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I declc.re open tl1e 473rd plenary mooting of 

the Conference of tho Cor.rrJi ttee em Disc.rLlCIIilont. 

2. lby I tnlm this oppc·rtcmi ty to associ::>. to mysolf 

\vi th tho Holcome already extondod t::: tho;3o heads cf delogaticms 1.1hc have joined us 

for the first, tine at this session, c:mc1 t.J \lelcone back old frLmds? I 1-.rish also 

to vJolcome bo.d: tho repros:;nl:,c.tive f tho Secrotm·y-GonercJ_, Mr. Epstein, and 

members of tho United E::ctions Secrota:cio. ~, vJhc· continuo tu pr_:'vido for us such 

efficionl:, se:c·vicos. 

3. Procooding tho dicc<_.-clssL·ns ·vJhich ted;;: place d.uring th·o first part cf this 

session <md the 1Jorking pc.pG:cs 1t1hich v!OTo then presonLJd, o.nd pr ,fi ting from tho 

rovio1-r of arms-c 1ntrol i.ssuos during tho r<.xess, wo nrc no1.I requirGd, I beliovo, to 

consider more :Jpecifically \Jh~t co.n be o.chieved during tho remainder of this year. 

In this first C2,nccdian incervsnti n I should like n::vie,,J ho1:1 my delegation regards 
·'4,. ....... 

that task. 
........ 

4. ~Iith ros;_)oct to tho rovisod j int dr".ft treaty on the 0ea-bed submitted by the 

co-Chairmen em 23 April (CCD/269/Rov.2), the Canadian delegation is hopeful that 

early substc:cncial progress 't-'"'-n ha G.chievod and that ·(,he truo.ty cm1 bo ccnplotod at 

this session. This drillt c>::uld then be presented t-; the twenty-fifth session of 

the United Nations General Assonbly in the oxpectaLi~:n that tha result of om· 

negotiaticns d-c·:cing tllG rmj =·:c· part ,!f t\.Jc scssicns '.Jill load to the conclw::;ion of 

a sea-bed troo.ty by the end of 1970. That, I think, should bo our immediate 

objective. 

5. ' I !:._ \ 

As I indic='.tod in ny scc.cenont in late April ( CCD/ 4o8), our dulego.tLm believes 

that vJG w;.y ho.vo just a:xut l~ec;.chod Ul<J pcint o.t 1.1hicl;. Llc,xihl.mn cunsensus b_as been 

achieved em_ l;ho substo.ncc cf the drc.f-1: text, \lith the exGoption ci' tho point I ro.isod 

This rolo.tos to ~he question c>f assuran.cos 

I d.~ n.:.>l; pToposo o.t this stage to 

elaborate furi.hor upc>n thccc .c;to.tcnonu, uhich rcrw.ins tho Cnnc~di.::u1 pcsition, otho:;.~ 

than to onphasizo, in viet; :.f ~ortain com:wnts v1hich h:-~vo been nmde, that tho Co.nadio.n 

pr;)pusal,s fer vcrificatim1 l'u-c f)rc·Jccrd in d:::cur1ent A/C.l/992 ch not onvisnge tho 

establislul.oat ,::;f ~Jo:mo ne'.J, olo.bora~o and cxponsiv.::J intorno.tiono.l m.o.chinory; they 

L_----~------------------------------------------------------------
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merely seek t o reit erate , Hi J.:;hin t he context of the sea-bed t rea t y which we ar e 

considering, tho right already availabl e o:c 2. mult ilateral basi s under t he Char t er 

t o all Members of the United Nati ons to have r ecourse Hhen necessar y to t he good 

office s of tho United Nat ion s , 1-ri thout pre judice of cot'-r se t o any good offi ce s Hhich 

may be availabl e on a biln0or al basis. 

6. Turning now to the questi on of chemical and biol ogi cal vJ2.l~fm~e , we '\.Jelcome 

the progres s made during t he l ast sessi on in cl arifyi ng some of t he underlying 

i ssues . The Canadian Goverinnent policy regar di ng chemi cal ancl bi ol ogi cal weG.pon s 

pre s ent ed in my statement of 24 March ( CCD/PV . 460 , par as . 23- 38) 1-ms not of com~se 

a subs titut e f or or a detracti on from t he mult ile.tor ::.l a c t i on which i s needed to 

strengthen and to supplement t he Genova Pl'Y0ocol (A/7575/Rev.l, annex VI ) . 

7. Indeed , what my del ogati r..:n has been ~, oeking i s ·L,o rei nf or ce t he Geneva 

Protocol of 1925 by movi ng from t he prohibi t i on of f irst use of choui cal and 

biol ogical Heapon s which r esul ts from th3 r eservati ons to tho..t Pr otocol t o an 

effactive ban on t ho devel opmrmt, producti on and stockpiling of snch ~oJoapons . 

The Canadian Gove r nment pol i cy statement \i rts made c..s a contribu t i on to t he cl ari f i cati on 

and amplification of nati onal pos i tion::; :)n thi s iraportant matter , with tho hop e of 

promoti ng a consensus ~orhich might prepc..I'-D t he wJ.y f or the negoti ati on of a ·L,r oaty 

or treatie s t o pl~ohibi t the devel opment , produ ct i on and stockpiling of chemical and 

biol ogi cal Hoapons . 

8 . This Committee i s under an obligo.ti ::u l ai d down by the tuenty- f ourth sossion 

of t he Uni ted No.tions Gemm?.l Assembly - - i n this instance r esol ution 2603 B 

( CCD/275) -- t o continuo negotiati ons on choBical and bi ol oe;ico.l warfar e and to 

provide o. r eport on a ll aspec t s of t ho problen t o -~:he next sessi on of the Gonel~al 

Assembl y . During our spr i ng sessi on sever al ir.rpol~tant s tatements vJere made on 

t his i tem and sane interesting ~~orking pap,;r s vier c cons ide1·ed . I n our vie'\J , those 

r evealed 1d th inol~oasing clarity ti1at t he crux of t ho problera i s the negotiat i on 

of agr eed and adequate verification prc-codure s tc ensur e conpli anee ui th any t roat y 

or t r eaties . ~~e suge;est t hat t ho ConRi ~teE: , while cont inuing tho exchange of views 

on al l a spects of tho abolition of cherr.ica.l and biol or;i cal 1mapons, shoul d devote 

i ts primary attonti-:m during t ho next f e'.i i•lcek s t o possi ble approaches t o and 

sol u tions of tho pr oblem of verificati·~:n . 

-- -~~~~- -~ ------------ - ------------- --- ---·-· 
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9. In ~his respect v1e i:j ~ulcl su~:Jpc:ct the :mg2;cstion ~nt fcnmrd by ny Jnpo.nese 

colleague (CCD/PV.456, po.:ca. 82) tho.t " se:.:'ics cf in:f..;:::mal u::13ultntions 1..rith 

experts in o.t tondo.nce as :;_~oq'.lired 11ig:1t provide opti:t-:rlc:-1 opportunity for progress. 

For ~!u:c part we are prepc,red -~o po.rticipata acti v:::;ly in any such meetings, a.'1d 

we would hopo to be able in dt'.G cour;Jc tc contribute sor,le sug~2;3tions c.s to ho11 1.Je 

believe the exclcuinE.ticn c::·f this verificaC,ion prcblen night, be advanced. 

10. Conpletion cf the Hork ''-'~1 tho s;,c,-bod :~reaty and progl~ess un tho question cf 

chenical and bicl-::gical uo.rfecre c.t this session, important as they undoubtedly are 

if vieHed against the risk;J and cost,s cf the c:•ntimcing nuclear o.rr:1s race, c2:11not be 

regarded as adequo.te responses by themselves. Tho.t is sc, in cuT vieH, o.;3 gauged 

o.gains t current public o.pprehensiow::, c:;_~ c.zo.inst tho ·vo.rL;us rosolui:,ions adopted by 

the United Nations Genero.l Assenbly o.t it,s lo.st sessi.m. 

11. Resolution 2602 E (XXIV; gc.vo the respcnsibili ty t·o thi.s Conference tc. 

develop --

" ••• a cor:1prohonsivo :Jl·ogr2JYI.r:lo ••• Hhich WJuld pr·:·vide the Conference IJith 

a guideline to cho.rt the cuurse of its further ;_.Jerk and its nc::gotiations';, 

"bec.ring in mind tho.t -C,he ultL.':lo.te gco.l is gene1·o.l and complete 

(CCD/275) 

The Canadio.n dolegc.tion vio\JS this resolv.tLm as prhnrily intended o.s on incentive 

to achieve progress in a systenc.tic \I2.Y on c.rms ccnL:l·ol and disarmament during this 

decc.de. He hope tho.t ·cho Ccmference of the Connit-:~eo on Disarmo.raent Hill not 

become invol vod in a·C.tompting t:) drc..ft ru1 olnbcrc.to and exhaustive progr2.lllllie for 

the Disarr:wnon-G Docado, but 1.1ill agree en rt flexible forillula c1f objectives to be 

presented to tho t1~onty-fifth C'ossic•n of th"-' United lTo.Licns Gonorc..l Assembly tvi th 

the CoiJnittoo 1 s endorsement. He theref~;re believe th::ct 1_.1o should strive to;,mrds 

a consensus on Hhat mizht ccmc~ti-~utc c. co:raprehonsive ;J1' cgro.r:rr.1c of 1-10rk for the 

Conference of the c,~ru:llt.-~ce on Dis2.rl!l2.r1GGt. 

12. He agree 11ith chose ~~ho say tho.!:. those objectives shrmld, as f2.r as possible, 

be spelt ou·(, in rolntion t:.J specific mec.sures, be o.ccopto.blo to governments as 

Is it not 

logical, ·C,h:;ugh, to expoct tho. tho principal mili~ary Po11c;rs represented on -C,llis 
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Conni ttee should set the l oad in makinG; Si;.ch sugges~~ions, as it is t heir armw.nents 

above all uhich set tho p::c ~ G for tho arms re.co as uell as affecting the inte1·national 

climate? 

13. Ho o..lso agree v.Jith thos e who say t hat the tii:l8 hn.s passed f or metaphysical 

discussions of ideal progro.I'1J.Ile s, or mr~:;.·ol:;r tho revis i on of :rac.ttol'S eluting bad: 

to the beginning of t ho p1·ovious decade . Only through t ho pc.n·sui t of concreto 

measures ·Hill this Committee attain tho ulti:raate objective of generc:.l und conplete 

disurmament. On the other hand, I r Jc:li ze tho. t 1Je 1:1ish to o.vuid c:.n app1·oo.ch so 

enpirical t:L.'1d pl'aglnatic t ho.t the Gonc:."c.l AGsembly of the UniJ.:;ed Nations viill not 

be able to discern any cohesiveness, co- ordination or diroction in our to.rgots and 

objectives. 

14. In this tc~sk we c:.ro no·i:, ui thout .fcundo.ti ons on Hhich t o build. The mos t 

noteworthy achievement of this Cor;rrn.i ~ :~ ee t o d.::. te, tllG ~1on-prJliferation Treaty 

(ENDC/2.2.6-l<-), hc:.s nc.Yiil CcJmo into force, ::md 1:1hen it boconos fully effective it uill, 

wo hope, ensure tho.t no additional c:: '1Ltries j oin tho ·'nuclear club"; and as 

progre s s to-uo.rds general and complete c.isaJ."'rilCJ:lGnt depends prima3:ily on offecti ve 

Beasures to bring under con t r ol t he pcolifero.tion of nuclear v10 2.pons, bot.h vertical 

and horizontal, noasures such as the 2onpr ehonsivc:: te s t bun -- m1 i t em t o whi ch 

I will retl~rn lato1~ -- and C'c cut-off in t ho producti on of fi s sile materials for 

\Wapon purposes nust in C)Ur view be a:1 e s s ential po.rt of any p1·ogro.rume ue might 

drmJ up. 

15. Nor cun HO it:;nore cri t icisn i-Jhic.1, lJorhaps justifiC'.bly, questions tho ultima to 

vcluo of agromnents which linit. nuclo2r ci C :'. ~Jon s c.nd t o vJhich no. j o:..· nuclear PovJors 

are n r; t a pnrty. Like t ho l'oprcsenC. :c.tivo of J o.p2.n in l1is interven t ion on 18 Jtme 

(CCD/PV.47l, para. 34), I agr eo ui t h ::.he Socrotm7-Genoral of the United Nc:.tions , 

vJho in his stat01~10nt of 22 ~'lay to t ho Institute of I\1o.n and Science point ed to tho 

dosirabili ty of ;; finding vJ c:.ys o.nd rn.o ~'..nf; uf o.ssocio.t ing all nucl oal' Powers, including 

France und tho People 1 s Hcpublic cf Ghinrc'', vii th m·:rrrs control and disarmamon·~ 

negotiations. 

16. But the1~o is no doubt, surely, th:xi:. tho priority objective s et for us both 

at the United Nations General As senbly o.nd by cur oHn Conferen ce is to halt the 



nucloQr E'..I1'J.G rc.cu. Tho nocu1.J of bringing the nucloo.r O.:LTlS ::..·o.cc under restraint 

rost of course en poli ticc.l o.s \•JOll :::.s tcchn·.logical f::cctcrs. 

politico.l fo.ci>Jrs o.re c~;ncoTnod, in ~3oeking solution::; He undouiJ~edly ho.ve to look 

tc a large extent to the stro.togic o.rns linito.ticn taJJ:s (SALT,. c.:1d other bilo.tcr:::.l 

conto.cts betuoon the nuclear :?ovmrs. B-at it is for this Conforonco, besides 

playing its politico.l r;lo, z, oxmn.inc o.ll the techncL:gical fo.ct•Jrs involved in 

facilitating q_;roorn.entc~ Hhich r.1ight load 0u a halt of -~he nucloo.r o.rr.w ro.cc. 

17. It is agains",~ th[tt backt;l'•Jl'.nd tho.t I shculd ncH like tJ turn to o.n itlpo:;:ta.nt 

subject on ou1~ o.genda. ivhich ho.s n·:.t boon discussed in cu1y doj_J·ch rocenq.y but 1:1hich 

the t1:renty-fou::..·tl1 sessicn cf tho Uni ~o3. hc.tiol1.'" General Assonbly c Jnsidcrod tc be 

o. matter of -J_::..~r;ency ru1d o.bcu.~. TJhich ic. o.lso requc::;tocl the Confo::..~c:1cc Df tho 

Com.mitteo on Diso.r:r:1c..men~ t-:: :3ubnit o. ~~p~.Jcio.l rep:Tt t . the tcJcnty-fifth scssLm 

of the Gonorecl Assembly. I ::..~ofor, of tc -~h.o c:cmprehensivo test bo.n. 

18. In vie\J of tho need f·::,r o. ;::;pcclo.l report, 'J.nder tllc terns ;f ::..~esolution 
f-. ( ' ( .. I ' 

2o04 B ·JJCIV) \ CGD/275; of tho General A;;smn.bly, to t;1e forthcmJ.iclg sossim1 of tho 

Genero.l Assembly next Scptonbor, I sl1ould like tr :.·ecc~ll briofly some Jf tho history 

o.nd tho politicc~l events \·Jhich [~i ve this is,suo its specio.l sic;nificMcc ~mel 

i:mporto.nce. 

19. aru m1dcr 

obliga.tion by tho proo..TJ.1Jlo t~' the Trocr~y to seck '' ·0hc disc mtimto.nc,:; ccf a.J.l cost 

explosions of nucl0o.r HGC.)-~ns for rLll tine;;. 

"pursue nogoi:.io.·~icns •.• on effoctivo :occ.suros rel.::tinc; t·:.· tho C0.'3SL1tion of ·t,ho 

the nmj or nuclec.:::.' Pmwrs. Tb.:J c1ro.f-~ sea-bud -:~rc 

en"tviso..ges 

o.rms ro.co o.nd to disc.rma.nont., genorc,l c,nd c-:Jnpleto. 

_J_ -­
I.J 

Tho csnclusion of o. 

the 

conprehonsi vo tcst-'oc.~1 i:.r.Ja·l:,y by ~he Ccnrdt,too ·>n Diso..rnc.r1.Jnt \JOUld thcrofJrc be 

a notable o..chievement, b, l:.h to no.rk tho Diso.rr:J.Q.T:lont Dcco.dc cu1d tc ro.::cssurc c.ll 

natiom; that tho co:r:Jmi c,r,wn~s V 1vl1ich I hc.vo referred .:J.ro ccnsidorod a.s binding. 

is being c:-;ntinuod by o.ll tlw mJ.clcc.cr :;:-; ::-ucrs; o.lthcuch we roo.lizo that th.;so 
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which nre signc:i~ories of tho pnr t i1:'.l t o.:rc- bnn Treo.ty ho.vo l :L-ni ted their tests tc 

underground oxpl os'ons . Hhy, then, -~.ho d lc~y i n c<:mploting the pm~tial tes ~-ban 

Treaty? 

impodi ment t o p:.·ogress i s rolnted diTcctl y t c tho secu:dty consi der o..ti ons of t ho 

nu cl eo.r-wenpon St ates . Cloo.::cly , until ~rw nucleo.:;_~ ?oHerE: c :)nc:ernod c.re prepar ed to 

agree t hat -~he risk involved in nny pc.rt i cul c.r approncl1 to o. nucleo.r t est ban 

i s l ess than -c.he risk inher ent in t he c:cntinuod CiJC::tla cion of the nucl ear m~ms 

race , progress can bo of cnly o. lini t cd cr:.d prepc,:;_~cd;m'J" nature . 

22. ~Io reillize, of ccur se , t he.t. tho -t:aDw on tho linit o.ti on Md eventual reducti on 

of strc.:t.egic nHcleo.r woc,pons have an j_T!ll)Ol'tn_nt hoo..ring on n comprehensive tost ban . 

Success i n tho str at egi c ar ns lini ta:i:,i cn -~.D.Dcs , uc 110uld hope, could go n 

con siderabl e distance t;:uo.rds :;_~ornvin;:; -~he basic i mpedir.1en t , t.:: uhich I have r eferred, 

to a compr ehensive bnn on f urthe r tes tin;_:; . 

23. Pondinz p:;_~og:cess in the ) Clit i cc.l :'.ncJ socuri'l;y onvironmon.t in rel ation -c.o 1:1hich 

t ho goal of c.. comp1·ohensive tost ban lln:: to bo con s i dered, hmrover , tho Cnnadinn 

del egation r er.1o.ins cc,nvinced t ho.t sonc :T:.Ygr oss in finclin[:; sol u:i:, i ons to some of 

t h o mnj or outstanding tecl1ni ~o.l problcn1.> s houl d be pnl'sned . Those techni c::.l 

prGbl ems rel a t e , ·Jf ccurso , t o tho qt:,<::;:; -::.i.-:.n of effecti ve vorifi cnti on , on Hhich 

t he p osi ticn s of t hG Hc~j Ol' nucl eo.r I<·liGL3 i nvolved nnd c,f mr.ny other mm~1bers of tho 

Committee en Dism"ffio.nont hc.vo differed, o..nc1 s till diffOl~ , s;.:;_bstcmtiall y . All 

de l egat i ons hero Houl d , I t hink , agree U1o.t the sci;;rai c conponent of any 

verificati on_ sy stem Hill be lo.rgc 5 o.lboi.t !lot necessnrily th~: only componen t . 

The Cn_n.adic.n delego.ti on , o_n:'ng other:::: , lw.s nrguod thc,t t ho task of detocti on o.nd 

i dcmti f i cc..ticn c f -cmdorc;r 01.md tests c:=;t.'-1d be f ccili to.tod if assured nccoss to adequc:ce 

or i Ginal seismological dc-. ~o. crorc to be pr ovided . 

2.4. That b:c·inzs us to GonoTnl Assombl~' l'Gsolut i ons 2604 A (XXI V) o.nd 2604 B (XXIV) . 

The l atter rGquosts -o_s , ;i._l)t c_:;.:__~;~_li_g, ;; ~o subni t c. spoci c.l r eport t :J tho Assemblyi' 

on tho resEl ts of our deli1Joro.ti ons on [~ coia~)rahenoi ve tost ban a.'1.d on 

p r oposals relo.ti ng t o i t . 1.-J11i l e vJ0 cl.:- iY>t lmm-1 1·Jhc:G 11ill be the exo.ct f orm or 

content of t ho.t speci al r Oj_)o:ct , He o..:co fh·aly cf t l1o c~Jinion , 1·Jhich \-Je hope i s 

-vtidely sh e_::ced by other o hero tod o..y: -c.lnt t he repnl~t shuuld shc~J thnt t his Conn~li ttoo 

ho.d o.t least t o};:on i nto c.cc : ,, :Jy~ t he l'osymsos t,) -:~he Socretary-Geno1~o.1 1 s 

questi onnaire on tho internn~ional o:cch~.nge of seis:1ic da-~o. l'oforred to in 
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resolution 2604 A (X:XTV). L1 t h.c>.t conto:::t VIC would c.lso rocc.ll tho.t a sr:;ecific 

purpose of r esolution 2604 A (X}: :LV) i~, clS stat e;c~ in its operntivo pc.ro.graph 3, 

precisely to .:.ssist the Cor,rr:d ttee on DisarDac .. ent in its fur·thor considoro.tion of the 

o.chieveLlent of 2. conprehensive test ~xm. 

25. In view of those decisions of t he Gcncntl Assembly I ct::l strre thc.t ·He she.ll o.ll 

do our utmost to ensure that our discussions on tho c o:.~~)rehonsive tost-bc.n question 

in this Ccr.1n:i ttee this smiliilGr .c>.rc as fruitful c.s possible. As reco.rds tho enquiry 

concerning the intorno.tion2.l ave'.ilability of seis;·;:ic dc..t a , 1 hope ny colleagues r,1ay 

find it helpful if this Horning I c:ivo tho Coj:J:.-:.i ttoo r~ brief report on tho p1·oc;ress 

Elo.do t o date in r e sponse to Gonero.l Assei .. 1'.:. l y resolution 2604 A (XXIV), anc1. on tho 

basis of thnt report nJ.ko ono or two tonto.tivo sugc;ostions f or possible future actio 

by this Cor'ld ttoo. 

26. As ner,1bers of tho ConEittoe ar c awc.ro, resolution 2604 A (XXIV ) received 

vJidespread support c.t the twenty-fourth session of tho General AssoT,lbly both in tern 

of votes in favour [md i n terDs of co-s pons orship. At tho S2.Lle tine it has to be 

rococ;nizod, as ny Jap;.'l10SO colleo.[;UO pointed out t ho other do.y (CCD/PV.47l, pc.ra. 27) 

that support i n t he General Assenbly 1-1as not c.s universal o..s wo Houle~ have wished, 

c.."ld thnt some responses t o the Socretary-Genorclt s enquiry we r e cc.st in s a :1owhc,t 

ne gative terns. iJono tho l ess , of tho fifty-four rosponsos so far r e ce ived o.nd 

circu~ated , thirty-four, from five continents, ho..ve boen pos itive and substantive. 

I hc~vo been infor:1ed in fo.ct by the Cc.nadian to chnical c,uthori ties thr~t those 

res ponses to tho r es olution rtncl quostionnrtire foi'i::l cc sufficiently broc.d-bnscd se.;..1ple 

to pornit sone use fu~ inititl exc-nination t o be Jilo.de, Hith uhc.t vie hope r.1ay be 

productive r esults. 

27. I vJish to !lccko it quite clear t o Ey colleccs-,·ues that tho difficulties o..nd. delCLys 

Hhich h o.v 3 been encountered ho.vo n ot in e>ny w~y nl tered our vio\-J thc.t the Conmi ttee 

on Disan!lenent itself should :'.t this session pursue n. p::celi!jinary oxo.ninc.tion of tho 

substo.nticl nlii.lber of J>OSj)Ol1S :3S <".vo.ilabl e f or study so t hat ~- r eference t o them mc.oy 

bo included in this Co:.-.::.·.i ttee 1 s r o;•ort to tho United Nations in response t o operative 

p~:.ragrc.~)h 5 of Gonord "~sso::~')ly resolution 2604 B (:xJ:Iv) . Toclmoloc;icclly-iGprovod 

intorrrationcl co-opc rnt ion i n. tho sois;·,;ic field uc.y provo hLJ.tly c:losirnbl o in 

provic!.ing the 1.Jo.sis for 2. lii:2ited but substru::.ti :.-.1 sto ;:; for\w.rd i n bridgi..Ylg the 

t e c:b..nica l go.ps in tho P.doquc.t c vcrifico.tion of e. conprchonsive test bnn. 

~-------------------------------- -----------~ 
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28. As we now consider vlhat rllic;ht be ('one to folloH up tho Secretary-General 1 s 

questionnaire, I should like to stress t:1c:rt ue in the Co.nadj_an delegation have no 

preconceived views or ideas on vJhe.t cor~clusions nay be drmm fron the responses made 

so far by coverm:1ents. At this stac~o uo vJish only to open v1hat 1-1e hope DGY prove 

to be a useful dialogue in this Conni tteo. Ccrtc.in1y 1JO believe it is promo.ture 

to te.ke G position on tho question of the osto.blishmont of c.ny internationcl body, 

with cll tho fine.ncial implications thd c1irJ1t flow fron such an c.ction. For 

instance, we do not think it is by ony :·;uc.ns clc:o..r that on eventual seisnic exchange 

system lWuld involve a systen of automc.tic end continuous circulation of data, as 

distinct from ad hoc arranger:cnts, o.cccptc.i=~lo to c:ovornnonts. 

29. 1rTo are justified in lWndcring, ho"·ovor, just hm.; tho ac1equo.cy of no.tionc.l 

verification procedures can be c,ssessed by ~:;ovorml8nts unless an u:rlC~ertakinc_; is 

forthco2:linc; concerning the ~oJillini_;ness oi' c:ovorm:cents, on c. reciproco.l o.nd purely 

voluntary basis, to mo.kc seisnic dc.ta c.ve.il.c.ble, cmd also uithout CL further study of 

the soisnolo[~:ical facilities Hhich nay be c.vailnblo in tho tvorld. He iJill, of 

course, consult other menbors of the Conference of tho Cou:li ttee on Disarnrunent 

particularly those countries thc.t have cc .. pabili tics in this field o.ncl hEwe responded 

fe::.vourably -- about tho best appronch to cc follow-up of tho soisT,:.ic infor;c;ntion 

exch&~ge questionnaire. 

30. For our part, tho chief Cc.nadian Govcrnnont seis;,,ologist, Dr. Kenneth 1:Jhi then, 

has undertaken to provide an initial exan...~..nation of the c.v~nlnble responses_; and he 

hopes to put this into tho forr:1 of o. vJOrking paper for circulation to all delegations 

here c.round tho beginninc:o of 1-.ucust. Then, if tho CoYL:i ttce vJere agreeable, that 

paper might be the startine;-point for an infernal nootine, en 12 August at Hhich 

Dr. Hhithor:l vJOulc: bo present as l-JGll o.s, uo hop, exports from other delegations. 

Also, if tho idea of 2.11. infernal nootinf~ so::1e tine in ;·,lid-Au~:~ust r.~-:::ots with general 

approvcl., vJe think that besides Dr. '!bithon 1s pe,per -- ancl together, of course, t.rith 

2.ny >wrking papers thnt other delegations nay vJish to contribute -- it mi[;ht bo 

profitable to discuss certain specific :'-r:.d rol, .tod qu.:stions. In tbi:J connoxion I huve 

to.kon the liberty of following tho exc.;.1ple of Ers. hyrdal, representative of Sweden 

who I hope will shortly join us -- vhon J in tho course of tho informal l:lcoting on 

chenical nnd bioloc;ical l-Joapons, she put fort.:nrd n series of questions to facilito.te 

discussion c.t such inforncl. meetings. 
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31. SoLtlO tentative suggestions -\1hich arise in IilY mind as to tho kind of questions 

uhich mic;ht usefully be exm1ined in preparation for ::m ini'on1al meeting on 

international seis!:lic co-opero.ti,..,n include the follo1t1inro;: 

32. First) to '.-Jhe.t extent do the; replios to tho questionnaire supploiJcnt or modify 

existing scientific infornc:tion concornin2, fc,cllitios for detecting wd identifying 

undcrr;rmmd nucle ccr-1-!Gc.pon tests? 

33. Sec one~, is it possi1Jlo to cstli;iGte froLl tJ:1c: infor~·.~atio11 proviO_od o.botlt nntional 

soimnic fc.cilitios tho extent to Hhich the identification cnpecbilities for 

unc\_orgrounc1 nuclear explosions :1c.y be iup:;.:oved through guaro.ntood intor11o.tional 

:::wcoss to o.c~c~i tiono.l seisnoloc_,icd dnto.? 

34. Third, b:.cvo tho results of tho quostionnG.iro idontifiod ,o;,ny sectors of the globe 

or geographic o.roc.s for uhich the lev'-.-ls of nuclear oxplcsion ic1ontification o.re 

perceptibly hi,-,her or louor thc.n r.vsrago? )auld those ccreo.s be of vi tal 

significo...."lce in the (:mforcel'.Ont of wy coLprchonsivo test ban? 

35. Fourth, could the response of c,overnmonts to tho Secretnry-Gonor?.lls quostionnciro 

help such govornnonts to identify uothods for ix,1prnving tho offoctivcncss of their own 

seismic detection techniques, Ol' would o..ny further inforno.tion be required for this 

PUl'lJOSO? 

36. l''ifth, is further oxonino.tion vJc.rc~nted into the concept of international exchange 

of seisr:ric date.., r::.s well as into tho quentity and quality of dda that mny be undo 

avnilablo fran nc.tionill Eloc..ns of identification? 

37. Sixth, do tho rosv.l ts of this survey 'l'lc:trrc::mt further consultation i~1 tho near 

futuro cFcont; nr.tions roo.dy to contribute to an cx2nination of fc.cili tics for 

identification of nuclear explosions by soismo10[::.ic8.l r:cemrs, ond to o.n oxcmination of 

the r.wst effective c.ttainablc iEGasuros to supplc;1cnt tho partic.l test bC'.n of 1963? 

.Seventh, is it possible yot to ostc..blish the; degree to \Jhich national verification 

procedures r:1ay be adequ2,to, 1-1ith or Hithout an internc.tionc.l exchange of seism~c data, 

c~nd tho c~egreo to \Jhich c. prohibition of Ul1<3.erground nuclear tests could be effective 

on eithc:c basis? 

39. In vio1t1 of the conpccrati voly short tine c·Jhich I understand is to bo ccvailablo to 

us for our discussions cct this su:ncr session, I thou::_;ht it vJOulc~ be useful to so 

into some deto.il, 2von c.t this stage,. so tllr.t :-:.11 c"lclogations miL,ht hcwo o.n equal 

opportunity to study those SUL~·cstions Hhon considering hou this Cmr;:.ittco shculd 

respond in its report this ycc::.r to the resolutions cf the· last session of tho Gonerc.u 

Assembly of the United Nations, uore pc.rticulo.rly to resolution 260L, B .. 
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40. In conclusion, as we are all only too well a-vmre, this Committee has to be 

prepared to r,1eet its critics at the next session of the Gonc;:;_~s.l Assembly, which 

coincides Hi th the t1,renty-fifth mniversary of the United Nations. If lJO are to 

rise to that occasion, we must at least bo seen to bi:o tackling the problem of hurnan 

survivaJ. in the nuclear age vJi th the cJisdoc:, patience, perseverance o.nd objectivity 

vlhich is expe ctod of us. 

41. Nr. EDELSTAJ.vi (SvJGden); Hy intervention today vzill bo devoted to tho d.rcl't 

sea-bed treaty (CCD/269/Rev.2). At tho outset, I vTish to join those colleagues VJho 

have expressed their S['.tisfo.ction o.t tho fo.ct that tho co-Chairnen VJOre able to 

present jointly to tho Comr:1itteo on 23 April a revised draft of tho treaty on -- to 

use tho full title - tho prohibition of tho m,lplacomont of nuclear weapons and other 

weapons of mass destruction on tho seo..-bed and the ocean floor and in the subsoil 

thereof. 

42. 1:Jo have duly observed the inportant cho.nges vJhich have boon Hade in the text as 

compared vJith that presented by tho t1-10 delegations on 30 October of last year 

(CCD/269/Rov.l). He find it particularly :i.J.Jportant to note tho incorporation, 

allnost uord for uord, of tho che.ngos and c:c10nclr.lonts to articles I ru1d II put forward 

by tho Argentine delegation durinL tho ckliborations lo.st autwnn in the First 

COJi1L"li ttoe of the United Nations General Assembly (A/C .1/997). as well as of 

substantial parts of tho text suggested by Ccnada as rot:,ards article III (CCD/270). 

Tho Swedish delegation has o.ll ~~ong stronc;ly supported th0 efforts of tho Canadian 

delegation to work out langunge for the verification provisions which could enhance 

the possibilities of making the treaty more gonernlly ncceptable. 

43.. Before going any further in ny anc.lysis of the nevJ text J' I should like to dwell 

for a moment on the general framework in vJhich this draft trE:aty should, in our , 

opinion, be judged. It cJoulc~ seem to us thect there are t-v1o basic considerations; 

first, that of disnrmonent, ru:1d secondly that ')f ensuring thE: sea-bod as the conmon 

heritage of mankind. Tho latter aspect is aclmittocUy being c1ealt vJith in another 

forur,1; but wo cannot and should not isolate ouT considerations fran tho debate vJhich 

has boon taldng place on this subject in the special sea-bed Conn;1i-tteo of the United 

Nations. 

44. Dealing first vJith the disarr1runent cspect, >Jo register v,rith satisfaction that 

tho successful COE1plotion of this treaty will load to tho creation of an :i.J.nmense area 
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of tho uorld uhoro nucloar c:Tf.lS anc: other vonpons of no.ss destruction Hill be 

prohibited. Jo ho.vo to koop in mine~, hm1ovor, ths.t tho prohibition refers only t.o 

tho bod of the son o.nd tho floor of thG oceans o..11c~ not to tho rdlitarily much more 

inporkmt areas of ~<mtors o.bove the botton of tho sco.. The effect of this treaty 

will thbroforo, froLl tho aTI'ls-control point of view, bo 2. lir1i ted one. 

45. Furthor:c;oro, tho :::.grecncnt in effect lc:ctds cnly tc dcnucloo.rization of tho 

so:J.-bod, not to the donili tr.rization uhich hc:.s c~l o.long boon tho gonl of tho vo.st 

1,1o.j ority of .Sto.tos. Thc.t is tho ::2.in rc2.son uhy nc.ay c1ologations hc.vo cone to 

attach such inportanco to the :Lnscrtion in tho present -Groo.ty of o. plodc;o oblic,ing 

tho p::crtios to continue nogotio.tions tm.Jo.rds roachint::. further prohibitions on tho 

son-bod. Thoro is :".d.ni ttedly 2. reference in tho prooriblo to continued negotiations 

lec::.ding to tho exclusion of tho se2,-b0d and tho occEm floor fro;: tho ccrr,ls race. 

Thoro is, further, tho provision in 2..rticlo VI thc.t '"· conference will bo held five 

yoc::.rs c,ftor tho entry into force of tho treaty to review its oporr~tion "'Ji th a vieH 

to nssurinc; that tho pur)Oscs of tho prc;,'£'.:lo 2..nd tho provisions of tho 'l'reaty ::1.re 

·being realized. 11 

L;.6. As is well knovn.J., the .Suedish dclq;o.tion suc;;;estor.:'c last autUl;m, both in. this 

Corn·,li ttoe ,_-md in tho United Nc.tions, ,:_c sot1C\·Jhat more fnr-rec::.ching fon,ml:::t by wc.y of 

.?. novJ o.rticlc in Hhich tho pC'.rtios \·JOule~ plod[c;c ther'.sclvos --

11 to continuo negotio..tions in t:_;ooc~ fo.ith on further measures relating 

to o. moro conprohonsivo prohibition of tho uso for military purposes of 

tho so a-bod tl_n.d tho oco en floor e.nc1 the subs oil thoro of. 11 (CGD/27l). 

'1':1c vJOrding VJCcS ix.sod 1arf;oly on the: siilil<",l~ provision rcL;c.rcling further noc;otie.tions 

to curb tho nucloo.r c.r:c:s r::cco I·Jhich I..Jr.s insGrtod in the text ~f tho non~prolif.::.:ro.tion 

Troo.ty (EFDC/226:;) duc~inc tho negotiations on thd subject on tho insistence )f tho 

47. He roc.rot thc::.t for th:; socond tir;le tho Soviet Union and tho Unitoc~ States 

delee:;dions, 11hon roviouing their draft treo.ty text, h:o.ve not soon fit to accept that 

formulo .• vie urt_;o then oncG ~-c;o.in to stuc~y this r::cttor further. I think that such 

;::, IlOJ:'O fa:c-roaching plodco Tog2.rdin£.; further not_;otintions I.J01JJ..d considoro.bly increase 

tho vo.lue of tho treaty in tho opinion of :::u::u1y Sto:bos. One of tho ro c::.s ons for this 

is of course the fL'.to uhich a siailecr pTeo.nbul . .-..r ploc;:~o in 211 oo.rlior :.:rc.s-control 

IilOC.SUTO has heLL. I c:·l rcferrinc to the ~')O.I'c~gro.ph in tho prcm·,:ble to tho partial 
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test-bo..11. TI'eo.ty in VJhich the p0crtics expre;3sed their detornination ttto achieve the 

discontinuance of all tost explosions of nuclear 1.veapons for :J.l.l time, detennined 

to continue negotiations to this end ••• n (::::ND ... Qll_QO/llev.l) 

48. The Polish delegation -- your delegation, Hr. Che:.irm..'J.U in its intervention 

on 18 June ntade the suggestion thc.t this Conni ttee should -
11 •• , keep on its .:.:.g;:mda the .qurstion of tho dor.1ili tarizu.tion of tho sea-bed 

o.nd the ocean floor as forr.mlated in the 1968 report to tho General AsseDbly, 

Hhen a progrmnmo of work (KtiDC/236, p. 3) for this Co;;nn.i ttee was established 

after the signing of the non-proliferation Treaty. Ln that l.fny nombers of 

tho Committee mc.y ro.iso tho question of further stops loading to tho 

dem.ili tnrize.tion of this important arc; c. vlhonever they sec that a question 

is ripe for discussion, ·v1i thout vJai tin,~~ for tho review conference 2,s provided 

for in o.rticlo VI of the draft before us. In this pe.rticular co.so we 

boliovo thnt ,,Jhnt are gonoro.lly cnlled 1 conventioncl 1 aramuents can be dealt 

·Hith in a sopardo document.li (ccD_LPV.471, para. 9) 

I hnve quoted fror,1 your stator11ent, Hr. ChairLlan, at some length because I want to 

express tho support of my delegation for your suggestions. They should be regarded, 

however, not as o. substi tuto for ;:c further stronc;thening of the pledges in the tre.aty 

text regarding further negotiations, but al3 O..O.di tions. 

49. Turning no-v1 to tho -other main principle, that of securing tho sea-bod as the 

cor,unon heritage of wmkind~ wo know, e"s I have said earlier, that this is en issue 

being dealt with olso1..fhoro. T:;fforts erG beint; made to reo.ch agreement on the 

establishment of an intornationo.l reg:U·,1o for tho sen-bed, loading eventually to sane 

form. of international act;unistrative Emchinery to ensure that the further explcration 

and exploitation of the- nn.ture.l resources of tho sen-bed and tho ocean floor will be 

carried out in a way Hhich furthers tho .interests of nll States and rests on the 

principle I have just mentioned. 

50. Froril the outset of tho noc:otiations in our CocJ,li ttoe on tho subject of the 

sea-bed trenty a linl\: hc.s boon suggested between such possible futuro international 

nachinery and tho vorj_fic2.tion provisions of the trcecty. Already in the spring 

of last year tho non-aligned Dur.;bors of ·Hhat uas then tho Eighteen-Nation Ca11rr.ittoo 

on DisarnaE1ont proposed that, vJhon it becar1o feasible, verification could be carried 

out not only by tho inc~ividuc.l pe.rties but :Qso throuc;h an appropriate international 

agency or arrangement. In tho sucmostions as to verification provisions which 

were put forwo.rd last year by the Canadian delegation a.nd \vhich Hero supported by a 

'-------'----------------------- ----------- . 
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vast number of other delegations, the possibility was mentioned of verification 

being carried out -r..ri th the full or partial assistance of any State party , this 

assistance being sought either directly or indirectly ;;thr ough appropriate internati onal 

procedures including th-3 good offices of the f.ecretary-General of the Uni ted Nati ons . n 

(A/C.l/992) As my delegation i nterpr eted tha t provision it was a v.ray of saying, 

although ad:ni ttedly very indirectly , that if and uhei1 i nter national machi nery for the 

sea- bed was set up it mi ght be possibl e f or States desirous of so doi ng to meke use 

of that machinery f or their verification needs in relation to t he t reaty we are now 

discussing. 

51. Ia the draft t ext befor e us , which i n other r espects closely reflects the content 

of the Canadian pr oposals, these r eferences t o i nternational good offices , i ncluding 

those of the Secr etary-Gener al, have been omitted , In vie \v of the i mportance attached 

to the abov e- menti oned principle that the sea- bed r epr esents a common ~1eri tage of 

mankind , and the l ink between that princir:le and the notion of an international regime 

for the sea-bed, we must r egcrd the failure to make ru1y mention at all i n the new text 

of the possi bility of international control as a serious we akness . I think ther e is 

gr ound for saying tha t many other States whi ch have taken an active part in t he 

discus s i ons on preserving the sea- bed exclusively for peaceful purposes, and on 

obtaining general r .::;cogni t ion of the common interests of mc,.nkind i n that a:L~ea, vlill 

share this opinion. I would appeal to the co- Chairr.1en ·~o r eview this matter once 

again in order to see if some reference cannot be i ncor porated in the treaty text 

r eflecti ng the idea of international verif icati on as a possible future development . 

52 . I wish to cover one fur ther point, The nevi 1:mr ding of arti cle I, in its second 

paragr aph, extends the prohibitory rule s of the t reaty to apply also tJi thin the 

sea- bed zone, but '3Xompts tha coastal State as \.JGll as the sea- bed beneath its 

territorial ~rmters from that extension . In thi s Hay en ambiguity existing i n earlier 

texts has been eliminated, an anbigui ty in regard to cases wher e the ·cerr i torial 

sea of the coastal State is less than t\.Jelve nautical miles . 

53 . An uncl ear situati on r emains , however, on one point . Thi s refers to verification 

vie consider that a corresponding pr ovision as to ver ification of the extended 

prohibition Hithin the sea-bed zone i s needed in order to avoi d any conflict r egarding 
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the responsibility for fulfilment of the treaty obligations Hi thin the 11 gap 11 between 

territorial waters and the tHelve-mile lirr~t. The exemption of the coastal State from 

the prohibitions in article I should thus be rnatched by an exclusi vo right for th<3 

coastal State in relation to verification i.J:i. thin that zon0, irrespective of 1..rhether 

its territorial sea extends to L1-1elve nautical miles or is less. The \-Jhole 

verification procedure consists of successive measures founded on the right of 

observation, laid d01.m in the first paragraph. This right of observation applies, 

according to the paragraph, to activities beyond the soa-bed zone. Certainly 

observation is, however, also admitted under international law within the ~~one; but 

the verification procedure as to further measures within the zone is not regulated in 

the treaty. Such a deliberate 11 gap 11 in the provisions is, in our view, not desirable 

and could lead to unnecessary conflicts in a critical situation. 

54. Clarification would be obtained if an additional poragraph Here inser-~ed in 

article III, preferably immediately after the present first paragraph, saying that 

the right arising under the first paragraph shall, Hith regard to activities of 

other parties Hithin the sea-bed zone, accrue exclusively to the coastal State. 

Such a provision could, in our opinion, not be judged as &~ infringement of the 

principle of tha freedoms of the high seas expressly referred to in the first paragraph 

of the. same article. It could, on the other hand, have an impact on the security 

considerations of some coastal States. 

55. None of the three main points I have dealt with in this intervention is neH. 

They do not touch the basic concepts of the treaty and cannot in ru1.y Hay impair them •. 

Their inclusion in a new and final draft would, on the conk·ary, I am sure, increase 

the possibilities of a speedy acceptance of the treaty by a vast majority of United 

Nations Ivlembers. I therefore express my sincere hope that other delegations, and 

particularly those of the Soviet Union ond the United States, will study them closely 

in order to see if some suitable language may be found to enable them to be included. 
1 The Swedish delegation stands ready to participate actively in any such efforts. 

56. Mr. HUSAIN (India): In company Hi'th those 1..rho have already done so: I shduld 

like to take this opportunity of welcoming anongst us our neH colleagues, 

.Ambassador Tanaka of Japa11. and Ambassador Petrov of Bulgaria. 
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57. I propose to speak today on the question of a treaty to prevent the arms 

race on the se~-bed. It will be rec~lled th~t the United Nations General 

Assembly, at its last session, carefully considered this question. In its 

resolution 2602 F (XXIV) of 16 December 1969 the General Assewbly welcomed the 

submission of the revised United Stn,tes-Soviet Union joint dr~:o_ft treF;.ty of 

30 October 1969 ( CCD/ 269/Rev .1) alone; with "the ve1rious proposals and suggestions 

ma,de in regard to the draft tre8.ty 11 and called upon this Committee --

" to tFcke into account rtll the proposals and sugsestions that hcctve 

been made at the present session of the General Assembly and to continue 

its work on this subject so thc-tt the text of ;:;, draft tre;:;,ty can be 

submitted to the General Assembly for its considerc::tion." (CCD/275) 

58. The delegations of the Soviet Union and the United States, the two authors 

of the draft sea-bed treaty, submitted a revised version of their treaty text 

( CCD/ 269/Rev. 2) on 23 April 1970, a v-reek before the Conference adjourned for its 

mid-year recess, to enrtble this Committee in the resumed session to devote its 

serious nttention tc the new document, so thc::.t R text of a srttisf:".ctory and 

effective trertty which would enjoy the lrtrgest mec::.suro of support could be 

submitted to the Genernl Assembly for considerntion at its forthcoming twenty-

fifth session. 

59. In my statement nt the lt:cst session of the United Nations GenerF1l Assembly 

in Nevr York (A/C.l/1706, provisional 9 Pl'· 22 et seq.) I made severnl suggestions 

on behF1lf of my delegation for the improvement of the revised joint draft treaty. 

In the first plc::,ce, I proposed thr1t the first preF1mbulc::,r paragraph of the drF1ft 

treaty be amplified on the lines of United Nations Generc::,l Assembly resolution 

2467 A (XXIII), in order to m:c~ke cler:,r th2t the explorQ,tion and exploitation of 

the sea-bed must be carried out for the benefit of mankind as a whole, irrespectiv 

of the geogrc-:phical location of States 5 tr1king into account the specinl interests 

rtnd needs of developing countries. 1J:lhen 9 to ensure th~,,t the use of the sea-bed 

should be strictly for peaceful :purposes, I suggested that the commitment 
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contained in the third pre~~bular paragraph, regarding negotiations for a more 

comprehensive prohibition, be incorporated in the operative part of the treaty. 

Thirdly, I suggested that the sea-bed zone available to each coastal State, to 

which the prohibitions of the treaty would not apply and in which every coastal 

State would have full freedom of action, should be cle;o.rly defined by an 

unambiguous reference to a twelve-mile limit. Further, I proposed thnt the 

disclaimer clause contained in paragraph 2 of R-rticle II should be ineluded 

independently as n separate article. 

60. Finally, and the most import;o,nt of ::tll, I stated that the principle of some 

kind of internntional verification on the sen-bed wns essentially sound and should 

be reflected in the treaty. In this connexion the Indian delegation agreed with 

the bF1sic requirements suggested by the delegntion of Cr1nad11 for 11n acceptable 

2-rticle on verificntion, nnd generally supported the Canadian proposals contnined 

in document A/C.l/992 for n draft nrticle III. In the view of the. Indian 

delegation, certnin other elements of n verificntion system, proposed in the 

:Brazilian working pnper (A/ C .l/993/Rev .l) also deserved cnreful and SE1rious 

consideration. 

61. It is n matter of satisfaction to the Indian delegntion thnt two. of its 

suggestions, which hnd the support of n very large number of deleg11tion~, have 

been accepted by the co-authors of the joint draft treaty in their new revised 

tre11ty text. Those suggestions rehtte to n strnight-forvmrd and clenr-cut 

mention of the outer limit of the sea-bed zone envis.qged in the tre11ty as being 

twelve miles, and the inclusion of the disclrcimer clause in a sepFtrnte a,nd 

independent article in the treaty, so that it should become unequivocally·clear 

thnt a trenty whose sole P.im WP.s to prevent the arms r~we on the sea-bed would 

not in nny way prejudice or prejudge other questions relr.\ting to the law of the 

sea or their consider;g,tion later in an appropriate fcrum elsewhere. 

62. The co-authors of the draft tre2-ty have also nccepted th~ suggestion made, 

nmong many others, by the deleg;g,tion of India for the incorporation of the 

Canndian draft article III on verification, but hnve unfortunately omitted from 
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th2.t forruul2.tion the important rcfcroncc;s tc rc:,ccurso by p::~rtios t) tlco treo_ty to 

"the t;'ood offices .::;f the Socretr.ry-Gcncr~:,l of tho United H2-tiom:> 11
• The present dr:-dt 

text rrcc~kcs no provision for roccursu tc 2-ppropric-~te; intcrn2ctionccl procedures or good 

offices, including thosu elf the Socrotcny-Gonor:-:~1 of tho United l'Trctions. 

63. Spoill<:ing c~t ou:::- plon2ory mcctirt[,' on 28 Alll'il, tho reprcsontootivo of Cc.nsd2" stc.tcd~ 

"Members of the Comr:;i ttce will rccoll th~:.t r·ofr~rc:·w.:: to thochJ 

intorn2.tion::~l prococl"<.ITCS ~cncl COOd offices w:.:cf.:' I'L~do tvricc in cur· 

working p<1J.:,cr L/C.l/992. The first reference, in rnr:.cg:::.::rh _.~, 

dc<J.l t with ;~ssist:::nco in Llcntifyinc the St:::c tc rcslJcnsi bh· for 

ccctivi tics gi vine; rise to ccnccrn rcL~ting tc comrli~nco ui th th._; 

with access tc ctssist~~ncc in c~cn:yinG out ·;rorificr·.tion procecluros. 

"Vfc YiDUlC~ of COl..lJ.:.'S(; ]1~_-:.V0 lJl'Cf C:l':L'Ocl to SGO SOLlC rcfurcrlCO iil 

f:::ccili tstc, verific:-.. tion. n 

With those views the rc:p:rcs.-'ntccti vc of It".ly <'.t:,Tccu. (ilJicl., peorZ'-. 25). The 

re11rese~3.to.tivc of Cc~nc~cla h:::,s roi tcre"-tocl tlw Cc~nc~cli::m p:>si tion. in his statement 

this monnng. 

64. The C:::cno.di:::cn IJl',~J.)OS:.'.l rog::-·.:cdin;_)· the ros;:;ibility of rJcourso to tho good offices 

of the United I'btions Secrctc.ry-GcJLr:o.l hc.s bomt -:;chx:d. by :~n. c,vorvrh::.;lning T.lccj:Jri ty 

of co[c.Sti1l Stootos wh:Lch, be iTt(' clcvolo}:,ing Stc"tcs, do not posses;.:; tho tcchnclog:y- :::end 

the resources to c<1rry out Vc:rification by their own :ccan~: •,rith :~ vL;·.·r to ensuring 

tlv,t no activity v'ioulcl h..:: cc.rricc( out cr any instccll~·'oti:m. plcccc'd Ull. tho se:::c-bed no:-cr 

their co:-:.st vvhich might ondsncc;r tlwir security. 

be widely sccqJt~cbLJ, it if:l (.;Sscnti::l the" t this c;on.uino :::end serious concern of the 

our opinion, so f:--or c~s c·:-mtinontr~l shcl Y.Jco arc conccEJ.ocl, 'Jthc:c ccuntric:3 shculd not 

65. There is r,nothur 2-spuct ol the is suo cf vcrificc-.tion, nomoly th·~t due rogr,rd 

shculd 110 hsc' in -:_~he iL2:plc.-:c~:nt:.::otion u_L vcrific.·•.tLm JlrccccluroE~ to tLc sovereign rights 

of cc:::cstccl :3tcotcs on their c:Jr:~incnto..l sJ1ul VGS. 
r-

OI 

llrO}~OSCCl by thu dolcg~tion of l'lrc~zil, nny Verific.:'.ticn systc;;,, tho..t Di{;ht be c;:;tc:,blishc 

undor the proposed se.:::.-bcd trco..ty should h:::cvo clue; to the sovc:reign rights of a 



CCD/PV.473 
22 

( llitc. Huso..in, India) 

coast('.l State on its continento.l shdf. The SU{';"g.:?stions made by tho delogation of 

Brazil for notification t o o..nd c.ssocic.tio:-; of o.. co8.stal Sta t o in r cgccrcl t o 

verification procedures on its continontc:;l sholf m...;rit serious consideration. 

66. Tho dolog2.. tion of Incli8. r cmc.ins fir:,1ly of the vi ow the. t certo..in ba sic 

consider2.tions must b e <:!.pproprL'.toly refloct0d. in th0 prorosod. tro.::.ty on the sea-bed. 

The discussions which h2.vo to.kon pl.::~co so fc~r in our Conu:1i ttou, c.s wall <:'.S in tho 

United Nations Gonoral Assonbly 1 hzwo cle:<'..rly revec:.lcd thc.t most conn trios of the 

world would support tho concept of the present dre'..ft troo.ty on the bcwis of tho 

exploitation of the see1..-bed. for strictly poc.coful pw:·po:2os c.nd for tho bonofi t of 

m2..lli<ind C'..S a whole, tc.king into C'..Ccount tho spocio..l interests o..nd needs of the 

developing conntrios ccnd tho ultimate objective of tho tote'..l end comprehensive 

demilitarization of the sea-bod being <:cchiovcd by progros s ivGly increasing the scope 

of the prohibition of militccry activities on tho sec.-bed. 

67. We agree with the sugg-estion n2.de on 18 Juno by tho Polish dolcgcction that tho 

question of tho further clemili tccrizc,tion of the so<:'..-bed should bo kept on our agondn 

for continued nogoticctions ( CCD/PV .471, pant. 9) 9 and we nlsc nr;roc with the 

represcnto.tivc of Swoclon who ho.s just spoken tho..t the retention of this item on our 

agcndo. or its consiclor.:cticn ,:::.t tho periodic review confer~ncos should not be regarded 

as o.. substi tuto for o.. cor:nmi t ment i:1. tlto t race ty text r og0rdi11t,· furthor negotiations. 

68. In conclusion, my ddogation conc:etul~,tus the: Soviet :..:nd United Sto.to s 

dolegntions on the c onstructive step which they havo tr'.kon in the prosontc..tion of the 

second rovisod version of their drc.ft so,::,--.Jed trco.ty, ~end expresses the ho}XJ tho.t in 

tho light of the views exprosscd, osl;0cic.lly vri th rob·ccrd to verifico.,tion, Cilld tho 

concern voiced ;;.bout contincmto.l shel vos by ny delcgo.tion <:'.nd o thers, c. :(inc.l vorsion 

of the drc.ft text which vwuld be widely ::cccopt,::-.blc will bo prop0r ocl for considerc.tion 

a.t tho n ext session of tho United Nntions Gonc rc>,l Assembly. 

69. Mr. SARLIVA GUERREIRO (Brazil): 'rho Br2..zilic:n delegation would like to 

welcome hubassa.dor To.n2.kcc of JC'..pccn ccnd bubass2.clor Potrov of Bulge'..ria, who have taken 

over the l eadership of their dologo.tions in our Conrni ttco . I .::1..sk locwe t o o..cl.d a 

special word of vTGlcome t o ll.Illbccs secclor Cecstonuck of f!iexico, vrhu he'..c~ joinocl us for our 

summer session c.nd whof:c: compe tence C'..nd intq;ri t-y I loo.,rnccl to e .. pprocio..tc mo..ny years 

ago, 

70. All tho countries r oproscnt 0d l-wre .:'_,re qui tc C'..Vre'..TO of the iHporto..nce of m2.kine: 

progress in tho fiolcl of diso.rmcJnont 1 which lie s o.t tho v ory core of pe;:wcful 

internationo.l relations. We arc C'..ll quito o.w<'..re, too, of the difficultios o..nd 
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complexities of tho kcsk ontrustod to us. 1!Tithcut losing sight of our mC'.in goccl, 

which is ganorccl end complct0 disC'.Tii1C.rnont m1.clor effective interne, tional control, or 

of the overridinG importccncc ,Jf stol;ping ccnd reversing tho nucloc.r ccrms race, we 

hccvo boon tr-y-ing to C'.c~vccnce; in p:crtic:.l C'.nd colh:. tero.,l nGccsuros, oven when tho so 

mo<::'.suros represent c:. sto1' cf no nc,jor si511ificc:.ncc; to our fin~:.l endocwours. In C'.llY 

co..so they contri butc to tho iml;:rcvo:r1e:nt of the gc:mur-::cl poli ticccl clime:. to c.nd 

stimulc:. to hopes cmd efforts t:.wc_rds rnor-o 2.mbi tious c_ncl fc_r-rc~:.ching ::;o::.ls. 

71. VIi thin thc~t context tllc I3ro..zili[cl1 Government hc:.s tried to contributo, to the 

best of its c.bili ty, to firm i'.nc1 well-bc:.L::.nced proc;roc1s in cur nogoti2.tions. It 

is in thcct spirit tho,t fron the verJ buginnin,::; ~;f cur discussion of the question of 

tho demili to.,rizC'.ticn ,,f the sec.-bed we h~_wo t:;ivc:n our most ci'.rcful ccncl detc_iled 

considorc_tion to tho prohibition of thv CWJl)lC'.corx:nt of nuclu:'.r woc_pons e1.ncl other 

woccpons of mctss destruction on the socc-bc:d ccnd tho oco.<:>.n floor J-ncl in tho subsoil 

thorcof. 'rhis collr<.tor:l fll07.suru is one of these frc.ucht nith mc:.ny difficulties ccnd 

comploxi tics boccuso, on the onu h::-mcl, it runo tho risk of ~:.ffocting ccntrovorsiccl 

questions of tho lc~vv- of tho su~.s ·vv-hich ccro now in the process of dobc:.to c:.nd 

r-eccnsidorc_tion, c.nci on the; other h::-,nc~ it r::-,isos, .:-cs c_ll moo.suros of disccrr1c.mont 

usuc.lly do, tho question of the proper role of in torn'1 tionccl orgc:.nizc:.tions in its 

c_dequo.to imlJloracntc.tion. 

72. Sinco we st:::.rtccl our nq;otir:.tions vro h::-~vo expr-essed our considorod concern J..--' 

rogc_rdinc cc vi tc.l requisi to for the: conplution of ~x1 effective trc::ty, n2.mely tlnt 

in ardor fully to ::1 tt.ccin its IJUr:pcscs tho text of' tho trocc ty should QVOid touching 

upon ccnd }Jrcjudt_;·inG m1r0scl vod quostiuns of the lccw of thu soc.s. Wo hc.vo o..lv;cws 

thouc;h t '1nd Still thin};: th,c t th~:, t CQJ.1 bo dono, ,".nd rmly in the. t wc.y Cecil tho trocc ty 

fully c.chicvo i tE: purpcsc. 

73. I.s long· cct}J r~s 22 li}1ril 1969 1~1y prcdocosscn:, }.I:lb::-,ss:.-cclor Frc:.zC:o, st[:.todg 
11 Thus· we believe thc_t the question of' the limits of :.cp}Jliccbili ty 

of this prohibition shr;uld be disc:ntonc;lcc1 from the more cornplcx 

quostLn1 of ,,sccrtccininc the lir'lits of nC'.tionc>.l sovcrcicnty or 

jurisdiction. 1
' (EJ'TDC/PV .405, v~·.ri'.. 2]) 

74. ThLtt concern of tho Brcczili:.-Jl Gcvc;rnmcnt wcs :-~pp::crontly shc_rcc1 by both our co­

Chc.irmc:n whon tho l=cst r-c:visod text (ccnj269/Re:v.2) vrc.s introduced on 23 April lC'.st. 

Mr. Roshchin st:'.tocl then~ 

"In its previous st'~.tcr:l,mts, tho Soviet dclc,,:,·c.tion hccs ropoo, todly 

omphctsizocl thC'.t the provisions of tho so~~-bcd troccty, cts is cloc_r 
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from tho text, are solely designed t o ccccomplish the purpose this 

treaty is intended to s ervo, nonvly, to provont tho extension t o 

the soo..-bed of the ro..co with nuclear o..nd other woo..pons of mc,ss 

destruction. This troccty is not i ntended t o s e ttle numer ous issues 

of mo.ri time lmv, t o conf irf.l or o.nnul o bligc;, tions ,"J.ssume:d by State s 

under other intornationo..l agrocmonts , or to ~nticipo..te o..n~ future 

solutions in this field. n ( CCD/PV . 467, pc~rc .• 21) 

On tho sruno lines, Mr. Loon;-_,rcl scid~ non e: of our principo..l concerns in tlus trcccty , 

of course , ho.s been precis ely t o o..voi cl c:.ffocting i ssues beyond tho sco1)e of o..rms 

control." (ibid., p<:.rc:.. 40) 

75. However, one ccmnot overlook •tho f c.ct thcct thu iritontion of both our co-Cha irmen 

is not fully refle cted in tho second r-:;visod t oxt vY"hich wccs presented to the 

Conference of tho Comni tto r.; on Disc:.rtncJ:o.cnt on tho..t s2Jllo dc.:y . Indeed , it would seem 

cloo..r tho..t tho non toxt fo..vours some concepts of uc:.ri time l:.c>r ov0r o t hors , 

notwi thsto.nding t hu so-ce~llocl_ disclo..ime:r clo..use contc.inocl in c:.rticlo IV. We do no t 

want t o imply thc.t no progress h~s b oon mn.de: in tho rovi sod dr:::cft by compc:.rison with 

documr.;nt CCD/269/Rev.l proscnt8d on 30 Octobor 1969. Inucod, in our s t atcm0nt on 

28 ;~pril l c:.st (CCD/PV .468 , po..ra . 16 ) we ::::.cknowlodged C'..nd prc.isod t ho efforts Elc.do by 

the co-Chc.irraen o.s well c:.s the impr ovcmcmts 2.chiovod. in th8 t ext we nov: ho.vo before 

u s . They still f 2.ll sh ort, h owever, of meetinG the bc:.sic considoro.tion we hc:.vo 

just s t ated . 

76. Thus in o..rticle III, pccr Y::,"T:::Cph 1, the right t o verify thrcugh "obsorvo..tion" is 

esto.blishod in c. mc.n.nor tho..t s ome countries night conccivo.bly prefer t o int erpre t 

c.s including not only tho obsel~:::ction which i s c c:.rriod out in tho course of nonno..l 

no..vigation but a l so such ob s orv:'..tion r'.s i mplies r osoi:'.rch o..nd oxplor::cti on of .:tr oc:.s 

wher e thu coc.s to..l St ccto hc:.s souo jurisdiction -- l ot us not di scuss hore tho ext en t 

or nc1.turo of such jurisdiction -- as , fo r ins t2J.1CC, on t he continontCtl shelf. In 

such o.reo.s , oven i f we put c:.s i do consi doro.tions of c:. l 0g2.l n.::.turo , the L ::c:.st thc:.t 

ccrr1 be sc,id is t hc,t tho coc,s t c:.l St2.t o hc:.s logitim.:_-l.tC: ocononic 2-nd security int orosts . 

Thc'.t f c,ct, indeed , is o.clmowl odgcd , t hout;h in uns2,tis f c-.ct:Jry lc:.n.£:,u ::>..gc , in tho second 

po..rc,grc.ph of Ctrti clc III, but thc11. in r ol c:.tion only t o i nspec t i on in loC(J . It i s 

our convict i on th<Ct, whenever observation inylios r e s o<Crch cmd oxpl or :::.tion in such 

n,reG.s of intorGs t t o tho coasto..l Stc,to, tho right of t ho coast c:.l Sb .. to t o be 8.dvisod 

, of and to participate in such activities should not be i gnored. 
\ ' 
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77. We should c.lso bo2,r in nind th::ct the system of control thc-ct is now 11roposcd to 

us relies m.::,inly Jn the .::,ssm,11Jtion of bor -~ fides, csrJC:Ci::'-11~ from those vvho would 

exercise their rights b".scd on p:~rc.cr(l.ph 1 of 2crticlo III. However, if we to..ke 

into n.ccou.YJ.t the dispc.ri ty of tl:o tochniC('-1 moc.ns for purposes of vorificc,tion 2-t 

the disposal cf the St.::,tcs ll:,rtios, it is only f".ir th::ct some ether gu::1rc-cntco should 

be given to tho co::cst:::,l Stc~tc lJcsiclus tho good intentions of tho St::tos exorcising 

their unquo.lificd rie;·hts Gf vorific~ction through obsorv.::ction, On this point the 

proposed syste,:J of control is oven less unclorst.'l..ncl·_,-blo when \W l:n.ow th.cct .'Jll.Y 

viol::tion of the trc,J.ty could be cc.sily dctcctGCl by ncrn::l mcc~ns short of dct::ilcd 

research ::nc1 explor::tion c.ncl not requiring .'l..ny srK:ci::l ::ccti vi tics of control. 

Therefore, when tho ne:cd .~_rises f:1r clct.cdlGd rof;e;-:.rch .-:.nd oxrJlor::tion of cc specific 

o.rea of interest to the co ... ,_~;trcl Stccto, we f:-~il tc1 sec why :::.nd ho'J the; rnrticiiJation 

of thcct Stc'.te in such :ccti vi tics coulcl hccvo :-~ny dctrir:,cmt::l implic ... ~tions for the 

effective implcmont::tion of tho tronty, 

78. The text before us nc~kEJs no distinction in the m:::.ttur of observ~~tion bot\iOOn 

direct concern. On tho contr.c~ry 1 it ::-oingL.:s cut in pccrc.,gr.rh l of :crticlc III tho 

freedoms of tho high sJcts o,s :::,l;plyul.{s' Yii thoLTt quc:,lific.:ction to the whole {:;'oogr.ccphico.l 

c.ron of OJlplic~~tion of tb.u trcc~ty. In tint sense tho toxt t~'Jccs :: dofini to st::nd 

on a controvGrsi.ccl issue r1hich h~~s no direct r0L·~tion to the lJurr,csos of tho troc-cty, 

and to c. cortnin extent it cloc;s so in c:mtrccc-;.iction to ccrticlc IV. If tho intention 

of tho co-sponsors is to c-cvoid :'.ny innuv' tion in th:-' lcx1 of· th(; soccs, it socns thc-ct 

thoro is no nood for inclucling in pcxc{;Tccph l uf ~crticlc III ct rcfcroncc to froodom 

of tho high se:ts, or pcrL:-,ps no noU!. fer l"lC',r.-:.grqJh l of ::rticlo III :'. t all. Since 

this treaty is n~,t Eluant t::c ::1cld tc •;r c~etrc.ct frcn goncrc,l int"'rrlcction::l lccw, one 

mccy consider ckc:.ling with rofcrcnce;s to general 1)rinciplos c:ithcr in tho prcanblo 

,·r in c~ g._meral clauso uf the so.r.18 nc.ture: c.s .::,rticle IT and perhc.ps even coupled 

with it. 

79. Allow mo to turn now to pcx::c.zrc.rjh 2 of article III, in which tho interests of 

tho constnl Stc..to in c•:mtrol oporc..tions ~ro to sonc extent t.::,kcn c::1rc of, ~:.1 though 

in a manner vrhich c~cos not clo:-~rly c~ofine; tho specific riGhts which we doom to be 

essential. 
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80. Tho expre s s i on "P2.rtios in t h e region" seems t o us t o . b e t oo vag;u e 2.nd liabl e 

t o ~nbiguous interpreta tion in con cr e t e co.ses. Howev er , if that C)~rossion coulu 

s erve t ho purpo s e of maki ng the tre2.ty more wi uel y acceptabl e , on e might live wi th 

it, s i nce no on e could deny tlnt i n tha t oxpr e s s i or. t he cco.s t 2.l St o.te i s n e cessa rily 

i nclude d i n every inst2.nce . As tho Br azili2.n delegat i on understands it, wha t i s 

gr anted t o t h e country i n the r egi on i n par .:cg-r2.ph 2 is, besi des noti f ica tion , not 

~orely the possibility of pa r tici pat i ng but the right to p2.rticipate i n the a ct of 

contr ol. The Brazilim1 Lluleg-atj_on woul d np1)reci o..te con f i l:'mD..tion of t his 

underst onding f ror:: the co- Sl)Onsor s of t he drC!.ft trea t y , s ince t he words "mny 

partici pcct e 11
, which appe,;,r in par::.gr aph 2 of c.rti cl e III , mi ght <.1ppeo.r to justify 

in <.1 con crete case t he r of us2.l of 2. r equest by t he co;:::,s t ctl St 2.t c or a ny other 

country in t he r egi on. Tho ambi guity of tho o:xpre s s i on could t heor eti ccc1ly bring 

2.bout "'- s itua tion i n which a r equest by some count r i os is gr o,ntocl cmd t ho.t of 

oth ers in t he s~®e r eg i on i s deni e d , or in wh ich a coo.s t 2.l State i s no t allowed 

t o p2.rticipo.t o in t h e inspection whilo other count ries, whoso interest mo.y bo more 

remote , a r c s,dini t t ed to participo.tion in t h o o.ct of control . 

81. Al though I run con fident tho.t the co- sponsor s wi ll clarify t he point I h2.ve 

j ust r a i sc:d, it s eems evi dent tha t t h o questions wou l d be doo.l t v.ri th moro ndcquntel y 

if t he pr esent vagu e pr ovision wore r epl ::-,cod by .':'.- cleo.r-cut r ocoe>ni tion t hc,t 

countri e s in tho regi on " sh c.ll bo notifi ed of c.ncl enti t l od t o pC!,rticipo.t o in such 

consul t 2,tion". 

82 . I t cou l d c..l so be a r gued t ha t courrsrios i n tho r egion sh ould not bo pu t on the 

same l ev el c..s othor po.r tie s to t he t r oc..t y n s f a r ccs l)C-rticipc.t ion i s concerned ; 

beco.u sc tho s i [;ni f ic?.ncc of tho o.ct of cont rol 2nd t ho degree of i nter e s t nre 

cort2.inly not the S <:.J.:J.C f or tho cor.st c.l St a t e , tho cou:1t r ies in t ho regi on 2.nd a l l 

ot her parti os t o the t r oo..t y . 

83 . HoyvGver , even if the f ino..l po.rt of po.r a gr o.ph 2 of o,rti clc III were i mprove d 

a long the lines we ho.v e j u s t sug'gested , we sti ll think th2..t thi s new o.nd i mprov:ed 

pr ovision n ot onl y shoulcl apply t o t h o a cts of inspoc t i on but should c lso cover 

t he o.ct s of con t rol under pa r o.gr o.ph l wh enever v or i f i c2.t ion goes bey ond observation 

i n the course of normc.l n avigation o.nd includes r e s o,:;,r ch D.nd expl orat i on of a r e::1.s 

of inter e s t t o the coccs t c l St a t e or t o count rie s in t ho r egion . 

----·---·-- ------------------------------------1 
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84. At another point in ctrticlo III, tlLt is in p2rccr;;r:,rh 6, o.lsc wo finu ;:::, 

Br:::'..zil) 

provision th,':Ct sr'"ms to contr:-t<Jict the irtcntion not to injc'ct into this tre2.ty 

the difficulties ::md con·crc\rorsics tiJ~ct 1JGsot the, L-ew of tho soccs. Indeed, the 

text ::cs nov:r dr:-cf-cod includes sor•1c; qu:-tlific"-tion of the rig·hts over tho continentcJ 

shelf, thus needlessly tc,king ::, stcmd on "' controversy tlJ;c t goes beyond tb.o scope; 

of this trec,ty, in opposi ti :;n to the prccctico cncl lor;isl;:1,tio"1 of many cou11trios. 

If we could onvisc,gc, cc provision without restrictive qu2.lific<1tions such 2.s 11 the 

natural resources of", wu nig-ht find ncmtl'C,l rrording vrhich, while cccJr •. nowlodging 

tho rights of tho co.:',st:-:,1 St:1to, woulcl not prejudge the n:cture ccnd oxtGnt of those 
rights. 

85. F'inally, wo think th:-~t tho text could be imlJl'ov,,d if some; omissions vvore 

remedied. One of those rofors tc tho l!l.'UllC:r role of intc:rnation~'.l orgccni?.:ctions 

in tho j_IiliJlcmontation :_,f dis:-:.rn:::::x.:nt mo~,suros. In the c:csc of this tron.ty vm h:cvo 

cclw:ws thm;.ght that, for inst~:,.ncc, 'Jo could tcckc ccdv~nt:-'..gc: of tJ:1o services of the 

Secrotary-Gcneral of the United lhtions for certain t;:wk8 th2.t .~-ere qui to compcctible 

with his norr:nl functions. In f:cct, in docuaGnt L/C.l/993/Rov.l, submitted to tho 

Gcnore,l ,.sscmlbly of the Uni-teci HatlonE:, we: ~jl_lg!];Nited thc,t when c' St~te llarty seeks 

tho assistmlCe rJf another Stccto lY'xty to carry out em act of vorificcction -- a 

it should be entitled to do so 

ci thE"r diroctly or indirectly, cwilon,:; other things throw_)1 ·cho good offices of the 

Socrotary-Goncr::·,l. 

86, Tho obsorv2,- ~ons cmcl sub·gostions r;h_· ;h l h.':Cvo just sut ittcd to tho Conforonco 

of the Committee on Disc,rm~mcnt on bchal:t:· of my Govcrn:tcmt .:-ere dictcctcc1 by our firm 

purpose to co--OIJer~te tovrarc~s tho conclusicm cf a tre~cty on tho rwn-corrnoL'lent of 

the sG,:-c-bod ccncl tho cco:-cn floor anc~ the subc!oil thereof. It is cur unshakable 

belief th::t t .-::,11 offorts should be del:;lcyod in order to meet all interests and 

lJoints of view 1rhich wcm.ld not conflict with or c~etrc~ct f:ror::t thu purposo ccnd 

offGctivcness of tJJ.e trc:-:_ty. If -,-;o proceed in tll:>,t vmy vro c;:m be certe,in thctt we 

~~re tc:Lking tho only path thc/c rfiJ.l e;rwtn:'e the vriclc<'t possil;lc support for this troaty. 

£lr. BOZIIifOVIC (Yugc:sl:-cvia)' :Before I bc:::;'in my sbto;-,;ent I should like 

to o,ssocj_2. tc my dolc[s'2. tion ni th the wrJrds of wclcone :cddrosscd to the ncvrly-qJIJoin tod 

re}Jresonto.tivcs of Bulgaria, limbassador Pctrov, and of Jo.p:-:.n, .Amb2.ssccdor Te1n~k2. 1 
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211d to wish them every success in their ·;rork in this Cormni ttoe. I should like 

also to welcome bc~ck tho representatives :f l\fJ.ongoli:.:,, Lmb::1s:::ador Erd.embilug; 

Mexico, l:.rabassador Castanodcq Morocco, junbc:.sso.dor Jtl Fassi; 2.Ild. i~.rgentin2-, 

filubassador Ortiz do Rozo.s. 

88. I should like to deal tocby with tho question of tho prohibition of tho 

emplacement of nuclec:.r weapons and other vreapons of m2..ss dost:ruction on the sea-bed 

and tho ocean floor ond in the subsoil the;roof. l,,y dolego.:tion wishes, in fc.ct, to 

offer some cornracmts on the ruvi;::.:cl draft tro2..ty submitted to this Commi ttec by the 

Soviet Union and the: United States on 23 liTJril ( CCD/269/Rev. 2) ~ I will proceed 

fror:a the alterations containod in tho second revision c:.s comp::-:.rod with the first 

revision, 2.Ild will then 1x~ss on to tho observations ;-:,nd suggestions which ho.,vo not 

been accopted by tho co-sponsors of the drc.ft tro;:;,ty ::md ·which c.ro consequently 

not reflected in tho now propoSc\l. 

89. Chcmges in articles I ~:end II c,ro concerned with tho dcfini tion of the limit 

of tho zone to which tlw prolloscd trcc~ty would <llJply. Thoro has boon a w.idoly­

supportod request that the definition should bo e:xprc;ssod in ;-:, dire:ct m2nncr c.nd 

not indirectly by roforonco to c:.nothor trcc.ty. IJ.no novv forrmlc. tion of thosG two 

articles represents an improvement on thc.t score. 

90. L..rticlo III hc,s cortQinly WJ.([orgono significc,nt clw,nges. IJ.;his ~\rticlo, c.s 

WJ.dorstood by tho Yugoslc.v dologr:ction, which hc.s itself worked on it in co-opor:1tion 

with the Canc:.clic:m ccnd ::c number of otl~c;}~ c~c 1 cgc:.tions, is of lX\rticulo_r importonco to 

non-nucloc:.r-wo2cpon co2cstal Stcctos, c.s .-roll :cs from the viov.rpoint of tho groatGr 

intornCctionc.lization of the c.rJplic;c,tion of this trc:=cty. Unfo:ctuno.toly, the co­

sponsors o.f tho drc.ft troo_ty hc.vo not .foWJ.d it possible to accept the Con:::,dion text 

QS it w~1s --it ho,d alrca,dy boon sonowh:::,t diluted in its l;-:,st version-- but ho_vo 

omi ttod from it some essential olcncmts. 

91. In roL,_tion to article III, my dol,3g~o_tion would be grateful if the co-c.uthors 

vrould mo.ko .it clc:etr whc;ther the word 11vorificc.tion" in }Jc:.rc.gro.,ph 2 of etrticle III 

moans verification on tho spot -- that is, whether it provides for ~o_ccoss to the 

object of vorificc.tion~ c.nd., if so, whether tho sontonc0 in tho so..me par::.:,graph 

reading --

"Parties in the region of tho activities, cmd ,-my other Party so 

requesting, shall be notified of, cn1cl r,v:._y pc.rticip2-to in, such 

consul t:::,tion c:,ncl co-operation 11 
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signifies that those countries may .~_lso participr:ts in verific:ction. ~~e have 

raised this quas~ion since on a previo 3 occasion we exr ·essed the view that it 

was necessa~ry to have "the ric;bt c-;f consent ;cmd pc:•.rticilJation of States in 

verificetion on their continental shelf m6re clearly expressod 11 

(A/C.l/PV.l707 9 p, 77)• 1'hr/; j_s a quotation from my statement in the First 

Committee of the United N~tions General Assembly at its twenty~forrth session. 

92. The nm,T F~rtj cle IV? vrhich essentially replr:ces the former pc-'.rc-tgraph 2 of 

article II, seems to us to expr~ss more fully the view that this treaty must not 

regulate problems or prsjuc[ice solutions or +;lw positions of countries on. 2.ny 

issue other than that to ~fhich this tre;:tty is relevant. 

93. I would like now to touch upon th'Jse sngge:::.tions z::,nd requests v<hich were 

made in the Conference of the Commi tt0e on Dis;~.rmccuaent c-md in tho Uni l;od TifP>.t.i <'llH 

General Assembly du_ring its la.st ses~~ion but which have not been accepted by the 

co-authors of the draft trea~y. 

94. First 9 the request subiJi tted by the Swedish delegation (A/ C .l/994) -·- which 

is in fact the re!}_uest of n;:uw countries, including Yugosln.via -- has not be on 

accepted, I should like to reiterate here that the position of the Yugoslav 

delegation has been and still is that we should exert Bfforts to achieve a 

comprehensive e:md possibly complete demili tn.riz:cdj_on of the sea-bed a.nd ocean 

floor ~:nd the Sl''lscil thereof, If we ~re dea!ing todRy with but one part of 

this problem, that is only oecause some grea~ ~ewers bavo not accepted the 

comprehensive approach. A fact which must ~lso be recalled is that the full 

demili tariz;:,tion uf the sea-bod a,nd ocorm floor is certainly muc~1 easier today 

when their mili t."l.rizatj on in the re2.l sense of tbe 1-rord l1?oS :'1ct yet tr:kon place. 

For that reason we wish once again to amphaslze that the contents of the Swedish 

amendment to v<hich I hn,Ye referred c::.:re appro:Dr:late, r:ncl th.'-"';t it is necessary for 

us to assu.me a firm obligr~ticn ti1rd vre will endeavour to solve the question of 

demili tariz<=Ltion of the sea-bed ::?.ncl the oce:::.n floor in <"1 comprehensive -vmy. 

95. In connexion with verific;c;,tion and possible inspection the Yugoslav deJeg<1tion 

suggested on 4 September 1969 (CCD/PV.434, para. 98L and ag;:;,in at the twenty­

fourth session of the General Assembly of tlle United Na.tion3 -- and I quote from 

the latter statement: 
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11 pFtrties to the treaty should undertake to inform the Secretary-

General of the United NFttions --with Fi view to notifying all 

signatories of the treaty -- of any noticed event or activity which 

might be contrary t o the strict observance of the treaty, as well as 

of the results of verification if and when undertn.ken." 

(A/C.l/PV.l707, p. 77) 
Thn.t request is aimed at the further internationalizn.tion of the application of 

this multilateral treaty. :But it solves n.t the sClffie time another problem arising 

from the present article III, which states in paragraph 2: 

"Parties in the region of the e.ctivities, and any other Pn.rty so 

requesting, shall be notified of, and may participate in, such 

consultation and co-operation." 

96. The problem here is, how will the pn.rties in the region know of such 

activities, and how will the parties to the treaty know that such n.ctivities n.re 

going on, and thus be able to express their desire to tr~e part in consultn.tion 

and co-operation? If the suggestion I h n.ve just mentioned is n.ccepted, thn.t 

might solve that dif ficulty, because every party t o the treaty would be kept 

informed of such events and this would make the stipulation in the treaty 

applicable. Furthermore, the widely-supported request that applications for 

assistance in case of need to proceed to verificFttion might be addressed also 

through the international community -- the Secretary-General of the United Nations 

or otherwise -- hn.s not been accepted. We consider this to be a matter of 

principle, thn.t it does concern the internationalization of the implementation 

of this treaty, and that the authors of the treaty should reconsider this 

question. 

97. As regards internn.tional control and a possible international organ to carry 

out that function in connexion with this treaty, the view has been expressed that 

this is not necessary for the time being and tha t it would not be rational t o set 

up an internati onal organ in present conditions. In accepting that view, the 

Yugoslav delegn.tion expressed the conviction that it was necessary to incorporate 

in the present treaty at least tho idea of s etting up such an international organ 

in the future. We still believe that that should be done. 

-··-- ----~~~---------------------------......1 
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98. Finally, p~oceeding from the ~ims of the tre~ty, it is our understanding 

that nothing in ~ts provisions could b( so interpreted 2 to prejudice the 

contents of a f"Jt~ro intern:1tionc:tl regims of the peaceful uses of the sea-bed 

and ocean fleer 0.nd the sub:=; oil therecf. But 7 if our understanding is not 

co~crect? it --:wuj_rl be necessr~ry to considsr incorporating into the text n 

~.,. . (·jr• ~;9cr::\ o:•_ .l'lGXloo .1-\. ,_,.J_ ';})
1

• 

99. In concluding this brief statement I should like to express our nppreciatio 

to the co-sponscrs cf the ~~r2ft treaty for submitting the revised drnft, in whic 

-they have inco:;.~l·wrr,tecl severrLl suggestions for its improvement made by many 

r:;ou:::1tries i:::1 the Unitc~d N<'!tions GenerFJ.l Assembly at its lnst session and also 

j_n the Conference o:f th•=3 Committee on Disr:,rmament. If v<e now repent some of 

our suggestions and positions, we de so in the conviction that they do not prese 

j r.1. PL.ny 1,.ra.y r:;,ny exag--gcr8.ted d(?l11ancls bu~t p:eesent suc~g·estions for certain correctio 

a:1cl ;'.mendmcmts crhic~J. Yo +'eel would contrihute to making this draft treaty 

:::.ccept:-:1blo to -,;he lf"~rcr,;st nwnber of countries 1'1'i thout changing its basic 

llrJ:lhc Confer,:,nc;rc; of c1le Ccmmi -cteo on Disarmnment toclny held its 

"StCJ,i.:ements -;rcre i:JO.de 1)y the representa.tives of Canada, Sweden, 

11 '-L'hc nc<:t meet inc of the Conference will be held on Tuesday, 




