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

432nd plenary mee ting of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament. 

2. Mr. ORTI Z de RO ZAS (Argentina) (translation from Spanish): I wish t o 

begin this inte rvention by expressing in the wa rmest t e rms my thanks f or the very 

cordial words and good wishes with which the co-Chairmen and all the other del egations 
have welcomed Argentina's entry into the Committee on Disa rmament. May I be 

permitted to express, in particula r, Qy gratitude to t he repres entatives of the 
sister republics of Brazil and Mexico, with which my country maintains old and 

special links not only by r eason of our geographic s ituation but also because of the 
even stronger ties that de rive from many sha r ed ideals and aspirations throughout 
our common history. 
3. Personally, I am v·ery happy t o mee t again with s everal friends with whom ' I 

have had the pleasure to work on earlier occasions •. I could. not fail to mention 

among them the Special Representative of the Secre tary-General, Mr. Protitch, whose 
co-operation and help will be of inestimable value for my first steps in this 

Committee , as they we r e some years ago in the Fourth Committee of the United Nations. 
4. Argentina joins the Committee on Disarmainent with vvhat we f ee l 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 r es pect for and observance of l egal and political principles that are 
fu11damental t o a; s~tisfactory co-existence be tween States . 
5. This line of conduct and these principles l ed us to co-operate with other 
countries and to make our unrestricted contribution in the va rious international 
bodi es, and particularly in the General Assembly of the United Nations , t o the 
s earch f or equitable s olutions to the delicate questions r elating t o the subject 
with which we are conce rned. 
6. We believe , ther e fore , that thes e antecedents are unequivocal proof of our 

r eadiness to co- operate .and we interpre t the invitation extended to us to participate 

in this Committee as a r ecognition of that willingness and also as a demonstration 
of confidence in the contribution tha t i s expected of us. Conscious "of the 

r es pondibility that t his i mplies, we intend t o live up t o this confidence by 
pledging our most determined efforts from now on in or de r t o contribute to the 

earliest possible achievement by this body of the obj ectives that inspired its creation. 
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7. Generally speaking, the Ar gentine Government welcomes with sati s faction t he 
agre ement reached f or the enlargen1~nt .of'.the C~~ni ttee and conside r s tl;at this 

will encourage t he e fforts t owar ds di sarmament . I n f a ct, i n t hi s way gr eat e r 

r epres entation is ensured , and ther~ f.o_F.e; ~he possi bility t ha,:Lnew: ag~eements on 
t hi s subject will t ake i nt o a ccount an accept able bal ance of obligati ons bet ween the 
great Powe r s and t he other membe r s of t he inte r national community. Both factor s can 
s i gnificantly contribute t o s tre ngt hening t he possi bi lities of ' univer s al a ccept a nce 
of thos e arrangements which may be concluded i n t he future . 
8. My Gove rnment i s convinced t hat t he Committee has in i ts hands t ho mos t seri ous 
problem of our time . So much s•) t hat t he message of the; For ei gn l4inis t er of 

Argentina , Mr. J uan B. Martfn , whi ch was r ead at our meeting on 7 .Augus t, s t ated : 
111We believe that not hing t hat may bG done in ot her i nterna tional · 

f orums will have any meaninG unl ess general and compl ete ·di sarmament 

i s achieved. ' 11 CSNDC/PV. 426 , para~ 26 ) 
Those s imple words e,;Loquent l y r e fle ct the i mportanc0wo attach t o di sarmament and 
reite r a t e our_. unswerving position on t hat question. I ndeed , as we have repeatedl y 

mai nta i ned , it i s soL~ly on the outcomt.! of nes otiations l eading t o disarmament 
that t he f uture of mankind de .)ends . · It i s no l onGer a question of hoping with 

mor e or l ess optimism to succeed i n our undertaki ng. ···1o must s ucceed. To do so 
is i n t he nat ure of an i mperative which we cannot evade , since we all know what 
t he alter native woul d be ~ 

9. Of course the part ial agr eome:r:J.ts achieved s o far a r e t o soi;1e ext ent encourag1.ng. 
But t hat is no t enoush , because we mus t no t l ose s i ght of the f act that our f i nal · 
goa l is gene r a l and ·complet e disarrrta.merit • . Nor can wo afford the: l uxury of wasting 
time . Time , i n this caso , i s not on our side . 
10. 'rhe i ncredi blo t echnol ogic6ll de.ve l opment · cluri nt; recent years reflacts most 

cl early what man can do i n t hi s f i el d. It suffices t o cast a backwa r d glance at 

what ha!3 happened i n the course of thi s century -- a nd , wi thout going back so far, 
i n t he pas t de cade -- to i mago without any effor t t he possibil i t i c;s t he future 
may have i n stor e; f or us . J• f ew da ys ago we wa t cheC. dumbf ounded t h..:: f eat of the 
landi ng on the moon. · i'Je have not ye t r ecovered from our anazement , and ye t the : 
events o f recent years in the conquest of space l~ft no doubt that sooner or l ate r 



CCD/PV.432 
7 

(Mr. Ortiz de Rozas, Argentina) 

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-increasing rate, 

and what we are reluctant to believe t oday will be an every-day r eality t omorrow. 

ll. But just as the r e are a chievements at which we have the right t o r e j oice , 

cons idering them t o be r ea l triumphs of man, there are others, no l ess admirabl e from 
the technical or scientific point of viev1, which unfortunately s how the extremes to 
which his ingenuity can go to devise his own destruction. 

12. For that r eason it is our i mper a tive obligation t o find ways and means t o put 
t he capabilities of man exclus ivel y in the s e r vice of peace ful progress and put an 
end t o the alarming process that threatens the human race with destruction. It is 
t o be hoped that, t o that end, we shall apply the same intelligence which has ma de 

possible such extraordinary conquests , or, if we lack common s ense , that at least 
t he most elementary i nstinct of preservation will pr evail. 
13. It i s obvious that the primary r es ponsibility i s 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 othe r countries of t he inte rnational 
community cannot confine ourselves t o pl aying me r ely the r ol e of passive s pecta tors . 
A nuclear conflict V/ould make no distinction be t ween the actor s and the spectator s : 

it would ·affect them all equally. Hence ·,·Je must act speedily and do what we can to 

ensure that the great Powers continue t he dialogue that has been initia t ed and arrive 
a s soon as possible a t satisfactory ~olutions. ·de must contribute ideas and t he 

wei ght o f our opinion which i n the final analys i s i s t he opinion of t he vast 
ma j ority of count ries i n order t o help bring about s uch soluti ons . We mus t also 
make them aware of our anxi eties and aspira tions , because at pres cnt the hopes of 
thq world a r e focused not or~y on the cessat ion of t he arms r a ce and on 
di sarmament but a l s o on the l ogical conse quences tha t would derive from s uch measures , 
namel y, the us e of the eno rmous r esour ces t ha t would t hus be r el eased, f or t he 
promotion a~d development of _t he e conomi cally backward countries . 

14. The amount of the s ums -- publicly r ecognized -- which t he gr ea t Powers devot e 
t o the pr oduction of weapons and t o de f ence have been quot ed a t many inter national 

meetings . It i s not my i ntention t o r epeat t hem he r e . I t suffi ces t o poi nt out t ha t 
t hose s ums, t ho combined t ot al s of which r each astronomi cal figur es , would be 

s ufficient t o s olve many of t he problems which a fflict t he countries of the world , 
including t hose s ame Powe r s , in t he fi elds of nutriti on , hous i ng , health and education. 

------ - - - -- ---- -·- -··- - -··· -- .. 
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15. £ven since the climate of negotiation was created the Cor.omi ttee 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 whiuh since the establishment of the 
Committee have worked to give conc::;:-ete form to the desire for peace and harmony which 
animates all peoples, thus putting the international community in their debt. I am 
sure that the eight new members which have j o:~ned the Committee, inspired by the 
same aims, will help to realize our aspirations for disarmament, for the achievement 
of which we have still to go a long way beset with difficulties. 
16. Argentina has joined our Co~~ittee at a late stage in the sessions of the 
current year. For the present 9 ther<~fore, we shall confine ourselves to making 
known our preliminar;y reactions in regard to the subjects which we consider most 
important, without prejudice to our ~ight to revert 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 ltind should be prohibited. 
18. For the construction of ever more sophisticated instruments of war there is 
still the possibility of testing, which is, to no small extent, an incentive for 
the constant development ~nd perfecting of such instruments. 'de consider, therefore, 
that agreement should be reached on this subject,, 
19. The Argentine Government has followed with the greatc:st interest the various 
proposals put forward with a view to reconciling the extreme points of view in 
regard to the prohibition of underground nuclear tests. ,ve distinctly note that 
the decision to be taken on the prohibition of underground nuclear 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 clearly that whatever system of control is 
adopted it must contain sufficient guarantees and safeguards to prevent its being 

abused, because, in the last o.nal~rsi s, what is at stake is world security and most 
par-ticularly the security of the States 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 means to re-es"tabiish. 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 
"nuclear 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.l34) 
(ENDC/144, p.33), are provisional solutions to the basic problem while we are actively 
working for a definitive agreement. Nw 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 the 
possibility of its utilization must be jeplously 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. NJB.ny delegations 
have already referred to this subject, pointing out the grave threats represented by 
the production and possible use of such weapons. N~ delegation entirely supports 
the opinions expressed in this sense, but in order not t o strain unnecessarily the 
attention of the members of the Committee I will not add further argument s on this 
point but will t urn directl y to an analysis of the question. 
24, We have read most carefully the report of the experts presented by the 
Secretary-General on l July 1969 (A/7575) in compliance with the request made in 
General Assembly resolution 2454 A (XXIII) ( ENDC/237 ); the clear and alarming 
concl usions at which the authors of the r epor t ar r ive 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 wit hout saying that we would gladly support any move t o exhort 
St at es which have not yet done so to accede to that Protocol. 
26 . We have been glad to see that the del egation of Canada , in ·document - ENDC/266; 
submitted to the Commit tee at its meeting on 26 August (CCD/PV. 43l, para.54 et seg,), 
takes up this concern and deals with it in the pr eambular par t and more explicitly in 
the second operative par agr aph. The other aspects of the Canadian draf t are being 
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studied with the greatest attention by the competent Argentine bodies and I hope to 
be able to comment on them on _another occasion. 
27. In keeping with our position on this question, Argentina, together with the 
delegations of eleven countries, has co-s~onsored the draft declaration contained in 
working paper ENDC/265. The representative of Sweden, Mrs. Myrdal, in her inte:rvention 
at our last meeting, made a detailed analysis of this uraft when submitting it to this 
Bommittee for consideration (CCD/PV.431 1 para.71 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 ,nethod 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 

" ••• 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 .. " (A/7575, p.xii) 

Argentina considers this to be an element which completes the picture of. the total 
aboli t .ion of.. such weapons. Consequently, it is ready to participate in any joint 
eifort that may be made by the Co~nittee on Disarmament with a view to conclu~ing 
such an agreement. 
29. J do not wish to conclude this part of my statement without expressing our . thanks 
to the d8legation of the United. Kingdom for its contribution to our work by submitting 
to us the draft convention.relating to the prohibition of bi?logical means of warfare~ 
The amended text. of th~t draft (ENDC/255/!1ev.l), also introduced on 26 August, 
(C~D/PV.431~ . para.38 e~~·) is being carefully studi~d by my Government. 
30. Argentina at~aches very special importance to 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 Co~~ittee on the 
Feaceful Uses of the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor beyond the Limits of Natiopal 
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. F'rom what has . been said during the present 
session of .the Committee it clearly emerges that the members of the Committee 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 ~his 
treaty they would be determined solely and exclusively for the purposes of the treaty 
and would in no way prejudice existing national jurisdiction or rights over 
territorial waters and the continental shelf. The United States draft (ENDC/249), 
in its article II, paragraph 3, makes this circumstance very clear. 
32. ~~ 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 weapon[ 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 t o 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 coastal 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 ali 
measures of disarmament should be balanced so that security is ensured 
equally for all States." (ENDC/PV .428, para.l4) 
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34. l.nother consic: ::;ration that has attr.'lGted the attention of the Lr gentine dd oeo.tion 

and 1-1hich w:-; must s tre3s in this first ,_xar.:dno.tion of the pr oblem c f th~ s8curity of 

coastal States is the propo sal of the Canadian dvlegation r elatine to t he possibility 

of including in the draft·trenty the concept of a s ecurity zone extending 200 mile s 

or mor8 miles fnm the outer lir.:dtG of the bo.nd. in which the prohibitions of the 

treaty would not apply~ (El'IDC/PV.410, para . 9) 
35. In accordance with what was said by the repre sentative of Canc.ci8 , 

Lmbassador Ignatieff, in his s tatement on 31 July: 

"No Stato, not even the coastal State, would be allowecl t o empla ce in this 

zone wec.pons !)rohibi ted by the treaty. Within this security zone, however, 

the coastal State , 0r any other State acting wit h t he explicit C·)ns ont of 

the coastal State, would be able t 6 perform t hos0 cl ef<.ms ive a ctivities not 

IJr ohibited under the tr0aty, while other Sta t e s would have no such rights ." 

· (ENDC/PV.424, para. 23) 
For our part we understand that f or this· idea t o comply ~oii t h t he a ira pur sued t he 

security ·zone would have t c enco!:lpass the ,,Jhol e of thG continental shelf of t he 

coe.strtl Stc.t e . 

36. ~·. coiicept such o. s the one t o ivhich wv have r e f err3c1 Hhich would neat the 

l Ggitirm.tG def -::ncn r oc1uir0nEmt:: ci f t he constr,l Stat 0s raic:;ht perhaps f acilitc.t e more 

rP.jJiLI. a r;rvemont ieadi il({ t o the achievement of t~10 o.i ms uo c.ll pursue, This is of 
sp ec io.l int0r ost t o those Sto.t e s which, liko Lr gentina, ho.vo a l::m[~ coo.st line and ·an 

extensive continental shelf. 
37. :.nether o.spect which hns b8cn co~entcd upon nt l ength in t he Comr;1itt ee is that 

of the 0bservation ari:d v-.;rification of possible violntions ,) f the provi si ons of a 

treaty on the ·di sarmar.1ont c.·f tho s0a-bed nnd t he ocean floor. It ha s been made 

clear that the solutions propo sed f or this purpose in the two drafts (ENDC/240, ENDC/249) 

bef ore u s do not ontirsly satisfy most o f the r epr e s,mtativec. of the medium-sized and 

small States. 

38. }fy del oe;ation con sider s that the trGaty should include th0 br oadest pvssi bl e 

methods of control which "Would allow f or verificc.tion by all th0: States ccncerned , 

although t his does not mean t hat the ·rtght·s ':..•f t h e coe.. s t cd Stat~Js a s r Gc,ards th~ir 

security and their r espccti ve l egi sl ations '.vould not be talc en int o account . This 



CCD/PV .432 
13 

(Hr. Ortis de Rozas, Argentina) 

peculiar situation to which the projected treaty wbuld lead distinguishes it from 
other international instruments. Fo'r this reason it ·is not possible to formulate 
analogie~ with outer space. Nor is it possible t o do so with the .t.ntarctic Treat'yl/. 
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 
Lrgentina's sovereign territorial rights. It is obvious that this condition does 
not modify the free access of the contracting parties to ~ntarcticn for the purposes 
of scientific research and the non-militarization provided for in that Treaty. 
39. 'In his statement on 29 July, the representative of Brazil suggested: 

11 that the process of control should be undertaken, in any of its stages, 
with the direct participation of the coastal State whenever the simple 
observation and consequent verification ••• is to take place .in nrens over 
which that coastal State Gxercisesspecial national jurisdiction." 
(illiDC/PV.423, para. 77) 

J.mbassador Frazt1o very rightly pointed to the existence for eB;ch coastal State of the 
right t o prior notification of and co-participation in any inspection carried out in 
an area adjacent to its coast. Ls the r epresentative of Brazil said, in a treaty 
solely designed t o prevent the adoption of armament measures on the sen-bed there is 
no place f or any ambigui~y or controversy result~ng from diff,erent legal positions .· 
concerning the extent of national jurisdiction (ibid., para. 80). 
40. · My delegation referred earlier to the concept of a security zone of 200 miles . . . 
or which would, in c..ny case , cover the continental shelf. This initiative and that 
of the Brazilian delegation have the undoubted merit .of considering the interests of 
the coastal States and could be combined very easily in a single text for examination 
by the Committee. 
41. The competent Argentine bodies are studying with the greatest interest the 
working ·paper (ENDC/264) submitted by Brazil; we shall thus be in a position to 
revert tci this particular question as soon as possible. 
42. Having submitted these first ideas t o the Committee, I should like before 
concluding t o reiterate that, while my delegation understands ~he importance attaching 

J/ United Nations Treaty S~ries, val. 402, p.71 et seg. 
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t o the meo. sures to which I havo r e f erred e~rlier f or h2ltinr, anu prev enti ng the a r ms 

r o.co , we con s i d;:;r t hat in substance they ar ..; no nor a than mer L- colloter nl steps . 

The · great obj ectivG which WG ho.ve set outselvo s and t c which /,.r gentina i s firmly 

r e solved t o give nll its support is gene r al and compl ete d i sarmament under c.dequate 

international control. So l onr: ns w2 f o.il t o o.chie vd it wt::: shall bo f c-.ced by mer e 

po.llio.tlves, and the peacu and security c f Sta t c:: s, t o which we all aspir o , will 

continuo t o be a goal difficult t o a tta in. 

43. JVrr. ESCHl':.UZIER (Nether l o.nds) : The con~luding r o:mnrks (ENDC/PV.426 , par n . ?5) 

of my fir s t statement i n thi s C:.:nni t t ee on 7 /.ueust doalt with the incr el'.singl y 

qualitative charscter of the current nuclear a r ms competition . I t i s e. soberin g 

thou ght and f o.r fr<)m r so.ssurinc; t hnt i n the p eriod between the t-wo world 1..rnr s sGve r a l 

attempts wor e me.do a t 11qw::lit.::-.t i vo c1i sar iT' .. ttmen t 11 , as i t l..ras then called; in u ther 

wor ds, nttempts \I8r o mo.cL t o r ostr c.in tho pr oduction c.nd u so of certC~in co.tegories o f 

compc.rison with contompor c.r y r'.r sennl s a nd the <l..:)structi ve ) O',J0r o f t he Hcc.:Jonr y now 

o.vailable , being clwol op od c r still 'Jn the ·lr 2.v.ring b::>nr u . 

44. Had gov er nments in tho clr.ys 1Jf t he Le~,gue o f Nations been abl u t . l ook i n t o t he 

future thoy would hc:ve been sho cked beyond imagination . I'orhQps such f or 8bodings would 

have; ~Jrompted th,.;n t o mo.ke furthor dGspar e.to efforts t o change the f o.t e ful c:mr se ~J f 

events \.Jhich l ed t o the iJr 0sent pr e car i ou s bal nnce .J f terror. Even i n those days things 

may have l ooked bad enou gh as they wer G. NonE> the l e ss, the LwD.gue f a il8d . In 0ur 

own age the writ i n g on the wall i s lli~i stakably cl ear. Th8 t ochnol ogy of wa r hns 

r eached c. s t c.[Te o f a fununr.J.entally diffe r ent and incompar ably mor e Olni nc,us nr der o f 

magnitude , clwnrfin~~ the military po t entia l s f the pc.st or n . The onl y hope f e r the 

se::curi ty u f no.tion s now lies in cont ni n i ng tho current o.r iJ.s r o.ce <:md i n th-J r educti o!1 

and '-'"Vuntual elin i na t ion o f o.r mrunent s -- in tho fir st ins t c.nce of nucler.:tr weapons . 

45. Tho pr ovis i , no.l ngendn (ENDC/236, ~J . 3) adopted by t h0 Cor.nni ttoe e n 1 5 :~uQlst 1968 

offs r s Dr ond e:uidGlin es f 0r r each i ng that goal. Its f our mai n co.te~;:Jrios -- nanol y , 

m<:~ e.surc s r e l atin g t CJ thG cusso.tion o f the nuclear a r ms rnc~J and t o nuclc..nr disarmo.ment , 

non- nu cl C[.\r measures , o ther c c-,llat8r al measur es end, l n.st l y , cen 0r ccl nnd compl ete 

di sar mament -- t ogether consti tute a r ealistic p r ogr nmm.e of hrork . Of cour se , nucloar 

ar ms c0ntr•::l o.nd di so.r mar.1ent should hav z t he hie;host prior i ty . :.t the sc.me time we 

ou ght t o muintnin o. curtai n floxi bi lity of choi ce . "~s I s o.i d i n my fi:cst skttGment , 
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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 Committee's programme of work, as contained in its agenda, is foreshadowed in 
article VI of the non-proliferation Treaty (ENDC/226*) adopted by the General Lssembly· 
in June 1968. It has been pointed out in this Committee that the obligation of 
the nuclear Powers to strive to sto:~:; the nuclear arms race and to achieve nuclear 
disarmament was recognized long before the conclusion of that Treaty end is not, in 
the first place, based on article VI. My delegation concurs with thnt view. But it 
is also true that nrticle VI gives strong support and adds further urgency to 
negotiations by the major Powers on those tv10 crucial issues and on general and complete 
disarmament. Due att.:mtion might be given to this aspect in the Committee's relJort to 
the Unitec.l Nations General Lsscmbly. 
47. Before turning to another subject, my delegation would like to join previous speakers 
who have urged an early start to tho bilateral discussions on the limitation of nuclear 
armauents.· We reiterate the hopo that those negotiations, for which the world at 
largo is anxiously waiting, will no longer be delayed. 
48. I should now like to make a fow remarks on three different topics which have been 
before this Committee during this s~ssion: first, a complete test ban; second, a cut-off 
of fissionable materials; and, lastly, chemical and biological warfare. 
49. The most effective collateral measure to curb thE:J "qualitative" nuclear arms race 
remains the prohibition of all nuclear tests by extending the present partial ban to 
undercround tests. The United Nations General Assembly continues to call for the 
earliest possible conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban treaty. Over the p2st years 
this Committee has spent a great doal of time trying to find a generally acceptable method 
of verification of n ban on underground tests. He recoc;nize with gratitude tho 
constructive role and the untiring efforts of the Committee's non-nligned members in 
this respect. The most valuable initiatives of the Swedish Government have gone a long 
wny towards identifyine; and clarifying the technical as Hell as the :._Joli tical crucial 
issues 1-1hich remain unsolved. Tho working paper containing draft articles for a 
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comprohen~·iv.J te s t ban · (E~Tbdl2J.2) subr.1ittGd by the: r epr8 s ... mtative c f SHcdon , M...r s . Nyrdo.l, 

CJmmcnds i t sulf a s n Hell consider8d and t h .. mght-provoking ntt;;;m:Jt tc, t ransl a t o -- f ::_: r 

t he first t ime , n s f o.r as I am r>..Hnr e -- certa i n g.:mero.l con cept s i nt :> Sj'l0cific , tcnto.tive 

tree.ty l c,nguage .. T:1c i ;;unedio.te r asult , -~ s borne ou t by tlJ. -::; current ,:~o'u.-lt<J , has beGn 

t o f c cus our ath:nti ·'1 mor e sb o.r ply thr~n OV•Jr 'Jn t h .._, v2r y c::- r e ,jf the p r r- blem, nar:tely 

t lw qu estion of v ---rificntil)n. 

50 . :.s o. ncvJCJmcr i n this Cmnrd ttce , my dole;~; ::ttion has bt.:ncfi t 0c1 c~..mc:LdcrC~.bly from t ho 

exchnnc;u of vioHs on t his su b.i ect c.nll f r om t ho L.:;~p c:rt c.dvic .:.. ~Jrovid,JC1 1.zy .suver nl 

dol ogc.ti ol1S. Th ::_ HO:::.l th o f scientific nnd t echnical mo.t0ric:l o....T.l t]L:; '. Ii do r cnge c, f 

opinion s and lJro:)o sc.l s ~JUt f vrvJC:r d during this 30ssi on r equire furth01~ s tuJy. But 

Hhilc: being unabl e at t h i s junctur0 t0 t e.k-.; o. firm po s i t L :n on th._; br c,nd i s sues 

involved, \o/-3 'h ave l12VOrt}lGl USS btJCOmG convinced that P.'. f irst rirGCticc~l stop cnn be 

mo.de in r usponse t o po.r o.gr nph 3 of United No:ti ons Gun0r o.l ."1ssumbl y r esolution 

2455 (Xl'III) (ENDC/237), r econnnending tha t St .';t -:;s slK'Uld cuntributG to nn effGctive 

internntion o.l exchnn[L: :: f s0i smic det o. . Hy deL.-r·Rti~m thGr of or e fully supports the 

propo snl of t he r opr esentati ve of Cnnnd.'l , .~.nbasso.dor I gnntieff , thRt t h :;, Committee 

r ecormnend to the tHl.::nty-four t h Genor o.l Lssembly t hc.t clnrif i cr..tbri bo s ::-u r:;ht f r om 

eover nments along the lin<:.: s p r opo s ed in his r 0vi s(.;d Hur k inc pr.)er (ENDC/251/RE::v.l). 

Tho limi ted r..i );) o f hi s p r oposal i s t o a sc...;rtai n h o \-J o.ccuss t c S'-'i smo l or:;i cell dat a can bo . 

onlnr c;ec( nnd i mprovsd by a sE:i smol oc;i cnl Horld\olide d:::~tr. oxchnnc;e , l co.vinG .::,si d2 f ·.·r the 
timG boi rit:; the quostion (, f e1dequntu v erificati on . Thi s obj .::cti ve soeHs to bo i n l i no· 

with some·of tho o'Jsor vnt i on s mN~c by t h u r (.)r ::.:sGnto.ti vo rJ f J o.lJnn , :·...rr1basso.<l .1 i' Lsakai, 

i n h i s s t nt ,;ment ,.Jn 31 July (ElfDC/ Pv .424). 

51. l~iy cle:1 8£;ntLT1 c.l L;· f ull y etidor s ;:, s the; sei smi c i nv ..... stic~,t ic.~n prop,; s ~' l Hhich W'.s 

fir st mnck by the United Ste.tos r 03Jr t:sl:.nt?.tiv-:.. durinc t he: tH·~nty-third G c:'.i.er nl ·'" ssembl y 

o.nd su bs;:;qu ontl y e l o.bor .-c.tod i n thi s CormnittGo in c-. 1vor kL1[:; y'.J.kr (I<.;NDC/ 252) . In ~ur 

syst er.w.tic follc\H.l~J . 

will fncilit c.t;.; f u.rth0r o.nnlys i s .Jf sdsnobc;ico.l cho.ri:~c 'G ..;ristic s [' , 1.:~ v.ril l ~Jrovide 3. 

be::;i ::> f \)r syst 0nc.tizi n2: \JCJrlclvJidv US0 f nr SUisr,lic .. pUr J_:; :f~8 3 ..; f the infc r nation r bleasr:>d 

on unc1or c;r ound explosi on s . He }1-)p~ thct the Gvver mn..::.;y\:, ·of tL;; USSR \.Jil l be prepar ed 

t o co- :)per a t e in such n p r :)gr r.rmnc: . For the inf:::J r rngtic.•n o f t h c; Comr,1i tt.:-o I should like 
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t o sta t e that in my com1try ther 0 ar e at pr esent three seismic monitoring sta tions in 

oper ation, which make availo.bl e their proces s od data t o the international centres in 

Strasbourg , Edinburgh, W~shington and Mo scovr. 

52. I should like t o r emind my f ollow repr esentatives of another que stion ·of l ong 

s t andin£; , namely t he cut..:.off of fis s i onabl e mat erinl f or 1·l0o.pon s purposes. i\.t our 

meeting on 8 J.pril the del egation of the United Sk.tos mo.da a striking new proposal for 

a verifio.blo cut-off (ENDC/PV.401). The United Ste.t es offor was welcomed 

by scwor o.l dul oeations, but subsequently r el ogatod t o t he ba ckgr ound. Hy delegation 

f eels i t dc; s erves our r enewed atttmtion bef or e tho cl osure of thi s sessi on. 

53. ' pr oposal f ,J r a cut-off via s fir s t made by the United State s mor e than ten years 

ago . .:.s r egards the method of verification, however, t h;'l present offer contains a 

s i gnificant new el ement. It i s now suggest ed that verification of an agr eed cut-off 

should no longer be based on some form of adverso inspection but be ontrlisted t o the 

International ~tomic Energy ~gency (If~h) in Vienna . In our view thi s approach i s a 

most f ortuna t e one. The I l'.EA ha s been desi gna t ed in the Treaty of Tlatcl olco 

(ENDC/186) a s the appropriate United Nation s body t o en sure compliance with the undertakirg 

not t o mnnufacture nucl ear weapon s . Likewi se, the non-nucl ear parties t o the Treaty to 

prov~mt the spread of nuclear weapon s accept Ii'.E.~ safeguards as set f orth in article 3 

of t hnt Treaty. 1-Iy Govermnont welcomed the declar ation by the Governments of the 

United Kin0dom and the United States that they intond volU11tarily t o placo their 

peo.c0ful nu cl ear i nstallation s under LE:;ency cont r ol s . The fr ee zing of t h e: production 
of fi ssi onn.bl c mat eria l f or weaj_Jon s use , c.s outlined by our f ormer colloo.t:;u e , 

:embassador Fisher, (ENDC/PV .401) would eo one s t ep further. It i s true tho.t the 

:Jroposed measure does not affe ct the con sider able stocks of fi s sionable m2.t erial of 
t he maj or nucl ear p,;wor s . I n t he short run, it may well be that it may not 

s i gnificantly inhibi t the nucl ear potential of tho se Pcmors. But i t3 medium-term and 

l one-term effoct co.nnot f ail t o o.ct as a brnke on the f ur t her devol opn ont of nuclear 

vlOO.l)Ons . .'.mbo.s s ador Fi sher r eminded t hi s Cor:unittoo poinJc;ocU y tha t: 
11 ••• tho nucloo.r confrontati on would be at o. much l ower l evel anci the world would 

bo o. much bettor pl nce if we ho.d boon nblo t o obt ain a cut-off 1·Ihen it was fir st 

pr opo sed". (ibid., pnra . 13) 
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54. In the context of ::1 cut-off the United States Governnent n0\1 proposes that the 
IiiE.l\. should safeguard the nuclear nE;.terial in peaceful nuclear c:;.ctivi ties a.nd verify 
the continued shut-do-vm of any facilities for the production of fissionable naterial 
that are closed. Fror.1 the practical point of vie'.l, it should not be diffic1.:u t to 
reach agree:went on the required safeguards and the nethod of verifie:o.t ion by the 
Vienna Agency. The nuclear Powers could avc..il thenselves of the li.gency's safeguards 
syster.1 to the same extent as the non-nuclear- weapon States under the non-proliferation 
Treaty, and to my knowledge non-intrusive techniques for verifying the shut-down of 
declared nuclear im:tallations have reached an adv<J.nc6d experinento.l stage. It would 
be regrettable, therefore, in the vievr of ny dele gc:cion, if the Conr,i ttee did not have 
a second look at the United States proposal now that it has bocone 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 t o nake a fow observations on the question of 
cheriical and biological warfare. Hy delegation would like to add its voice t o the 
general praisefor the high standard and the clo.rity of the report of Secretary-General 
U Thant on chenical and bacteriological (biological) weapons and the effect of thefr 
possible use (A/7575). vie are pleased that an expert fror.1 the Netherlands was a nerJber 
of the group of consultant experts, which conpleted its task in a renarkably short time 
considering the conplexities of the subject-natter. 
56. A great merit of the report is that it is concise but po.ckod with facts and 
relevant consideration~-, all presented -vrith scrupulous obj ectivity. Je are glad t o 
note that it is now o.vaila.ble in print, since it is particularly suited to be given the 
widest possible distribution. Our sincere thanks go to the Secretary-General, the 
members of the group, its Cha.iman, l'Ir. Epstein and his assistants fron the United 
Nations staff. 
57. In 1966 and 1968 the General ~l.ssenbly, in resolutions 2162 B (XXI) (ENDC/135) and 
2454 A (XXIII) (El'illC/237 ) called f or strict observance hy all Sta t es of the principles 
and objectives of the Genevs.. Protocol of 1925 (.i:l./7575, p.ll7) o.nd invited all States to 
accede to that Protocol. Tc cL1.t 8, sixty-two St1'1tes have ratified or acceded to it. 
Since it is the only \liclely accepted international instrunent of itn kind, a further 
effort. should be made to ensure universal adherence to the Protocol, which prohibits 
the use of chemical and biologic2.l weapons in -vmr. 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. 418, paras .15 e~). 
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 jQDcture 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 a s those I used with regard to the Swedish 
draft (ENDC/242) on a conplete test ban. 
60. Hhile reserving r:ry delegation's position for the moment, I wish to assure the 
Comnitt ee that the Netherlands Government, as a party to the Geneva Protocol, is anxious 
to ensure its universal acceptance and t o explore the possibilities of prohibiting the 
developnent, production and stockpiling of chemical and biological weapons, either 
jointly or separately .• 
61. There r emains the question of what kind of a ction the Committee should r ecommend 
to the next session of the Gener al Assembly in order to promote those two main 
objectives. We fully support the Canadian draft r esolution on chemical and 
bacteriological (biological) warfare (E}IDC/266). 
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62. The Connittee has before it a lso a working paper on a proposed decl aration by t he 

United Nations General li.ssenbly r e garding t~1e prohibition of i: he use of cherrl.cal and 

biologica l methods of uarfare (ENDC/265) subni tted ·by I·'lrs. l-iyrdal on behalf of the 

group of twelve (CCD/PV. 43l, p ::.r a .7l et,_g_g_. ) . 1.!e have noted tha t paper ui t h interest 

and ~>hall give due attent i on t o it. 

63. In conclusion I wish to r est a t e that the basic position of ny delegation is that 

in no circunstances should the Genera l Assonbly t ake any acti on which rrl. ght undermine 

the t:mthori ty of the Geneva Protocol and det er States whi ch have not yet a dhered to it 

froB doing s o . 

}:'he Conference decided to issue the f ollovring cor.munique: 

i 1The Conference of the ComrJ.i ttee on Disarnanent today held i ts 

432nd plenary neeting in the Palo.is des Hati ons, Geneva:, under the 

chaimanship of H.E. At1bass2.dor Kroun Christov, repre sentative of 

Bulgaria. 

:• s t atements 1-.rere nade by the representatives of l.rgentino. and 

the Net herlands . 

''The next aeeting of the Confer ence vrill be hel d on Tuesday, 

2 Septenber 1969, at 10.30 a.m. 11 

The neeting rose o.t ],;) __ • 25 a .n . 




