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Tho CHAIRMAN (Italy) -(tr~nslation from French): I declare open the .. 

400th plonciry meeting of the Eighteen ... Nation Committee on Disarmament. 

2. Mr. ROSHCHIN (Union of Sovi~t Socialist Republics) (translation from 

Russian) : At the Commi tt'ce 1 s meeting on 18 l\'Iarch we set forth in general outline ' 

the position of the USSR on the problems of disarmament and the cessation of the arms 
I -

race (EN~/FV.395, paras. 60 et seq.). In our subsequent statements we intend to 
. . .,_ ' 

deal in greater detail with our position on individual disarmament measures put 

forward in tho Momorendum of the Soviet Government of 1 July 1968 (ENDC/227). Today 

it is our intention to explain the Soviet Position on the question of prohibiting the 

usc of tho sea-bed and the ocean floor and the subsoil thereof for military purposes. 

To supplement and expound at greater length what we said at thc.abovo mooting of the 

Committee, we should like to dwell on the contents pf individual.provisions of the 

draft treaty on that question submitted by the Soviet Union for the Committee's 

consideration (ENDC/24o), and to put forward some comments and considerations in 

connoxion with tho statements made by other delegations. 

3. We note with satisfaction that the draft treaty submitted by the Soviet Union 

has attracted the attention of the members of our Committee and has boon assessed 

positively in tho statements of several representatives, in particular the 

representative of Nigeria, Ambassador Sule Kolo (ENDC/PV.396, para. 7); tho 
I 

. representative of Sweden, Nrs. Myrdal. (ENDC/397, . para. 101); 'tho reprosentati~e of 

·•. 

Bulgaria, Ambassador ~hristov (ENDC/PV.398, para. 32); the representative of Poland, 

Ambassador Jaroszok (:ENDC/PV .399, para. 65); and· the representative of'.' czechoslovakia, 

Ambassador Klusak (ibid., para. 87). The urgoncy of the question of prohibiting the 

use of the sea-bed and'the ocean floor f?r military purposes has been pointed out in 

the statements of many representatives in the Committee. We share that point of view. 

4. The problem of prohibiting the use of the sea-bed·and tho ocean floor for military 

purposes should be solved novt, :nhen the .arms race on the sea-bed hc:ts not yet. geYeloped 

to tho same extent qs in many other areas. At the same time, it would be nrong to 

assert that the problem of the use of.the sea-bed for military purposes is of little 

or no urgency since the sea-bed and the ocean floor are not yet being used for military 

purposes. Information already exists that the military.authoriti~s'of certain countries 
' . 

are elaborating far-reaching plans for using the sea-bed and the ocean floor for 

military purposes, including the emplacement of various military objects there, . 

particularly on the submerged areas of the continental shelf, which nrc now more 

accessible. 
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5., Thus, the us0 ·::>f the sea-bed and the ocean floor for military .purposes is 

already included in the long-term military plans of the NATO countries. This is 

confirmod by press reports. Thus the United States magazine U.S. News and World Report 

wr~fe in October 1967 that the planning bodies of the Navy were working intensively on 

the probiems of the post-1975 period, seeking possibilities of increasing or replacing 
. . 

t:P,e 'Poseidon' o.rsenal. One :)f the ideas·was'to place under W'D.tor, close to the 

enemy's coast, romote-controllcd missiles enclosed in containers. The missiles would 

be fixed to the sea-beQ.·, bu~ would be movable • . 
6. According to the United Kingdom military magazine Journal of the R;ynl United 

Services Inctit~tion (No. 651, 1968; ppul93-201)~ the NATO countries also consider 

the use of tho sea-bed for the emplacement of means of counter-submarine ~arfarc to 

be very promising. 

7. Experience of the development of international life shows that any discovery in 

the field of military technol.ogy'invariably entails dual consequences. First, each 

side 'endeavours to acquire the weapons which its potential enemy possesses or plans to 

create; secondly, the improvement of offensive menns lead to the improvement of 

defe1isive means and that, in turn; induces the opposing side f'll.rther ·to improve its 

offensive means, and so on ad infinitum. The plans now being elabora~od in the NATO 

countries for the use of the sea-bed and the ocean floor for military purposes will 

inevitably load to the result that other States, in order to safeguard their ovm 

security, Tiill be compelled to develop similar types of weapon. Thus, the facts show 

that ~he danger of the sea-bed becoming yet another area of the arms race in the fairly 

near future is entirely real. 

8. Nevertheless, we are convinced that such a development of events is not 

inevitable. There is another alternative, and that is to ban completely, without 

waiting for the ~rms race in this field to begin, the military usc of the sea-bed and 

the ocenn floor and t'he subsoil thereof, and to conclude an international agreement 

guaranteeing the demilitarization of the sea-bed and the ocea11.floor and the subsoil 

thereof. Desiring to contribute to the'accomplishment.of·that aim, tho Soviet 

delegation has submitted, on behalf of its Government, a draft treaty on prohibition 

of the usc for military purposes' of the ~ea-bed and the ocean floor and the subsoil 

thereof. 

9~ The draft treaty provides for the complete exclusion of the aforesaid area from 

the military activities of ·states. Article 1 of the draft treaty reads as follows: 
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i 1The usc for military purposes of the sea-bed and the oconn· floor and the 

subsoil"thereof beyond the twelve-mile maritime zone of coastal States is 

prol_li bit ed •. 
11It is prohibited to place on the sea-bed and the ocean floor and the subsoil 

thereof objects v1ith nuclear weapons or any other types of wea1xms of mass­

destruction, and to set ~p military bases, structures, installations, fortifications 

and other objects of a military nature. 11 

Thus, any military activity by States on the sen-bed and the ocean floor would be 

unconditionally prohibited and outlawed. 

10. VIe arc profoundly convinced that this measure meets to the greatest extent the 

interests of curbing the arms race. The assumption of this obligation by States would 

mean one more step in tho direction of widening the areas in which milit2ry activity 

is prohibited. This would be a useful continuation of the efforts ~hich resulted in 

the conclusion in 1959 of the Antarctic Treaty 1( providing for the exclusively 

peaceful usc of that continent and in the signing in 1967 of the Treaty on Principles 

Governing the Activities of States in the Exploration and Use of Outer Sp~cc, including 

the Moon and other Celestial Bodies (General Assembly resolution 2222 (LXI),annex), 

under which the moon and other celestial bodies are to be used only for peaceful 

purposes. 

11. The conclusion of an international agreement on the demilitarization of the 

sea-bed would help to bring about a favourable climate for reaching an agreement on 

other aisarmamcnt measures. Tho complete prohibition of military activities by States 

on the sea-bed and the ocean floor is .in keeping with decisions alrc~dy adopted by the 

United Nations General Assembly, particularly resoldion 2467 (XXIII). Hay I remind 

representatives that this resolution mentions, among other task3 assigned to tho 

Committee concerning the peaceful uses of the sea-bed and the ocean floor, the need 

"to study further ••• the reservation exclusively for peaceful purposes of the sea-bed 

and the occru1 floor". We should like to draw the attention of members of the Committee 

t~ the word 11exclusively 11 • Thus, it follows quite clearly.from the aforosnid resolution 

that our Committee has the task of ensuring the complete prohibition of mi~itary 

activities by States on the sea-bed and the ocean floor in accordance \nth the General 

Assembly's appeal. 

~/ United Nations Treaty Series. Vol. 402,·ppa 71 et seq. 
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12. In this connexion we have sqme doubts about the view expressed here in the 

Committee that we should confine ourselves to prohibiting·only the ~mplacement of 

nuclec:)-r weapons and otlJ,er typ0s of weapons of mass destruction on the sea-bed and 

the ocean floor. 

13. First qf all, we should like to draw attention.to the fact that the Soviet draft 

treaty also contains a proposal to ban the emplacement on the sea-bed and the ocean 

floor of nucleaJ; weapons and othar types of weapo:as of mass destruction. 

14. However, if vTe intend to prevent an arms race in this field, can we limit 

ourselves in this c:3.se to the aforesaid measure? The conclusion of a limited 

agreement prohibiting only the emplacement of weapons of mass 9-estruction on the 

sea-bed and the ocean floor would open the ·way for the unleashing_ of a conventional 

arms race in this sphere. Such an agreement would not answer the set purpose, 

namely to prevent the spread o:t; the arms race t("l this sph~re of human activi.ty, which 

as a matter of fact has not yet been opened up. In these circumstances it is 

difficult to concur with the view that such an agreement woul~ ensure the utilization 

of this sphere ~xclusively for peaceful purpo,ses. On the .contrary, it is rather to 

be expected that the conclusion of such a limited agreement governing only guestions 

concerning the prohibition of the use of the sea-bed and the ocean floor for the 

emplacement of nuQlear weapons and other types of weapons of mass destruction would, 

constitute a kind of legalization of military activities by States in this area so 

far as conventional weapons are concerned. If we ag~eed to the conclusion of such 

an agreement, we.would be acting contrary to the recommendations of the General 

Assembly and would fail to justify the hop~s placed in the work of our Committee by 

the peoples of the world. 

15. In this connexion we should like to note the.statement made by the representative 

of the United Kingdom, Mr. Porter, who, referring to the Soviet draft ~reaty on 

prohibition of the use for military purposes of the sea-bed an~ the ocean floor and 
I ' • • 

the subsoil thereof, st~ted that it ,·,goes too far". (ENDC/PV. ?.96 ," para, 38). We 

should like to ask Mr. ~orter how we should understand his statement and, in . 
particular, the words "too far". Do they mean that the United Kingdom is not 

prepared to agree to ensuring the use of _the sea-b~d and the ocean floor exclusively 

for peaceful purposes? In this connexion we should like to stress that this is 
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precisely what is called for in resolution 2467 (XXIII) of the United Nations General· 

Assembly, which the United Kingdom delegation also supported. 

16. The view was also expressed that the complete demilitarization of' the sea-bed 

would be "unworkable and probably harmful". In support of this statement references 

were made, in particular, to the dJfficulties connected with the fact that certain 

installations --for example' communication and navigation aids --are used for both 

military and peaceful purposes. 

this' respect. 

vie ·should like to give some clarifications in 

17. If we turn to international law, we see that demilitarization does not presuppose 

limitations on the es-babl'ishment or use of means of communication, beacons or other 

means of infrastructure. Throughout history States have often resorted to 

demilitarization as a way of limiting armaments in relation to specific zones or 

areas, and this has made it possibl~ to work out a certain legal concept of 
. . 

demilitarization that has proved its worth. In this connexion reference may be 

made to the opinion of L. Oppenheim, ·an outstanding ~uthority in the field of 

in t~rna tional law.· In his major work "International Law" it is stated that 

demilitarization mean~"··· the agreement of two or more States.by treaty not to . -

fortify, or station ·troops upon, a particular zone oT terri.tory." (1. Oppenheim, 
' 

"International Law", vol.2: Dispu:f;es, War and Neutrality. 

para. 72, p. 244). 

Seventh edition, 

18. ·consequently, the concept of demilitarization.covers quite concrete matters·, 

namely, renunciation of the right to station· troops and to deploy objects and 

structures of a military character. It follows from this definition that 

demilitarization in no ~ay implies the destruction, or prohibition of the emplacement 

and. use, of means of communication, beacons and other installations having no direct 

military purpose. 

19. This is also confirmed by actual practice in'international relations. Let us 

take a comparatively recen~. example: the demilitarization of the Aaland Islands in 
' the Baltic Sea. The obligation of Finland to demilitarize the Aaland Islands 

includes the requirement " ••• not to fortify them and not to make the'in available 

for the armed forces of othe:c St~tes" ~Y Obviously in this case also there was n9 

Y United Nations Treaty Series, Vol. 67, p.l46, 

·r. 
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question ·)f pro'hi biting the es tablishn,en t or· emplacement ·:of ··r,ie.:ms of communication;· 
': .. t .. 

navigational means alid other means of infrastructure. ·Common sense tells us that 
I 

if deli1ili tarization is feasible on· land,''J. t can also be carried "out on the- sea-bed 7 

and the probl~ms arising in this connexi9~ must be solved ·in accordance with eXisting 

prac t:fce ·"and common sense • 

20. 
.i' · ~.. · " j , ,. r " • 
As an argument againS't the full demili tariz'ation of the sea-bed there has been 

' put forwaf.d the thesis that the use of submarines requires the est~blfshment o:f a . 

tra.d":trig s·ys ten1 for purposes of self-defence. In this. connexio~ we should" like to 

point ·6Jt 'that'-the Soviet draft treaty provides for the establishment of :a tw"Eli've­

mile coastai zone which would· not be covered by t:i.1e treaty anif which would therefore 
-. . 

be ~'W:f.t:flin ·-the area •·in wliich States would ha.ve fr~edom of action,- inchid:ing the' · ._.. '·· 

freedom ~io • place submarine tracing stations. Th:ls p:J:'ovisl.on 'of the draft ·t·rea ty ' 

adequately meets· the irit8rests of States seeking to. safeguard ··the securi iy of their 

own te:t'ri tory.· ·A~-~for ·states which plan to place such stations ·far from their ol-rn "" 
~ ~ ~· •• .. • f ' ' ' "' • • 

coasts'in neutral waters, the question naturally ·arises as tq·whetlie':t such stations 
. .. . ' . • ~~.. • f •• 

are really''being establi'shed for purposes of' self-de'fence· or for sorrie'·'otl:l.er purpose. 

21:·;,..., ~o··ther ·ctrgtiment which is 'put forwarCI.. agaipst the complete 'demi'li tarizatiort :.of .. 

. the .s'ei-b"ed ·is 'that ·a considerable part of scie'ntific research is carried 'o\it b;Y: 

military personn<:ri·~~J. th tria lise of raili tary auxiliary equipment'.' ' ' 
I It' i's 'now widely 

recognized 'th~ t '·miii -e·a;~ perso.rinel or military equipment can be useq.' for peice.ful 

sci~~ti':trJ<:r/~·earch, -e"specially iD; areas where the carrying' out of ·sU:ch ·research 

meets ~ftb. consfde;able ·d_rifficul ties. o.; requ:{res special traih.ing. J3y ~ay of· 

exarrt~le "we 'may''refer to the Antarctic Treaty .. and the outer space Treaty, wliich 

The use of military personnel in outer 

space research and at scientific stations in Antarctica did not 'prevent 'the reaching 
. ' 

of an agreement to demilitarize Antarctica and to prohibit the use of celestial 

bodi-es f'or mii.i ta:i'y putp~~es. :as· ~egards the. sea-bed and the.'ocean ·floor, d.n our 
• I ' • .. • ' '; • : • .. f ,; :· ' • ',• to • 

opinion the use of 'military' personnel or military auxiliary equipment for peaceful 

scienti:h~ :r:>'~search' da~o,:t and sho:Uld',. .. not ·co~sti tut~' an, obstacle to the· complete 
I I'.: c .~• 

demilitarization of the sea-bed and the ocean fl~·o;.· 
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22. As an argument in favo~r of .the conclusio~ of an agreement limited to the 

prohibitio? of the_ emplacement on. the sea-9ed and the ocean floor of weapons ~f. mass 

destruction, fears were. expressed that the conclusion of an agreement. on complete 

demi~itarizat~on might complicate the problem ?f control over its implementation. 

23. We believe that such fears are groundless. It is precisely demilitarization 

of t~e s~a-bed that wpuld facilitat~ the problem of contxol. Indeed, if the ban 

covered only certain. types of ~ctivity, the controlling party would ~e faced in · 

aach. specific case with the question of whethe~ the object concerned had to do with .. 

prohibi~ed or perm~tted activities •. The solution of that problem ~ould require 

the. ins.ertion in the agreement of articles laying down the principles of the· . . . 
activities and. _the pow~rs of the controllers, verification procedures and so forth., 

The practical implementation of control would in that pase beeorp.e a complicated 

aff~ir requiring a great deal of time and effort and would g~eatly complicate the 

rela~ions between the. controlling party ~nd the ·party being controlled, . But in 

the case of complete demilitarization, i~ the first place, the,number.of objects 

su~jact. to control wou,ld be sharply ,reduced since only peaceful objects would 
~;; . - . . 

remain; and secondly, verification would be considerably less complicated, beca~e 

States would hay~ np fears that.verification of the objects placed by them on the 

sea-bed would reveal t~eir military secreta to the controlling pa~ty. 

24. Should an agreement on a comprehensive ban on military aotivitie~ on the 

sea-bed and t:t"le ocean floor be_ concluded, the parties could apply the principle of 

free access to objec~s pl~ced on the sea~bed in order to verify compliance with. 

the treaty. That is precisely what t~e pro~o~al of the Soviet Un~on is aimed at. 

In this conn~xion, may I quote the text of article 2 of the Soviet ~aft treaty, 

which reads as follows: 

"All installations and structures on .the sea-bed and the ocean floo;r 

and the subsoil thereof shall be open on the basis of reciprocity-to-.. . .. 
representati~es of other States Parties t9 this Treaty for verification - -
of th~ ~ulfilment by States which 4ave,place~ such objects thereon of the-

. ' .. . . .. 
obligations assumed under this Treaty. 11 .. 

25. In its proposals concerning control over the implementation of this draft 

treat¥, the Soviet side is following the principtes used in the Antarctic Treaty 
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and the outer -~:P-ace Treaty =--prirlciples .. which have proved their ;worth and are being 

successfully appiied;: for "~xample, ·in th·e a~tivi ti'e~ ·of Sta tea i:d ·.antarctica. 

The system ·of contro-i on ·tlie basis ··of fre·e· acc~ss has proved 'to' be effective ·and 

worki:ible in p1:-acrtice. · In-d'e'ed,: in those. cases :involving areas wh·e:r·e. there are no 
' ' 

, :.national ·borders· :_'such as .Aritarcti?a, outer space or the· sea-bed _...: ·the principle 

of free acce-sS' can be ·applied fully and 'is the most complete and effective .. method of 

contro-l. This form of control will, we are ·convinced, contribute to the growth of 

mutual understanding· and confidence iri international' relations.· In these cases 

spheres .. -of human" activity are concerned-which have practi·cally not yet been or are 

only just beihg.upened up.· States not at' present engaged in military activities 

in these -areas have nothing :to hide and have no reaBon 'to fear tha·t control·' based 
-

on the principle· of free a.cce'ss will be used for carrying out military· intelligenc·e. 

26: .. -: Should it·-be ag-reed' to c~nclude an agreement' providing not for: the compietEi :· 

prohibition ~f the use for military purposes of the sea-bed and the ocean floor, 

.but·.:Only for the -prohibition of' the placing· of nuclear weapons -and other types of 

w.~a;pons of: mass-. ·destruction there, the principle of free access would ·be di'fficul t 

to a;pply._ Ind-eed, if 1-re· were to prohibit only the placing on the sea-bed of nuclear 

w~pons arid other types of weapons of mass destruction; while at ~he same time· 

permr~ting thEi placing there of conventional weapons, it is doubtful whether' a State,· 

even if honestly complying with the agreement, would agree to the ·l.nspection of· its 
I • . 

military installations by the controlling party, since such a form of control would 

reveal its military secrets and· only lead to tensions and conflicts ·between Statks 

par~ies tb the· treaty. 

27. Our point of view is that the method of control over the implementation of 

the agreement should be-organically linked'with·the contents and scope of the ban 

on mili-tary-activities on the sea..:.bed a:.nd the ocean floor.· Complete de111ili tarization 

of the sea-bed should be matched by the principle of free·access fo~ the purpose of 

verification. 

28. In our statement of 18 March we dwelt at some lengtn·on the questi9n df.the 

sphere or area to be covered. by the proposed-'treaty. In their statements, members 

of the Committee have mentioned various methods of defining the limi ts:·of the· areas 

to whic~- ... ~.l:±~. _j;_r.E??-tY. ~n;nild ... a:P.t?lY• It has been pointed out. that some of the methods, __ 

those, for example, which take account of the existing limits of national 
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jur~sdiction -- may.considerably complicate the solution of this question and create 

a situation.of inequality for various States on account of the differing limits of 

their terr~to~ial waters, the continental shelf and so forth. •rhe difficulties 

connected wit_b. this ~ppro.ach wer_e pointed out, in ·particular, by .tile representative 

of the United States of.America in his statement on 25 March (ENDC/PV.39T, paras. 26-43~ 

29. In this connexion our delegation would like to point out that the solution · 

proposed by the Soviet Union of the question of the area to be covered by the .treaty 

makes it possible to do. away with all these controversial questions. ife propose · . 

the es·tablishment for the purposes of this treaty of a twelve-mile maritime coastal 

zone beyond which ~ilitary activities by States on the sea-bea and the ocean floor. 

would be prohibited. In doing so, we ·have in mind that this zone, established 

ex.clusively for· the purposes of the treaty, does not involve the question of the 

limits of territorial waters, concepts of national jurisdiction and other problems.· 

Thus, many controversial issues are eliminated·and, at the s~me time, the widest 

possible·inclusi,on of the area of the sea-bed subject.to demilitarization is obtained. 

This proposal is also aimed at ensuring that the treaty becomes effective at an early 

date, by excluding the continental shelf. from the arms race -- that is, the sphere 

which, from a technological standpoint, is most easily accessible in view of present-· 

d~y scientific .. and technological possibilities, and which may be the first to become 

the site where military activities by States would go on and thus a military arms 

race would take place in that sphere. 

30. In support of this view vTe may quote the. following conclusion, .contained in a 

study by tne United Nations Secretariat on the military uses of the sea-bed and the 

ocean floor~ 

"Technically, the deployment of military weapons and other devices in the 

region of the con.tinental shelf and the deep ocean peaks, existing information 

indicates, is either already feasible or will be so in the near future. ·The 

deep ocean bed, on the contrary, is an area that s.o far seems from available 

published r.aterial .to be· the object of military research and development 

efforts only; Actual deployment, it· l1as been stated, is· -probably some time 

off, although the great intensity of present military interest might·possibly 

affect this picture in the not too distant future."· (A/AC.l35/28 9 para. 5) 
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31. In .order that the treaty should meet the inte£ests of international co-operation 

in the best possible way, we have provided in the·draft for the principle of 

universality-- any State in the world may accede to the treaty when it is opened 

for signature or subsequently at any time when a State deems it desirable to do so 

(article 4, para. 1). That point, in our view, is of great importance, because the 

greater the number ~f States acceding to the treaty the more effective will be the 

treaty itself a~d the greater will be the contribution'of its conclusion to progress 

in the cause of disarmament. 

32. A State party to the treaty, in exercising its national sovereignty, may 

withdraw from tb.e treaty if it decides that extraordinary events related to the 

~ubject matter of th~ treaty have jeopardized the supreme interests of its country. 

33. The conclusion'of a treaty on prohibition of.the use for military purposes of 

the sea-bed and the ocean floor· and the subsoil thereof would be a significant 

contribution to curbing the arms race, would create an atmosphere copducive to 

agreement on othex collateral measures, would facilitate further progress in 

disarmam~nt and, in the final analysis, would contribute to the solution of the main 

problem-- general and'complete disarmament. Prohibition of the use for military· 

purposes of the sea-bed and the ocean floor would also create an atmosphere favourable 

to the development of international co-operation between States in investigating the 

world's oceans and in solving other aspects of the problem of the sea-bed. 

34. We express the hope that members of the Committee, in the interest of developing 

international ~a-operation and strengthening peace and security will consider with 

due attention the draft treaty which we h~ve submitted. 

35. The Soviet side will, for its part, endeavour to contribute in the fullest 

possible way to the solution of the problem of banning the use for military purposes 

of the sea-bed and the ocean floor, and is ready to discuss all considerations and 

proposals >-rhich might facilitate progress in that direction. In particular, we 

are pre~ared'to hold, for that purpose, informal meetings of the.Committee, as 

proposed by i:Jirs. 11.yrdal (ENDC/PV. 397, para. 102). 
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36. We are convinced that a fruitful _discussion on this item of the agenda will make it 
I 

possible to find a solution to the problem under consideration, which would meet the 

interests of all mankind. 

37. Mr •. ECOBESCO (Romania) (translation f~om F:r:_ench): Before. expre~:?sing our views 

on the supstance of the problems under cons~deration, may I,. on behalf of the Romanian 
' .. 

delegation,.fulfil the pleasant duty of paying tribute to all the representatives here 

present. We .should like·most especially to welcome the co-Chairman of our Committee, 

1'-1r. &mith, the representative of the United States o~ ~Jmerica; the new representative of 

Brazil, Mi·. ~mand~ ~raz~o; the new representative of Canada, 1'-1r. Ignatieff; and the 
. . 

representative of Czechoslovakia, :t-1r, Klusak. I am aiso very happy to extend greetings 

to 1'-~s. Myrdal, :t-1r.' Garda Robles, and 1'-1r. Fisher; who are again among us. vie are happy 

to· .see again 1'-1r. Pro.t:l.tch, Spec.ial Representative of the' Secretary:-General of the United 

Nations, who together with his colleagues gives our Committee all hl.s support and. 

devotion.· 

38. In its constantly asce~ding path mankind has never known a period so rich in radical 

changes as that of our time •. we. live in an·era of profound pol~tical,. economic and 

social changes which follo1v one another at an accelerated pace and to which the modern 

scientific and technical revolution gives unprecedented dimensions, 

J9. Among the.decisive changes which have occurred in the contemporary world, it seems 

to us that it is approp~~ato to recall those which, in our vie-vt, are decisive for 

approaching the problems that are the subject of negotiations in this Committee. vle have 

in nind the right of each nation to decide its own future; the equal right of all Sta~es 

to peace and secLL~ity, to development and progress; and the universal value and 

indivisibility of the principles which must govern international relations. 

40, One of the most characteristic features of our era is the vigorous self-assertion 

of nations~ and their development and flourishing. Each nafiion has its own historical 
. . 

e~erience and a patrimony of material and spiritual values which constantly enrich the 

cultural treasUre of mankind; each nation has a specific personality .and character which 

demand' attention, consideration and respect; each nation oan and must make its contribu­

tion to the realization of mankindls great aspiratiqns for progress and civilization. 

41 •. Respect for the sacred and inalienable right of nations to decide.~~eir own future 

without any outside interference, to organize their life according to their will and 
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n.spir!'cti~ns·, :i;,s 'C. pr:i.m:::tT3i. 0011di ti;)n fOl"= tho ,f.r00 end' 'indep~rid<:.nt. dov~lop1U011t o:f ''er.ch 

pcopl '..; o...11d fer tl~G, p,o:si t:,Lve c...ovol•Ypment cf, relo.tions betweon·."Stc.tos, ·upon wliich in thE: 

final analysis tlie 'vor:y ponce of th...J HOrlcl depands. ... · ... ,. · "··: ",: .. •. · .,.· · 

/+2• In .order to be' ab;Le to ·dev:.)te their full en~rgic3s -o.ncl resources to·:construetive 

acti vi ti.8s·, · r.ll cnuntrie s nood poilco·, tre_nquilli ty and securi t;y-. · Thnt is preci·soly why 

ensuring ·th~t· States have en equal ~ight to peace end security -~ a r-ight which inter­

national law.hns enshrined '~1d is duty-bound to promote and·defend --is~ major impera-· 

tive to which tho disarmament negoliiations 11!1Ust cop.stant:j..y be subordinated; 

43. 'l'he Romani rill J;b:>plo, Hho throughout their· turbulent history have knc-vm the 

sufferings 1 of ·war as 1·1011 as ·the blessings of peace ~md who today 'are devoting all ·their 

energies tp e. _vA.st progra.mme for their country'.s multilateral development, are vitaJ.ly 

interested in tha establishment of peace in the world ~din tho reign·of understanding 

and friendship among· nat.ions. . 

44. Moved by.thoso ideals, Romania roso~utely works for the elimination of force And 

the permanent outlawing of Hars from tho life of society and for the achievem~nt of 

disarmament~ In all its external activities Romania bases itself on the well-knoim. truth 

that nothing in international life can last without scrupulous respect ip relations among . . 

States :-- rege..rdless of their socb.l and political· systems -- for .the' ess~ntial postulat.es, 

\-Jhich are the principle.s of sovereignty and national independence, equa.li ty of rights, 

non-i.i-].terforonc.e in inte1~na1 o.ffairs, non-recourse to force, and mutua~ advantage-. 

45. Norinc'1l relations of peaceful co-c:)dstence bot ween the nation·s of. the .ivorld are not . 

and cannot be conceived oxcopt· vri.thin tho framework of international lm-1 and on thd basis 

,of international law; and of the great pril'iciples, standards nnd institutions which stem 

froB the very essence. of that lmr. 

46. 'fhqse principles o.nd fundamental standards of lc.w nre. applied by Romania in its 

relations with all States without exception. ' Those prindplos, which are .in·corporated 

:Ln.RQmrolia's Constitution, have the force of law :i,n all the extarnal activ:itios of"'the 

Romanian Government. and State. ' ' . 
47. It is our firPl conviction, borne out by the fe.cts of:. life·, that thO' constrq.ctibn cf · 

a world of. p'Gace·, .co-ope:r:ation, 'Md friendship 8.¥long peoples is i~timately li,nked wi'th 

the observance and: r~gor'ous. implementation of thoso·.princ:iples by' 'ell Ste.te.s, anp. the~ . 
each of ;those principle·o is related to· that .construction·~· . . ;·. ·"' 

.· "': ··. '} -• 
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"The strengthening of peace and security and the normalization of relations 

between States" the President of the State Council of Romania, Mr. Nicolc.e 

Ceau;>e~co, recently stat,od J 11 arE: directly interdependent ru1d condi tio·n each 

other. Practice shows.that these object~ves can be achieved only in so far as 

each State acts on the basis of the indefeasible right of all peoples to decide 

their.own future, without interfe~ence from outside, respect for the principles 

of independence and national sovereignty, eque~ity of rights, non-interference 

in interna~ affairs, mutual ~dvantage ••• We are convinced that a spirit of 

respons~bility in regard to the fate of mankind must be shovm by all States, 

large and small, and by nll statesmen, whoso duty it is to act resolutely and 

qonsistently to elininate the existirig hotbeds of vmr in the world, to settle 

disputes through negotiation and to concentrate efforts on continuing and . 

strengthening the rele..xation of tension in international life. 11 

48. Experience shows that Hhenever those imperative standards in international behaviou,r. 

have been respected, peace end security have triump~ed~ Conversely, disregard fqr, or 

violation of, those stendards has always led to tension, conflicts and an atmosphere of 

fear ~d suspicion. 

49. Nothing can justify·contempt for those rules, which took shape and became imperative 

at' the ~nd ad a long proc~ss of historic development, and whose rec;gnition and 

implementati"on demanded of mankind a heavy price in suffering and ·sacrifice. 

50. Those principles, which, like peace and security, are universal and indivisible, 

constitute the very foundation of in~ernational legality and at the same time are 

indispensable and essential both for the harmonious development of relations between . 

States and for the solution of the groat problems confronting mankind, among which 

disarmament holds pride of place. 

51. The Romanian Government attaches especial .importance to the presen~ session of.the 

Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament. It can be said that this·Committee finds itself· 

not so much on the threshold of a new session as at the beginning of a new period in-its 

activities. The experience acquired throughout the years, thG balance sheet of the w9rk. 

done hitherto, the conclusion of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons 

(ENDC/226*) ru1d, above all, the profound realities of international life, with their 

constant change and development, call for nn over-all reassessment by us of our way of . 
thinking and acting. In fact, they do more than call for a reassessment: they require it. 
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52. The main.objective of our negotiations has been ru1d continues to be the achievemept 

of general disarmament and, first and foremost, nuclear disarmament. By next autumn a 

decade will hoye elapsed since the United Nations General Assembly ndopted a well-known 

resolution in which the question of genere~ and complete disexmament ~as procla~med to 

be 11 the most _important one f.9..cing the world toda:y-11 (,resolution 1378 (XIV)). Con$equently, 

it is only natural that all of us should, here. ['nd no;vr, look back to see what h~s b'een 

achieved, e.nd also .consider 1~1at we shall have to do to carry out the mandate entrusted 

to us • 

. 53. Unfo~tunately, in this field negotiations have not led to the expected results. But 

what is most d~squieting is that during thes~ ten years the nrms race has assume~ an 

ever increasing rate and prop9rtions. The capacities for destruction which have been 

accumulated in- the arsenals of the nuclear States are such that the very existenc~ of 

mankind is threatened. 

54. In these circumstances, it is necessary to adopt radical measures aimed at ending 

the arms race, to undertake resolute action in the direction of general disarmament, ru1d 

to ·take specific steps to reduce ru1d$ finally, eliminate the nucleex threat. 

55. Romania has spoken d.nd continu~s. to speak in favour of the .outlawing of atomic 

vTeapons, the cesse.tion of production of_ such weapons, &'"ld the reduction and elimination 

of existing stockpiles. The prohibition of th~ usc of nucloex weapons, the limitation · 

and reduction of strategic offensive de~ivory systems, ruld the cessation of ell tests of 

such weapons would help to put a brake on the atomic arms race end to create· the pre­

requisites for the f-inal,cessation of that race and for the complete elimination of 

nuclear weapons. 

56. The acute question of effective security guarru1tees for those States which, ~der 

the non-proliferation Tro<'-ty, renounce nuclear weapons, as well as the question of 

unh~ndered ~ccess by all countries to the benefits of the peaceful use~ of the atom, PXO 

among the problems to which adequate solutions must bo found·. 
' 57. Under the obligations deriving from article VI of th~ non-proliferation Treaty, . 

ru1d by virtue of resolutions of the last session of the United Nations General Assem?ly, 

the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament must place general and complete disarmament 

and its_~ain component, nuclear qisarm&~ent, at the very centre of its negotiations 

(ENJ:?C/237) • 
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58.· Disarmament, a· problem of fundamental interest to nll peoples, can be achieved only 

through .the· convergent efforts of 'all the States of tho 1.-10rld. That is Hhy HC have 

supported and continue to support the idef'.. of convening a Horld conference on d:i"sarmament 

to wnich all the States of the Horld Hould be invited. The appropriat~ conditions should 

be created for ensuring thG participation of the People's Republic of Chiha in the 

.debate and in the .solution of .all exi'sting international problems, among VIhich disarmament 

holds a place·of primary.importance. 

59. The establishment of an effective system of peace and security presupposes the 

concentration of the 'efforts of all States towards the relaxation of tension, the 

peace·ful solution of urgent international· problems with due regard to existing realities, 

and towards the organization of multilateral co-operation among the countries of the 

'world, which Hill ensure the unhindered progress of every nation. 

60. Life itself requires the elimination of extificel barriers, the abolition.of 

opposing military blocs and their replacement by a general system of peace ·and secuxity, 

the liquidation of all military bases located on the territory of other States end the 

vdthdraHal of 'foreign troops within the limits of theirinational frontiers.· T4e general 

interests of,peace demand that States·renounce definitively and in deeds the. policy of 

the cold war} the rattling of arms, qemonstrations of force such as military manoeuvres 

on the territory or the frontiers of other States,.and threats Hhich only increase 

mistrust end international tension. 

61. }~other field that is of concern to us all is the outla\Ving of chemical and 

bacteriological Heapons. Having regexd to the place ~~d scope of this problem ~dthin the 

generet~ context. of the prohibition o;f' weapons of ina.ss destruction, the Romanian del·e­

gntion feels that its true. solution must be based on the consolidation of ·the Geneva 

Protocol of 1925, through strict observance of its provisions and adherence to it by all 

States. 

62. We share the vie~r expressed during ·the debates that the study of this question will 

be facilitated by the report·of the group of experts appointed by the Secretexy-General 

of the United Nations, a report which we have been told will probably be presented next· 

July. 

63.. As the Romanian delegation has already had occasion to state, He are in favour of . 
the adoption of measures to ensure the use of the sea-bed exclusively for peaceful , 

purposes. In order that the immense underwater riches, whose value cen barely be gllmpsed 
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at present; may be explor~d ~d exploited for the benefit of mPnkind, a prerequisite·is 

the prohibition of all milite..cy- aci:.i•ritics on .the sea-bed, the ocean floor and the subsoil 

thereof in the area situated beyond national j~isdiction. . 
64. We believe that any futUl~e regulation must be based on recognition of the need to 

ensure the use of the sea-bed for the benefit of all peoples, large and small, while 

taking into account the interests of all-States, without any discrimination whatsoever. 
. . 

In the process of negotiating such an agreement we shall undoubtedly have to clarify the 

various aspects of the question requiring-a thorough study and find appropriate solutions. 

65. In the opinion of the Romanian delegation, the draft (ENDC/240) submitted to tJ:1e 

Committee by the Soviet deleg~tion constitutes a useful basis for thor8ugh negotiations 

on the demilitarization of tho sea-bed and the subsoil thereof. 

66. As regards regional disarmament measures and measlires for the r~laxation of tonsion, 

Romania naturally gives particular att,mtion to the ;ontinent c.f which it is part and 

to the geographical exea in which it is situated. Our country is vitally interested in 

the establishment of normal relations of co-operation'and good-neighbourliness between 

all the States of Europe, and in the establishment of peace and security on this 

continent. 

67, Our approach to this problem is based on the conviction that the achievement of 

European security not only 1rould·meet·~ho aspirations and interests of the peoples of . . 
that region but would also serv0 tho general cause of pee.co, vie are of the opinion that, 

on the whole, the ovoluti~n of the situation in Europe reve~s the existence of 

favourable opportunities, of positive tre~ds towards the relaxation of tension and 

co-operation. What is involved is, undoubtedly, a complex and evolving process, a path 

along which progress can bo made step by- ~tep, by syst8matic and continuing efforts, 'by 

·the normalization and persistent intensification of relations between the States of the 

·continent. It is the duty of the European countries to act in such a way that this 

process is neither slowed down nor interrupted but, on the contrary, encouraged and 

expanded.so that 

might poison ~he 

State is certain 

the,process of relaxation of tension continues and th.at any action'which 
I 

climate in Europe is avoided.· It is only in so far as each European 

that its independence an~ territo~ial integrity_ will not be threatened, 

in so far as each. people is convinced that it can fr0ely choose. its·. ~w.n path of 

development, that a lasting foundatipn will be creatod for the security of the whole 

continent. 
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68. In.~;Mlis J;:9-;?l?OC~ 1;. th.<;:· ,w:i, thdruw.:u of ull troo~)S frOi:l the terri tory of other Stn tcs 

within the lir.rl. ts of thc.ir n·::'..tionul frontier:'.'. t~e q"liminution of ~h0 foreicn 1:1ili tnry 
.. .. - • • • ~·.. ' • c •• , ·,, • • • , r . . t_. , 

buses cxistinr; in Europe, the ubr;li tion of ,NATO UIJ.~:. '· -1 t tho S[.Ui)O. till)o, <;>f the Hursnw 
I • •' ,• ' ! : • •' I o o • •. ,•• 

milito..ry pnct, the cstnblishmcnt. of n:uclq~~-frco zo~o~~· and. th~" ir.1plomcntntio~ oi other 

rogion.:tl clis.:trma.ment mcnsures VJ~uld be 0~ '. cro~t.,ii~~::_;ortu~cc'. Rom.':'.n~o. ~Ol~side~s th~t 

I 

the covornme;nts of Europo~n Sto.to13 woulll ren(lq:r a. r:roo.t scrv.icc :to r:Joc~ri ty D..Ud pone~. 
': .•. ' ·. 

if they c1ocidct1 to force the orcn.niza.tion of raili t:cry munoeuvrC:s und other 
t 0. . . .. ~. .• • : 0. 

demonstrp.tiono of ~orcc on tho frontiers or .on tho ter:ritory o~ o~hcr .. Stntes. 

,69. Convinced .tho.t ~ocuri ty in Europe must be the· fruit of t~nrcr;litt~nrs .efforts by' a.l~ 

Europcnn nntions,. Ror:mnin._is r:1'J.kinc ·.its or~n ·contribution ·t.::. th::'.t ~.:ts~c. ?iclo by: side 
' '. ,, .. ; .. 

with its concern to oxp.:tnc1 bila.tcr.:tl rolnti.ons a.t C.~iffor9"nt lovols with nll the Stntcs 

of Europe, Roma.nin hns co-opcrntod nncl. is co-~~orati~£; .i·~ th other count;riqs qn li1.:tny ... 
occa.sions with ~ vi ow to .pronating Europe:c;~ sec.l:lri ty •. 

70. As is.wcll knorm, in 1965 :tho Gonero.l Asser:1bly of - ...... ., 

.. 
the Uni toc1 N2.t:i,~ms .:-:~?ii:1ously 

c.c1qptod the: resolution on. the. ir.1~~rovoment of e;oocl:..ncic;hb~i.rrly rclati!=Jns r.f.1onc Europca.n 
. ' . t. ., .... ;, ... . 4 • • : • ! ' . . '~ 

Sta.tcs, tho dro.Xt of rrhic]+ hnc1 boon submi:t:tor.l by nine: ·_countries inc],uc.1ing Roi:1p.nic.. 
. . . . 4... . ·. . : . . . . .' i 

Tho idco..G o.nd pr~nci1:.1c:s c..ffir1:1od by th::tt' ~¢soluti~n rc-:t~1in (resolution 2129 ~XX)). 

:. 

their full va.luo nncl topicnlity. T'n0 requost ncldrvssoC.. by the Goncr.:tl l;.sscnbly .to .... 
.-. ''· 

the covernr.Kmts of :,juropo<.m Sto.tes: 
:1 ... to intensify tl1oir efforts to im:t:Jr:Ovo r::::ci~,,roc::tl rolo.tions, with n 

vicrr to croa.ting a.n ntl:!OSlJhcrc of confiucnqc rrhich wil~ be c·oncluciv~ to 

un effective consic.~ora.tion of the problems v1hich nrc still hnr.1porinr; the 

rclo.xo.tion of tension in :6uropc nnc1 tllrouchout tho vmrldli 

consti tuto.s nor!, ~s. it c.~icl th~.J time, i='- forceful co.ll to a.ction. 
. ' 

71. flo consit:.or th:"..t thoro a.ro !lK'..ny :i_Jossibilitivs whicJ.1 l1:'.ve not yet been oj'cploro'c1 

o.ncl. whose ic.lontificc..tion ~nc:. implcmontcd:;i•)n cn~l for nll our powers of thouuht nnd 

r:.n nbsoluto VJill to succcH.:cl.. 

72. Recently, the Stu.tos p:::trtioG to the ::r'l.rso.w Pnct, in reaffirming tho wcll-:;:riown' 

pro}?oso.ls cont.':'.incd in tho Bucho.rcst Dccl;:rntion of 1966 conccrninc Eur~'po.:{~ sccuri ty, 

n<ldrcsscc~ nn D..}J:_;o:c.l to nll tho Sto.tos of the continent; invi tin~ tlior.l to c'o-opor::'.te 

in order to c.chiovo its a.im. · Tho c..p:,.)ca.l sci.ys': · 

;jThe present .:tnd tho futuro of tho peoples of ·~uroiJO ··is inc.lisio+~bly~ 
, 

linked with tho ma.inton:cnco c.ncl co:nsoiic1::>.tion of LJo.-\co on our' 'c-ontinent. 

Genuine security .:'.lld rolic.blo :ponce cc.n be onsurct1,·· i'f tho thouGhts,· "p~rsuits 
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and energy of the ~uropean Statc.s o..re directed towards the aim of relaxing .· 

tens{on, solving witb due r0gard to realities inturnntional problems that are 
. •. 

ripe for solution and arranging for all-round co-operation on an all-European 

basis. 11 

..... 
11It is a vital necessity for the European peoples to avert new military 
< 

conflicts and to strengthen tho political, economic and cultural links between 

all Btatos on the basis qf equal rights and respect for the independence and 

sovereignty of States • 11 (ENDC/243, pp.3 and 5) · 

73. Wo c~e of the opinion that a positive step towards the solution of such problems 

would be the convening of a European conference in which all the States of the 

continent would participate and which would ex~ine concrete measures designed to 

secure a relaxation of tensi~n and peace and security i~ Europe. It is the duty of all 

European countrios to co-operate in the crea.tion of a clim~te Javo~able to the 

organiza.tion and success of puch a conference. 

74. One .of the most impor~ont contributions to the a.chievement of European security 
. . 

would be the normalization of relations between the Balkan States, and the 

intensification of their efforts and activities aimed at improving tho climate in that· 

part of Europe and transforming tho Balkans into an area of peace and international 

co-operation •. 

75o The Romanian delegdion 'would now like to state its point of view on the'important 
. . 

operational problems which have been touched on, in one way or a~other, in all the 

statements made so far. Our considerations and suggestions are based on tho following 

ideas which seem to us to be ossent~al: (1) the acute need for a coherent programme 

of action,comprising both immediate and long-turm oblectives;. (2) the improvement of 

methods of work and the intensification of the pace of negotiations; (3) the decisive 

importance of the political will of States. for the success of the disarmament 

n~gotiations. 

76. The crystallization of a unitcry concept and the delineation of a clear, precise 
' and broad vision of the proposed aim are indispensable conditio~s for any rational 

action. The concept of programming and pla.nning has become imperative in all spheres 

of human activity. The fascinating adventure of tho end of the present century, in 

which mankind places so many justified hopes, ·cannot be separated from thG factor, which 

is so important, of immediate and long-term forecasting and programming. 

77. Major activities of the United Nations, such as development and decolonization, 

have been conceived in the ligh~ of a global strategy consisting of a sot of measures 

phased in time and necessarily subordinated to practical objectives. 
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78. The United Nations proclaimed a first Development Decade and, as·is known, 
. .. 

the idea of a second Decade has already been accepted. But that method has not 

been u~ed in the disarmament negotiations, despite the obvious connexion that 

exists.b.e?ween development and disarmament. 

79. In the opinion of the Romania:n d~legation, the efforts of States aimedat 

achieving effective progress towards disarmament should be directed in a new 

manner, so~ to give the negotiations perspective, continuity, consis~ency and 
~ .. -.. ~... . ~ .. ' . 

ef.fecti veness. l-ie believe that it would be advisable to have :recourse to a 

functional approaon consisting of a series of measures, all integrated within 

the fu-ddamental objective pursued., namely, general di~armament and, first and 

forement, nuclear disarmament. 

80. It is in tha>t light that one could v·iew the proclamation of a United 

Nations disarmament de&ade, 1970-1980, 'which would be harmonized with the ·second 

Development Deoade, thus making it possible to combine· the efforts undertaken by 

the international community.in th~se fields of vital significance for promoting 

progress throughout the world and for ensuring general peaqe. 

81. Such a decade should draw its inspiration from and be based on the 

resolutions adopted in recent years by the General Assembly of the United Nations 9 

the recommendations of the Conference of Non-Nuclear-Weapon States (A/7277), and 

the provisions of article VI of the Treaty on the Non-Profiferation of Nuclear 

Weapons; should be in complete ~reament with the· provisional agenda. adopted by 

our Committee on 15 August 1968, (ENDC/236 p.3), and take into account the 

proposals and suggestions put forward by various States both in the Committee 

and' in the United Nations. 

82. The laying down of a complex programme of work based on those essential 

components would open up a vast horizon for disarmament negotiations and would • 
I 

mak~ it possible ~o estaplish a hierarchy of priorities and precise time limits 

for the phased implemen~ation of the various measures. 
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83. In view of the great danger represented by the existence of atomic weapons 

to th\3 whole of mankind, measures in the field of nuclear disarmam·ent must 

naturally be gi~en the highest p~iority. Moreover, in our Committee a unanimous 

oonsen·sus was reached last August that absolute priority must be given in the 

negotiations to: "Further effective measures relating to the cessation of the 

nuclear arms ra<"e at. an early dato and to nuclear disarmament." 

84. The Romanian d~legation regards as a matter of the utmost urgency the 

accomplishment of such measures as the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons, 

the limitation of strategic delivery systems, the total prohibition of nuclear 

weapons tests, and the cessation of the production of such weapons. It is our 
. . 

profound conviction that there can 'he no valid reasons to justify the.postponement 
. . 

of the conclusion of agre8ments on the aforesaid measures~ all the more so as 

such measures are viewed as preliminaries to more far-reaching actions, namely, 

the gradual destruction of nuclear weapons and their complete elimination from 

national arsenals. 

85. On the other hand, special attention should be given to partial measures 

which, would engender'· .confidence and whose implementation would, in .a tangible 

manner, promote a relaxation of tension and contribute directly to the improvement 

of the international political climate. · ~ie have in mind the .liq_uidation of 

military bases on foreign territory, the withdrawal of troops within the limits 

of their national frontiers, the prohibition of military manoeuvres and other 

demonstrations of force on thef.rontiers or on·the'territory of other States, the 

abolition of military blocs, the establishment of nuclear-free zones, regional 

disarmament measures, the prohibit~on of military activities on the sea-bed, and 

so on. 

86. Prepared in its initial form in this Committe~, the programme we suggest 
' would'be cpmpleted at·the General Assembly, with the participation of all Members 

of the United Nations. Thus it would constitute the basis for actions to be 

undertaken within the framework of the United Nations disarmament decade. Tackled 

along a broad front, with clearly defined objuctives and with time-limits established . 
in advance, the urgent'problem of disarmament 7 like tha·t of development, would be 

the focus of the concerns of the international community in the nineteen seventies. 
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87. The ffiJ?O innovating attitude sho~ld .also gu~de our efforts in r.::e;;ard t-o our 
"' methods of·w.ork. vio believe that all mE-mbors of thr, Commi tto.:, 1Till agreo thc1t the 

forres· of ·organization. and the procedures used hero'aro not, and cannot b8 9 

-.- immutable, .::stablishod. once and for all. ~"-cting constantly in a0cordR.nco with 
• , f " 

.. the criteria of efficiency arid alw:1ys bE:aring i'n~mind the need for adaptability, 

W't.~ shaJ l hav0 to mi'ike the changes :required ,by the scppe and urgency o:t tho tasks 

confronting us. In short, w~ should together.seek out andreach agreGment on the 

most appropriate ways a~d means of attaining the proposed objectives. 

88. Advocates as 'l·re are of a '1dynamio concoptJ.on 11 of the negotiations, we 

consider that it' is more than ever necessary to int.msify our work as much as 

possible, to diversify it R.nd to· improye its effici_enc;r, so that we can proceed, 
J 

after the general debate, 'to. a detailed exR.mination of the proble!fiS entrustE::d to. 

us, The Romanian delegation sharGs the.view held by the representatives of many 

countries that the negotiations should be concentrated on R. broad range of measures 

and that the discussions should 'not bG limited to one point, as has often 

h~p:pened in the past. 

89b An essential condition for fruitful activity is the carrying out of a true 

dialogue, through the participation of ·all~ in t~o spirit of, and with rigorous . ' . . - . . 

rospect 'for, tho principle o:f the equality o:f tha Stn.tee. meet.ing aro~nd the 

negotiating table. That presupposes a constructive approach to the problems on . . . ., . 

t• e basis of a method of work, an und8rsta!J.ding of and receptiveness to the 

.. , 

. arguments of each one,: rL:spect a_nd. consid€ration for t' e J?OSi tions put. forward, as 

well as the harmonizati'on of the interebts of all countries. 

90. In tho light of the considerations I have just ~entioned, the Romanian 
·, ' I 

dol~gation is in ·favour'of increasing the number of weekly meetings, of convening 

unofficial meetings, and of ·creating, if necessary, floxibl~ organizational 

structures with. the. participation of all member. countries,- or of those that are 

irl;tE:;rosted, with a view io considering in greater d.:;tail specific .. questions or 

quEJstions on which agreement could bo reached in a' relatively short time .. ·;v-e might 

also have recourse more often to the highly qualified s·e~vices of the Secretariat. nf 

-bhe Con:ference in ordt3r to draw up summaries or doctirnentary studies that are .so 

necessary to our vrork. . . 
91. W~ are, of course, r:nvare that t:Q.e preparation of a programme. of negotiations 

\ 

and the improvement of our methods of work -- which are Glements of the utmost 
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importance. -- cannot in thems'~i v~s · pr~~ni~ :the ':key. to the success of th~ ~~g~ti~t.i~ns. 
We are considering problems of great cornplexiiy er1tailing the most profoupd political, . ~ : . . 
military, eco~o~c,and social consequences which, by their natur~, .call for decisions 

of the highest respo~sibility. 

92. The dete1~ining factor for the achievement of real progress towards disarmament 

has been, ~d still.is, t~e will of States to reach agreements, their political vdll to 

~at out rasolutely along this path, and the creation of a healthy climat.e_favourable to 

the continued progress of the negotiations. 

93. In the field of disarmament; as H'cll as where thE!' solution of major international 

problems is concerned, States should meet each other half way and SE}jlk, with perseverance 

and consistency, for ways of understanding in the interest of co-operation and peace. 

It is.the duty of all States to contribut~, through concrete actions, to the achievement 

of those objectives. It vrould be particularly just 8.nd equitable that the great Powers 

should themselves, in the first place, set the example in that respect, which would be 

beneficial to all countries, to relaxation of tension ~1d to international co-operation. 

94. We believe that al~ of us in this Committee e.re fully aware of the need to have our 

dicussions result in agreements on effective disarmament measures. The velue of the 

statements we make here could never be better confirmed than by the force of deeds, which 

are so expressive. 

95. Being aware that what is expected of ·as is deeds and meaningful achievements, we 

think that it is appropriate to recall the old but very topical saying that beautiful 

harmony undoubtedly comes from a meeting of words and deeds. 

96. The Romanian delegation has expressed its views frankly, both on the substa.nce of 

the problems and on the forms and methods of \oJOrk. \ve have done so because we are 

convinced that the spirit of frankness -- which has also characterized the statements 

of other representatives -- must prevail in our negotiations in order that we may engage 

in a constructive and fruitful dialogue. 

97. For its part, our delegation has firm instructions from the Government of the Social­

ist Republic of Romania to act in a practical manner, in co-operation with the delegations 

of other countries, to promote the cause of disarmament and peace and, at the same time, 

to contribute to the progress of the negotiations. 
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The' Con:f~r~~nce.;.."di:6i~·ed to issue the following communigu~: 
• .. , . • . . • .. , '. ' • • • ' • ' .~ ' < ~~! 

· · '"The Confer~nce of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament today 

lield its 400th plenary meeting in the Palais des Nations, Genev~, under the 

chairmanship oi·H.E." ~bussadQr R. Car~cciolo, representative of Italy. 

"Statements were made by the representatives of the· Union of Soviet 

Socialist Repuolics and Romania. 
• I 

11Thenext meeting of the Conference will be held on Tuesday, 8 April 1969, 

at 10,30 ·~.m." 

The meeting rose at 12 noon. 

'· 


