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Le The CHAIRMAN (Bulgaria) (translation from French): I declare open the

4zond plehary meeting of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament.

2a Mr. ORTIZ de ROZAS (Argentina) (translation from Spanish): I wish to

begin this intervention by expressing in the warmest terms my thanks for the very
cordial words and good wishes with which the co-Chairmen and all the other delegations
have welcomed Argentina's entry into the Committee on Disarmament, May I be
permitted to express, in particular, my gratitude to the representatives of the
sister republics of Brazil and Mexico, with which my country maintains old and
special links not only by reason of our geographic situation but also because of the
even stronger tics that derive from many shared ideals and aspirations throughout
our common history. |

3. Personally, I am véry happy to meet again with several friends with whom I

have had the pleasure to work on earlicr occasions. .T could.not fail to mention
among them the Special Representative of the Secretary-General, Mr. Protitch, whose
co-operation and help will be of inestimable value for my first steps in this
Committee, as they were some years ago in the Fourth Committee of the United Nationé.
L, Argentina joins the Committee on Disarmament with what we feel are the best of
credentials. They stem from the pacifist vocation of its people and the maintenance,
during more than a century and a half of independent life, of an unchanging line of
conduct based on respect for and observance of legal and political principies thét are
fundamental to a satisfactory co-existence between States. |

5e This line of conduct and these principles led us to co-operate with other
countries and to make our unrestricted contribution in the various international
bodies, and particularly in the General Assembly of the United Nations, to the
search for equitable solutions to the delicate questions relating to the subject -
with which we are concerned.

6. We believe, therefore, that these antecedents are unequivocal proof of our
readiness to co-operate and we interpret the invitation extended to us to participate
in this Committee as a recognition of that willingness and also as a demonstration
of confidence in the contribution that is expected of us. Conscious of the
respondibility that this implies, we intend to live up to this confidence by
pledging our most determined efforts from now on in order to contribute to the

earliest possible achievement by this body of the objectives that inspired its creation,
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7 Generally speaking, the nrpentlne uovernment welcomes with oatlsfactlon the
agreement reached for the enlargeﬂent of tap Committee and considers that this
will encourage the efforts towards disarmament. In fact, in this way greater
representation is ensured, and thergﬁq;e:phe possibility that new agreements on
this subject will tekc into account an acceptable balance of obligations between the
great Powers and the other members of the internaticnal community. Both factors can
significantly contribute to strengthening the possibilities of universal acceptance
of thosec arrangemen%s which may be concluded in the future.
8. My Govermment is convinced that the Committee has in its hands the most serious
problem of our time. So much so that the message of the Foreign Minister of
Argentina, Mr. Juan B. Martin, which was rcad at our meceting on 7 August, stated:
""We believe that nothing that may be done in other international
forums will have any meaning unless general and complete disarmament
is achieved.'" (INDC/EV.426, para. 26)

Those simple words eloquently reflect the importance we attach to disarmament and

" reiterate our unswerving position on that question. Indeed, as we have repea tedly
maintained, it is solcly on the outcome of negotiations leading to disarmament
that the future of mankind deoends. It is no longer a question of hoping with
more or less optimism to succeed in our undertaking. ‘c must succeed. To do so
is in the nature of an imperative which we cannot evade, since we all know what
the alternative would be.

9. Of course the partial agrecments achieved so far are to soile extent encouraging.
But that is not enough, bccause we must not lose sight of the fact that our final-
goal is general and complete disarmament. -Nor can we afford the luxury of wastiﬁg
time. Time, in this casc, is not on our side.

10, The incredible technological development during recent years reflects most
clearly what man can do in this field. It suffices to cast a backward glance at
what has happened in the course of this century ~- and, without going back so far,
in the past decade -- to image without any c{fort the possibilitics the future

may have in store for us. A few days age we watched dumbfounded the feat of the
landing on the moon. Je have npt yet recovered from our amazement, and yet the

events of recent years in thc conquest of space left no doubt that sooner or later
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that feat would be accomplished. Of course, the moon is not the last frontier of
space exploration, Science continues to make progress at an ever-incfeasing rate,
and what we are relucfant to believe today will be an every-day reality tomorrow.

11, But just as there are achievements at which we have the right to rejoico,
considering them to be real triumphs of man, there are others, no less admirable from
the technical or scientific point of view, which unfortunately show the extremes to
which his ingenuity can go to devise his own destruction.

12. For that reason it is our imperative obligation to find ways and means to put
the capabilities of man exclusively in the service of peaceful progress and pﬁt an
end to the alarming process that threatens the human race with destruction. It is

to be hoped that, to that cnd, we shall apply the same intelligence which has made
possible such extraordinary conquests, or, if we lack common sense, that at least

the most elementary instinct of preservation will prevail.

132. It is obvious that the primary responsibility is incumbent upon the great
Powers, which alone possess weapons of mass destruction and the means of firing

them to any place on earth, However, we other countries of the international
community cannot confine ourselves to playing merely the role of passive spectators.
A nuclear confiict would make no distinction between the actors and the spectators:
it would affect them all equally. Hence we must act speedily and do what we can to
eﬂsure that the great Powers continue the dialogue.that has been initiated and arrive
as soon as possible at satisfactory solutions. e must contribute ideas and the
weight of our opinion -~ which in the final analysis is the opinion of the vast
majority of countries -- in order to help bring about such solutions. We must also
make them aware of our anxietics and aspirations, because at present the hopes of

the world are focused not only on the cessation of the arms race and on

disarmament but also on the logical consequences that would derive from such measures,
namely, the use of the enormous resources that would thus be released, for the '
promotion and development of thce economically backwarq countrics.

14. The amount of the sums —- publicly recognized -— which the great Powers devote
to the_prbduction of weapons and to defence have been quoted at many international
meetiﬁgs.v It is not my intention to repeat them here. It suffices to point.out that
those sums, the combinad totals of which reach astronomical fi:iures, would be
sufficient to solve many qf the problems which afflict the countries of the world,

including those same Powers, in the fields of nutrition, housing, health and cducation.
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15. iwven since the climate of negotiation was created the Committee on Disarmament

has been one of the instruments of rapprochement between the great Powers, Here I

should like to pay a tribute to th. nations which since the establishment of the
Committee have worked to give concrete form to the desire for peaée and harmony which
animates all peoples, thus putting the international community in their debt. I am
sure that the eight new members which have joined the Committee, inspired by the
same aims, will help to realize oﬁr aspirations for disarmament, for the achievement
of which we have still to go a long way beset with difficulties. '
16. Argentina has joined our Committee at a late stage in the sessions of the
currenf year: For the present, therafore, we shall confine ourselves to making
known our preliminary reactions in regard to the subjects which we consider most
important, without prejudice to our right to reveft to them later in order to
determine our position after a thorough study. ‘

17, First of all I will deal with a question of fundamental importance -- that of
the total prohibition of nuclear tests for military purposes. Argentina maintains
that underground nuclear explosions of that kind should be piohibited.

18. For the construction of ever more sophisticated instruments of war there is
stili the possibility of‘testing, which is, to no small extent, an incentive for

the constant development and perfecting of such instruments. iWle consider, therefore,
that agreement should be reached on this subject.

19. The Argentine Govermment has followed with the greatest interest the various
proposals put forward with a view to reconciling the extreme poihts of view in
regard to the prohibition of underground nuclear tests, e diéfinctly note that
the deéision to be taken on the prohibition of underground muclear tests is
essentially a political one, as has been stated in this Committee, and we trust

that a positive change of attitude will occur in the positions adopted by the
super-Powers. ' ' |

20, However, we wish to establish quite cleaily thaf whatever system of control is
adopted it must contain sufficient'guarantees and safeguaids to prevent its being
abused, because, in the last analysis, what is at stake is world security and most
particularly the security of the Stétes not possessing nuclear weapons. No one can
ignore the fact that if one of the great Powers, owing to failures in the control

procedure, were tempted to carry out clandestine tests, the other Power would have
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the méans to re-establish the balance by resorting to new tests itself, Thus the
treaty would be a dead letter and we would be faced with the competitive spiral, which
is exactly what we seek to prohibit. We emphasize this point because for us it is
essential that the interests of the countries which are not members of the so-called
"miclear club" should in no case be disregarded. .

21. A prohibition of underground tests of nuclear weapons above a given magnitude,

as suggested by the United Arab Republic, or a moratorium on tests (DC/PV.75, para.134)
(ENDC/144, p.33), are provisional solutions to the basic problem while we are actively
working for a definitive agreement, My Government is also studying with interest

the proposals of Canada, the United Kingdom, Japan and other delegations, aimed at
improving the exchange of seismological data as a preparatory measure for the
verification system of a possible agreement.

22, An essential aspect which must be taken into account, whatever treaty may be
concluded, is the right to carry out explosions for peaceful purposes. This is a
fundamental question that concerns the very technology of the future and fhé
possibility of its utilization must be jeslously preserved for all States,

23, Another very important aspect which is under consideration by the Committee is
that relating to chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapons. Many delegations
have already referred to this subject, pointing out the grave threats repreSented'by
the production and possible use of such weapons. My delegation entirely supports

the opinions expressed in this sense, but in order not to strain unnecessarily the
attention of the members of the Committee I will not add further arguments on this
point but will turn directly to an analysis of the question.

24, We have read most carefully the report of the experts presented by the
Secretary-General on 1 July 1969 (4/7575) in compliance with the request made in
General Assembly resolution 2454 A (XXIITI) (ENDC/237); the clear and alarming
conclusions at which the authors of the report arrive are so explicit in themselves
that they do not call for any further comments, '

25, Argentina has signed and ratified the Geneva Protocol of 1925 (A/7575, p.117).
Consequently, it goes without saying that we would gladly support any move to exhort -
States which have not yet done so to accede to that Protocol. '

26. Ve have been glad to see that the delegation of Canada, in document ENDC/266,
submitted to the Committee at its meeting on 26 August (CCD/PV,431, para.94 g§_§gg.),
takes up this concern and deals with it in the preambular part and more explicitly in

the second operative paragraph. The other aspects of the Canadian draft are being




CCD/PV.432
10

(Mr. Ortiz de Rozas, Argentina)

studied with the greatest,aitention by the competent Argentine bodies and I hope to
be‘éble_to comment on them on another occasion.
27. In keeping with our position on this question, iArgentina, together with the
delegations of eleven countries, has co-sponsored the draft declaration contained in
working paper ENDC/265. The representative of Sweden, lMrs. Myrdal, in her intervention
at oﬁr last meeting, made a detailed analysis of this draft when submitting it to this
Committee fbr consideration (CCD/PV.431, para.Tl et seg.). There is little that I
can add to that‘excellent presentation, except to say that by its clear aims it
represents an important means for the elimination of a condemnable method of warfare
and which in consequence we think should receive the support of all States, »
28, Lastly, there remains to be mentioned the proposal made by the Secretary-General,
in point 3 of the foreword to the aforesaid report, in which he calls

"«c..upon all. countries to reach agreement to halt the development,

production and stockpiling of all chemical and bacteriological (biological)

agents for purposes of war and to achieve their effective elimination from

the arsenal of weapons." (4/7575, p.xii)

Argentina considers this to be an element whichrcompletes the picture of the total
abolitiqn_of.sﬁch weapons. Consequently, it is ready to participate in any joint
effort that may be made by the Committee on Disarmament with a view to concluding
such an agreement.

29, T do not wish to conclude this part of my statement without expressing our thanks
to the delegation of the United Kingdom for its contribution to our work by submitting
to us the draft convention,rélating to the prohibition of biological meéns of warfare.
The amended text. of that draft (HENDC/255/Rev.l), also introduced on 26 August,
(CGD/PV.4513>para.38 gﬁ_ggg,) is being carefully studied by my Government.

30. Argentina attaches very special importance tc the tasks which this Committee is
carrying out for the purpose of preventing an arms race on the sea-bed and the ocean
floor. The studies carried out in the Ad Hoc Committee and in the Committee on the
Peaceful Uses of the Sea~Bed and the Ocean Floor beyond the Limits of National
Jurisdiction, as well as the discussions which have taken place in those.bodies.and

in which my Country has taken an active part, have made clear the danger to peace
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represented by the military and technological advances in connexion with the use of
the sea~bed, the'growing strategic importance which they are acquiring and also the
complexity of the problems so created. From what has been said during the present
gsession of the Committee it clearly emerges that the members of the Committée on |
Disarmament have not overlooked the importance of this subject; this has been
reflected in an extensive exchange of ideas on some of the most important aspects to |
be covered by a draft treaty on this matter.

31, In this connexion there is no doubt that whatever may be the provisions of this
treaty they would be determined solely and exclusively for the purboses of the treaty
and would in no way prejudice ekisting national jurisdiction or rights over
territérial waters and the continental shelf. The United States draft (ENDC/249),

in its article II, paragraph 3, mekes this circumstance very clear.

32, My Government believes that the disarmament of the sea~bed and the ocean floor is
an objective which must be attained within the broad framework of general and complete
disarmament under strict international control. However, and taking into account the
difficulties which have arisen in this Committee with regard to the scope which such a
treaty should have, we believe that one way of making progress in this matter would be
to obtain the certainty that no nuclear weapons and weaponc of mass destruction would
be emplaced, thus eliminating all possibility of initiating an arms race on the sea-bed
by those countries which are sufficiently advanced technologically to enable them to
do so, We believe that this attitude is consistent with our position as a non-nuclear-
weapon State whose concern is not to install offensive weapons of any kind in the
environment to which we are referring, but derives from the need to protect ourselves.
33, Here I should like to point out that we agree with what was said by the '
representative of India, Ambassador Husain, in his statement of 14 August. He said:

. "The.basic principle,“in the view of my delegation, should be the essential
security interests of coastai States and particularly the security needs of
non-nuclear-weapon States with long coastal lines difficult to defend. It
is a cardinal principle of our negotiations in this Committee that all
measures of disarmament should be balanced so that security is ensured
equally for all States." (ENDC/PV.428, para.l4)
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3. inother consiceration that has attracted the attention of the ‘rgentine delegation
and which we must stress in this first oxamination of the problem of the security of
coastal States is the propcsal of the Canadian dclegation relating to the possibility
of including in the draft- treaty the concept of a sccurity zone extending 200 miles
or more miles from the outer limits of the band in which the prohibitions of the
treaty would not apply.  (ENDC/PV.410, para. 9)
35. In accordance with what was said by the representative of Cancae,
/mbassador Ignatieff, in his statement on 31 July:
"No State, not even the coastal State, would be allowed to emplace in this
zone weapons prohibited by the treaty, Within this security zone, however,
the coastal State, or any other State acting with the explicit conscnt of
the éoastal Statc, would be able to perfofm thosc defensive activities not
prohibited under the treaty, while other States would have no such rights."
(ENDC/PV.424, para. 23)

For our pert we understand that for this idea to comply with the aim Hurouec the

security zone woulu have tc encompass the whole of the continental shelf of the
coastal State.

36. . coﬁéept such as the one to which we have referresd which would ncet the
legitinate defencé reauirenents of the constzl Statos night perhaps facilitete more
repid agreement leading to the achievement of the aims we oll pursue.  This is of
special intercst to those States which, like Lrgentina, have a long ccastline and an
extensive continental shelf.

37. /!nother aspect which has been commented upon at length in the Committee is that
of the cbservation and verification of possible violations of the provisions of a
treaﬁy on the ‘disarmemcnt of the sea-bed aﬁd the ocean floor. It has been made
clear that the solutiocns proposed for this purpose in the two drafts (ENDC/240, ENDC/249)
before us do not entirely satisfy most of the represcntatives of the medium-sized and
small States. ' | \

38. My delegation considers that the treaty should include the broadest possible
methods «f control which would allow for verification by all the States ccncefned,
although this does not mean that the rights -f the coestal States as regards their

security and their respective legislations would nct be taken into acccunt. This
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peculiar situetion to which the projected treaty would lead distinguishes it from
other international instruments. For this reason it is not possible to formulate
analogies with outer space. Nor is it possible to do so with the intarctic Treaty .
Argentina duly delimited its sector and, in conformity with article IV of that '
instrument, none of its provisions is to be interpreted as a renunciation of
lrgentinals sovereign territorial rights. It is obvious that this condition does
not modify the free access of the contracting parties to .ntarctica for the purposes
of scientific research and the non-militarization prov1ded for in that Treaty.
39. 'In his statement on 29 July, the representative of Brazil suggested~“

",.. that the process of ‘control should be undcrtaken, in any of its stages,

with the direct participation of the coastal State whenever the simple

" observation and consequent verification ... is to teke place in areas over

which that coastal State cxercises special national jurisdiction." |

(ENDC/PV.423, para. 77)
imbassador Frazfio very rightly pcinted to the existence for each coastal State of the
right to prior notification of and co-participation in any 1nspectlon carried out in
an area adjacent to its coast. s the rupresentative of Brazil éaid, in a treaty
solely designed to prevent the adoption of armamént measurcs on tha sea=-bed there is
no place for any ambiguity or contfoversy resulting from diffcrcnt.legal positions
concerning:the extent of national jurisdiction (101d. , para. 80).
40. My delegation referred eerlier to the Coanpt of a svcurlty zone cf 200 mllcs
or which would, in =ny case, cover the continental shelf. This initiative and that
of the Brazilian delegation have thé‘undoubted nerit of considering. the interests of
the coastal States and could be combined vefy easily in a single text for examination
by the Committee. . | | '
41, The competent LArgentine bodies are studying withrthe greatest intereét the
working paper (ENDC/264) submitted by Brazil we shall thus be in a position to
revert to this particular question as soon as poss1ble.
42. Having submitted these first ideas to the Committee, I should like before
concluding to reiterate that, while my delegation understands the importance attaching,

1/ United Nations Treaty Series, vol. 402, p.7l et seq.
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to the measures to which I havc referred earlier for halting and preventing the arms
race, we consider that in substance they ar: nc more than merc collateral steps.
Thefgreat objective which we have set outselves and tc which /rgentina is firmly
resolved to give all its support is general and complete disarmement uander adequate
international control. So long as we fail to achieve it we shall be faced by mere
palliatives, and the peace and security of States, to which we 2ll aspire, will

.

continue tc be a goal difficult to attain.

43. Mr. ESCH/UZIER (Nethcrlands): The.concluding remarks (ENDC/PV.,R26, para. 85)

of my first statement in this Committee on 7 lusust dcalt with the increasingly _
qualitaﬁive character of the current nuclear arms competition. It is 2 sohering
thought and far from rsassuring that in the period between the two world wars several
attempts were made at "qualitative di sarﬁdﬁent", as it was then called; in other

words, attempts werc madc to restrain the production ond use of certain cntpsorles of
wonpens., In retrospect those types of wespons now appear almast primitive in
comparison with contemporary arsenels and the destructive power of the weeponry now
available, being developed cr still on the drawing hoard.

4. Had governments in thoe days of the Leapue of Nations been able t. look into the
future they would have been shocked beyond imegination. Terhaps such forebodings would
have prompted them te make further desperate efforts to change the fateful course of
events which led to the present preéaricus balance of terror. Even in those days things
may have looked bad enough as thcy werc.  lNone the less, the Loague failed, In our
own age the writing on the wall is unmistekably clear. The technology of war has
reached o stoge of a fundomentally different and incomparably more omincus order of
megnitude, dwarfing the military potential of the past era. The only hope feor the
security cf nations now lies in containing the current arms race and in the reduction
and zventual clinination of armaments -- in the first instance of nuclenr weapons.

! (ENDQ/236, D. 3) adopﬁed by the Cormittece on 15 ‘ugust 1968

S
offers broad guidelines for reaching that goal. Its four main categorics -- namely,

]

45. The provisional agend
& o

o

measurcs relating to the cessation of the nuclear arms race and to nuclear disarmement,
non—nucloar'measures, other collateral measures and, lastly, gencral and complote
disarmamnent -- together constitute a realistic programme of work. Of course, nuclcar
arme control and disaormament should have the highest priority. .t the sane time we

ought to maintain o certain flexdibility of choice, Js I said in my first statement,
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without losing sight of the ultimate objective we should be alert to seize upon any
opportunity to contain and reverse the arms race and reduce the risk of an outbreak of
war (ENDC/PV.426, para. 78), If this premise is accepted it becomes obvious that
measures of non-armament may well be a prelude to and a catalyst for actual

disarmament measures.

46. The Cormmittee's programme of work, as containcd in its agenda, is foreshadowed in
article VI of the non—proliferétion Treaty (ENDC/226%) adopted by the General .ssembly"
in June 1968, It has been pointed out in this Committee that the obligation of

the nuclear Powers to strive to stop the nuclear arms race and to achieve nuclear
disarmament was recognized long before the conclusion of that Treaty and is not, in

the first place, based on article VI. My delegation concurs with that view. But it
is also true that article VI gives strong support and adds further urgency to
negotiations by the major Powers on those two crucial issues and on general and complete
disarmament. Due attontion might be given to this aspect in the Committee's report to
the United Nations General lssembly.

47. Before turning to another subject, my delegation would like to join previous speakers
who have urged an carly start to the bilateral discussions on the limitation of nuclear
armaments.. We reiteratc the hope that those negotiations, for which the world at

largc is anxiously weiting, will no longer be delayed.

(8. I should now like to meke a fow remerks on three diffoerent topics which have been
before this Oormittee during this session: first, a complete test bah; second, a cut-off
of fissionable materialsy and, lastly, chemical and biological warfare.

49. The most effective collateral measure to curb the "gqualitative" nuclear arms race
remains the prohibition of all nuclear tests by extending the present partial ban to
underground tests. The United Nations General LAssembly continues to call for the
earliest possible conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban treaty. Over the past years
this Cormittee has spent a great deal of time trying to find a generally acceptable method
of verification of a ban on underground tests. We recognize with gratitude the
constructive role and the untiring efforts of the Committee!s non-aligned members in
‘this respect. The most valuable initiatives of the Swedish Government have gone a long
way towards identifying and clarifying the technical as well as the political crucial

issues which remain unsolved. The working paper containing draft articles for a
/
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ck

comprehéﬁéi#éHteé ban'(ENDC/éAZ) subpitted by thse represcntative of Sweden, Mrs. Myrdal
commends itsclf as o well considersd and thought-provoking atlerpt to translate -- for
the first time, as far as I am aware -- certain general concepts ints spuc ific, tentative
treaty language. Tac imedinte result, ~s borne out by the current Cobate, has been
to fccus our attenti = more sh arply thon ever on the very core of the nroblem, nanely
the question of verification,

50. .. o neweomer in this Committee, my delecation has benefited considerably from the

1
i

exchange of views on this subject snd from the upert advice provided by several

delegations. The wealth of scientific and technical matericl ond tho vide range of

£

opinions and »roposcls put forwerd during this scssion require furthor study. But
while being unable at this juncturc to teke a firm position on the broad issues
involved, we Have ncvertheless become convinced that o first practical step can be

made in response to paragraph 3 of United Neoftions General lAsscmbly resolution

2455 (XXIII) (ENDC/237), recommending that Stntis should contribute to an effective
international exchange of seismic data My delopation thoercfore fully supports the
proposal of the rcpresentative of Canada, .nbassader Ignatieff, that the Committee
recomend to the twcnty—foufth Gencral'issembly that clarification be scught from
goveraments along the lines proposed in his reviscd working prper (ENDC/ZSl/Rgv.l)

The limited aim of his proposal is to ascertein how accoss tc scismological data can be
enlargsed and improved by a selsmological worldwide date cxchange, leaving aside fur the

time being the questicn of adequate verification. his ¢bjective scens to bhe in line:

g

'wifh some "of the observations made by the representative of Japan, ‘nbas ssadoT Lsakal
in his statement sn 31 July (ENDG/PV.424).

51. My delegaticn olsc fully endorsas the seismic investigation proposnl which wes
first madc by the United States rcprascntativ; duriig the twenty-third General lissembly
and subscquently elabornted in this Committec in o working noper (BNDC/252). In our
view she proposel. cxporiment, which will take plncld sthin o fow doys, chould have =
systenatic follcu-un. The resulbs of the cxperiment —- denzted Projoct Rulison —-

will facilitote furthicr analysis of scismclogical chorzcieristics caud will provide e
besis fur'systcmatizinﬁ"WOrldwidu usc for seismic purposes of the infoermation réleased
on un(orbruund explosions. e hopc that the Goverament of the USSR will be- prepared

to cwuupsrat@ in such a programmc.  For the informeticn of the Committée I should like
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to state that in my country therc are at present three seismic monitoring stations in
operation, which make available their processcd data to the international centres in
Strasbourg, Edinburgh, Washington and Moscow.
52. I should like to remind my fcllow representatives of another question of long
standing, namely the cut-off of fissionable material for wcaopons purposes. At our
meeting on 8 [pril the delegation of the United States made a striking new proposal for
a verifiable cut-off (ENDC/PV.401). The United States offcr was welcomed
by several delegations, but subsequently relegatcd to the background. 1My delegation
feels it dcserves our renewed attention before the closurc of this sessicn.
53. . proposal for a cut-off was first made by the Unitcd States morc than ten years
ago. w5 regards the method of verification, however, the present offer contains a
significant new clement. It is now suggested that verification of an agreed cut-off
should no longer be based on some form of adversc inspection but be entrusted to the
International Atomic Energy .gency (I/EL) in Vienna. In our view this apprcach is a
most fortunate one. The I.EL has been designated in the Treaty of Tlatelolco
(ENDC/186) as the appropriate United Nations body to ensure compliance with the undertekirg
not to manufacture nuclear weapons. Likewise, the non-nuclear parties to the Treaty to
prevent the spread of nuclear weapons accept ILE. safeguards as set forth in article 3
of that Treaty. My Government welcomed the declaration by the Govermments of the
United Kingdom and the United States that they intend voluntarily to place their
peacceful nuclear installations under /gency controls. The freczing of the production
of fissionable matcrial for weapons use, os outlined by our former ccllcague,
‘mbassudor Fisher, (ENDC/PV.401) would go one step further. - It is true that the
proposed measure does not affect the considerable stocks of fissionable material of
the major nuclear P wers. In the short run, it may well be that it may not
significantly inhibit the nuclear potential of those Powers. But its medium-term and
long-term effect cannot fail to act as a brake on the further develcpment of nuclear
weapons.  ‘mbassador Fisher reminded this Cormittec pointedly that:

... the nucleor confrontetion would be at a much lower level and the world would

be o mich botter place if we had beon able to obtain a cut-off when it was first

proposed".  (ibid., para. 13)
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54. 1In the context of a cut-off the.United States Government now proposes that the
isEA should safeguard the nuclear material in peaceful nuclear cctivities and verify
the continued shut-down of any facilities for the production of fissionable reterial
that are closed. From the practical point of view, it should not be difficult to

reach agreenent on the required safeguards and the method of verificaticn by the
Vienna Agency. The nuclear Powers could avail thenselves of the Agency's safeguards
system to the same extent as the non-nuclear-weapon States under the non-proliferation
Treaty, and to my knowledge ncn-intrusive techniques for verifying the shut-down of
declared nuclear installations have reached an advanced experimentel stage. It would
be regrettable, therefore, in the view of ny delegavion, if the Cormittee did not have
a second look at the United States propesal now that it has become clear that we shall
have more time at our disposal before the current session comes to an end.

55. In the third place I should like to make a few observations on the question of
cherical and biological warfare. My delegation would like to add its veice to the
general praise for the high standard and the clarity of the report of Secretary-General
U Thant on chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapons and the effect of their
possible use (A4/7575). Ve are pleased that an expert from the Netherlands was o member
of the group of consultant experts, which completed its task in a remarkably short time
considering the complexities of the subject-natter. _

56. A great merit of the report is that it is concise but packed with facts and
relevant considerations; all presented with scrupulous objectivity. e are glad to
note that it is now available in print, since it is particularly suited to be given the
widest possible distributicn. Cur sincerc thanks gc to the Secretary-General, the
members of the group, its Chairman, Mr. Epstein and his assistants from the United
Nations staff.

57. Tn 1966 and 1968 the Ceneral .ssembly, in resclutions 2162 B (XXI) (ENDC/185) and
245/ A (XXIII) (ENDC/237) called for strict cbservance by all States of the principles
and objectives of the Geneva Protocol of 1925 (4/7575, p.117) and invitéd all States to
accede to that Protocol. Tc date, sixty-two States have ratified or acceded to it.
Since it is the only widely accepted internationsl instrunent of its kind, a further
effort should be made to ensure universal adherence to the.Protocol, which prohibits

the use of chemical and biological weapons in war. In view of the horror those weapons
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inspire and of the unpredictable scope of their effects we are all agreed, first that
the obligations of the parties under the Geneva Protocol should remain intact and that
the validity of its principles and objectives should in no way be weakened; and,
secondly, that we should examine whether the existing ban on the use of C and B weapons
~could be rendered more effective by prescribing also the development, production and
stockpiling of those weapons.

58. In dealing with the problem of a ban on the production of C and B weapons there
seems to be general agreement that the best course would be not to change but to
supplement the Geneva Protocol, but there are doubts and differences of opinion when we
tackle the question whether it would be preferable to deal with both categories of
weapons in a single convention or in two separate conventions. ..And if the latter
procedure were to be adopted we would still have to make up our minds whether we ought
to proceed with both conventions simultaneously or follow the proposal by the
delegation of the United Kingdom and concentrate in the first instance on biological
weapons (ENDC/PV./18, paras.l5 et _seg.).

59. In the light of the debate in this Committee it is clear that some delegations are
of the opinion that the non-production of biological weapons cannot be separated from
that of chemical means of warfare, while others feel less strongly about it or are
attracted by the proposal of the United Kingdom. At this juncture I should like to
thank the delegation of the United Kingdom for submitting a draft convention and a
draft Security Council resolution, now available in a revised form (ENDC/255/Rev.l), to
which the same words of appreciation apply as those I used with regard to the Swedish
draft (ENDC/242) on a complete test ban.

60. While reserving ny delegation's position for the moment, I wish to assure the
Cormittee that the Netherlands Govermment, as a party to the Geneva Protocol, is anxious
to ensure its universal acceptance and to explore the possibilities of prohibiting the
developnent, production and stockpiling of chemical and biological weapons, either

. jointly or separately.

61. There remains the question of what kind of action the Committee should recommend
to the next session of the General Assembly in order to promote those two main
objectives. We fully support the Canadian draft resolution on chemical and
bacteriological (biological) warfare (ENDC/266).
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62. The Cormittee has before it also a working paper on a proposed declaration by the
United Nations General Assembly regarding t.ie prchibition of ihe use of chenical and
bioclogical methods of warfare (ENDC/265) submitted 5y irs, liyrdal on behalf of the
group of twelve (CCD/PV..31, pora.7l et_sea.). Ue have noted that paper with interest
and shall give due attention to it. ' '

63. In conclusion I wish to restate that the basic position of ny delegation is that
in no circumstances should the General Asscnbly take any action which might undernmine
the authority of the Geneva Protocol and deter States which have not yet adhered to it

from doing so.

The Conference decided to issue the following cormuniqué:
The Conference of the Committee on Disarmament today held its

432nd plenary neeting in the Palais des Hations, Geneva, under the
chairmanship of H.E. Ambassador Kroum Christov, representative of
Bulgaria. _
iStatenents were made by the representatives of argentina and
the Netherlands.
iThe next meeting of the Conference will be held on Tuesday,
2 September 1969, at 10.30 a.m.”

The nieeting rose at 11.25 a.n.






