponsors ¢értainly did not belong to that category. I am indeed -

very glad to hear that comment.
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During my statement on Monday of this week I had also said, with your
permission,I should like to repeat, that:

"We should not ignore the fact that there are hardly any negotiations going
on concerning nuclear disarmament -- and I emphasize 'disarmament'. Two }
nuclear-weapon States are engaged in the Strategic Arms Limitation Talks.
Three nuclear-weapon States participate ip the work of the Conference of the
Committee on Disarmament which for some years now has been unsuccessfully
enbaged in elaborating a comprehensive test ban treaty. Two nuclear-weapon
States are outside CCD." {2016th meeting, pn. 23-25)

The international community has time and again stressed in its
deliberations and resolutions that pfiority should be given to nuclear
disarmament. The draft resclution which was introduced this afternoon by the
representative of the Netherlands, for all its good intentions, will have the
effect of transferring the attention of the international community to other,
legs important, matters such as the regulation of peaceful activities connected
with nuclear technology. _ o . o

‘ <We feél ﬁhaﬁvto'considér fhe quéstion éf-peacefui nuclear eiﬁlosions as
contributing to the nuclear arms race and to the proliferation of nuclear
weapons is not proper. We feel that only nuclear-weapon testing has a bearing
on the nuclear arms race; it is wrong to put the blame on peaceful nuclear
explosions for this.

In the seventh preambular paragraph of this draft there is mention of six
Stafes having engaged in nuclear testing. A cbrrect reflection of the facts
would be that five States have carried out nuclear-weapon testing during the
course of this year, while one State has exploded a peaceful nuclear device.

They cannot be lumped together in the context of the nuclear arms race.

May I also quote one more passage from my statement of Monday last. I said:

"Our approach to the general question of the comprehensive test ban is that

there should be a complete cessation of all nuclear-weapon tests. As the

partial test ban Treaty of 1963 already prohibits nuclear-weapon tests in

the atmosphere, in outer space and under water, the conclusion of a-treaty to

prohiblit nuclear-weapon tests in the underground environment will accomplish

the objectives of a comprehensive ban on all nuclear-weapon tests in all
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environments. Therefore, the first priority should be accorded to achieving
universal adherence to a régime of prohibiticn of all nuclear-weapon tests in
all environments. Only in the éontext of a complete cessatiqn of all uuéle&r~
weapon tests could consideration be given to the possibility of concluding an
agreement on the regulation of underground nuclear explosions for peaceful
purposes, to be signed by all States." '(lggg.) N i ’ A

Now, in operative paragraph 3 of the draft resclution contained in decument
4/C.1/L.690, the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament is called upon:

n

... to include a section on its consideration of the arms control

implications of peaceful nuclear explosions” while "submitting its report to

the thirtieth session of the ... Assembly on the elaboration of a treaty

designed to achieve a comprehensive test ban" (A/C.1/L.690, p. 2).

What is the effect of that paragraph, and whét can the CCD achieve: a

comprehensive test ban? The CCD is certainly not capéble of doing that: two

of the nuclear-weapon States are not even members of it. Tn effect, there will

" be no r;commendation on a comprehgngiye_test han, but there will be a section

on peaceful nuclear explosions. Perhaps thét—ié the intention, because I

notice that in the statement made by the Netherlands representative this

afternoon in introducins this draft resolution there is the following paragraph:

"All the above-mentioned bodies -- IAEA, CCD and the non-proliferation

Treaty review conference - . are requested to report to the General Assembly
at its next regular session. Thus next year all lines on the different
‘aspects of peaceful nuclear explosions will come together in our world
Organizetion." (sypra, p. 16)

It goes on: 7
"In any case, the General Assembly at its thirtieth session Will‘have before
it reports on all the problems in this area and, it is hoped, many
suggestions for solutions, so tﬁat it can decide In all freedom what should
be the next steps with regard to the problem of peaceful nuclear

explosions." (ibid.)
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(Mr. Mishra, India)

Perhaps the General Assembly next year will cénsider this question agaia,
and: perhaps & resolution on the subject of peaceful nuclear explosions will be
adopted. Will that prevent the testiné of nuclear wespons? Will that make a
contribution to stopping the anuclear arms réce, much less to nuclear
disarmament? The non-proliferation Treaty'did not prevent proliferation of
. nuclear weapons, precisely because it was not designed to prevent the nuclear
arms race. Any regulation of peaceful'nuclear exploéions at this stage which
is not placed in the context of universal adherence to a éomprehensive test ban
treaty or agreement,~anyrsuch regulation will make no coantribution in tha§
direction. All it will.do is detract in a significant manner and in a
significant measure from the single-minded efforts needed to unify opinion
_ against the nuclear arms.race and for nuclear disarmament. This is what
I meant when I said on Monday last that the auclear arms race séems»to be
taken for granﬁgé; and thaﬁ the efforts of some delegations are only in

the direction of regulating peaceful nuclear explosions.
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Mr. MISTRAL (France) (interpretation from French): I listened
attentively to the indications given by the representative of México and his
comments with regard to some of the points in my statement. Of course I do not
wish to start an argument here. This is neither the place nor the time. But with
regard to three points, I should like to give some explanation. ' |

The. first concerns one of the pdints which I raised: namely, the ability-to
denounce the Treaty. I take note of the words and indications given 'by
Mr. Garcia Robles. - His interpretation, I must say, does not seem to bé guite
self-evident in that I believe that a priori the obligations assumed by States
signing Additional Protocol I are those, and, only those, stipulated in its first
article, which refers to articles 1, 3, 5 and 13 of the Treaty, and which
therefore exclude other articles as a whole. But in that connexion, opinions may
be divergent. .

I should also like to notify the representative of Mexico that during the
preparatory work we were indeed kept abreast of the drgfting of the Treaty. But
it is one thing to be an observer while a diplomatic instrument is being drafted,
and something quite different to participate in the negotiations. The
responsibilities arising from these two different_types.éf status cannot be
compared. That is what my comments were about. - ‘

As for the third point, I admit that I did not understand very well the
allusion of the represenfative of MExicb to diffefent systems that might exist in
different areas of French terfitory with fegard to defence. I am not sure what he
is referring to. The only example that comes to mind is that of our overseas
territories in the Antarctic continent which are subject to a statute of
denuclearization, because we signed the Treaty on that subject. ,

But I think that there it might be conceded that we are in quite a different
situation. The Antarctic continent is a desert, uninhabited except by a few
pengﬁins; it is not a State peopled by citizens. It has no connexion whatsoever
with what might occur in the countries of South America which fall under this

denuclearization Treaty.
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish.):_ As no other representatiwie

has agked tb speak, I should like to meke two announcements. First, Peru is a
sponsor of the draft resolution in document A/C.1/L.€83. Secondly, the Federal
Republic of Germany has Jjoined the sponsors of the draft resolution in document
A/C.1/L.600. T did ask the Committee if it would be able to vote on the draft
resolutions contained in documents A/C.1/L.685 and A/C.1/L.686. At that time
I heard no objections., If that still holds, %é miéht pfoééed to thé véfe.v~ ;
Mr. ROSCHIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation
from Russian): We would like to request, Mr. Chairman, that you postpone the
vote on the draft resolutions to which you just referred, on the denuclearized

zone in Latin America; that is, on the Treaty of Tlatelolco and Protocols I and IT.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I might ask, the

representative of the Soviet Union the same question that I asked the

representative of the United States yesterday, because both of them are in
the Disarmament Committee. For how long must we postpone this? Perhaps

~ the representative of the Soviet Union could give me some indication. =

Mr. ROSCHIN (Uniog of - Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation
from Russian): Mr. Chairman, I can answer your question very soon, but,
unfortunately, I cannot give you any specific date now. I can just assure
you that the Soviet delegation will do everything within its power to be

ready to vote as soon as possible.

The CHAIRMAN ( interpretation from Spanish): Unfortunately, we

find ourselves in a rather unusual situation, because we already have various
draft resolutions submitted and éistributed. In my view they could be put
to the vote because it may.be presumed that they would cause no further
difficulfies. But if some delegations do have difficulties, we could

not, of course proceed to the vote. Thus, I mustrstress the fact that

we are losing some time. I would have thought that we might have been

able to vote on those two draft resolutions this afternoon. However, in view
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of the request.for postponement, rather thﬁn the objection, made by the
representative of the Soviet Union, and as we have agreed to postpone the vote
with regard to other drafts, we shall not in this case proceed to the vote.

I should like to ask the Committee ﬁhéther pefhaps tomorrow morning, if there
is no problem, we might vote on the draft reso%ution in dccument A/C.l/L.683.

~ Thé sponsors have told me that they themselves have no difficulty in doing so.
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(The Chairman)

I should like to point out, so that delegations can organize their positions
in this respect, that there will be no meeting tomorrow morning but there will
be one in the afternoon.

As T have sald, if there are no ijections ~- and here égain I am asking
the Committee for its opinion -- we might be able to vote on the draft
resolution in document A/C.l/L.683 tomorrowAafternoon}r

I beiieve we might also be able to vote on the draft resolution in
document A/C.l/L.687 which was introduced by the Nigerian delegation this
afternoon, and on the draft resolution concerning the Indisn Ccean contained in t
Addendum to document A/9629. Members willlremem}er that in connexion
with this latter draft some delegations indicated that they would prefer the
vote to be postponed. Those delegations have now told me that they will be i1 a
position to vote if the Conmitiee decides to vote tomorrow. ‘

I think that the Committee can agree to vote o these three drafts
tomorfow, while continuing consideration of the draft resolutions which have
been submitted and heariﬁg-the various comrents.on them, 11 the.same way. as
we have done today. Vhen we have come to the end of the list of speakers we
can vote on the three draft resolutions I have mentioned.

It would also be very desirable if at our meeting on Friday morning,
which is the only one the Committee will have, we could vote on the draft
resolutions in documents A/C.1/L.685 and A/C.1/L.686, which the Soviet
delegation has just requested should be postponed. Also -- and I am still
consulting the Committee -~ perkaps the draft resolutions in documdknts
A/c.l/L.684 and A/C.1/L.688 could be introduced and discussed, and if we
receive the reply which has been promised by the representative.of the
United States for today then we might also be able to vote on the draft
resolution indocument A/C.1/L/675. '

In this respect I am in the ‘hands of the represéntatiVes. I do not want
to hurry our proceedings induly and I wisl. to give all delegatius an
opportunity to study the drafts and consult their Governments, but it is my
duty and responsibility to draw the attention of the Committee to the fact that
time is passing and on Friday we must conclude our consideration of and voting

on the draft resblutions concerning disarmament and vote on thew.
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'Mrs. THORSSON (Sweden): The Swedish delegation would certainly be

) ready to go alohg with most of what you have just suggested to us, Mr. Chairman,

in relation to our discussion and voting on the draft resolutions. We have
Just one difficulty which I should like to submit to you anérfhis relatés to
the draft resolution in document A/C.1/L.675. The fact is that there are a-
number of delegations which are involved in consultations on thé text of this
draft resolution, and it is my feeling that we shell require a day or two

to finish those ‘consultations. I would, then, very re8pectfully'ask you if it
vould be at all possible'to postpone fhe vote on the draft resolution in
document A/C.1/L.675 until early'next week. - '

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): The view of the
representatiﬁe of Sweden coincides with the others I have heard. We shall

therefore postpone consideration of the draft resolution in document A/C.1/L.675
until next vieek. I should like to—aék éélegétidns vwhich are ‘carrying out-
consultations to indicate when fhey will be ready to proceed to the vote

because the.co-sponsors of the draft are ready for this to be voted on at any
time. |

Are there any further comments on the programme which I have just put
before the Committee?

As there appear to be none, I take it that the Committee will be
ready tomorrow afternoon'to vote on the draft resolufions in documents
A/C.1/L.683, A4/C.1/1.687 and the Addendum to document A/9629.

We shall begin our meeting tomorrow afternoon by listening to all the
delegations which wish to refer to the various draft resolutions, whether the
ones to be voted on that afternoon or others which have been submitted.

I should like now to refer to a matter which I want to put to the Committee
for its consideration. In 1969 the First Committee reached an understanding,
whiéh was ratified by the General Assembly, on the advisability of updating

every five years the publication entitled "The United Nations and Disarmament™.’
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Five years have elapsed, and I should like to read an estimate of the publication
costs and machinery so‘that the delegations can study and consider these and

' subsequéntly, perhaps next week, it may be possible to reach a decision on this
matter. »

As I ghall read this documént, my words will, of course, be reproduced in
full in the record of this meeting. Thus delegations will have an opportunity not
only of hearing what I dm saying but also of studying it subsequently.

The Committee may feel it advisable to study two possibilities with regard to
updating the publication eatitled "The United Nations and Disarmament". The first
would include_printing and publishing 200 pages as a five-year supplement to the
present dbcument. She second would éntail printing and publishing a new volume of
more than 700 pages which would cover the yeafs 19L5 to 1975 and would include new
material equivalent to the 200 pages of the supplement referred to above. As in
1970, the publication would be printed in English, French, Russian and Spanish.

The Secretary-General informs me that the respective costs of these proposals
would be as follows. As regards the single supplement -- that is, the 200-page
addition: $US 30,000 for printing and $US 12;000 for external contractual- .
translation making a total of $US 42,000. If a new edition were published -- that
is, the 700 pages to which I referred, the costs would be $US 102,000 for printing
and $US 24,000 for external contractual translation, making a total of
$Us 126,000.
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Those estimates of printing costs based on current costs in New York -- or
in Moscow in the case of the Russian edition -- for the printing of the following
numbers of copies for official distribution: Spanish, U450; French, 850; English,
2,500; Russian, 4OO. The number of copies for sale would be as follows:

Spanish, 800; French, 560; £nglish, 3 000; Russian, none. The respeétive totals
would be as follows: Spanish, 1,250; French,vl,ESO; English, 5,500; Russian, koo,

In this connexion, the Secretary-General wishes to indicate that the following
guantities of the 1970 edition still remain: Spanish, 250; French, 600; English,
2,600; Russian, 100.

In the estimated translation costs, which include typing account is taken
of the fact that a large part of the documentation has already been translated.

At present it is impossible to estimate accurately how far the work of translation
could be paid fpr out of existing resources. Therefore the estimates I have given
should be considered rough averages; in view of the heavy worklcocad of the regular
staff the translation would be carried ocut by contract.

If the document is also published in Argb;g and Chinese, the costs would
increase as follows. For the 200-page supplement, ﬁrin£iﬁgrcéé£s Qould inéreaée
by $6,000 and the contractual translation costs by $8,000 -- a total of $14, 00O0.
With regard to the T700-page edition, printing costs would increase by $20,500
and translation costs by $28,000 -- aAtotal of $48,500. The estimated number of
copies needed would be 500 in Arabic and 200 in Chinese for official distribution,
and 250 in Arabic and 100 in Chinese for sale.

I have brought that information to the attention of the Committee so that
delegations may study it. It will appear in the verbatim records tomorrow. Next
week I shall draw the attention of representatives to this point, so that we may
come to an understanding similar to that adopted in 1969.

I wish to announce that the delegation of Upper Volta has joined the

sponsors of the draft resolution on the question of Korea in document A/C.1/L.677.

The meeting rose at 5.25 p.m.
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Corrigendum

Page 52, third and fourth paragraphs

For the existing text substitute

Now I should like to make 2 brief comment on the statement just made by
the Soviet representative.

Whether a country is truly for disarmament does not hinge on how many
proposzls it makes or how many conferences it participates; rather this
depends on what concrete disarmament measures it adopts. When China expressed
support for the efforts of the numerous medium-sized and smsall countries for
the establishment of peace-zones and nuclear-free zones, we undertook due
obligations with regard to these zones. When we set forth two prerequisites
for the convocation of a world dissrmament conference - namely, that gll
nuclear countries, especially the two super-Powers, undertake the obligation
not to be the first to use nuclear weapons and that they dismantle gll
military bases on foreign soil and withdraw all military forces from abroad -
China has done exactly what it advocated. We have declared that we will not
be the first to use nuclear weapons, and we do not have a single soldier or a
single base abroad. Facts have shown that China's attitude on the disarmament
guestions is serious and earnest, and that its deeds match its words.

Tu-T1196/44 /e..
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Page 53-55, first and second paragraphs

For the existing text substitute

It is true that the Soviet Union has put forward many propcsals, but
what has. it done? It has talked about dissrmament for so many years, but
who has seen it disarm a single warship, a single plane, or a single warhead?
I would ask the representative of the Soviet Union whether he can answer this
guestion: Do you dare to declare that you will withdraw 211 military forces
from other countries and that you will no longer interfere in the internal
affairs of others? We do not ‘think you dare to do so. What the people of
the world want is not empty talk but concrete action.

On the question of international tension, many representatives have
correctly pointed out in the plenary Assembly and in the First Commitiee that
« the root-cause of international tension lies in the saggression, interference
and contention of the super-Powers. Only by resolutely opposing the policy
of aggression and war of the super-Powers can we effectlvelv oppose their
creation of tension under the guise of "détente".

Page 56, first paragraph

For the existing text substitute

In this regard, together with the numerous third world countries, China
has made its own contributions. It is utterly futile for the Soviet
* representative to distort facts and to try to shift to China the blame for --
the creaiion of international tension.

—
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. =. Reduction of the pilitgry budget§ of States permanent members of the
Security Council by 10 per cent and utilization of part of the funds thus
saved to provide assistance to developing countries /24/ {continued)

{(a) Report of the Special Committee on the Distribution of the Funds
Released as a Result of the Reduction of Military Budgets;

{(v) Report of the Secretary-General

~ Napalm and other incendiary weapons and all aspects of their possible use:
report of the Secretary-General /27/ (continued)‘

- Chemicel asnd bacteriological (biological) weapons: report of the
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament /28/ (continued)

This record contains the originel text of speeches delivered in English and
interpretations of speeches in the other languages. This final text will be
distributed as soon as possible.

Corrections should be submitted to original speeches only. They should be
sent in gquadruplicate within three working days to the Chief of the Officiel
Records Editing Section, Department of Conference Services, room LX-2332, and
incorporated in a copy of the record.

AS THIS RECORD WAS DISTRIBUTED ON 15 NOVEMBER 1974, THE TIME-LIMIT FOR
CORRECTIONS WILL BE 20 NOVEMBER 197k.

The co-operation of delegations in strictly observing this time-limit
would be greatly appreciated.

Th-71198/4
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Urgent need for cessation of nuclear and thermonuclear tests and
conclusion of a treaty designed to achieve a comprehen51ve test ban:
report of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament /29/ {continued)

Implementation of General Assembly resolution 3079 (XXVIII) concerning the
signature and ratification of Additional Protocol II of the Treaty for the
Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in latin Americe (Treaty of Tlatelolco):
report of the becretary—General /30/ (continued)

Implementation of the Declaration on the Indian Ccean as a Zone of Peace:
report of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean /31/ (continued)

World Disarmament Conference: report of the Ad Hoc Committee on the World
Disarmament Conference /34/ (continued)

General and complete disarmament: vreport of the Conference of the
Committee on Disarmament /3‘/ (continued)

Implementation of General Assembly resolution 2286 (XXII) concerning the
signature and ratification of Additional Protocol I of the Treaty for the

Drohﬁbﬂtlon of Nuclear Weapons in Ilatin Americe (Treaty of Tlatelolco)
/lOO/ {continued)

Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle
East /lOlf (continued)

Prohibition of action to irnfluence the environment and climate for
military and other purposes incompatible with the maintenance of
internationel security, human well-being and health /103/ (conuln d)

Rl

eclaration and establishment of & nuclear-free zone in South Asisz
T/ (continued)
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AGENDA ITEMS 2k, 27. 28, 29, 30, 31, 34, 35, 100, 101, 103, 107 (continued)

Mr. LIN (China) (intermretation from Chinese): The Chinese
delegation has carefully studied the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on the
Indian Ocean and the draft resolution contained in the addendum to it and has
1isténeé aﬁ%én%ﬁvely to the statements made by representatives of varicus countries
on the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a zone of peace. We should like
to make & few observations now in this regard.

Pirst, the Chinese Government snd people have always sympathized deeply
with and firmly supported the struggle of the people of various countries to
safeguard States sovereignty and national independence aand to oppose super-rower
aggression and expansion. Froceeding from this peosition, we actively support
the just proposal to meke the Indian Ocean a zone of peace.

2]

T
L

our opiaion
the desire of the countries in the Indian Ocear zone to maintain peace in the
region should be respected.

Secondly, it must be pointed out that the root cause of the

turbulénce and uanrest in the Indian-Ocean  region lies mainly ian the policy

o aggressiorn and expansion in the region pursued by the two super-Powers,
the Soviet Union and the United States It is precigely these two super-Towers

in recent years frantically pursued their “gunboat" policy., messzd

&z large number of warships for z show of force and vied with each other
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hes in recent veers set up & permanent fleet in the Indian Ccear and
dispatched large numbers of naval ships to ply in tke Indian Ocean and eves tc
carry out large.scale military exercises there. In the past few years its

ship-days in the Indian Ocean have increased almost fivefold. It 1is

seeking by all means to establish military vases along the coasts of the Indian Ocean
and is engaging in interfereance and subversive activities. The other

super-Power in its intengified contention has alsc made tremendous efforts

o augment its military strength in the Indian Ocean and expand Its military

bzses thare. The facits show that it is—precise*y the twe super-Powers'

activities of contention for hegemony that have sericusly menaced peace and

security in the Indian Ocean region and the independence and sovereignty
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of ite t‘ountrms En ‘fhe reglon. Th:.s canno‘b bu‘L arouse the grave :conr-ern of the
coun%rles aad gecnles in the regmn and ¥iil naturally meet with their strong
condemna.tlon and resolu?e orposition. i ' , h

) ’“hzral,y) the Chlrese delegation_ me.in tains that in order to implement the
Just proposal to make the Indlan QOcean a zone of peace it is iinpera‘tive first
of all to put an end to the two super-Powers' military expansion -and contention
for hegemony in the regionm, -to withéraw all foreign naval fleetsf from the region
and to dismantle all foreigs military \bases and instaliations there.

Furthermore it must be pointed out that the establishment of the Indian
Ocean'peace zone &also depends on the countries in the region basing their
mutual relations on the principles o:t‘ respect for sovereigaty and territoriel
integrity, mutual non-aggression, non interference in each other's internal
affairs, equality and mutual benefit and peaceful coexistence. However, in
pursuance of the policy of expansion and blackmail & certain country in this
region has recently openly annexed a& small neighbour. This runs entlrely
counter to the purpcse of meking the Indian Ocean & zone of pea;;‘. S

Finally. we shall vote in favour of the drafi resolubtion contained ia the

addentum to the repcri of the Ad Hoc Committee.

Mr. MERENNE {Belgium) (interpretation from French): It is very
difficult to put forward practical ideas on the serious problem of global
disarmament. Fortunately the task is easier when the ground has alread; been worked
over, as, for instancz. in the case of the special problems of the non-proliferation

of nuclear weapons anl the contrel of so-called peacelul nuclear explosions, which

are the subject of the draft resolutico in Gocument A/C.1/L.690 of vhich my

Government 1s & sponsor.
Realizing that the preservation of world peace is an objective which
takes precedence over all others, the Belgian Government agreed to accede

to the non-proliferation Treaty, which it signed on 20 August 1968.



~ Ro/l/gw

(,

bty the proilferatlon of nuclear weapou States.“ we sazé that the*nonyprollferatlon
Treaty, in spite_ of the imnerfectlons 1nherent 1n any human under aklng, bore '
within it the hopes of‘the overwhelming maJorltV'of the 1nternatwonal community,
for it was the flrst genuine s an~ﬁcwards & cessaulon of the nuclear’arms race.

More than ?our years after the en*ry into force of the mveaty; Belgium!s
Tundamental stand on-this political ch01ce taken,ln 1963 remains unchanged. -

At that time, the communiqué of the 5elglan Government already stressed the
universal character which the Treaty should have.. Indeed, my Government was aware
that the participation of a sufficieﬁﬁj;umber’of‘countries, particularly of .
those which might relatively scon be able to produce nuclear wespons, was
indispensable for the tctal/effEQtivenssé of the Treaty. The deeper meaning
and the politiecal significanee of the4Tfeaty indeed depend on that condition
being met.

- It is true that more-than 100 countries have signed- the Treaty and that -- -
more than 90 have ratified it. Soméisignatories are still hesitant to acée&e
to it, and we know that a number Qf the$,are waitiﬁé for the States\meﬁbers of
FSURATOM thaﬁ‘are directly concerne&Jfé”ratffv ﬁhe mreéﬁy béfore'doing S0

themselves. quortunately, approx1mately'§0 other countrles have. thus far not

l

wished to be assoclaﬁed with tne.”redtf.if S o
In 1968 BEIglum, llke its non—nunlwai pa“tners cf the WUBATO"r-reétj,
debided tbaﬁ its ratwfzcatlan of the Treaty shoqlé depeqd on. the outcome of )
negotlations betwean,the European Gemmﬂnlty and the Internatxana‘ Atomlc Energy
rticie IIT of

s

Age ncy‘on ne implementaﬁ1on af b b& rols prcv;deé Ior in

}the Treauy.
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~ Yet, the people of Belgium, like those elsewhere in the world, are troubled
by real concern over the events which have occurred -- or, indeed, which have
not occurred -- these past few months, namely, the underground nuclear explosion
carried out by the Indian Government, on the one hand, and the lack of agreement
_ by the five nuclear Powers recognized as such under the Treaty to limit their
nuclesr weapons, on the other.

That concern‘will be shared by the conference to review the Treaty, which
in May 1975 will focus attention on the possible short-comings of this agreement
and on what capn be done to overcome then. '

The reasons invoked by countries for not acceding to the Treaty, are many _
and various. I should like now to examine the chief among them.

The essential and immediate objective of the Treaty is to limit the number
of nuclear-weapon States to the number in existence when it was drafted.

Since the Treaty is essentially one of disarmament, it must be counsidered
as & stage and not as the final result with regard to the non-proliferation of

nuclear wegpons.

I*.ﬁas therefore logical that, to maeke it possible to curb preliferation,

P

certain States should assume obligations more rapidly than others, that is to
say, that the first step in the process of nuclear non-proliferation should
cousist in preventing an increase in the number of States possessing military
nuclear explosive devices.

In other words, the idea was to prevent, in the first place, the so-called
horizontal proliferation of nuclear Weapons.

However, in order to maintain a certain balance between the rights and the
commitments of the Parties to the non-proliferation Treaty, it is provided in
some of the paragraphs of the preamble as well as in article VI of the Treaty
that each of the Parties to the agreement -- and this is meant essentially for
any military nuclear Power --

"... undertakes to pursue negotiations in good faith ... relating

to cessation of the nuclear arms race ...". - —

Thet is in fact intended to put an end to vertical proliferation of

nuclear weapons.
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-A major difficulty no doubt lies in the fact that no negotiaticns have
‘been started in which all the nuclear-weapon States would take part.

Agreements on the limitation of strategic weapons have been concluded
between two of the Powers parties to the Treaty, the full significance of which
Wwe have recognized, but which have barely begun the process of putting an end
to the nuclear arms race.

Concrete steps regarding vertical proliferation would counstitute cne of
the means essential for the motivatiom of the States which are still unsure
as to what to do next in order to assure their security. We hesitate to take
too hard and fast a2 position on this situation. However, Belgium believes
that it is now more than ever necessary for the nuclear Powers, whose duiieé
and responsibilities have increased simply because of the entry info force
of the Treaty, to carry out concrete actions.

And we are not expecting decisive acticns on the part of the nuclear
States only as regards vertical proliferation. They can alsc contribute to

better eunsuring horizontal non-proliferation. .
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Belgium, together with the Director-General of the International Atomic
Energy Agency and with other countries, has been advocating international
supervision of all peaceful underground nuclear explosions, not only within the
framework of article V of the Treaty but alsc, more generally speaking, over the
explosions carri€éd out by nuclear States. If those States would agree to that
kind of supervision, then one of the reasons that some countries put forward for
acceding to the Treaty would be eliminated. We hope that current negotiations
or that point between the United States and the Soviet Union on additional
matters relating to the so-called "threshold" agreement concluded in Moscow on
3 July, will bring new and encouraging elements tc bear.

One of the major concerns of the non-nuclear Powers ever since 1968 has been
to ensure the protection of their national security against any nuclear action.
Their efforts at the time led to Security Council resolution 255 (1968) of
19 June 1965 which was based essentially on Article 51 of the Charter of the
United@ Nations. We believe that one of the ways of further developing guarantees
for non-nuclear Powers would be to create -non-nuclear zenes patierned after the -
Treaty of Tlateloleo. That Treaty in an annexed Protocol contains the commitment
of the nuclear Powers to respect the status of a nuclear-free zone and not to use
or threaten to use nuclear weagpons against any of the Contracting Parties.

Article VII of the non-proliferation Treaty provides expressly that groups
of States may conclude regional agreements completely to ban nuclear weapons on
their respective territories. The Treaty has been drafted in such a way as to
take intec account the Treaty of Tlatelolco and is a type of invitation to
conclude similar treaties, which we have been discussing in our debate, in parts
of the world which are suitable for agreements of this kind. That would
strengthen the impact that the non-proliferation Treaty would have.

The safeguards provided in article III of the non-proliferation Treaty have
been ope of the most critical aspec%s of the system of non-proliferation set
fortk in the Treaty. )

But things have got off toc a fairly good start because the Intgrnafional
Atomic Energy Agency has already concluded, or is in the process of concluding,
control agreements with those countries which have acceded to the Treaty.

The EURATOM/IAEA verification agreement has also been prepared on this point.
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— Furthermore, Belgium was one of thase countries which, last dugust,
decided on certain rules of conduct regarding uniform rules with which exporters
would have to comply in respect of exports covered in article III, paragraph 2,
of the ron-proliferation Treaty.

Belgium intends to act in accordance with that agreement as scon as it
ratifies the ncn-proliferation Treaty, and it will do so now to the =xtent
that our regulations permit, while bearing in mind the requirements of the
Rome Treaty.

Finally, when the non-proliferaticn Treaty was being negotiated, it was

(@]

learly understood that the agreement should in no way impede the full and

H

ree develorment of the civilian use of nuclear srergy but that, gquite on the
contrary, the guarantees that the Treaty contains regarding the non-use of
auclear energy for military purcoses should, as a matier of fact, promote the
civilian development of that form of energy.

- The problem-of =nergy-in ithe-world is a very timely and relevant one - -
that makes article IV of the Treaty particularly significant. 4ll States,
particularly developing countries, must be allowed %o assimilate the
sophisticated forms. of technology represented by nuclear power. Assistance
and co-operation, particularly action by the International Atomic Energy
Agency, are essential given the present international situation.

The review conference must strengthen the balance which has at times
been challenged between, on the one hand, the right of everyone to use nuclear
anergy for peaceful purposes and, on the other hand, the need to avoid using nuclear
energy for military purposes. Only if there is national and international
control under the guidance of the International Atcmic Energy Agency can there be
a2 harmonious use of nuclear energy fér peaceful purgoses throughout the world.
I am now reaching the end of my statement and my main point. I
represent a small couhtry which has nevertheless acquired a considerable
knowledge of nuclear technology applied in the service of mankind. On behalf
of Belgium, which has achieved that objective without resorting to peaceful

nuclear explosions, I have adduced a number of arguments and expressed
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& few thougnts and I heve done so it the hope that meny members cI the Committee
will vote in favour of the draft resolutior ip Gocument A/C.1/L.63C endé that

those who ere hesitant will ask themselves whether their scepticism is warranted.
!

Mr. MELESCANU (Romanie) (interpretation from Fren ch): The Romenien

delegation is one of the-co-sponsors of the draftvresaiution in document
/v.‘/L 687 on the mid-term review of the Disarmament Decade b-causc of ite
constant interest in this guestion and in the intensification of efforts of ell
Stetes wiil & view tc the adoption of effective disarmament measures, primarily
ir the &sres of puclear disarmemen®. In the General Lssemply as well as in the
Disarmement Committee in Geneva, the Romanian delegation hes consistently
suppcrted the idea that the preparation of & programme for immeciste and long

term disermement negotlations and messures wouldé stimulate the political will

L/TTEL {DC/EEE}; paracrepk 57, ~zat we shculé consider procleiming @ United

Tetione Diszrmzzent Decade, froam 2°70 tc 1280, concurrently with the
Deve lopment Decals.
One of the furdamental me*ives for mr delegetion Ir 1974 and still veliid

todey is thz nzel for & comprehensive prograrme of Cissrmement messures in the
context of a decade and the close relatiocship betweern disermament eni

developrent.
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It was that idea which led Romania to request the inclusion of a

separate ‘item on the agenda of the twenty-sixth session of the General

3 M,

Assembly entitled

-

Bconomic and social consequences of the zrmaments race and
its extremely harmful effects on world peace and security.’ The Secretary-Generals
report on this subject (A/8469), the debates that ook place at the

twenty-sixth and twenty-eighth sessions of the General Assembly and, Indeed,

+the work of other United N¥aticns todies on the subject -~ all have underlined

+the urgent need to take joint action that wculd maxe it possible, through
affective disarmament measures, to release vast rescurces at present swailowed

up vy Lhe arms race so that the necessary means can te made available for the

- PR

sccnomic and social development of all peoples, particularly the peoples of the

ere introduced in General Assembly resolution 2602 B {XXIV)
of 16 December 1969, in the adoption of which Romania made an active
r

~on ibution, That Lesolutlon n*ocLavmﬂa the decade ueg* ning in 1970 =zs

+he Disarmament Decade.

As was stressed yesterday by the representative of Nigeria, Ambassadof—Clark,
the ﬁraft resolution now before the Committee is based upon the idea of
reviewing, mid-way through the Decade, efforts and action undertaken in
crder to follow up the provisions of the resolutions-adopted five years ago.
Indeed, while reaffirming the cobjectives and purposes of the Tecade, the
draft resoliution requests the Secretary-General and Governments fo report to
the thirtieth session of the General Asscmbly on the action arnd steps which
they have taken so far to publicize the Disarmament Decade in order to
acquaint the general public with i1ts purposes and objectives. This provision
derives from operative paragraph 2 of General Assembly resolution 2602 (XXIV)
f 196G, which reads as follows: T

"Calls upon Governments to intensify without delay their concerted
and concentrated efforts for effective measures relating to the
cessation of the nuclear arms race at an early date and to nuclesar
disarmament and the elimination of other wespons of mass desizuction,
and for a treaty’on general and complete disarm®ment under strict

end effective international control.”
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In the view of the Romsnian delegation such an examination is in keeping
with the constant concern of our Organization. which has been highlighted once
again at this session, regarding the intensification of everyone's effortis ﬁo
bring zbout a halt to the arme race and to take effective steps towards
disarmament, primarily nuclear disarmament. - -

As we know, the next session of the General Assembly is to deal with the
results achieved in the first part of the Development Decade. "The guestion of
the economic and sociel consequences of the armaments race will once agaln be

inciuded on our agenda, and it therefore seems entirely natural that in this

%

context the General Assembly should be able to take er cover-z1i view of efforts
being made in a related area -- that of disarmament -- after the first five years

of ths Decade.

ct

Mrs. THORSSON (Sweden): I shall in this statement make some

observations on the draft resolution in document A/C.1/L.675. originally
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to environmental problems and has devoted both time and resources to Tinding
effective and practical solutions at the international level to ths sver
increasing threats to the en%ironment; our commor heritage. In the course of ths
general debate my delegation had the opportunity tc make = few preliminary
comments on the interesting and highly topical proposal of the Soviet Union on
the "prohibitior of actiorn to influence the environment ané climete for military

and other purposes incompatible with maintenance of international security, human

well being and health." Given the great Swedish interest in environmental
matters, I should now like to elaborate on my preiiminary commente. If what I

have to say could be regarded as rather critical, it shouié non

m

the less be
viewed as g positive attempt to secure ar internmational prohibition of
environmental changes for milivary or other nostile purposes. 12t me alsoc say
that my comments should not be interpreted as indicating =2 wish to initiate &
discussion on the substance of the Soviet proposal at this session of the General

Assembly. ‘
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My comrents are addressed to the draft resolution and draft-convention in

order To illusirate she extremely complicated character cf this matter. Jor that

7ery reascn I deem it zost important that, shouid the cuestion ve referred fo 1t,
tne CJonference of the Committee on Disarmament obtail clear guldance Trom the

c
Zerneral Assembly om hOW to approach the problem of senvironmental modification Tor

~ i

miiitary and other hostile purposes. Anovher reason is that other international

s}

cciies, particularly UNEP, with its broad co-ordinating mandate in the field of

vely involved in the guestion of envircnmental

[WH

<hs environment, are act
modifization for peacelful purposes, and the Internaticnal Committee of the Red
Zross i3 at the same time making efforts to forbid certain methods of warTare.
27 me repeal that we need a clear-cut definition, or the one hand, of

nvironmental rodification for military and otl
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and, on the

~2golution vroposed by the Soviet delegation. As can be seen from the draft

)

nowever. this cuestion is clogely connected with what I see as the second main
v -- namely. the desired substantive direction of the further study and
:onsideration of the Soviet proposal.
The text of the draft convention as it now stands raises several difficult
interpretation. The delineation between military and civilian action
iz one such issue.

The broad wording of article I seems to include almost any type of action
influencing-the environment, whether military or not. When proceeding further
with the consideration of this text, it is very important to clarify the intended

relationsnip between several measures proposed i

s}

article IT and ongoing
A

activities in the same general field in the United Nations system and elsewhere.
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s

It mast of ccurse be of fundamental interbst for the Geperal Assembly

when dealing with the nresenu prcnosal to avoid inviting any duplication

of efforts already‘under way Or,'as could even be the case, exerting any
negative influesnce -on those efforts. A rewording of ariicie I might be
helpful in this regard. One solution could be to make it clear that two types
of purpoée criterion are foreseen, that is, action to in’luehce the environment
and climete in armed conflicts or as a means of exerting prassure cp other

-

nations, something which wculd indeed impiy hostile purpose

w

Another problem of interpretation concerns the phrase ip article -
"incompatible with the maintenance of international security, humarn well-being
and health” (A/C.1/L.675, arnex, page 1). This general and broad wording.

~"would, it seems to us, create insurmouniable obstacles whep an atiempt is made %o
efine whether a particular action falls under the convention or noct. Ve

s
feel that the phrase in question should be clarifiedé in such & way that it

[N

r
pecomes clearer what types of measurement of effects are ervisaged.

The procedures envisaged in articles VI and VII for complaints, ..
investigétions and sanciions are closely related tc the matters of
interpretation I have mepntioned. The proposal to entrust to the Sscurit
Council the sole resrpons lity of determining what action sroull bs
taken wher a complaint is lodged, is not acceptable tc my delegation. Thess
procedures should, as a matter ol principle, be organized in such & way as
to guarantee a full investigation. I do believe that for many countries
besides myv own, it cannot be acceptable that matters of possibly vitel
imicriance to them, should te Cependent for their solution entirely on the
attitudes of one or several of the permanent members of the Security Council.

-Ii w2 turn 00v i¢ article II of the draft convention, it is clear that the
enumeration in subraragraphs (2) to (1) of measures damaging to tke environment
inveolves many highly complex issues. 4 fundamental question to be asked is
what guiding principle should be applied when drawing up such & list. It ie
not possible to draft, and to reach international agreement on, & comprehensive
list covering all possible aspects oI these immense problems. We see the
1ist in article II (a) to (1) &s & series of examples indicating the main types

of activity to which the convention should relate. A suggestion, which could
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be explored, would be to fry first to create 2 gereral framework by

fermulating certain broad and general principles and then %tc try to reach

agreement step by step on specific measures. s
Concerning the substance of articls II,surfice it to zay that the

Llist of environmental modification activities i1s Indeed very illustrative

and theought-provoking. Depending on what definition 1s adopted, this list

could be expanded or reduced. YWhen that time comes,my ccuntry will actively

participate in the substantive discussion. It is clear that it is extremely

difficult to draw up a comprehensive List. at this stage, and merely as

)
o
]
I

ample, I should like to point to one type of proolem not xentioped in

genetic manigpulation which, in

2 pilace there. It is impcorfant that research in this rapidly developing
and cotentially dangerous area should come under some type of lnternational
inspection, - - - - - - - S o -
My final rexarks on the substance of the draft convention concern
i and VIII. The wording of article V could be interpreted as a
zort of Zeneral reservatlon or escape-clause by which States could avoid .

r obligations under the convention. This could, in our view, significantly

ot
Py
V]
I"‘“

reduce the relevance of such an interan atlonal instrument. We would Tind it

ifficult to accept such a generally worded provision. -Another problem of

o}

interoretation occurs in article VIITI concerning amendments to the convention.

We would have difficulties in accepting a provision which would in effect

=3

glve the ue9031tary Governments a right of veto in this regard.

It appears that the proposal covers a very broad area and glves rise

to many problems of interpretation. 4&s I have already said, a 90351016 way

e m e e

out would be to change ithe perspective, in the sense that the meinly mllltary

aspects of these important problems would be considered in this context. If

a consensus can be reached in this regard, the matter might well be referred to

CED for s%udy. The Disarmarent Cormittee apoul in such a case have access to ex

advicé.;iom the vnlted Na+lons system and. partlcularly fram the UbLtea Nations

,/Env*roﬁmenﬁ Progravme. The General Assemﬂi?‘wouxd thap reveru to ‘the question.
| year in the 7ight Qf the finéings Q_,QCD T : s
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N Frcm,what I h&ve saxd I hop° that it is abﬁndantly'clsar%that we
want work on *hls lmportant 1ssu°’to ccnulnue'anﬁ‘tb progress successfully.
Tberefore, I hope that we shall be able to reach & common agresment on how
to proceed from here. But,at the same 1me, no oge shoulé have any illusions
that the successful tack;lng-of the question of ‘bans on the military uses of -
the technigues discussed would relieve us of further problems in this arez.
Indeed, the civilian aspects, involving the use of large-scale technigues,
in many cases appear bc have much wider implications and perhaps an even

rezter urgency than the military aspects. It is very imporiant that these

is]

issues be given ipcressed and prompt international consideration in the

[

proper forums, particularily the United Nations Environment Programme. with

¥

a view to reaching concrete agreements.

Mr. BARTON (Canada): I wish to intervene briefiy tc speak in

favour of the dra

. has *the-honour of being & sronser. - SRS - - -
I listened closely to the statement made yesterday by LY friend ans

Joy .

colleague from India. - As was evident fror his statemernt, th
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& basic point of differen&e“between his Government. and
on the one hand.,and the more than 80 nations which subscrioe o the

cn-prcliferation Treaty on the otﬁer. I attempt
<iastement in the general debate, and at the risgk of trying the patience of the

~

—empbers of the COL“]ttv\, I should lik

4
¢

1o

Take & brief guotation from what I
¥... let us consider the position of those Governments which have
rejected the Treaty for reasons of principle and because they feel
that it imposes unacceptable limitations on their freedom of actior
which would be detrimenitel to their defence arrancements or their

economic development.

ft resolution in document a4/C.1L/L.6SC, of whick my delegation
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"There is gome justice in their position. Measured by all the regular norms
and relations between sovereign States, it canfot be disputed that the

balance of obligations and rights leaves much to be desired. 3But individual
Governmeunts have to come to terms with the world as it is. On the one hand,
we nave the reality of the nuclear Powers. We may not iike their self-

election to a special status, and we dread the consequences of a mis-step oy
any one of them. 3Buf even if the nuclear- weapon Powers will not themgelves

1

ccept the sgamre constraints at this time, the rest of the world must still

W

eek to prevent the wvirus of nuc lear proiiferation from spreading further.

1}

"We believe that the development, Sesting and possession of nuclear
explosive devices should stop with the existing nuclear Powers, in the aope

that ultimately they tco will see the logic of abandoning them. We believe,

zoreover, that to the =axtent that peaceful nuclear explosions turn cut 0 b2
aserul -- whiech, in our view, is a very doubtful proposition that has yet o
ce proven -- they should be carried out under international arrangements of

‘the type =nvisaged in the éon—proliferation Treaty. No matter how peacerul

(9l

the intent of such nuclear explosions, there is no way at this time o

istinguish between the development of nuclear explosive devices for peaceful

[oh)

purposes and those for military purposes; and thus, if nuclear explosions are
carried ocut by countries not now possessing nuclear weapons, they encourage

unacceptable nuclear proliferation.” - {2C00th meeting, p. 46)

It follows from those words that we agree whole-heartedly with- the
representative of India that the highest priority shculd be accorded to
achieving international or universal adherence to a régime of prohibition of
all nuclear tests in all environments, but we differ from him in his view what
only in the context of a complete cessation of all nuclear wWeapon tests ccwld
consideration- be given to the possibility of concluding an international
agreement on the regulation of underground nuclear explosions, to be signed by
all States. - : i L

We shall continue to do all in our power to bring to an end so-called
vertical proli‘erétion, but we do not accept‘fhe view that, unless or untii we
are success Tul-in that efzorn notiting cen be done abcut the che*~ccncerﬂﬁ

horizcntal nroi*fevaticn‘ In this respeﬂt our gcal ig to enaare tha 11 o waen

P

peaceﬂul aucle:: exploslans u&kn place, they are carrwed;aut.unaer auspzesﬁ wa’ahi
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will setisfy all the Governments concerned that they &re in fact what they purport
¥ be. Furthermore, we think thet-in the present circumstances the procedures set
out in the non-proliferation Tresty sre the best way of achieving thet sim.

Those, in our view,' are the underiying issues which snould influence

el

elegations in making their assessment of the drafi resaluuwon in document

\/C.1/1.690.

>

Mr. ROSCHIN (Uﬁion of Soviet Bocielist Bepublics} (interpretation from
Russisn): At the last meeting, Mr. Chairman, you pointed out that todsy we
would be voting on three draft resolutions: on the urgent need- for cessation
of nuclear asnd thermonuclear tests and conclusion of s treety designed tc
echieve & comprehensive test ban (4/Ci1/L.683); on general and complete
disermament {A/C.1/L.687); and on the Declaration of the Indian Ocean es s zone
of pesace contained in the sddendum to the report of the Ad Hoc Committes on the
Indian Ocear (A4/9520). Since we are to vote on those three items today, the

Soviet del gation would like to conflue 1tse“ ‘0 anla¢n1n£ 1t< voze on those

&nd ec, I should like t¢ ask whether it would be sppropriate and convenient
to the Cneirmern end the Commititee if the Soviet delegstion expressed its visws
simulteneously on the thnree dreft resolutions on which we are e voi e todey? I
that you -indicate & positive response to my question and

tnerefore I shell begin with the draft resolution in document A/C.1/L.683.

~ 4s we pointed out in our statement in the Committee on 25 October this yesr,
the Soviet delegetion atitsches grest importance o the guesiion of banning the
testing of nuclear weapons, and supperis the demand for halting those tests by
evervone, everywhere. The Soviet Uhion has repestedliy expressed its readihess to .
become & party to an agreement on this problem, that would inciude the
prohibition of underground testing, with the proviso that control over the
observance of the obliggtions flowing from such en agreement would be carried out

by national means of detection and identificetion. .. .
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We pointed out that an important step in comnexion with the problem of
nalting nuclear weapon testing was the Soviet-American agreement on the
iimitation of underground testing of nuclear Weapons of 3 July this year.

In connexicn with the draft resolution in document &/C.1/L.E83, the Soviet

onscrs Wwith regard to the

3

Jrion entirely shares the concern expressed by its s
ccntinuipg testing of nuclear weapons, particularly in the atmosphere, and

-

2Xpresses its total solidarity with the wisghes of the sponsors of the draft

et

resolution tTo ensure accession to the Moscow partial test- ban Treaty on the part of

all Stateswhieh.!
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te it. We-also share the view of the

iy

stensors of -theé drafi-rescliution that there is an urgent need for the conelusion of

3 comprehensive. fegt ban agreement.

However, the draft resolution contains a number of provisicns the

2xistence .of which amounts to an attempt O impose responsibility for the lack

OF progress in the fieid of prohibiting anuclear weapon testing on the Sovietl

nrjqicn; amcnv otner Powars. ;“e Hov*et T’nion cannot zgres with sueh zn apnvoach

<0 the question,.¢We'celieve, in “art1cu¢ar, that a solution tc the uroolem of
pronibiting auclear weapon testing can and must be scugnt primarily by means of

concluding appropriate agreements on the subject and not by means of adopting

=

one-sided obligations cn the part of individual nuclsar Staites, since such an

s

approach could lead only to0-.a violation of the principle of tbe equal security

of States.
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Since the draft resolution which we are now considering provides
precisely for  the adoption or the assuﬁption of unilateralvobliéations
which, in our viéﬁ;'are incompatible with the principle of equal security
of States, the Soviet delegation should like to state here that it will‘
ve unable to support this draft and that we will abstain wvhen it comes to
the vote, -

Now a few words about the draft resolution in document A/C.l/L.587,
relating to the Disarmament Decade, confirming its purposes and objectives,
wnich has just been explained by the representative of Romania. The Soviet
delegation should like to state that it agrees with the provisions of this
draft resolution and will therefore vote in favcur of its adoptién.

May I now state the views of the Soviet Union in connexion with the-
vota about to take place on the draft resolution on the Declaration of the
Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace, contained in the Addendum to document A/9629.
On the question of declaring the Indian Ocean 2 zone of peace, the Soviet
Union proceeds from a position of priaciple designed- to support proposals - -
that would really promote the strengthening of the peace and security. of
States and the reduction of internationgl tension. Speaking at a dinner in
honour of the Prime Minister of Sri lanka, Mrs. Bandaranaike, on 11 November
this yéar, the Chairman of the éouncil of Ministers of"the USéR, Alexei Kosygin,
stated as follows: - : : .

"We have an attitude of respect for the political igitiative of
the Asian countries dictated-by their concern for peace, including,
for example, the idea of creating a zone of peace in the Iadian Ocean
and the proposal for the neutralization of South-East Asia. ‘

"It is important that all these initiatives should at the same time
. actvally promote the step-by;step>conversién of Asia into a continent

of peace and co-operation among peoples.™
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The'Soyiet,position with regard to the‘Déclaféfibn of the Indian Ccean
as a Zone of Peace has bteen repeatedly set forth at sessicas of the General
Assembly, including the twenty-eighth sessién. The Soviet Union is ready
to take part, on an equal footing with all other interested States, in the
search for favouréble solutions to this problem, provided, of course, that
there is observance of the generally acknowledged rules of international law.
The USSR is ready to coansider, oan an equal POOuln with others, and without
prejudice to the security of any of the partles, the guestion of the
declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of peace. Bubt in resdlviang this:
problem there should be no artificial delineation of groups of countfies
that would enjoy particular rights.with regard tc the preparation and

establishment of a régime governing the Indian Ocean.

Tn drafting the crovhalons‘of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as
a Zoae of Peace, there nust ve no infringement of the principle of freedom

‘of navigation. - The Soviet Union deems unacceptable any-proposal»desigﬁed

to limit freedom of navigation., particularly Wheﬁ it comes to the carrying

out of scientific research by means of naval vessels, because the Indian

Ocean is an important line of communication for the Soviet Unicn, and research
is being carried out to study the world's oceans and their gpace.

According to the 1958 Geneva Convention on the high seas, freedom of
navigation applies to all vessels. The Soviet Unicm has always given
considerable help to the Indien Ocean countries in their aational liberaticn
struggle and in the struggle for economic independencé against reactionary
and aggressive, forces. The Soviet Union has never had or created, and is
not now creating, military or naval bases of any kind in the Iecdian _
Ocean region. Soviet vessels and ships in that area have anever threatened
anyone. In accordance with generally acknowledged international practice
and the rules of 1nternat10nal laW5 they are' carrying out scientific voyages,

including the search for Soviet space objects,_in the Indian Ocean region.



(z«n. oschm, 'USSR)

x

In éﬁ&itiob; Sovzet Shlpplng 1se‘trosses ‘the Indlan Obean ”*om.uhe

Eur0§°an part of the ‘Soviet Un:nn tc the Soviet Far Bast. -

Since there are,milltary~bases of the imperialist States in the
Indian Ocean region, to declare the Indian Ocean a zone of peace while aliowing-
the retention of those ‘pases would be to place ”he ‘Soviet Union in an ,
inferior position vis-a-vis those Staies, to tha detriment of the interesis’
of both the Soviet Union and the other countries of the Socialist community,
as well as ‘the countries of the area, which are struggling to strengthen
their national independence.

Therefore, the declaration of the Indian QOcean as a zone oI peace
requires primarily the elimination of all foreign bases in that area. The
Soviet Union is guided by this s*andpoint in its attitude towards.-the guestion
of United States military bases on <he island of Diego Garcia.

In a statement at the last session of the Geperal Assembly, the Soviet
delegation pointed out that the proposal that the Secretary-Generzl prepare
a report on the military présence of the great Powers in the Indian Ocean
fegidn‘ffﬁm-the<§dint—of'vie% of their rivalry was designed to complicate
even further a discussion of the guestion of declaring the
a zone of peace. This view of the Soviet delegation’s has vees fully confirmed,
since both in the first and in the revised versions of *his repor:t the Soviet

'position has not been properly reflected, and the actual policy of the Foviet
Union 4n the Indian Ocean region has been presenteé in a distorted light.

In letters addressed to the Secretarv-General of ths Uhited Nations on
this subject, the Soviet Union has set forth its views oc the repori of the
Group of Experts on the military presence of the great Powers in the Indian
Ocean, and pointed out that in revised form it is still marked by lack of
objectivity and by prejudice. In this regard, the Soviet delegation cannot agree

with the provisions of the draft resolution relating to that report.
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{Mr. Roschin,

the Soviet delegation agree with a aumber of other provisioas
in the draft on the Dbasis of which an attempt is being made DY

i%ts sponsors fo promote a decision an the question of declaring the Indian

Ocean as a zone of peace.

For all those reasons, the Soviet delegation will abstain from voting

cn the draft resclution on the Indian Ocean to which T have referred.
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With your permission, MTIVChaifméﬁ; I have some’%riéf comments on
the steatement made today'by thé representative of China, We Have occasion
tc regret once agaln that the representative of Chine is using every
opportunity to-distort ané misrepresent the position of the Soviet Union
-on any-guestion. We think that this attempt is to be explained by the
wish of the delegetion of Chins to conceal its reluctance to co-operate
in matters of disarmament, Indeed, if we took any attempt on the part of
the Soviet delegation, or many other delegations, to invite the delegation
of Chinz to co-operate in disarmament metters, we heve esiways, unfortunately,
received@ a negative response which blocks the proposals, I would even call
it & simple sabotage of the proposals which§have been put forward by the
delegations. .

We have proposed solving the problems of disarmament at = conference of
nuclear Powers, so as to come to an agreement about the problem of nucle
disarmament. I should like to stress that two or three nuclear Powers in
the present circumstances cannot resclve nuciear problems, Nuclear problems
must be resolved by all nuclear States. Otherwise, an unequal situation would
be created, China. unfortunately, rejects all those proposals. We provosed
convening & worid disarmament conference. Thet proposal stemmed from the
degire te bring the non-aligned and developing Stetes into the conferencs,

The conferences in Cairo, Belgrade, Georgetown, Lusaka, Algiers,
ell favoured the convening of & world disarmement conference, every
single cne of them. An urgent sclution of this problem was asked for. So
why can we not resclve this problem? - Because Chinz is disregarding those

proposals, because it is saboteging them, because it is blocking them,
because it is erecting obstacles to them.

Cf course, we explain this position by the fact that Chine does nct
want to cc-operate on gquestions of internatignal settlement of the problen
of reducing armament. Similarly, it does not want an easing of international
tension, unfortunately, because the principle of reducing international
tension is in contradiction to the princéiples of China's foreign
policy. That is the explanation of the fact as to why many

initiat i res which have been taken here by many States, including
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She Soviet Uniom, cannot, unfortunately, get any further, and
factor in fhe face of which we find ocurselves tcday. It is useless
the Chinese delegation to attempt, without rhyme or reason, to
cast aspersions on the policy of the Soviet Union in matters of
disarmament. The Soviet Union has always expressed its full readiness to
co-operate internationally, on a bilateral basis, with other States with
regard to reducing armaments, both nuclear. znd conventional., We have
repeatedly invited China o asscociate itself with this international

o-operation, but, unfortunately, we have had a negative response.

D_—;] ]

hat is the position to this very day and I wanted tc make that point.

B -+ -
L

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish):

now
Ploor to the representative of Japan to speak on specific proposals, not zs
an explanaticon of vobe since his country is 2 member of the Indian Ocean
Ccmmittee which, as a whole, proposed. the draft resolutiocn.  In acgordance with
che rules, the sponsor of a proposal cannot explain his vote, put he can speak in
favour of the draft resolution which he is co-sponsoring, Therefore, I
shall now call on the representative of Japan, as 2 co-sponsor, to make

B 2 By b4

known his views on the draft resolution, but not by way of an explanation

cf vote.

My, NISHIBCRI (Japan): I should therefore like to explain my

delegation's views on the draft resolution contained in the Addendum %o
document A/9629, concerning the 1mplementa tion of the Declaration on the

Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace, That draft resolution was approved unanimously
by the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean of which my ¢ ountry 1s a member, for
adoption by the General Assembly., It is hardly necessary for me to point o
out that this development is entirely due to the able guidance and
statesmapship~like leadership of Ambassador Amerasinghe who, as Chairman of

the Ad Hoc HOc Committee, introduced the dr‘”t resolut 1on,before us. My

delegatiun W1Qhes to pay the*hlgheat t“;buse to hlm. My delegatlon W”ll
welccme the constructive 1mplementat;an af the. Dec‘aratlon oun the Tndlan
Ocean,aa a Zoap of Pea&E; which aims a 'ea31ng,internat%ona1 ten51on.and wil?

- eventaa*ly he‘n to real a thc u.t1ma%e~gcal,of geﬁpxax;and ﬁamp%ete Za?“

5’&isarxame
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My delegation, which is fully sympathetic with the sincere desire of
the regional States to establish such = zone;‘has voted in favour ofsthe
resolution tc this end since 1971. That position remains unchanged and
I wish to recommend that the First Committee adopt the present resolution.

-I wish to take this .opportunity, however, to make clear my delegation's
view that in 2stablishing the Indian Ocean &z a zone of peace Member States
should give full consideration to the following points to which Japan
attaches great importance, They are, inter alia: the preservation of the
freedom of the high seas; the obtaining of the widest possible agreement
of the States cohcerned regarding the implementation of the Declaration;
the need to take appropriate measures to enhance the security of littoral
and hinterland States, as well ae to ensure the security of other States

concerned which have significant interests in the preservation of the

bt

ndian Ocean as a2 zone of peace.

On this occasion I wish to express my sincere gratitude to the
Secretary-General, to the experts he appointed, and to the staff of the
Disarmzment Affairs Division of the Sec:reJr,ar:'Law't;_s for the preparation of
an elaborate factual statement of the great Power military presence in

the Indian Ocean, and also tc express my earnest hope that further

o

eliberationt irn the AQ Hoc Committee next year will continue to produce

fruitful results.
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Mr, SUIEIMAN {Libyan Aralp Republic} (interpretation from Arabic): I

Shou%éiliké to explain the vote of my delegation on the draft resolution

introduced by the representative of the Netherlands on the urgent need for
essation of nuclear and thermonuclear tests and the conclmsion of a treaty designed

0 achleve a comprehensive test ban. .

When my country spproved and ratified the Moscow Treaty of 1947 .rd when it :

the Treaty on the Won-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons in 1968 it was aware that

those international Treaties had certain shortcomings. We were convinced tkat
those shortcomings would have %o be rectified and that joint efforts would be made

1

%0 achieve an international treaty that would ban 21l auclear %ests znd prevent the

further proliferation of nuclear weapons. But the indications are disappointing.

There are still some countries which are conducting nuciear tests either in the
atmosphere or underground, ignoring the protests from s2ctions of the
international community calling for the cessation of these Zfests which

endanger the environment and eventually threaten other natural rescu

o
ty
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My delegation tcok a positive attitude during‘the xaSt session when the draft

resolution banning tests in all environments was submitt ed ;axlng thas pos;tlon

-

11y supports

o

as a point of departure, the delegation of the Iibyan Arab Repuplic
operative paragraph 1 of the draft resolution now before us concerning the vanning
of muclear Tests in the atmospnere, underground or in cuter space. We also demand
the immediate cessation of those nuclear tests which are teing conducted under
ertain pretexts by some ccuntries, )

My delegation considers that the basic responsibility for achieving a
comprehensive test ban and the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons lies with the
miclear States. They were the ones which started the production and develomment
cf nuclear weapons and conducced ts in all enviromments. They are the
countries which supply others with the nuclear facilities and technical expertise
which would put them in a pogition to conduct nuclear tesis™ for milltery or-- - - - -
peaceful purposes. As has been said alresdy, the difference between the two types
of test cannot ve determined and it is not possible to differentiate between tests

for military purposes and those for peaceful purpcses.
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" Desgpite the lapse of more “than ls/jears‘since‘the signing gf the partial
test-ban Treaty in Moscow, the two super-Powers and the other nuclear States have
not taken any positive steps towards the conclusion of an international treaty
on & comprehensive test ban, Nuclear tests are still conducted in the atmosphere
and underground and measures for the prohibition of underground teésts were only
-taken by the two super-Powers in 1974 when the threshold Treaty was signed. We
had expected that that bilateral Treaty would comstitute & comprebensive test ban
for the two countries. However, that Treaty did not achieve thet lofty objective
but only banned as from the end of March 1976 tests whose destructive power
exceeded 150 kilotons. This means that underground tests have not beer banned
and the two countries have given themselves the authority to develop thess

weapons gualitatively. In addition, that bilatersl Trea
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inspection should be carried out by national means, and this is o
factors still obstructing the conclusion of & comprehensive nuclear test-ban
treaty under effective international control.

We believe that thé'first‘step towards creating mutuzl confidence-betweer
the peoples. & bas element in the establishment of an internationsl climate of
peace and security, can only be taken by the nuclear countries. which should
destroy their nuclear stockpileg and refrain Trom producing further nuciear
weapons. Until this distant hope is achieved, these countries shculd cease to
conduct eny nuclear tests and promise not to use nuclear weapons against other
States. ]

The fifth conference of Foreign Ministers of Islamic countries held in
Kuale Lumpur during June 1974, which is mentioned on page 15 of document A/3708:
demanded that nuclear countries should pledge themselves not to use nuclear
weapons ggainst other countries and tc continue serious negotistions to stop the
nuclear grms race and achieve nuclear disarmament at an eariy date. This is

eguested in opesrative paragraph 5 of the draft resolution which calls upor
uclear countries to shoulder their special responsiplility and to submit
proposals on the conclusion of a treaty on a comprehensive nuclear test ban.

In view of these observations, my delegation will vote in favour of the

draft resolution in document A/C.1/L.683.
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{Mr, Suleiman, Libyan Arab Republic)
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Finally, I should like to refer to a drafting point in the Arablic fext of
the draft resclution in document 4/C.1/L.683. In cperative paragraph 1 it says
biy "deplores” nuclear tests, while in the Zngliish text it
says "condemns”. Sc there is a discrepancy between the Arabic and the English
“exts, We think, therefore, that operative paragraph 1 in theArzbic text should

9e corrected Lo read “condemns”,

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): The paragraph in the

Arabic text to which the representative of the Iibyan Arab Republic referred will

o PR - 2 P

ne correcved ir u“e final version and will reflect precisely the language in the

)

Mr, AMRRASINGHE (Sri Tapka): I felt it 4o be my duty, vefore we

Ly

oroceaded to a vote on the draft resclution regarding the Indizn Ocean peace zone

soncept to reply to scme of the observations that have been made on the drafi

First of all, may I make it clear -- and I should have thought 1% would not
draft

+~

have required any assurance on my part for this to be clear -- thai the
resolution is purely procedural in character. 3Support for it could not imply
and cannot be construed as ungualified endorsement of the Declaration in all its
aspects. On the other hand, support for the draft resolution would be an
indication, and a clear indicatiocn, of the interest of a country in advancing a
process which we hope will find its final ccnsummation in the fulfilment of the

concept of the treatment of the Indian Ocean as a zone of peace
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Nowhere in the draf resolution is it scated that anyons voting for it

asccepts the concept of the declaration of the Indisn Ocean as a zone of peace,
an"; therefore, there is not much substance in the argument that by voting for
it one would be supporting the Declaration.. But I am surprised that anyone
should have any hesitation about éuppofting the concept.. Everyone speaks here
80 ardently eabout the cessation of the zrms race and the reduction of t{ensions.
There sre many who want the arms race to be slowed down and tc cease; there are
many who express their determinstion 1o take all3possible measures to relax
tensisns. But, "I regret to sazy., their actions do rot suit their words.
Therefere,—not much faith can be placed in- their protestations or their
sincerity regerding disarmement, the reduction of tensions and the cessation
of the arms race.

It has been stated that, in transleting into reelity the Declaration

0
th

the Indien Ocean as & Zone of Peace, there should not be any interference

th the freedon of the high seas. I have stated more than once -- and it is

in the records of this Commitiee -~ that there will not be sny interference

with the freedom of the high sees. On the contrary, we have stated guite
clearly -- even the Decleration does so -- that the use of the commerciel ghipping
lanes acrose the Indian Ocean would remain unimpeded and unrestricted.
Therefore. that argument alsoc goes by the beard.
It hes been said that. since one mejor Power has no bases in the Indian
Dcean. it would be at & disadvantage vis-a-vis another Power which is said
tc have such bases, if the Indian Ocean.zone of peace became & reality.
May I draw the attention of those who advance this argument to the last
preambuler paragraph of the draft resolution, which reads gs follows:
"Further believing that for the realization of the objective
cof the MBecl_eratvion it is necessary that the great Powers enter into
immediste censuliations wilh the States concerned, with a view tc
adopting positive measures for the eliminstion of all foreign bases and of
81l manifeststions of great-Power military presence in the region conceived
in the context of great-Power rivalry." _
We ask them to enter into immediste consultations in order to adopt positive

measures for the elimination of those bases. Why are they so bashful about
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entering into such consultations? Why do they shrink from consulting with one
another? +Who is stopping them, except themselves? They must not, therefore.
use their own reluctance as an argﬁment against the draft resolution.

It has been said that the report of the experts is unsatisfactory as it

rresents a distorted plcture of the presence of a certain great Power or
-+

certain great Powers. The objections to such distortions are clearly rerlected

(D

in the report of the Ad Hoc Commitiee. The members of the Ad Hoc Committee

itsell, and a Member of the United Naticns not a member of that Committee, stated
“hat their cbjections were to the rep0rt ana what they considered ic bs inaccuracies.
a matter of our having igncred those reprebentat*on~. Ae tave

stated them guite clearly and brought to the notice of this Ccmmitiee and of :she

rl o)

1

Ceneral Assembly the reser rvations that nhave been made.

3ut it is not the content of the report that is called intc guestion in
the drafi resolution. In the draft resolution, we are only sesking to sSecure --
' as we nave sought in vain to do these past-two years =- the co-operation of the.
great Powers. A1l that we ask of them is -- and I nave said this befcre -- tThnat
they should co-operate with us by at least entering into a dialogue with us
T0 state what their problem is. But we tave not heard anytning favourable from
them. In other words, they have shown a total indifference to thisgconcent,
which is completely inconsistent with their professed interest in disarmament
and the cessation of the arms race. If they could be interested in the SALT -
negotiations and in the mutual and balancéd reduction of forces, then I do not
see why they should not be interested in the proposals that are made here.
These proposals only amount to an appeal to them to. consider this matter and to come
before this Committee. And if they do not want to come before this Committee,
they should at least communicate to us what their problems are, so that we could
have discussions and consultations with them under any oonditions which they might
wish to dictate, ih order that, as I said, we may ﬁot proceed further on false
pranlses and .on a mlsunderstanding of their. posxtion.;/ -
4 It has been statea by one representatlve tha* hls de egation accepts +he,4f

V.de51rabllity of ZOnes of peace but»dops not accent the creatlce of régi mes in

‘fazeas ‘hat wsul&.g*v& certaln ceun ies the rlghu ﬁo Iay do&nvcond*tlcns whlch

>
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cannot be 1nternatlanally aﬁcep eé;  It 18 yreclsely with the 1n tention of
determining conditions uhat are 1sternatlona115 acceptable thet we heve put
forward this draft resolution and ssked them for their support.

It baffles me -- and I am Sure that my collesgues in the Ad Hoc Committee
find it equslly baffling -- why these major Powers are so reluctant tc co-operate
with us. I hope that the rest of this Committee will clearly demonstrate its
interest in the concept of & zone of peace as one of the most fmportant and
vital contributions towerds the promotion ¢of peace, the cessation of the arms
race and the reduction of tensione, by voting in favour of this draft resolution,

despite the resistance shown to it in certein guarters.

The CHATRMAN (interpretation from Spenish): There are no further

speakers on the proposals before the Commitiee. We shall therefors prasceed

to vote oOn the draft resolution in document A/C.1/L.683 on sgende item 22,
"Urgent need for cesszation of nuclear and thermonuclear teste snd conclusion of
& treaty designed to achieve & pc@prehensiVQ test ban". This drafi resolution
is sponsored by the delegations of Austraiia, Fiji, Finland, Ghansz, Iceland,

J
Liveria, Malavsia, Mexico. New Zealand, Nigerie, the Philippines, Swedern, Thailené

19
bt

and Venezuels.
I shgll now call on those representatives who have expressed the wish tc

explain their vote before the vote.

nterpretation from Chinese): The position of the

}..h

Mr. LIN (China)

m

(

Chinese delegetion on the guestion of halting nuclear tests is known to all. W
understand the desire of the numerous small and medium-sized countries to oppose
super-Power nuclear arms race and blackmail and to see the cessation of nuclear
tests. However, we must point out thai, when the super-Powers possess e huge
arsenal of nuclegr arms. the mere halting of nuclear tests can meither prevent then
from continuing tc possess and produce nucleesr weapons nor forbid them from using
nuclear weagpons. Insteads-it will only serve +to prevent non-nucleasr countries

and countries with few nuclear weapons from developing their defence egpabilities.
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The threat of a nuclear war will not be lessened in the-least; on the contrary,
it will only increase. Therefore, we consider that the oroposal for an
isclated prohibition of auclear tests, whether partial or total, is éo
Zneasure for genuine nuclear disarmament if it is not linked up with the
eomplete prohibition and thorough destruction of nuclear weapons. Far from
settling any problem, it will only play into the hands of the iwc super-Powers
0 their pursuance of the policies of nuclear monopoly and threat,

Over the pasi decade and more, the two- super-Powers have played one trick
r another on the question of halting nuclear tests., After they nad

e
conductead :Lndreds of nuclear tests in the atmosphere and built up a huge
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arsenal, which could be used as capital for nuclear threat and
blackmail, they councocted the partial nuclear test ban Treaty. Yot Iong ago,
Wwhen they had conducted enough underground nuclear tests, they produced a
chreshold Treaty on the pronibition of underground auclear tests. Mo sooner
'had this DTreaty mede its appearancé fhan its fraudulent nature was seen .-
through oy many people. Some international perscnages penetratingly tointed
out that far from restriciting their nuclear race this Treaty would only

prompt them to step up 2 new round of nuclear tests before the Treaty came into
force, The facts have proven this to be true On the question of halting
nuclear tests, the super-Power which flaunts the tanner of "socialism" is
particularly brazen in its behaviour. On the one hand, it babbles that these
treaties are "the first bricks laid in the foundation of the adifice of
universal reace and security” and have made contributions to the "checking of
the arms race®. It also clamours that it is for "the complete prohibition of
all nuclear tests™. 3But on the other hand, over the past decade and more, it
hes never stopped its nuclear tests but has continued to increase the aumber
and enlarge the scele of the tests. Not only is the quantity of its nuclear
Jweapons constantly on the'rise, but their quality is also being improved with
redoubled 2iforts, The facts heve explcded its deceptive propaganda. People
have come tc see ever more clearly that the su@e*—?owe* proposal for the |

»so—ca11eé halt ofvnucleav tests is in esqence almed at pr~Sc“?LﬂS’thﬁl” own’ f, 

‘nucxsar mﬂﬂogoYv aﬁa binﬁ;nglfhe numercus sm&?lvand medium csuntrieb undh- B
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to use auclear weapens and we do not have a single scldier on foreign soil or

03]
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of disarmement is serious and earnest and it honours its word.
0f course, the Zoviet Union has made many proposals on the question of
disarmament, but what has 1t done? They nave talked about disarmament Zor

S0 many years but who has seen the Joviet Union disarm a single warship, a

tn

entative answer that
¥ ~you
Toreli gn countries and tc cease interfaring in the internal affsirs of cother

single plane or =2 single warhead? O(Can the Soviet »spre

question? Do you dare deckars that you/wil
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countries? We think that you do not dare *o do sc. What the oceople of the

world want is not empty words but actual deeds.

2 single military base. ¥acts have proved that China's attitude on the guestion

As for the guestion of Internaticnal tension, many representatives have
pointed cut very clzarlvy -t tihe plenary Assemblv and in the First Cormitiee tha

the cont=ntion, aggression and ianterference co the part of the super-Powers

are the root causes of International tension., Only by Tirmly ocvosing the

poliey of war and contention of the super—?owers,can-we‘ef&; tively oppose

their creatins tensicn under the hanner of disarmament.



In thax resnect Chlna, togetne* wi ub tﬁe.ﬁﬁﬁefOQSYESiréxwor1§>ccun%ries,
has made its contri butlon.' The attempt /by the Soviet ';ielégate to c{istort
facts and 1o shift the blame for the creation of iﬁtefnational tension on to
Chine will be comple ‘,ery futile ' '

.

The CHAIRMAN (dinterpretation from Spanish): In connexion with the

second part of the statement of the representative of China, I should like

tc draw his ettention to the fact thet it was more an exercise of the right

of reply than an explanation of vote. All representatives will be allowed
to exercise thelr rights of reply later, if that is deemwed nescessary. Out
of procedural congiderations, however, I should appreciate it very muck if

s

representatives would exercise their rights of reply at the eppropriate time.
vo

)
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\t present members are explaining their

those represgentatives who wish tc exercise their rights of reply.

o disarmamen<. so this explanation of vote will be very bris
We understanc very clearly what has been in the minds of those who have

sponsgored thes draft resolution in document A/C.l/L. %2, anf we fully understand

their cbjectives. Their coacerns and cbjec ives are ours alsc. Just by way

of example, I mey say that the Government of Mali has agreed o accede o

certain international treaties on disarmament, in particular the Mosco

(')

v Treaty.
But we also think that freaty has ceriain shortcomings. The hopes btorn of
that ftreaty have not been realized, and gensrally speaking, ever siance the
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gquestion cof diszrmament wags brought up the problem has been dealix
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peripheral matter. .

Ve completely agree vith the sponsors that nuclear tests of any kind for
military purposes should be opposed. That is a perfectly legitimate stanc.
But I think the—pzbbiém.between my delegation and the sponsors is more & matter

oi language than one of differences of principle. We would have liked 1ic see

some sort of link between the language of operative paragraphs 1 and 6 ci the dre

" {Mr. Lin, China)
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(Mr. Traore, Mali)

in document 4/C.1/L.283. The feelings expressed in operative paragraph 1

iead one fo expect them to be picked up in the recommendations, thus

2stvaplishing scme sort of balance, if cnly a linguistic one. We peliev

1)

=1

That To ask 3tates Ic rerrain from the testing of nuclear weapcons, gending
conciusion of such an agresment, maintains a balance between that request
and our Intense desire To achieve a total ban. At the same time, there
are the signiflicant 3sipckpiles of dangercus weapons of which I spoxe in
ny étauement of 1. November.

Although the nuclear-weapon States have a certain special resgonsibility
zcncerning agresments limiting nuclear htests, we still believe that the
srooiem of Jdisarmement concerns the internaticnal community as a whole.

Therefere, 1T the drafit resclution 1s put tc the vote, my delegation
will be obligsd, although we have the game cares and concerns as the

The CHAIRMAN {interpretation from Spanish): Since no other

delegations wish to explain their votes before the vote, I wish o

A S

anncunce <hat she voting procedure on the draftin document A/C.1/1.483

ras tegun. From this toint on, rule 128 of the rules of procedure is in

"after the Chairman has anncunced the beginning of voting,
no representative shall interrupt the voting except on a point
of order in connexion with the actual conduct of the voting. ..."

0
A recorded vote nhas been reguested.



& recorded vote

was tEken.

In favour:

grgentiﬁa; éustralié, Austria, Bahrs rain, Bangiedesk,
Belglum, Bhutan, Brazil, Burma, Canadsm,- Chile,
Costa Rica, Cyprus, - -Democratic Yemen, Denuwark,
Dominican Republic, Bcuador, Egypt, El Salvador,
Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gambia, Ghanz, Guatemsla,
Guyvang, Iceland, Indis, Indonesia, Iran, Ireland,

Israel, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Khmer Repubiic, Kuwait,
Laos, Liberie, Libyan Arab Republic, Malaysis,

Mauritius, Mexico, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zesziend,
Nicaragua, Nigeris, Norway, Peru, Philipplnes, Sensgel,
Sierra leocne, Singapore, Somalia, Spailn, Sri Lanks,
Sudanr, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Areb Republic

Théiland, Togo, Trinidad and Tobage, Turkey, Ugande,
United Republic .of Cameroon., United Republic of Tanzanisa.
Upper Volts, Venezuela, Yugosiavie, Zambis

AWDanla, Chlna. France -

Algeris, Buigarla, Purundi, Byelorussian Soviet

Socialist Republic, Central Africsn Republic. Congc
Cube, Czechosiovakie, Germen ILemocratic Repuplic.
Pedersl Republic of Germany, Grﬂece, Guines, HBungary,
Irag, Italy, Madsgascar, Mal*} Msuritanie, Mongclis,
Pakistan, Polend, Portugel, Romania, Tunisi
o

Ukreirnisn Soviet Socielist Eepublic, Union. of Boviet

o]
(=3
ct
(>
[ %))

Socielist Republics, United Arsb merates} U

|,J-

Kingdom of Great Brifasin ané Northern Irelanc

United Stastes of America, Zaire

The drsft resolution was sdopted by 72 votes to 3, with 30 abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I shell now cell upor

representatives who

yish to speak in explanation of vote after the vote.
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Mr. MARTIN {(United States of America): My delegation agrees with
wne sense of the draft resclution in document A[C.I/L.653 in so far-as it

straesses the laportance of progress towards a comprehensive nuclear Itest ban.

2 2lso zgres on the desirability of wider adnersnce to the Fartial Test-Ban

N

3¢3, 2nd we continue to place the highest value on that Treaty.

States apstained in the vote

o

rherefore I chould 1like o explain why the Unite



(’s&r, Mar tln, Dn‘ ted Qtat°s}

As we have p01atec:eat’on maqv occasions, ‘he Qanstion of a

comnreneﬁ51ve test “an aens not léne 1tse_f to sasy ané immediate
solutione. We all know tha‘ ‘the mchisvement of & COuprehenS*VE vesu ban
depends on the resolution ofrfhe complex and stubvorn problem of
_\.yerification. In the aﬁééﬁcé of progress towards generesl egreement oo
effective verification, gy Government does not believe it is useful fo -
call for the urgent conclusion of & comprehensive test bsn. Nor can
my Government accept & moratorium on nucliear testing pending conclusion
of such an agreement, a&s .called for in opesrative paragraph &, since
& morsatoriun whick was nbt'adequaﬁely verified would have many of the
same problems as a formal agreement that did not contain adequate
verification provisions.

Aithough the United States did mot supportc this draft resoluvion,

; ‘

I wish to tzks this opportunity to reaffirm my country's long-standing
commitment tc & comprehensive test ban pursuant to an adeguaitely verified

commitwent which, we oﬁllev was aQVanced thlh year ov the

&
conclusion between my Governmen’ and that o* the Soviet Union o‘ the Treaty
on the limitation of undergrounc nuclear weapon tests.

Mr. MERENNE (Belgium) (interpretation from French): My
delegation woted in favour of the draft resolution in document A/C‘l/u 655,

T 5

However, we feel obliged to state that we would have abstained if 2 separats

vote hed been taken on operative paragraph 1. This paragraph on which
my delegation would have .abstained reads as follows: "Condemns all
nuclear weapons tests, in whéfever environment they may be conducted”.
My Governwent regrets the choice of words, because they are sc strong

as ts vweaken the effectivensss of the resclution.

Mr. DUGERSUREN (Mongolia): My delegation could not vote in

favour of the draft resolution (4/C.1/L.683) which has just been voied

uponi. My delegation has several reasons for taking this position.
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(Mr, Du2eTSUren;, Mongoliaj

Yirst of all, the draft, which is now 2 7resolution, fails %o
zive 3 balanced evaluation of the meaning and significance of the

underground nucles
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TS achisva.. Zven some of the co-sponsors duly evaluated this instrument
at 3 Committee. note

in their statements during the genersal debate in this

Turther that the Trime Minisier of >ne of the co-spenscoring countries
A
stoke Favourably azhkout that agreement. Notwithstanding these racts,

zests. That cces not truly reilect the real state of faira.
Secondly, my delegation caunot 2ndorse a stipulation which Iumps

together different categories of countries.. That is to . say, ccuntries |
which have dcne or are trying to do something about the cessation oI
auclear weapon bests have been lumped together
carrying out atmospherie tests in defiance - of widely accepted international
instruments. I have in mind here operative paragraph 1 of the resclution.

I might add that sweeping condemnations cannct nelp to atiain the ainm

the co-sponsors intend to achieve, an aim which my delegation whole-
heartedly shares. . .
These., inter alia, are the main reasons why my delegation had

abstain on the draft resolubtion in gquestion.

Mr. KAUFMANN (Netherlands): The Netlerlands delegation, in

.

explaining its vote, would like to put on record certain misgivings it
as in regard to the draft resolution that has just been adopted.
The \Ietnerf.ande delegation wishes to disscciate itself from the

wordirs of ope:a:;ve paragrapt 1, which condemns -~ and I should iike

<t

to stress this word "condemns” -- all nuclear tests.  Of course, we are

n fayour cf a ces ai on of all nuelear tes 3 ané we *ﬂi‘v share the

e

‘-

QQE.C ra a.i‘ t‘ne contin ua.rr*e a}? sz_.ch .,es*zs1 ng. a= exn seé in operative

'paragrax:ea 2, bukh it *s open ji'a? ﬁ‘i'ﬁsbmﬁz m sav tbe leas"‘;, wheth 41';,;_ o



in the present circumstances and given the stated yoliéiés of the
countries concerned, a blanket “ondam_atlo 18 justified. Besides, my

delegation wonders whether such strong langusge ags is used in this
parsgraph is conducive to the aim that the co-sponsors of the draft
resolution have.in mind, thet is, & compréhénsive test ban, In our view,

Progress towards thet aim cannot be enhsnced by condemn ivg the very States

- 43

on whose co-operation suck progress really depends., 1In this respect, I

wishk to teke this opportunity to express the apprecistion of the Netherlands

for the decision of France to stop nuclear testing in the agmosphere, This

is to be regarded as an important decision and & step in the right direction.

My delegation feels that this particular paragrerh dsee not serve any
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¢ould turr out tc be self-defeating. Therefore, IiT
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operaiive paregraph 1 had been put to a separate voite, th
Gelegatior would have abstained.
Secondly, we are not very happy with opsrative paragraph €. ir which

the idea of =z Horstorium is put forward. To be effective, the countries

veld must have confidence that the moratorluw is comnllea with., A& )

treaty which ensurss reciprocity and which 1 ciudes an agreed verification

4 to & moratorium which by its charsctue:
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- : 1 (Mr. XKaufmann. Netherlands)

We admit, nowever. that progress in seismology has reduced this problem
in- that many underground tests can already te identified by naticnal zeans of
verification. However, Jor tShe same reason, we feel that a treaty Danning

underground nuclesr $ests 18 Fzasible now. -

ancther objection is that the lack of binding cbhligaticns in a moratorium
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Assembly o address an urgenc arpeal o all ccrecerned to strive for a corprenensiwve
sest can. Yo other measure could contribute more to the cessation of the
nuciear arms race and %0 the cause of the non-sroliferation of nuecleazr veatons.

Since in cur view =his is 50 be regarded as the tasic purpose cf the present

AS my country’s representative, the Minister of State, Mr. Karl ¥oersch,
7 & S H bl

D

pointed out in his sitatement in this Committes on 24 QOciober, the Government o

the Federal Republic of Germany has always been in favour of a cessation of all

B

2

nuc lear,weagon tests in all envircnments, of 2 universal membership of the
partial test ban Treaty of 1963, and of the speedy conclusicon of a comprehensive
test ban treaty. My Government would regard such steps as a decisive
contribution towards limiting the nudclear arws race and strengthening
pollcy of anon-preliiferation. - . .- . . '

We feel, however, that more balanced languages in the resclution would
better have served the purpcge of this initiative, the airs of which we fully
support in.principle. . :

It ig for this reasocn that we absitalned.

Mr. SCALARRE ,{:5: ce} (mtez"greu "én from ‘w"rench}' My delegation

‘ﬁqtg@iag inst uﬂe d aft; esc uﬁxﬁn i; cvame“u A/Gﬁliﬁméqy._ Cerﬁa*ni 7, 1t is

- mot. diseriminetory kgugcaﬁﬁi ze“sanP s hezhl*;n* heve beﬂn,sabm*tued in‘d;A_,>/

aéﬁfgeargj_ g ﬁritiﬁizeﬁ for’ tnau. siacﬂ
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it condemns all puciear tests equally ané ra2guesis sll Powere Who carry out those

'y

tests to Observe & general moratorium. ' - -

However, we wanted to show by our vote that the real problem is not stopping
nuclear weapon tests but béginning genuine dissrmament in this ares and in the
ares of conventional weapons. Let us assume for a moment that all States agree
to put an end tc all nuclear tests. What would be the result? Iet us not talk
aboutvatomic pollution for a moment; there has been enough of = debaie or that in
another Committee under another item. let us only consider here the conseguencses
of a complete cessation of nuclear tests with regard to disarmament.

To begin with, it can be asserted that such z cessation wourld take place
only when the mejor nuclear Powers no longer needed tc carry out any more tests.
What would happen then? Would the number of nuclear weapons be reduced? Would =
gingle rocket be destroyed? That would certainly not happen. and nuclesr '
arsenals would continue to develep. since for the major Powers it is no ionger SO
much & question of making new nuclear explosive devices or of reducing the size
of misdsiles. " The problem iz to develop the carriers -~ rockets, submarines ane-
bombers: tc improve the range and accuracy; and 1o increase the number of
vwarheads *“&ﬂSported by the carriers. A complete cessation of nucliesar teste,
unfortun iv. would have no effect on the Jdevelopment of those progra £.

A complete cessztion of nuclear tests is desiraeble and we would be gquite in

favour of ii provided that it formed the culmination of a methodical undertakinc

of genuine disarmament. or that it took piace within the framework of such ar
undertaking. therwise it would just turn ocut to be one more deception among SO

many. By adopting uselegs rescliutions we eare now hiding from ourselves the truth

o)

that we have not dissipated the nuclear threat which weighs more and more heavily
on the world. But that is the real problem that needs to be confronted, one
which needs to be tackied more vigorously than we have been doing. That is the
probiem of genuine disarmament and of effective and controlled destruction of
wegpons. The rest, unfortunately, is mere fiction. }

p—

Mr. 33 BERNARDO (Italy): Ac was said by my delegation in our statement

onu 7 November, the Italian Government holds the view that the achievement ¢f real

progress on the ccmplete prohibiticn of all nuclear tests is of vitel importance.



LT e . . )
"Tndeed, g complete ban on all 1“Orms of nuclear nxper;ment renresent§ 4 i
step along the road eading 0 nuclear disarmament ang o general and "
complete disarmament.™ (201lth mentlna, . 51}

We said that we were of the opinien that expressicns of condemnation Hiag i

that contained in paragragh 1 of the dtaft'reselution in document A/C,l/Lgé§§‘“§¥gi
serve any really constructive purpose ar!p?ove useful for real progress ixn s
disarmament negotiations. 5\ o o
Consequently, we have revretfullyvfcuné,ourselves in sthe position of‘ggg
being able to gupport the’resolutigg,infqgestion. Thererore the Ifalian

delegation has abstained.

(fnterprﬂta 10 from Spenish): td’deleg&EiCﬁ'%ﬁgﬁ

in favour of the rescliuvion in JOQUuenn A;b._;u 533 . .We are convinced that %
“cessationr of nuclear tests- and- the-conclusion of a general agreement -3

that geal are necessary and urgent stens»ﬁo prevent the very serious

in the arms race and nuclear prolif eratlon.
dowever, the language used in ope\gtive paragra;h 1 of this resoluti,é
Seems excessgive to my dele gatlon Oe“ause of uhﬁ meral tome O ’
e

“"condemn”. The inclusion. of that cevn icas not enhakce the sffectiveness g

mJ
Cois
5]
O N
ifo"
kY

this imporiant "eso?utzon. Iz zhe flrst paragr¢pn had been the su

sSeparate vote}rmy del egatlcn Wauld nae& abstgzned it.




Q,rP SAnt me vauid hav& %oted i fayoﬁr of’j'; raf resclL 193 1& &thm=nt
'A/c YL € w}

BN 5
&

Mr, éEERL TNGEE (Srl iaaﬁa} Tn ?revwous yeare we have ‘refused to,;

- single out er cgﬁ§°m33 1on tha;e counu jes whick were nngagec in stmospheric
testing. . Iin Pnnaemaing ‘such ceuntv:as we felt that we appedrad to be
discriminating ;etween ;h;m,ané thoase whxch ware conducting tests undergrousd.
Countries conducting unﬁargrﬁun& tests do not deserve any credit for what
would appear to Lo be & measure of seli-restrsint, thai is. avoiding
atmospheric testing. Tney Go not need to do so because by the conduct of

undergrounds tests they are able, &t thnv-c? egrly demonstreied

E‘r‘

maintain gnd increase their commanalng sanerlc“ ity over others which are

endegvouring to catch up with them. o . - -
We have, howéver, this year supported the araft resclution in aoccument

A/C.le"GSE because it dpes condemn all testTs in whaiever esvirooment

they are conaucheu. Our poiicy remains thzt there ars Tive elements

to & sound policy degigned o =liminate nuclear weapons and their me . __

delivery; Tfirst of 211, the compiete cessation ol =11 Tests: secondly,

ohle
conclusion of & comprehensive test ban treaty: thirdly, the total cessatios of
the production of nuclesr weapons ané their means of delivery: fourthir,
tegorical and uneguivocal renunciation of the use of nuclear wespons: and
fifthiy. the dismantling of nuclear armaments. Unless we agree oo 811 these
five poipnts there will De no progress whatsoever made in this direction.
It is in the hope that‘we can Work tovards the reslizsiion of such
& Tive-point prozramms ané that this draft rescliutior is a step iﬁ that

direction, that we have voted in favour of the drafi




BN

- &Pfgt S C..../P?.:‘Olg S
- I 72

s 4

HMr. GUVEN (Turkey) { intexﬁre*ation from “?vn‘n{ch}: If cperauive
Daragraph 1 of draft resolutico A/C.1/IL. wﬁ had been voted upon separatelwr, I
would have aDs:cz;.lned because of the use of g_he word "condemnsg". With
regard to operative paragraph 6 of this draft, I should like to add that we
consider that paragraph as a2 siacere appeal on the part of the majority of
wembers for “he cessation of all nuelear tests. But. what should te 28sential |
—o everyone is to achieve a final cessaticn of all suclear tests usnder effective
international control, - '

-Q)

The CHATRMAN {interpretation from Spanish): If there are so other

m-gresenta‘cives which wish to explain thelir vote I shall ccasider that we
ave concluded consideration of the draft resolution in document AJCLT/T.C33,

We shall 20w proceed to the draft reso olution in dccument 4/C.1/L.687,

elating %o item 35 of the agenda, entitled "Ceneral and compiete disarmament",

4

co-spenscred by the delegations of Argentina, Brazil Tpdia. Titeria. Nigeria,
Remsnia, Sweden aad Zairel’ o o s e - oo T

As a resulf of consultatiocns that I z::ve had, I have gathered the

t
impressicn that as far as this draft resc;_ntlan is concerned it appears to
me that it would hardly be necessary to tal:e a Vote, Of course; if any
delegation sc wishes, we could proceed to a vcnze,

. there is no objection oo *he, Dar’i; of‘ ms?rbe 5 of the Commitise,

1]

If
shall take it that the draft resalus;lcn s acxom,ed uranlmoum;:.
Th

e drart resglution was aaspwz&.

= 4:_

The CHATRMAN {imevpre 4 -mva St:aa a) I ca..l on the

e presea‘ tive of Chica in explanat i 0 of vcte e.fte*' “the vcm:.

ve‘ ne aa,,n ‘contcsts

»‘ua haél ’;ha;-; draft



::,, : ai*‘enaaa > ‘iﬁhl

Zrtn eownezlnn, I s‘:aal& 3

to the admin s?:*'a ve Var&d mna‘ﬁc_‘.al "imp ic atlcns of this draft "‘esc.mul
which appear "iﬁ Gcamﬁnt A,IC 3.]' A1l of this concerns .wem 51 tizled "

 “" plnmﬂntawm c:” izze De’*.iara ‘:on c'P the _bnd~ an Ocean as & Zone of Peacs
Report of the A& Hoc E‘;emrc*he on' wa "i'ncna Gcean"

z cah on ohe - rearesem;atwe é"" Bazngaaesu ‘ao E}’I}Lmlh h:.s vote before

the vote. R o




Mr. XARTM {Eangladesn‘?' I have asked to eak to EXPL&LB our
vote on the draft resolution in the addendum to the: report of the Ad Hoe

Committee on the Indian dcean (A/9629/833.1) and + o ‘raise a )

matier of direct and vital concern no~€angladc:&m

in the zourse of nis statement in the genezal debate in this Committee

the permanent representative of Bangiadesh nad cceasion o stress this point
strongly, I nee hardly emphasize the impcriance of the Indian Ocean to my
ccuntry, gossessingkas it dees a long cozstline ané,ﬂav*ﬁg una? uceﬂn,as

its only seabcard. In & very real sense the Indian Ocean is an essential 1ifeline
for my country. Given our size, our population, the configuration of our ccastline,
cur strategic location in an area which is graduslly becoming the érﬁcibLe

OT great-Power confrontation and whieh has 2 history of endemic conflict,

as demonstrated in tThe recent passt, and given its vital dependence on the seas

Zor resources, focd, uransgortatven and,ﬁav"gﬂtéen. Rengiadesh®s interest

in the Indian Ocean is inevitaple an&‘genuine. It is integral o ocur national
interest, therefdre, that matiers pertaining to the Indian Ocean; amd - - - .. ;
varticulariy the prac%ical implementation of the concept of a zone?cf

Deace, are of crucial Significanee to us, For those reasons we have.

welcomed the cnééal to establish the Indian Uce:z ‘as a zene Qf Dezce,

The P“lme Minlﬂﬁtr of Bangladesh has on,severa? QCCanonS~S? cken in

support of that ccﬁcegt, Addr6531ng the ’WEﬂty-nlﬁﬁﬁ e&SSlO&iO;{thﬁ General
- Assembly in Septenmber of this year ne'sala. ST E
e *~"we tﬁcrefare welcome ﬁve*y e;;oru a:me& at,a&vanciﬁg »he’préceés

L of éﬁ ﬁe§ relaxation of uenbien _131* u,on of armamenaa aﬁéﬂw

) ﬁramci&ep cf feacefu¢,ﬂ0¢348ﬁpacs 1? everv ﬁaru Q? vLe wer,&
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countries which were not Memters of the United Nations at the Time of
the esitabliishment of the Commitite= may have the opportunity of securing

& place on the Commities, My country is not the only o9h¢ which may be

interested in securine memb&v-squ' The march towerds gecolonization will
bring more littoral States into this world boéy in course of Tire, )
Llresly ons country occupying & very vital position in tne Indian (eeen

{

wnich iec in the Indi=n Ocean, the area we are discussing. Several del

- - L - - bt . . - . o & ~ 4 .
nave referred to this isiand. T should like to inforn The Comniitee virew

colonial Fower would sell to itself part o

independence TC that terrivory?

-

I am prevared tc go into &t this stags.

‘The CHAIRMAK {interpretation from Spanish): I thank the

{ve -~ f bt B 3 $F35 Aetd An 3 TE : -
ive of Mauritius for hic clarificeticn. If he would unow tell

us how he intends to vote, that would pe & proper explianatvion cf vote
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Mr. RAMPHUL (Mauritius): If I have not made an explanation

of vote Lerore the vote, I have certainly clarified the positiom of
Mauritius vefore the vote.

The CHATRMAN (interpretation from Starish}): We shall now proceed

tc vove on the draft resoluticn in the report of the Ad Hoe Commitiee on
the Indian Geean A4/9629/Add.l).

The draft resolution was adooned by 75 votas to none with 27 abstenrnt ticns.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation frcm Spanish): I shall now call upon
these representatives who wish to explain their vote after the vote on the

draft resolution just adepted..

Mr, BARTON {Canada): My delegation abstained in this vote. I
snould like t¢ make it clear, however, that this does unot in any way indicate
a lack of tositive adppreciation of or sympatny towards the intention. of *he
CO-3Sponscrs. Je have every desire’ to see fruitful consultations among
tne Iittoral and hinterland States of the Indian ean and the principal

2ritime users. We remain strpngly sympathetic, in principle, %o concepts

&

o7 derucliearized or demilifarized zones Where these are feasible and

g)g

would prcmobe 3tabili ty, ard we conn;nue o wn;ccme the &rss cein g made
to apply those conceﬁns to the Indian (Ocean ares. However, 2s I have
axplained in previous yesrs, we believe also that the responsibility for
elavoreting specific praposaIS\fbr'such zones rests primerily with the

StaiesAcf thé ares mosh dire;s&y'cancerneﬁ and(that<thls goal sﬁcula ‘

o

-be substa ;ti Lzy achi#vei efara oﬁne“ btaﬁes f‘*h no dlrec*vor 1,'-,Q' L

immﬁdAaue in*e*est in uhe regl ons concerred are’ ca;leé apon ta endorse*qf

: sucn arrangemgnusa‘*
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{Mr. Barton. Canads)

Tne concept of the Indian Ocean as & zone of peace aiso touches on the
interests of maritime users. Operative paragraph 1 of the rescluticn which nes
Just heepn agopted reguires Canada and other Member States to urge all States
with & direct interest in the Indian Ocean to give tangible support to the
establishment and preservation of the Indian Ocean as & zone of peace.

But the concept of the Indian Ocean as & zone of peace hes been defined
only by resolution 2332 (XXVI) at the twenty-sixth session. Canadz ststained
<rom voting on thet resolution because we had ressrvations as to t

©f the obligetions it implied. The fact that we continue tc have these

o

eservations wae a further reason for my delegation to abstain from voting on

he pressnt resolution.

Mr, ALIEN (United Kingdom): My delegation fully respects the

Principles which we recognize to have inspi

H

ed the resoluticn upon which we

but nevertheless we have felt obliged to abstain.

- - We .understand and we share the desire of the sponsors and their supporters
to maintain and enhance peace and stability in the region of the Indiarp Qcean.
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Lies pritish Treatly a&nlt OoitneYr commitments all

commitmenits, OI course,

its commitments.

gitimate concern not only of the iittoral States
1sc of the whole international community: and ip thic
connexion we have been happy to note the reassurances which the representalives

of Japan and Sri Ianke have given on this point todey on dehslf of the sponsors

;

of the resolution.



= reversal of oriorities. It seems to us that the derinition OT the iimits of

TRne zone, and The guestion which States are iifttoral to it, skould crecsde
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Mr. MISTRAL (France) (interpretation frcm French): My dslegation

abostained Irom voting on the draft resclution that was vefocre us, and has
oZt=sn had occasicn to state its position con the subject of declaring the
Indian Ocean a zcne of peace. We fully understand the anxiety of the States

cordering cn the Indian Ccean and their desire %o rid that arez of “hs sseds
2% conflict. However, we feel that the essentially praisevorthy cobjective of
stablishing a rédgime of peace in the Indian Ocean area cannct be 30
2stablishing arrangements that would lead to modifying the assential principles

T internaticnal law -- inp this particular case, the grinciple of Zrsedom of
navigation ca the hign seas, which 1s one of the oldest and most unchallenged
principles -- by a resclution of our General Assembly.

o make Known its views on the
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ssistance of gualified experts, ot the speci
T

nresénce of the grear rowers in the Indian Ocean, in all its aspects., I
Tefer o document A/AC.159/Rev.l. That document, in its originally cublished
version, gave rise to protests, and my delegation had tc send the Secretary-
General a leter, iated 13 June 1974, in which the French Government expressed
The most explicit reservations in regard to the contents of that report.



aélegatiez would -like tc state that‘it is fully convinced thet the

dist 1;4»

ished experts appointed by the B cretary-Gensral 438 perforr the task
entrustsd to ther with all possible compeience and impartizlity ancé in psrfect

gooé faith. I shouldé like to state this pdblicly. An8 if my Governme,t, like

24 x > - N s .
errors, inaccuracies and omissions%; it was because the task which our

Committee saw fit to call for was obviously impossibie to achieve. I would
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ur view, it was not in keeping with either the objectives of
our Organization or the rssources aveilable to it.

It is axiomatic that all military Powers wish to keep confident

ST
gt
@

factbs about their armed forces in generel, their chain of command an
movements of their land, sir and sea units. This is all & matter of miliﬁ v
secrecy, and Srtates legitimately consider this to be & prerogative which
affects their sovereignty and security. No doubt, certein indications are

given by Stetes themselves; no doubt, certain military movementis ars ckviousiy
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noticet ané become the subject of reports in newspapers o:

and of course, toc, independent experts, on thelr ownh, do undertake over-al

g

comprenensive studies with regard to the armaments of Staves or their military

operations.
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Lleast in sart ars 3 zmatter of military secrecy for states?
Trose are the reasons that made us cooject to the rerference to the rargors

wid

£ T - - 1 whd
O The 3Zecretary-ceneral, which

The CHATEMAN (interpretation Trom Spanish}: Would any other

. delegation iika to explain its vote on the resolution which nas just. teen

s there are no wmore delegations which wish to speak, this concludes our
2onsideraticn of the draft resolution contailned in the addendum of
of the Ad Hec Committee on the Indian Ccean (4/9629),

I would neow like to make an announcement. Grenade 1s now to be considersd

one of the sponsors of the draft resclution in document A/C.l/L,67 on the

guestiocn of Korea. Tomorrovw we
T am confident *that the afterncon will be devoted to consultations, to spead
up the procsdure of sutmitiing resolutions, and I understand that the draft

. i . ¢ -~ R L s . : A s
tion in document A/C.1/L.68L4 will be voted on at the beginning of the

I should also like to ask the Committee whether 1t 1s prevarsd fo vote
on the draft resclution in document A/C.1/L.690, on general and compiete

disarmament, which wes intrcduced a Tew days zgo by the representatsive of



Mr. MERRBURG {Hetherlands): I think thet it is & little

ot early to voile on it. e T e

terpretation from Spanish}: If none of the
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gponsors. cbjecti, we will postpone the votirg until a later date. I hops
¥t will be soon. ~We must make some progress. 1t is very late. Today we
¥oted on three drafi resolutions. but there are consultstiors golng on

#ith regaré tc many others. 8o I repeat that our deadline is Friday of

HEXT Week.






