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The meeting was called to order at lC.55 a.m. 

AGENDA ITEMS 31 , 34, 35, 36, 37, 33, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43 7 447 45, 46, 47, 43, 

120, 122 and 126 (continued) 

Mr. NIKOLOV (Bulgaria) (interpretation from French): Mr. Chairman, 

since this is my first statement in this Committee I should like to congratulate 

you on your election to your post, which you occt:py •: Hh distinction. 

I 1-1ish to pay you a tribute for the very able manner in which you have been 

conducting our deliberations. 

The J etPrRl Assembly 7 s agenda this year once again confirms the fact that 

disarmament has becorr.e one of its primary concerns. The reason is 

well known. The maintenance of international peace and security, a fundamental 

objective of the United Nations, is linl~ed to disarmament. However, there are 

many obstacles to disarmament .. 

Every session of the General Assembly provides us 1-1ith an opportunity to 

review the v7ork being done in various international bodies on disarmament 

problems and gives us an opportunity to consider the measures necessary to 

resolve those problems. 

As we know, the negotiations that have taken place over many years within 

the various institutions of the United Nations and in the Committee on 

Disarmament have led to the conclusion of a c.umber of international instruments 

such as the Moscow Treaty on a ·partial nuclear test ban, the Treaty on the 

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, the Treaty on the :::cm:.clec.riu.tion of 

the se a-bed, the Cc,nvc,ntion banning ~-·act e rio b,_ ical weapons, 'the Agreements 

between the United States and the Soviet Union on the prevention of nuclear 

warfare F.n'~ the limitation of strategic arms, together with other agreements, 

a re all of great importance and should not be i c no r ec . All : :1ese agre2:r:ent s 

have had a great influence on the world situation and nonst cle::' initely 

efforts to promote disarmament, but they leave standing the major problem of 

our times, which is the elimination of the terrible danger of nuclear warfare. 

We share the view that over the past few years negotiations in the area 

of disarmament have not been very productive. This state of affairs arouses 
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(Mr. Nikolov, Bulgaria) 

the legitimate concern of the international community. A number of serious 

questions relating to disarmament have for many years now appeared on the 

A. f!.e r,da of the United Nations without being resolved, and other problems are 

being added all the time. It is the duty of Governments to remedy that 

situation. 
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Generally speaking, the progress of disarmarrent is closely connected 

with the development of the international situation. For this reason it is 

reassuring to note that the favourable trends in international relations are 

becoming even stronger, and the successful conclusion of the Conference on 

Security and Co-operation in Europe is the most recent illustration of that. 

By subscribing to the commitments contained in the Final Act of that historic 

conference, in particular to the Declaration on Principles Guiding Relations 

and to the Docurr.ent on Confidence-building measures and Certain Aspects of 

Security and Disarmament, the participating States have contributed in a 

tangible way to the strengthening of security in Europe, to the lessening 

of international tension, and thus to the creation of better political conditions 

for further progress in the area of disarmament. In the circumstances it would 

be logical to view with greater confidence the prospects for the current 

negotiations in Vienna on the reduction of armed forces and arms in central 

Europe. Their success, which is so ardently desired by the Bulgarian Government, 

would give a new dimension to detente in Europe and in the entire world, which 

would be in the interests of all peoples. 

I should now like to turn to a few of _the problems which have been 

submitted to us for consideration. It is undeniable that the problems of 

nuclear disarmament deserve priority attention. They have been of concern to 

world public opinion ever since the emergence of weapons of mass destruction 

three decades ago. 'This concern is growing, because although the danger of 

nuclear warfare tns receded in recent years as a result of the international 

agreements that have been signed, the arms race bas not stopped. 'I'be 

accumulation of nuclear weapons has continued, the threat that they may be 

used has not yet been removed, and military budgets are increasing. 

The Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Froliferation 

of Nuclear '"eapons which was held last May in Geneva, while it welcom<;d the 

recent progress towards the signing of the treaty by more States, nevertheless 

noted with concern that the treaty vras not yet acceded to by all States. 'Ihe 

representatives of the States that took part in the Conference stressed the 

urgent need to strengthen the system of non-proliferation of nuclear weapons 

set up by the treaty by ensuring universal support for it. 

I 
I 

~ 
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Shortly before the Review Conference, and immediately after it, more than 

10 countries, including five belonging to Euratom, became parties to the 

treaty. That is a favourable development. Nevertheless, the danger of further 

dissemination of nuclear weapons remains as acute as ever. The Secretary-General 

of the United Nations refers to this in specific terms in the introduction to 

his annual report. A considerable number of States are still not part of the 

non-proliferation system. Thus the constant increase in the peaceful use of 

nuclear energy, inevitably involving an increase in the production of plutonium 

which can be used in the production of nuclear weapons, automatically increases 

the danger of the proliferation of such weapons of mass destruction. Certain 

complete installations for nuclear fuel cycling have been delivered or are 

being delivered to countries that are not parties to the Non-Proliferation 

Treaty, and this has given rise to well-justified fears. Everyone knows that 

it is not difficult for States that are industrially and technclogically advanced 

and that have stayed outside the non-proliferation system to adapt the nuclear 

technology they acquire to military purposes if they so desire. There are 

political forces at work in some of these countries that are not averse from 

such intentions. All this suggests that further action should be considered 

to provide additional guarantees to ensure that fissionable material and nuclear 

equipment made available to States that are not parties to the Treaty are used 

solely for peaceful purposes. Everyone understands that further dissemination 

of nuclear weapons in the present circumstances would entail very serious 

consequences. 

We do not need convincing that it would seriously endanger international 

stability, make world peace and security even more precarious and demolish any 

prospects of success in prcmoting nuclear disarmament. We must therefore do 

everything we can to ensure the accession of all States to the Non-Proliferation 

Treaty, and thus prevent any increase in the number of States possessing nuclear 

weapons, in the interests of world peace and the security of all peoples. j 

'I'he horizontal non-proliferation of weapons of mass destruction is today I 
a prior condition not only for international stability and security but also i 

I . 
I 
l 
) 

l 

I 

I 
I 
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for progress in negotiations on nuclear disarmament. The Member States of 

the United Nations must work together to bring about universal support for 

the system of non-proliferation of nuclear weapons. At the Non-Proliferaticn 

Treaty Review Conference and in other international bodies there has been much 

discussion about the need to prevent both vertical and horizontal proliferation 

of nuclear weapons. It is undeniable that srecific action is needed in both 

these are as . 
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However, it should be noted that vertical non-proliferation, or the 

limitation and reduction of strategic weapons, presupposes horizontal non­

proliferation. 

'Ihe renewed interest '''hich has emerged recently in the United Nations and 

elsewhere in the creation of nuclear weapon-free zones is part of the efforts 

to prevent horizontal proliferation. 'Ihat is also a reflection of the concern 

t that the danger of further dissemination remains quite real. 'I'he creation of 

nuclear weapon-free zones would automatically contribute to the strengthening 

of regional security and to the non-proliferation regime because more areas 

of the world would not then be affected by the nuclear arms race. 

'Ihe Group of Governmental Experts on Nuclear Weapon-Free Zones, which was 

created by the Conference of the Co~mittee on Disarmament (CCD), met last 

summer in Geneva to study comprehensively the question of nuclear weapon-free 

zones, under the mandate given to it by General Assembly resolution 3261 F (XXIX). 

My country was very happy to be part of that Group, which discharged its task by 

:;Jreparing the study i.n question, a study we have all considered to be of interes t. 

A number of general considerations and principles relating to the creation of 

such zones are set forth therein. We share the view of most of the experts that 

nuclear weapon-free zones should not be considered as an alterr.qtive 

to the universality of the Non-Proliferation Treaty. Instead, those zones 

should be viewed as entirely compatible with the objectives of the Treaty. 

It was agreed that the part of the world concerned should take the initiative 

in proposing that it become a nuclear weapon-fr~ ~ zone. It was also agreed 

that participation in such a zone should be voluntary. Quite obviously no one 

on the outside should be allowed to impose nuclear weapon-free zones on others. 

As conditions vary from one region to R.rcotter, an approach taking into 

account the specific problems of each case would be rr.ost appropriate. 

It goes without saying that the provisions of any agreement setting up a nuclear 

weapon-free zone should be in keeping with the principles of international law. 

At the end of our discussion here, we must reach decisions on what shovlrl 

be done to follow up the study on nuclear weapon-free zones and on the specj_fic 

proposals which relate to the creation of such zones in various parts of the 

world. 'I'he study in question was prepared by a small group of experts) and 

I 
I 
i 
J 
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it might perhaps be useful to complete that study by taking into account 

observations by countries which did not participate in the work of that group. 

This year the CCD, in accordance with the task assigned to it by the 

General Assembly in resolution 3261 D (XXIX), also discussed the implications 

of peaceful nuclear explosions and how those explosions might affect arms 

control. 'I'hat question is part of the whole complex range of issues involved in 

nuclear disarmament. Another group of expe,rts within the framework of the CCD 

held a number of meetings to discuss that issue. 

The deliberations of the CCD failed to bring out any new factor likely to 

challenge the conclusions contained in the General Assembly resolution I have 

just mentioned which says, inter alia: 
11 
••• that it has not yet proved possible to differentiate between the 

technology for nuclear weapons and that for nuclear explosive devices for 

peaceful purposes 11
• 

The soundness of that conclusion is confirmed by the Review Conference of 

the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. That 

Conference provided for the supplying to non-nuclear States, and States which are 

not signatories of the Treaty of services in the area of peaceful nuclear 

explosions in accordance with the terms set forth in Article V of the 

Non-Proliferation Treaty. Thus, States which are still outside the system of 

non-proliferation can still enjoy the potential advantages of peaceful nuclear 

explosions without having to acquire an independent national capacity to carry 

out such explosions. In its Final Declaration, the Review Conference of the 

Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons stressed that 

it considered: 
11 
••• the IAEA to be the appropriate international body, referred to in 

Article V of the Treaty, through which potential benefits from peaceful 

applications of nuclear explosions could be made available to any non­

nuclear-weapon State. 11 (NPT/CONF/35/I, Annex I, p. 7) 

The Conference also stated that: 
11 
••• access to potential benefits of nuclear explosions for peaceful 

purposes (should) not lead to any proliferation of nuclear explosive 

capability." (Ibid, p. 6) 
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'Ihe Bulgarian delegation is of the opinion that future arrangements on 

the carrying out cf nuclear explosions for J::eaceful purposes shmcld complete 

and strengthen the present system of non-proliferation. 

Today ~e see a paradoxical situation in international relations. On the 

one hand, international detente is continuing thanks to the settlement of a 

number of important problems ~hich earlier had caused acute tension among 

States. On the other hand, positive developments on the international scene 

not~ithstanding, the conventional and nuclear arms race is continuing. It has 

been pointed out that these trends are not necessarily incompatible. It is 

difficult to understand, though, tG~ ttey can coexist for very long. 
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~e military industrial complex in certain T,IJestern countries is not 

exactly opposed to that kind of 11peaceful coexistence 11
• Everyone realize:s 

that the arms race cannot continue for ever without endangering world peace. 

Increasingly, mankind finds itself confronted with the imperative of our times, 

that is, the imper~tive need to put an end to the arms . race and completely 

eliminate the threat of nuclear warfare. Productive negotiations should 

quietly tc:ke pl· ce 8~nm1g tile nucle ar-•.leapon States in an effort 

to reach further international agreements in the area of nuclear disarmament 

and in particular. first and foremost, to conclude a treaty on the complete 

and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests, as proposed by the Soviet 

Union, which at chis session of the General Assembly has presented a draft 

treaty on this matter. The Bulgarian delegation in its first statement said 

that it gave its full support to that proposal. · 

The prohibition of all nuclear-weapon tests would be a decisive step 

towards ending the nuclear arms race. It would pave the way to further results 

in nuclear disarmament. The special significance of such a developrrent must 

l::e clear t o ol l. especially if one bears in mind the fact that the development 

of further nuclear weapons would be accompanied by test explosions. 

There is a great deal of literature on the qualitative aspects of the 

nuclear arms race. Experts in this area have been speaking and writing 

about these subjects for a long time. 

In this hall, the former representative of Sweden, Mrs. Myrdal, whose 

statements on the problems of disarmament come readily to mind, dealt with 

this question on 7 November 1973 and said: 

"I have a strong conviction that it is more imperative to achieve 

qualitative disarmament even before quantitative disarmament. 

This is so because the destabilizing factor is first and foremost 

the competitive element in the armaments race. To counteract that 

which may be labelled a 'technological imperative', which now seems 

to force a continued spiralling upwards of new generations of nuclear 

weapons, would therefore mean a gain in terms of security much more 

considerable than what could be achieved through some reduction 

of the excessive stockpiles." (1950th meeting, pp. 27 and 28-30) 
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The complete and general prohibition of nuclear-Heapon tests advocated 

by the Soviet Union and urged for many years no1v by world public opini:::m 

v1ould put a brake, qualitatively speaking, on the nuclear arms race. In 

actual practice it i·lould help impede the further development of a certain 

form of military technology &nd ne~;~ generations of nuclear weapons. Stopping 

all test explosions of nuclear -v1eapons in all States is of vital importance 

for all mankind. This problem requires a radical solution as a matter of 

ur3ency. Certain delegations have recommended a 11 selective 11 approach here. 

For our part, we do not believe that such an approach provides the key to 

the solution. 

Thanks to the progress of science, remote control of the observance of 

the nuclear-weapon test ban is now technologically possible. That also applies 

to underground tests. Distinguished scientists throughout the entire world 

have provided ample proof of that, as have various international symposiums 

which have discussed this matter. I shall not go into this matter any further 

so as not to take up the time of the members of this Committee. In the 

Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, many delegations have also said 

that it is possible to control observance of a nuclear-weapon test ban 

without having to carry out on-the-spot inspections. 

The use of national technological means of control and the international 

exchange of seismic data provided for in the Soviet draft treaty would 

provide sufficient guarantees that the ban is actually being respected. 

Consequently, for us the problem of verification is actually a false one. 

Reasons other than technological difficulties are impeding the conclusion of 

a treaty completely banning nuclear-weapon tests. Solution of the problem 

of putting an end to all nuclear-weapon tests depends solely on a political 

decision. Hithout a complete ban on nuclear-weapon tests there might very 

well be a further upward spiral in the nuclear arms race, which would make 

it even more difficult and complicated to find a solution for the problems 

of nuclear disarmament. If we are all conscious of that, there can be no 

hesitation about where our duty lies. 
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It is hardly necessary to stress here the very special role lvhich the 

United States and the Soviet Union have played in the search for solutions to 

the problems of nuclear disarmament. Their bilateral agreements) in 

particular those already reached within the framework of the Strategic Arms 

Limitation Talks (SALT) negotiations) have gone a long way to reducing the 

danger of nuclear warfare; however) it should not be forgotten that 

e halt to the nuclear-weapons race and the complete elimination of the 

nuclear threat c::n1uob be c_ci.ieved >lithout ttJe cc·J.wtructive efforts nnd 

co-operation of all the nuclear Powers. Similarly) all non-nuclear States) 

great and small) must make their own contribution -- and the best proof of 

that is provided by the Treaty on the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons) 

which-has been ratified by 96 States. 
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The lack of such co-operation by certain Pm-Jers is a serious obstacle 

11hich it 17ould be ·Hrong to disregard. The adherence of all the nuclear-,;eapon 

Pm;ers to the 1963 Moscow Treaty on the partial prohibition of nuclear-

,.;eapon tests and to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear We e>.pons 

~1ould introduce a positive element in the context of the problem of nuclep.r 

disarman:ent. 

The halting by the French Government of all nuclea r tests in the 

atmosphere is e. measure that ~ ;e very much ·:;elcome. There is nmv only one 

nuclear Pm·:er that has not yet g iven up testing nuclear 1-1eapons in the 

atmosphere. It is high time that this problem >vas pursued to the end so 

that 11e may be sLre that man's contamination of the environment >vith 

radic-acti ve s1.:bstances has l::een e.liminated cnce and for al.l. 

The efforts to promote nuclear disarmament v10uld take on their full 

meaning if all the nuclear Pm.;ers participated. With every passing ye a r the 

need for such participation and for universal adherence to the existing 

treaties in the nuclear -:.·E;:;.::..m becomes ever more obvious. In our opinion, 

in the present circumstances the convening of a v7orld disarmament conference 

would make a considerable contribution to the attainment of these goals. 

It is to be hoped that the United Nations General Assembly >vill finally 

succeed in overcoming the obstacles to the holding of that conference. 

In the absence of appropriate international agreements on disa rmament 

the dizzying progress of science and technology today has J~ c to a constant 

increase in military arsenals, to increasingly sophisticated 1;eapons. 

The race in nuclear and conventional armaments has t"11o princip::,.l aspects , 

the first qualitative and the second quantitative, 11ith all the harmful 

consequences that that entails for Horld peace and security and also for the 

_·_i\'PS of "~ J:e peoples, 11hich must bear the heavy burden of e11 o,· :r1 c t.:. ~; militr>ry 

expenditures. 

Hithout forgetting that general and complete disnrmo.ment remcdns our 

basic goal, '. Je believe that in present conditions t110 sets of sr:ecific 

measures are required. The first set of measures should make it JY >s sible 

to put fl. brake on the ann.s race, to limit and reduce existing nu ,: l eo r and 

convention 11eapons, to strengthen the system for the non-proliferation 
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of weapons of mass destruction, and to prohibit cL:e m::. cal we apons. Those 

objectives cculd be attained, as we have already said, on the one hand by 

the adherence of a ll States to the international treaties that have alr e ady 

been signed, and on the other hand by the conclusion of further agreements , 

beginning with the signing of a treaty on the complete prohibition of a ll 

nuclear-we apon te sts, in all environments. 

The second set of rr.e a sures, which could be ca lled preventive me asure s., 

might have as their a im the elimination of any possibility that in future 

the arms r a ce would be extended to new areas. Expe rience has shown that once 

a i·eapor...s system is created it is very difficult to est ab lish control and 

limitation in rega rd to such weapons. Hence, the best time to act is not 

after but before new weapons systems are developed. Certain recent 

scientific discoveries have made a ne H danger obvious -- that is , that one 

day they will be used to change the environment for military purposes. 

Everyone a dmits that the techniques for changing atmospheric conditions and 

the environment can be developed and perfected t o tiw point of becoming 

extren:ely deadly we apons. The Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Soviet 

Union, Mr. Gromyko, s a id the following on this question in his stateme nt to 

the United Nr,-'_;i ens General Assembly on 24 September 1974: 
11These are not the conj ectures of science-fiction writers , but an 

a ctua l thre at that is a ssuming an ever-more rea listic sha pe. It is 

in the interests of all peoples to nip this threat in the b:Jd ". 

(A/PV . 2240, p. 71) 

Hence, we welcome the presentation by the Soviet Union and the United 

States to the Conference of the Committee on Disa rmament in Geneva in August 

last of identical draft conventions on the prohibition of military or any 

other hostile use of environmental modification techniques. That initintive 

encourages us to believe tha t there could be an agreement on this problem 

in the Committee on Disarmament next year, which would give ne>v impetus ·to 

t he negoti ations t aking p l rJ_,~ ,:; there. 
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Still in the framework of preventive measures, it is important to prevent 

the future development and production of new types and systems of weapons of 

mass destruction, weapons even more deadly than those existing today. There 

is already befc>:"e us a USSH (Jra':'t trea"~y on thof'e li11es. 

The Bulgarian delegation has already set forth, in its first statement, 

the reasons for its Sllpport of that Soviet initiative and for its decision to 

be a co-spon»or of the Soviet draft resolution of 2 October 1975, contained in 

document A/C .1/L. 711, which provides among other things for the drafting l::y 

the Committee on Disarmament of the text of an agreement on the question. 

We are half way t;u:)ugh the Second United Nations Development Decade. 

'I'h::..s decade has also been proclaimed the Disarmarr.ent Decade. That 

<:oi··lcidence is not merely fortuitous. The General Assembly had in mind 

emphasizing the very close link between development and international security. 

Genuine economic and social progress cannot be conceived of without a stable 

world peace, which presupposes disarmament. The reduction of military 

expenditures is part of disarmament. 
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That is precisely why reference has been made in the Charter of the 

United Nations to the 11 least diversion for armaments of the world 1 s human 

and economic resources ••• " (Article 25). Hence, efforts must be intensified 

to ensure the implementation of the General Assembly reffolution on a 10 per cent 

reduction in military budgets of the permanent members of the Security Council. 

l If that initiative were carried out, then part of the resources thus released 

r could be used for assistance to developing countries. 

The gravity of the problems of peace and security in the world in this 

nuclear age demands a great sense of responsibility on the part of Governments 

in their international relations and demands a positive, constructive approach 

to disarmament problems. It would be wrong to think that disarmament concerns 

only two or more States. In today 1 s world it is a problem which concerns all 

states. There has been a break-through as a result of the partial disarmament 

agreements concluded thus far. Now, on the basis of those early results, 

further steps must be taken to add military detente to political detente. 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank Ambassador Nikolov of Bulgaria for his kind 

• remarks addressed to me. 
l. 
( 

ORGANIZATION OF WORK 

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee may recall that we took a decision to 

close the list of speakers at noon today. As I look at the list of speakers 

for the next few days, I see that we will have enough speakers to carry us 

through 19 November. We have not yet taken a decision on the closure of the 

general debate. I do not wish to take a decision at this stage. I would not 

suggest that the Co~mittee take a decision now; but, seeking your co-operation, 

I should only like to present the situation so that the Committee may reflect 

i 
I 

on it. 

So far we have eight speakers listed for 20 and 21 November, unless we 

( have any additional speakers inscribed by noon. That mears we have only eight 

r speakers for four meetings on 20 and 21 November. I would kindly ask whether 

the delegations inscribed for those days could speak on 20 November in order . 
I 
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that we might perhaps gain a day. Naturally, if they wish to speak earlier 

we could also accommodate them. We could accommodate some speakers for 

tomorrow, for instance, because we have only three speakers listed. 

But without taking any firm decision on the closure of the debate, I ask 

the co-operation of those delegations listed for 20 and 21 November in order 

that we might arrange two meetings for 20 November and thus conclude the 

general debate provided, of course, that we have no further speakers. 

'The meeting rose at 11.50 a.m. 

,, 




