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PROHIBITIOI\ OF ACTION 'I'O TI'JFLUENCE THE ENVIRONNENT l'J\1'11 CLTIIiti'IE FOR MILITARY 

AND OTHER PlJ""RFOSES INCOlvlPATIBLE vJITH 'l':fi:E 1'1?.INTENANCE OF TI'JTERNATIONAL SEC!..JRITY, 

EJMAN hEL.L-BEIHG !~T .HEiJT.TH (A/9702 .L~.ND COP.R.l (ENGLISii ONLY); AjC.l/L.675) 

DECLARATIOI~ A.JVD ES'IP.BLIS.HNElJT OF A NUCLE..LL~-FREE ZONE IN SOUTH ASJP. (A/9706) 

1'-:t-. BENITES (_Ecuador) (interpretation from Spanish) Ill!'. Chairman, 

may I crave your indulgence to congratulate you on your election to preside 

over this Committee. I am. i·Jell aware of the difficulties of your task, 

having presided ever this body eight years ago, and I should like publicly 

to express the hope that, giver.: your exceptional abilities, this will be 

the first step towards the r,oble destiny which, to the glory of your countr~,r 

and Latin ~Jnerica, I am. sure the future holds for you. 

I am speaking in this debate with the humility of one who is aware cf 

tbe fact that solutions are in the bands of a fe1~ mightv Powers. but also 
~ ' 

1.;·itb the convictior, that constant denunciation and the courage of our 

convictions are the or1ly -weapons that we weak States have -- ·~-.'e who are 

constantly threatened by de~th and mass destruction "i';hich nuclear catastrophe 

~~ould entaL ... 

\~Je are already accusL.orr.;.ed to tbe fact -rba"'C r:detente n --- an elegant 

Frenct word -- alleviates our fears and enables us to s:Leep peacefully after 

digesting our daily dose of propaganda on the benefits of the Strategic r~.rms 

Lirr.i ta tion rr·alks. I bas ten to apologize if I interrupt tta t sweet optimistic 

dream by wondering whether C.etente is so~ething more than an elegant French word 

and whether the so-called Strategic Arms Li1Litation Talks really do reduce the 

danger of nuclear war. 

If the word ndetente n is a sort of charm against violent expressions, 

it is obvious that it has done away with the caustic language of the cold-war 

and that a sort of spring song bas been beard during the autuLn deliberations 

of the last few General il.ssembly sessions. This is bigbly positive, and vJe 
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.lOVfUlly crp_pf-_ f-'hl' !", 
11 a'tt.Pnt.e 1! ,.,·hJ.• Cb, .._. . t -1 h .. - " - c -- ..... J ..... _ --- - ""' ._. ac ... lng vlr ua.L~Y as an anaest. e-rlc, makes 

u.s forge:. that ihere remain potential hot-beds of conflict in the !~~1jddle :E'e..st~ 

in the Persian GulfJ ~n the Indo-Ctina Peninsula and on the Asian continent. We 

<ia:::-e rlCJt ponder the unfathcmab~e mystery of whether.:the pC::..:.-c:,ca=-. and 

ec:-:ncrr;ic unity which is the basis of NATO remains intact, and __ ever:: less ·whether 
_,_. 
""1e events :in Cyprus have tad anything to do vi th the naval balance in the 

Heaiterranean. n.ctue.lly, detente is a promising factor in sone areas, such as 

fer ins-cance, in the yet vague Conference on Security and Co-operation in 

Europe ana in the Vienna Conference on the reduction of military forces and 

arrraments. Direct top-level contact between the leaders of the two super-Powers 

is inoeed useful! and even the Strategic Arms Limitation Talks hold ou~ some 

hope for a possibl..e future ban -- or at least a moritorium -- OD underground 

nuciear test,ing. Ho\vever, it must not be forgotten that tbe Stra:ceg~c 

. .',.rms Lirr,itation Te.lks are restricted to the limitation of' strategic -v;eapons 

~_hicfly rockets and are not on disarrr~nent itself. 

J:n this regard, I ~~ould point to .some d.:scouraging facts. first of 1·Thicb 

is th~ increase ir1 militar:v- expenditures. In m~ .. staterne!jt, itJ the last gene~al 

deoate 1.n the i.ssembly I cited the figure of $207,416 million ·h'hicb the 

Stockholm Internationa: Peace Research Institute estimates to be the to~al 

l973 mili";;ary expenditure. At the 16 April 1974 meeTing of the Conferer.ce of 

the Committee on Disarmament, Yit::e-Chai ~man Roschic, in his capacity as 

Soviet represect.ative, gave the figure of $220,000 million. That same 

11 ... more than 80 per cent of ·which are the responsibility of the six 

main military spenders, while the official development assistance stands at 

8,000 million dollars -- a tiny and decreasing portioc of mili-r;ary expenditures, 

4 cer;,-cs out of' each dollar spent oc armaments, this is, I vJould say, ar:: expressior: 
~ - "h t f ., . . . F II{Cr'D lp-- , __ o: rrc~ra...L bank.ruptc:y on tue par o "[.De r~cr: gres..:~ ov..1 ers. \ v .r-"·O.J), p. 6) 
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Regarding the survey of SI?EI entitled !!Resources allocated to 

technological research and development activities for military purposes 11
, 

lfrr. Rosenberg Polak of the Netherlands said, at the meeting of the Conference 

of the Committee on Disa.o.""''lla."D.ent on 25 April, that between 15,000 million and 

l6,500 million dollars is spent annua:ly ·on military resear-ch) and that 

85 per cent of that SUJ:ll represer:..ts the e:xfenditure of the h1o· super-Powers. 

Tne representative of Hexico, Junbassador Garc{a Robles, whose constant 

efforts in the area of disarmament are noteworthy, stated that the militar;y 

budgets of the super-Powers reached 100,000 million a:od 6o, 000 million dollars, 

respectively (CCD/PV.627, p. 25). And the Secretary-General of the United 

Nations, l1r. Kurt viald:'Jeim~ said at the opening meeting of the sixth special 

session of the General Assembl;y tl:1at in the three -v;eeks of the session 

l4,ooo million dollars would be spent on armaments • 

.L do not v;aot to cootim:e :e-iting these· figures 1Lest I inveDt"'-''-"'' . .:c · 

a nev; dramatic genre, the drama of figures. But we shoulc1 wonder whether 

'there is not a bla~ant con~~adiction between.the asser~ion that there is, 

on the one hand, a spring love called detern.e and~ on tbe other hand, a 

:race tov.:ards bell through the increase ir.: military· e~:-pendi tu:res~ }1aybe:- the:-

key to this a:pparent contradiction vias given us by fonner President Richard 

Nixon in a sentence whir;h I will dare to. quote..- d.n' th@"'e leganit'.,~a!9guage· .of the 

\-Thite House: despite my poor pronunciation.. He said, 

(spoke in English) 
11\-Je must never allow P.me.:rica to become the second strongest nation 

in the world. 11 

(continued in Spanish) 

T'nese oft-quoted words appear in 11World Armaments and Disarmament 11 

SIPEI Yearbook 1974, pp. 70-71. vJe do not knm~' what the other super-Power 

thinks at the other ~elnJ't of the line' 'but it seems easy to conjecture::. that !ince 

neithe:r of the super-?owers is ready to reduce or limit its._a:rmameots belci-: the 

levels it considers ind.ispensable for it to be the first :world -Fewer, "::he.ys.wd.ll have 

decided that both are the greatest PoKer or,~ the great(:!Stc- super_-.pm.:er,.~ and ;that 

t·t.!.:l£:-.a'-iso can be called d6tente. 
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This leads me to the second point I should like to tackle. Tne fact 
is that the levels . 

of nuclear megatonnage, which five years ago averaged 

l5 tons of dynamite per capita on a world-wide basis, have a tendency to 

increase. And we should recall that technically one megaton produced by 

thermqnuclea~fusion exploding in a nanosecond, in other words in one ten 

thousandth of a millionth of a second, releases an explosive energy equivalent 

tc a million tons of dynamite, -with a thermal energy O!~ 10,000 million million 

calories-- +"na+ --'"' ...... ..Lb' l follo~ed b~r 16 zeros, which would cause total destruction 

ever a radius of· 50 kilometres, not counting the lethal power of isotopes. It 

is precisely on the huge capacity for destruction of nuclear weapons, especiallJ~ 

tne:cmonuclear weapons: that mankind has relied, living confidently in the 

so-called nbalanc'2 of terror 11
, that is, in the belief that it would not be 

possible to use armaments of such danger for mankind. Today, this confidence 

.:."' lessening. 

We have beard fi~st reason in the authoritative voice of the Secretary 

Henry Kissinger, who in the general debate of the Asserr::.bly told us, on 
?2 ,., 
-.J beptember, at the 2238th meeting, that: 

':T..~e worlci has .iealt -wi tC nucleay wea:pons as if :--estra.int were autoiTJatic .. 

Tnei~· '\~er:~:t a'"'")esomeness cbe.ineci those veapons for almost three decades; 

their sophidicatior. and expense have helped to keep constant for a 

decnde the number of States which possess them. Now, as was quite 

foreseeable, political inhibitions are in danger of crumbling. Nuclea:c 

catastrophe looms more plausible, whether through design or miscalculation; 

r • 
0 

-"- "' .cot bl ' • ~ ll { 1'/'"'V ,..,,..,3" 2"') aCCl.Qenu_. "Cne.:.' or acKma:...L. \r; r .c.c. :l, P· 0 

'i~e have never heart a more frightening warning expressed with such naked 

:r-calisrr: like a kind of unequivocal apocalyptic admonition. 

It is no mystery, certainly, that there is a small discrepancy regarding 

i::!c,ercontinental ballistic rr;.issile.5, particularly multiple independently 

"car;;ete~ ~e-entry vehicles (l>ITRVs). 

In an a:rticle published. by M:r. :::.rew Middleton on page 30 of ~be 

I:e,.,· York 'Iimes of 2 October. it was s~::.ted that the Soviet Union had l: 600 
--~·----·--..._ ,; 

cr·eratiorlel IC:Bl~ launching pad.s as S§:&.inst 1,054 for the iunerican ICE1t.:.s; and 

74G sub~arine-la~nche<i ballistic missiles for tl1e Soviet 0nion, as agcins-: 

6.e1relopment of a 5-l tYPe plane at : cost of l, 100 million dollars fo:r the laur1cl.:ir~g 

c.&-· s!Jo::nt-::--ange atta.ck rrtissiies. 
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In another article in the sa~e newspape~ on 10 October. in column l. na~~ 1 
f .r ~ ..... --

the same comm.er:tator asserted that the Soviet Union had devt:loped a nev.- t~r~e 

of intercontinental missile which could avoic the cu.rrent de0ection ap~licable 

to missiles launched from silos. The co!lllLentator also stated that vj t!:-1 -:;~r 

additional construction of 151 silos by the Soviet 'Union its power would incree:se 

to l, 720 as against 1:000 Minuteman silos "'hie!: the United States will possess 

in 1973. 

The quantitative differences do not really affect nuclear parity. In the 

SIPP.I estimates -- and I assume that this is accepted as one of the most 

authoritative institutions in the matter -- on the retaliatory'war-of !!surgical 

·strike", of· 2ec:reta:ry of Defense Schiesinger)' it is sho-vm that with the 

f::resent nuclear missi-1.e power,, after the hypotbe't:icc.l counter-~trike operatiocs 

against 4oo cities 1 4,000 missiles will be left over. 

In the statement ITI.3.de by the representative of Mexico, ;._mbassador Garc:Le. 

Eobles: in the Conf'erence of the Comm:i. ttee on Disarmament on 22 August 1974 

b~ said: 

-
11 

••• -the number of nuclear warheads with which the two supe~po~ers 

have eQuipped their intercontinental missiles: in a constant state o:· 
recdir1ess for firing, from lane bases) from. submar-iDes or' fTOITi long-

range bombers, which it: 1965 came tc a total, for both of them., of 

3_, 700, will probably by 1975: stil:. for ·oath the superpowers together, 

come T,O around 15,00Cn. ((;CD /PV.627. p. 25) 
'-~-----' . 

VJi th all its drawbacks: the nuclear balance of terror -- wr"ich; e.lthough 

it has been an unstable balance, does not seem to interest many -- has served 

tc maintain peace for 30 years. And I am afraid lest the dangers referred to 

-oy· Secretary of sta"te Kissinger have 2 more direct bearing on the ·proliferation 

nuclear v:eapons that are no"'w called "horizontal" and which the Treaty on 

the Non-?roliferation of Nuclear Weapons tried to prevent. In this regard 

it is nece3sary to be c~ear. 

_/:.:_:._:._ nu~i_es_r fissioL produces c. release o:~ neu0rons V.7 tich ra&y be controlleC. 

or uncon.trolle~. Vlhen the neuLror:s thus released are abscr-~e5., f'iss i.e~: Goes 

is no~ controlle6, a cn21n reac~ion is pro6~ce6 whict in one milliontt o~ g 

seeond -Leacs tc ar.. es c. 
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is So far t.he peaceful uses of the at·:Jml c: b·Jrr..C 1:: 

searching for gas c~posits or in 

':his is why the expansion of the 

a nuclear device. or< i P M<>v 'a~+ 

-l-ana mo,rements are clubio"T..ls an·i con~roversia:. 

Nuclear Club, resulting from the explosior, o~ 

..__ _ ... -'- - .. - ... ..L. ......... :!- has generated universal concern . 

Eut the real danger which w~ll prompt us to a careful consideratio~ o~ the 

ncr:-prolifer&tion Treaty at next year1 s Conference is another and grave one: i: 

is that, so fa:!.", th:: nuclear arsenal contained only strategic "'·eano:-.:2 i-chict:: 

limited their use, and that today we are confron"ted. with a terrible potenti::.::.. 

tragedy through the use of tactical nuclear weapons, 1inict are called ronucleaT 

miniweaponsn. 

In an intervie'l-7 given tc The Ne~o· York Times of ],6 April 1972. 

inc~es.sing interest. in the de\relopment of small clean nucleaY h'""eapons~ 

added tbat a more precise syster:: was being sought 

.: spoke in Englist) 

!!involving e±-rtillery .shells, 

all of which home 
• ' • +"h~ 

in en a :rase:r beam illum1na'tlli§" """"' 

( ::ontinued in Suanisr~·~ 
·-~~ 

I.n an article by John ?inney, 
.. ,...";..-. "'tlc:'i t.o Get NucJ-ear tJue..L .... : 

it \-.-aS 
::-nti tled llu. E. Gun in Europe 

(spoke in En.£::isb) 

" the Arrr.y has ordered several thousand. new nuslear ste: i.s 

for· its large cannons in Europe"· 
/ . ~ ., . ~ . \ con.Tlnuen lr.!. S:panlsh) 

Guler~. 
testifying before the 

the Daily Tele£rs..nh of 16 July· 1973) ·----· ----~-
that purchase o: suet 

Congressional Ator:cic Energy CoiLmission on 
1L "(.Tuly 1973· 
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L~e existence of a large number of tactical nucLear weapons of les 

than a kilo~on ana of reauced toxic power is a danger wbicb should be 

seriously considered when the C?nference convenes in 1975 to consider ti 

Trea~y on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. 
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Althougb tactical nuclea~ weapons are not considereQ conven:ional ¥eapo~s! 

th~i:::- reO.uced. isotope powe:::- could lead to a. war whose deve:Lop:r,ent coulc en::: 

in the "Se o.&'J. ~- - t · · ' u vne ueva.s a"Vlng s-crategic v:eapOT}S, 

A second danger is that the manufacture of mini-nuclear v;eapor:s is botr. 

technically and economically -within the reach not only of developec count:::-ie£ ~ 

- ... - f DUv aLso o developing coun~ries ~v,7hich have reactors or have installed nu~lea:--

electric power plants. 

Finally, I should like tc refer tc the concern prompted b;~· Secreta:·y o:~ 

in the abo\re-me[Jtioned sentence~ he :re:e::-s ... 

am.ong the clar~ge:!'s of a nuclea:- war, to blackmai~ and theft. tal1:ir:.g 

abot:rt strategic ,~eapons, blaC!krne.il anC. theft are only possiaole ir. --cbe ca~e c: 

f.!U~lea::-- military· secr-ets. 3ut -rJ.nere-IDini-nuclear tactical v;eapons are 

concerned, blackffiail ana tneft can be carried out physically. 

private inaividuc.ls, organi zeQ 
"'! ·.J.- • ... ,..a·.! ... a+;O"'" crime groups, or pO..t.J..t,lC3..l. ore; n.L""' ,.~ _,_, 

acq_uire them, ioclucing through theft, and. car: use the!:: for blaci:r""'rai:. 

In a:c: article .Pu?lish.ed und.e~ his personal_ r~~po~sibili.ty, _in 

Prolifera,tion 

V?:!_llrich shov;s 

in fissionable 

the theft of such material and the 
,., .... ·.::::.-:- ~ ~ 

0
-C' • l ' • . . -i':v- "' ... a~,jn_.f'. art'1T'e ~ucb dangerous \veapons ~ c.::: ' --- --
.l. non-governmern.a_ en-c1 <:J..eto :.. .. ''" - - ~~ - -

a series of possible safeguards to curtail it. 

In that sa..rne book there is another important 
article signed ty Davi~ 

!C~iege~, entitled nT~u~lear power~ 
.- t.erTcrJ..· s:.E ".· ·r:1:ic1: a Trojan norse Jor - ·-

f'J2B..sur-es that. seer:: indispensable to us. 
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First: the Corr:f·e: ... ence conv·ened to consicle:- the no'0-prolif'e~ation 'I·reat~.r 

-~ri tb t.~ne ligbt.-hearted c!'i terion that this. is a "technical issue 01--- interest 

to nuclear ?owe:::--s::o. on1"'r """ecan~o - L--,J,. V ~,_._ it is a vital question which concerns all 

man}:inO. as a matter of survival. 

Secondly·= it is necessar:r to speed up e..~rangements fo~ a wel} -prepa.red 

wo:rld disanna.mer:-: conference: although we kno~· abeac of time that we shall aoc: 

achieve 'total anci cornplete disarma.rnent in a Yrli:raculous o:r speedy ;;ay. It ie 

a serious tatte~ tha~, todaj, .. we ha\te no for~ for ciebating these problerr1s 1~~/bict 

T:'1e Conf"erence of the Committee on Disama.men~ 

is a n~gotie.tiog forum only·, and the aonu_al aeua:r:e i!1 the First CoiTh~ittee 

enc::nnpasses so r1any items ir: su·~h a short ti..rne that. a serious co·nside-ratiol:! -

If a world disarmarr1ent conf·e:rence cannot be hel6.: v~e 

Disa:::r,amec:. Con'Tiission. 

';fn~r?ly:: the creation of oue:lea:r-free 30nes is of crucia.l impo!'taoce an6. 

Cleveloprneot if the first of them created ir~ 

:\re-r 6.one so anC: tbe full regional integration ~os~ States 1<lhich have not :rati:f'ieci 

A~.~ailing ourselves of the opportunity that you have provideD. us, 

l1:r. Cba.irraa·c: I shall leave unti.l a later date the chemical weapons, especiall~r 

?,efo:-e c:oDcluQing, ..L s:'1ould lil~e to specify· -tvJo points. Io regard 00 

Coof'erence of the Cow.mittee on Disarmament, 

the wor 1..c. v1as 

7Jni-te6 S:;a-c..es, -tbe so-v'"iet Union anC. the United Kingaow; Vlhich produced a 

dangerouE iso'tope fall-out. On 3l o~tol~er 2_956: e. tripartite coafeye:1ce 
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nuclear explosion in the Sahara, the 
Assembly con.f';ned OL - t· Di~ m~m-n~ ~o~f'p n ~c - ~ - l. ~se.l.l ... to c~J..ling i..lpon be . o8.Tu-'-'- t:: l L· \,., .L~ .... re ~ce Lo 

maintain t"np n , · - .. uc ... ear norat.oriun: .• But the nuclear moratoriurr: lasted only until 
1961 ana.· "' , - nuc~ear tests ~ere r~sumed while the General Assemb.y was meeting, the 
Soviet ·u~·n~_o or:.~. b ~ . ~o . . b 0 0 .,_, · .. aving s.nnc.unced -t-.hat it would exp.!..ode e. :> megaT.on-oom · -wnlc •• 
OCCU!"red} i:f at Novaya Zeml:.·a. 

boweverp tbe first 
stages of' an 

- - J ag:reerrent t.o negotiate, submitted in the join-c document of the 
United St · , 61 aL.es and the Soviet union on 20 September- .... 9 ..... 

As a consequence, the Gene:ral Assembly adopted resolution 1722 (XVI) of 
2) Decew:T.hp.,... "'i.Qr'='i l-- ~ .. Jt• - • 0 +.::"t,.~ p,..,.,....,.cr- ...... c,...~t I") ii~ --- -__. '-'~, W!lOSe purpose :1 s a e .. J..ned. J..n pera -.!.. .- '<::' c..~. o 0 • o..fJ l '- u-'-

:pe.rt II. To conduct negotiations, it appcir.ted a Committee of lS n~tions. 
T:1e exclusive authority of the General Assembly to enlerge the Committee and 

to appoint its members, pursuant to resolu~ions 1660 (Arvi) and 1722 (XVI)> was 

~eaffirmed through :resolution 2602 B·()~IV). 
- - - - - - . -

In referYing tc these f~cts, ::;:: should. like to make it quite clear that 

rr;v· delegati on belie"t,_es that it v;ould not be lege2. fo~ the Cc-Cbairmen to e~pant 

tt"' ·"'o...-•·- - ... · · c · · · ,..__. · · · '· · · .,_ 
........ IV LJ_..;. cr~nce 0-L Lhe 'OITI.lrll L.tee on J.JlSarm&men"'t: bUT "tbaL. l u approves 

both an enlargement and the names of the States mentioned: as long as a 
~.,..,o - - - . n -- - 0 0 • • 0 l . ?r(i"' - 'x·x-v\ .(' 1 ... ~ 0 1--· ... 'C~ea.ure lS I Ol.J...ov:eo.. ln .treep1.ng "Wl tn reso utJ..on _bv~ ..c: t_ l. ; 0.1 _b December 
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(Mr. Benites, Ecuador) 

I can see· that when small countries speak the representatives of most big 

countries do not pay due attention. That is their problem. 

In conclusion, I wish to mention the reference made by the representative 

of Mexico,·. Mr. Garcia Robles, in the general debate to the statement by 
. . 

Mr. Fred C. Ykle, Director of th~ Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, on the 

fact that the explosion of the present nuclear megatonnage could destroy the ozone 

layer which is the stratospheric filter of cosmic radiation. 

In this connexion, the article by John W. Finney published on 17 October in 

column 1, page 7, of The New York Times, entitled "Pentagon replies on peril to 

oz.one" is very interesting. It was asserted therein that the reduction of the 

ozone layer would not be total, but would amount to between 50 per cent and 

75 per cent, which would produce an average world temperature similar to the 

present temperature of the tropics. If that temperature is on average between 

35° and 40° Centigrade, it would seem logical to think that this would. cause the 

polar ice to melt, which would possibly flood maritime cities, if any survived the 

blast· of 300 million t-ons of liynamite· -~ which is what 300 megatons represent -

and the effect of lethal radiation. 

Let us leave it to a science fiction novelist.to say whether man as he 

exists tcday, or a living being descended from him after the monstrous genetic 

mutations produced by carbon 14, will in the year 2200, two centuries after a 

nuclear war, be able to organize pleasant excursions to the forests of the 

Antarctic or to some tropical island in the polar seas. and we wonder whether 

this will have the form of a pentagon. 

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I thank Ambassador Benites 

Tor the kind words he addressed to me. 

Mr. MOERSCH (Federal Republic of Germany): I wish to take this 

opportunity to express to you, Mr. Chairman, our great satisfaction at seeing 

you in the chair. W~ have had·many opportunities in the past of admiring your 

diplomatic. skill and great wisdom. We are confident that under your excellent 

guidance the Committee will most satisfactorily discharge the many important 

duties entrusted to it by the General Assembly. 
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(Mr. Moersch, Federal Republic of Germany) 

Disarmament and arms control have been one of the main topics of 

discussion in the United Nations ever since its foundation and the subject of 

countless bilateral and multilateral negotiations. Unfortunately, however, we 

must admit that, despite all efforts to bring about detente and despite the 

conclusion of numerous agreements of great importance, we are witnessing today 

an arms r·ace on many levels to which technological developments lend ever new 

and alarming dimensions. 

There is a danger, therefore, which we cannot ignore, that in the eyes of 

the public the debate on disarmament will be just a matter of routine and that 

a general feeling of resignation will ensue. We should do everything in our 

POWer to counteract such a tendency. True, the issue is most compJ~~ated, but 
I • 

our prime concern is not problems of military technology, which are for the 

specialists to study; our main object is political decisions directed at 

safeguarding peace. Our goal must be to prevent or remove the dangerous 

insta"bilities Y.Thich the arms race is apt to produce, to initiate controlled 

steps towards disarmament and-to-try to· concentrate -the limited -resources of -

States on the most urgent humanitarian tasks, especially the elimination of 

hunger and distress. 

In order to obviate misunderstandings I wi~ to emphasize, however, that 

disarmament is important and necessar~ but that it must serve the aim.of 

safeguarding peace. Any steps towards disarmament which disregard the right to 

self-defence proclaimed in the United Nations Charter would be unrealistic. For 

a long time to come peace and security will depend on a stable globa~as well as 

regional, balance of power. Such stability and equilibrium must be our foremost 

objective, which we should attain by suitable agreements in the sphere of 

disarmament and arms control also. It seems to use that this is a realistic aim. 

We must break the vicious circle of distrust ana the arrr.s race, adhere 

firmly to thepolicy ofrenunciation of the use of force and initiate with 

imagination, patience and determination practical steps towards arms limitation 

and disarmament. 

The Federal Government is committed to such a policy. Foreign Minister 

Genscher stated the other day before the General Assembly that disarmament and 

arms control are an integral part of our policy and. that the Federal Republic of 

Germany is. vitally interested in the continuation and effectiveness of the policy 

of detente. 
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For that reason the Federal Republic of Germany has become a party to all 

universal arms control agreements concluded since the war, or is about to do so. 

For that reason, we have completed the ratification procedure with regard to the 

non-proliferation Treaty and the verification agreement. For tbat_r~ason we want 

to become a contracting party as soon as. possible and to participate in the 

conference for the review of that Treaty. And for that reason we are prepared 

to take part in the deliberations of the Geneva Conference of the Committee on 

· Disarmament. 

The participation of the Federal Republic of Germany in the Conference on 

Security and Co-operation in Europe (CSCE) serves the purpose of that Conference: 

to establish through the joint effort of all participating countries a broader 

foundation for co-operation between East and West which will benefit peace and 

security in Europe, prorrote lasting understanding among the States and peoples 

represented at the Conference and bring economic benefit to all. The Federal 

Government has always held the Yiew that the problems of military security and - - . -. - ... - - - -
the dangers inherent_ in military confrontation in Europe should not be exciuded 

from the CSCE agenda. The outcome of the Conference must take account of the 

fact that there is an inseparable link between political and military security. 

The Federal Government supports all serious efforts to achieve world-wide 

detente and arms control. We intend, however, to exploit regional possibilities 

also in order to make progress. For that reason, together with our friends and 

allies, we have for a good number of years sought negotiations on the mutual 

and balanced reduction of forces in Europe. Thus for the first time in Europe, 

in the Vienna negotiations, substantial talks on arms control are being 

conducted within a multilateral framework between East and West. The Federal 

Government hopes that it will be possible in the negotiations to create a more 

stable balance· of mil.i_ tary power _in central Europe in order to strengthen peace 

and security in Europe and beyond. 
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(Mr. Moersch, Federal Republic of Germany) 

Nobody can take over the special responsibility that falls to the vrorld Po•·rers 

for containing the nuclear arms race. The success or failure of the bilateral 

Strategic Arms Limitation 'falks is of the greatest importance to us all. We 

have welcomed as a new impetus the arrangements made at the Moscow surruni t to carry 

on the Strategic Arms Limitation Talks, and we hope that the Strategic Arms 

Limitation Talks ¥rill soon succeed in containing the nuclear arms race r1ot 

only quantitatively Qu.t also qualitatively and that it will prepare the ground 

for dismantling nuclear arsenals. If the Moscow Agree~ent on the limitation 

of underground nuclear weapon tests serves that purpose, we vrelcome it. 

We note with regret that cduring the past year, as in previous years, 

the Geneva talks on a comprehensive test ban treaty failed to ~eke any 

substantial progress. We hope that the negotiations between the two 

super~Powers to supplement the Moscow agreements, in particular on the details 

Of control procedures, will point the vray for an adequately verified, 

comprehensive test ban treaty, which we should like to see concluded as 

soon as possible so as finally to reach the goal set in 1963, when the partial 

test ban treaty was signed:- the dis·conHnuation··of nucle-ar weapon tests- for all-

time. That would be a decisive contribution towards containing the nuclear 

arms race and safeguarding the policy of non~proliferation. 

The concern about the future of the non-proliferation policy expressed on 

various sides during the debate is shared by the Federal Government._ Fe still 

consider the non-proliferation Treaty the most important instrument for 

containing the proliferation of nuclear vreapons and nuclear explosive devices. 

That the Treaty should ce universal -has always be_en a de:::nand of the Federal Republic 

of Germany. It is important, therefore, to further its world-wide acceptance 

and to encourage more States to accede to it. This, I feel, 1vill be a main 

task for the revie1v conference due to take place next year. 

The non-proliferation Tr~aty inevita•ly drew a clear line between 

nuclear-weapon and non-nuclear-weapon States. That line must not be blurred. 

But we must expect the depositary P~rers to fulfil their obligations under the 

treaty as conscientiously as we, as a non-nuclear->v-eapon State, are ready to 

fulfil ours. In this resQect much is left to be done. Like any other treaty, 

the Treaty is not perfect. Therefore we appeal to the entire community of 

nations to take the dangers inherent in nuclear proliferation very seriously 

indeed; not to look for gaps in the Treaty but to increase their efforts 

and thus give non-proliferation policy a lasting~chance. 
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Since the ·Treaty entered into force in 1970, developments have taken place 

which could not be foreseen at that time. Low energy stocks ~e today already 

forcing many countries to resort more and rore to nuclear energy. ·More and more 

.countries are,tterefore, having to concern themselves with the problems 

resulting from the increasing production of plutonium and other fissionable 

material in reactors and enrichment and reprocessing plants. The knowledge of 

nuclear technology will increase, and greater use will be ~ade of it. 

Mr. vlaldheim, the Secretary-General, has drawn attention to the great dangers 

inherent in this trend and warned about the proliferation of nuclear explosive 

devices. 

If we do not wish to head for chaos as a consequence of unbridled nuclear 

proliferation, resolute action is called for. Tve have no time to lose. All 

countries must be conscious of their responsibility. Therefore we appeal to 

those countries which, for whatever reasons, reject the Treaty but possess 

nuclear reactors and other installations or will do so in the near future, to 

reconsider very seriously whether it would not be in their own interest to 

- -··subject ·the entire :fuel cycle· of their ·nuclear installations to International 

Atomic Energy 14gency safeguards. We again call upon all nuclear-weapon States 

voluntarily to make their civilian nuclear activities accessible to similar 

international safeguards, as the United States of America and Great Britain 

have already undertaken to do, and in this way set a good example· 

All those countries that have the capability and capacity for exporting 

nuclear equipment, material and technological know-how have the special 

responsibility to ensure that they do not further proliferation either 

deliberately or negligently. Being a major exporter of nuclear equipment and 
the Federal Government is conscious of 

installations for peaceful purposes, 

its responsibility in this respect. . reduction there 1s another 
With the speedy growth of nuclear energy P . . . 

. . . the danger of subnat1onal d1Vers1on 
problem which deserves our full attent1on. 

bl of being used for weapons. Tbe 
of fissionable material especiallY capa e · 

. 1 t·ons where such material is produced, 
physical protection of . nuclear 1nstal a 1 -d by international arrangements 
stored or further processed needs to be covere t b eccu:rrended to 

Cr
;teria and st~ndards o e r ~ 

in the near future. Elaborating ... . .
1

·ty is a task that will fall to 
Governments fo:r-lUse under national responslbl 

1 
. We are willing to place our exper1ence 

the International Atomic Energy Agency. 

in this field at the disposa~ ~:Jf the Agency. 
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Although the questions of the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons and 

nuclear disarmament are currently the focal point of international interest, 

this does not mean that other major topics of discussion within ·the complex of 

international arms control should be pushed aside. We take a special interest · 

in the work of the Geneva Disarmament Conference. One may perhaps criticize 

the sluggish progress being made in Geneva, but it should not be forgotten 

that, after many years of fruitless discussion on questions of disarmament, 

the Geneva Committee, which was proposed in 1961 by the two world Powers, has 

since 1962 nevertheless prepared important international conventions and 

placed them before the General Assembly for adoption. The Federal. Government 

would like to see the work of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament 

proceed more briskly. 

In this connexion, I ·should like to refer to the world disarmament 

conference proposed by the Soviet Union three years ago. Such a conference 

·could .bring_ the danger~ and_ prol?lems of the ~o_rld-~ide _arms ~ace mo~e . 

forcefully home to a broad interna~i~nal public and at the same time give 

1 d in it only if all 
valuable impetus. However, it will meet the )1opes P ace 

'f 't . carefully prepared, not 
nuclear-weapon states participate and l l lS 

uestions but also in respect 
merely as regards organizational and procedural q 

f f rts for a world disarm~ent 
of substantive issues. We hope that the e 0 

. . f the useful work done by the 
conference will make progress on the baslS 0 

C
onference cannot, however, take 

Ad Roc Committee. Such a world disarmament and ·other current bilateral 
the place of the Geneva Committee on Disarmament 

. d. ament and arms .control· 
and multilateral negotiat1ons on 1sarm 
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We hope it will be possible in the foreseeable future to round off the ,.,0 rk 

in Geneva on an international convention for the prohibition of chemical 

weapons. Valuable preparatory work has already been done. I should lik~ in 

this cgnne_xion, to mention in particular the draft convention submitted by Japan 

and the knowledge that bas been derived from a series of. meetings of experts on 

the complicated questions of definition and verification. We welcome the declared 

intention of the United States and the Soviet Union which emerged from the 

last suiP.mit meeting in Moscow 11 to consider a joint initiative in the Conference 

of the Committee on Disarmament with respect to the conclusion, as a first step, 

of an international convention dealing with the most dangerous, lethal means 

of chemical warfare "•· · 
At the request of the Soviet. Union an interesting item was recently 

included in the General Assembly's agenda: the proposal for a 
11Prohibition of action to influence the environment and climate for military 

of international security, 
and other purposes incompatible with the maintenance 

human "well.:..being a·nd health 11
• 

that efforts to achieve disarmament and 
In principle we feel it is right 

· t• ans capable of being used 
arms control should not be confined to ex~s ~ng me 
f · d 'th a view to preventing 
or m~litary operations but should look ahea -va 

1 It seems to me therefore that 
calamitous developments of military techno ogy. 

roach which deserves careful 
the Soviet proposal embraces a new, proper app 

. t uches upon extremely complicated 
study. As the present draft convent~on ° · I 

. . d to be analysed by experts, 
sclentific and technological problems wb~ch nee 

h lf t these brief remarks. 
s all for the time being confine myse 0 

• d ibllities d up to us wl. er poss 
Our membership of the United Nations bas opene 

the problem of disarmament and arms 
of participating in efforts to resolve . . ·n with its engagement in these questl.ons, 
control. Consequently and 1n keep~ g 
th ' · bas applied for admissicn to the 

e Federal Republic of Germany c --~ttee . t and the members of the o~ 
Conference of the Committee on D~sarmamen ' constructive part in Geneva and hope 
have approved. ~le are willing to play _a . 

~ A "emblY for tb~s • 
we can get the support of the Gc;nera.·. s~ · mentioned as necessary 

. to the items I have 
My delegation will be returnl.ng h nda in the further ccarse 

a d other i terns on t e age 
n reserve the right to speak.on 

of the Committee's proceedings. 
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I thank the Minister of 

Stateaf the Federal Republic of Germany for the kind words he addressed to me. 

Mr. ELIAS (Spain) (interpretation from.Spanish): Mr. Chairman, 

availing itself of the choice that you have kindly offered us of the various 

items on disarmament allocated to this Political Comni.i ttee, -my O.elegation would 

at this time like to set forth its point of view on the following items: the 

world disarmament conference; the prohibition of action to influence the 

environment and climate for· military and other purposes incompatible with the 

maintenance of international security, human well-being and health; the 

establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle East; 

and the declaration and establishment of a nuclear-free zone in South Asia. 

The delegation of Spain h~s actively participated in the work of-~the Ad Hoc 

Committee for the World Disarmament Conference in its plenary meetings, as 

well as in those of the Working Group entrusted with preparing a preliminary 

_ d:aft for the report we now have before us. Quite a few difficulties had to 

be overcome before this report coula be drafted and adopted) and this positive 

and hopeful achievement is very largely due to the competence, dynamism and 

tact of the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee, Ambassador Hoveyda of Iran. 

As is well known, the idea of a world disarmament conference con!titutes a 

typical problem for our Organization, in that all States agree with the idea 

in itself, while they differ regarding the timing and manner of its execution. 

The report in paragraph 15 has singled out six main approaches, corresponding to 

the importance that various States attach to the different aspects of the problem. 

Those six approaches can be summarized thus: convening the conference at the 

earliest possib~e date; convening the conference when the nuclear States so 

desire; convening the conference at the earliest possible date, but beginning the 

preparatory work now; convening the conference when the nuclear States, 

particularly the two super-Powers, renounce first-strike capability; sine die 

deferment of the convening of the conference; and convening the conference being 

desirable, provided priority is given to overcoming the specific difficulties in 

its way. 
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The immediate problem in the First Committee is that of finding out 

whether those six approaches can be reconciled, and how th~y can be related 

to one another in order to arrive at a consensus, as was done last year on 

the.basis of a draft which then became resolution 3183 (XXVIII). MY delegation 

feels that a new consensus can be arrived at, a consensus that will meet the 
·-- - . -

six positions referred to in the report. In the course of the work of the 

Ad Hoc Committee and the consultati~ns carried out pursuant to the resolution, 

in order to submit the report to the Assembly at this twenty-ninth session, 

the good-will and the sound reasons underlying the opinions expressed by Member 

States in this regard, including the five States possessing nuclear weapons,· 

were evident. 
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No State believes that the world disarmament conference is a panacea 

Which will automatically produce solutions to the problems derived from the 

arms race, but nor does any State believe the Conference is an evil that should 

be categorically rejected. General Assembly resolution 3i85 (XXVIII) very 

rightly refers to the need to seek the opinion of Governments on the necessary 

·condit:lons for the holding of the world conference. Those conditions have been 

studied and debated exhaustively, and we can consider it a very positive factor 

that such conditions are, according to the report, only nine in nUmber, and 
I 

can. be further reduced if we compare them to one another since ·.they partially 
coincide. 

These, then, might be the conditions necessary for a world disarmamept 

conference: {~)_appropriate preparations; (2) universal participation; 

(3) acceptance by the great Powers; (4) international detente, which has 

already begun; (5) mutual trust as a corollary to detente; (6) reasonable 

prospects for specific agreements; (7) equality among the participants; 

(8) a firm promise by the great Powers to refrain from a nuclear first strike; 

· (9) ·general- support prior- te- the convening. of the conference. 

Two comments are obvious on analysing those conditions. The first is 

that some of them are conditions which the conference itself will have to 

fulfil when it is held, whereas others are prior conditions which must be 

fulfilled before its convening. Universal participation and equality among 

the participants are conditions pertaining to the conference itself, whereas 

appropriate preparation and general support are clearly conditions which 

should be fulfilled before the conference is convened. The second comment 

is that some conditions, though separately formulated, amount to the same 

thing or various degrees of the same thing -- for example, detente, mutual 

trust and declarations renouncing a nuclear first strike, circumstances 

Whicb in turn would facilitate what have been termed real prospects for 
agreement. 

The delegation of Spain believes that a continuous in-depth study of this 

series of con~itions, their development and their eventual effective fulfilment 

can and must be . carried out and that a subsidiary body of the United 'r, .· 

Natiorisc.should be entrusted· with that study. Forjthat bcdy· to function 
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With due effectiveness, it should have a limited membership and a · 
specific mandate. Some delegations would perhaps wish that mandate to include 

the preparation of the conference itself, but previous debates have shown that 

it would ~~ difficult to arrive at a consensus on the. basis of such an explicit 

mandate. The delegation of Spain has already had the opportunity to express 

its preference for a mandate that would give the new ad hoc body the specific 

terms of reference to co-ordinate, or, . if that word is too ambitious, to · 

follow closely, to encourage and to produce information on the efforts and 

negotiations on disarmament conducted-in vRrious forums and at various 

levels, bilateral as well as multilateral. 

I should like to ask the First Committee to-recall some of the previous 

resolutions of the General Assembly included in the annexes to the report of 

the Conference on the Committee on Disarmament (A/9708) -- resolutions 

such as 3184 (XXVIII), especially its sections A and C. The General Assembly 

tterEin appeals to the two great Powers to expedite agreement on the limitation 

and reductio~ of nucle-ar weapons and invites them to keep the General Assembly· 

informed thereon. In addition, the General Assembly recommends a qualitative 

consideration by the Fowers concerned of the contents of their eventua~ 

agreements. It also invites the Dtated parties to disarmament negotiations 

to ensure that the disarmament measures adopted in one region do not 

result in rearrr:.arrent in other regions. vlhat does that mean? Doubtless, the 

General Assembly considers it necessary to participate indirectly in all 

negotiations on disarmament, prc~otir-g their progress and keeping itself 

informed thereon. 

That specific function is one which can for the time being be carried out 

by an ad hoc body. In that connexion I should like to draw the Rttention of 

the First Committee to paragraph 12 of the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on 

the World Disarmament Conference, which reads: 
11 'Ihe Ad Hoc Committee, on the proposal of its Chairman, took note of 

a suggesticn that there should ~e continued application of me~hods and 

means used until now for h~lping to clear the way to~ards the initiation 

of the preparation for convening a world disarmament conference, 

particularly the contacts by the Chairman and members of the Ad Hoc 
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Committee on a personal basis with the nuclear Powers, in order to explore 

the possibility of reaching agreement on the solution of at least some of 

the disarmament problems most frequently mentioned during the debates, 

and with a view to reaching agreement on the question of convening a 

world disarmament conference." (A/9628, para. 12) 

My delegation believes that that suggestion is both very reasonable and very 

timely. We should point out that it speaks of facilitating the beginning of 

preparatory work, and continued consultations with nuclear Powers are encouraged 

with a view to an agreement on the convening of the conference itself. If 

those methods and those consultations were to continue in a permanent manner 

a so-to-speak institutionalized manner: n-·:.t}lrough. a. specific body, world public 

opinion as well as the Governments of all States could within .a reas0nable 

time find new reasons for hope as regards the possibility and effectiveness 

of a world disarmament conference. 
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·one of the preceding speakers, with an impressive amount of supporting materia 

indicated the obvious dangers of nuclear proliferation. May I point out, as one of 

the delegations here present had occasion to do during the last session of the 

Geneva Conference, that proliferation has two inseparable aspects: one is 

horizontal proliferation -- which might m~re properly be called the spread 

of nuclear weapons -- and the other is vertical proliferation, or the 

qualitative and quantitative increase in already existing nuclear arsenals. 

The hope has sometimes been expressed that, with determined efforts and 

preferential treatment, horizontal proliferation could be slowed down, whereas 

vertical proliferation would be left to the good will of the great Powers, expressec 

through bilateral negotiations. With all due respect to the proponents of that 

doc;trine, my delegation considers that their argu1nent implies~ an- error of perceptior 

that could be extremely dangerous. While it is true that the great Powers are 

masters of their 01vn security -- and it is fair that they should seek to maintain 

their security as they see fit -- what we cannot tolerate is that the medium-sized 

· and small Powers s·hould remain indifferent, n:ere p_aw[).s _in this arms r?-ce, 

as was ~llustrated to us with such eloquent statistic~l data. This 

is the origin of the support for the idea of a wcrld disarmament conference, 

because if no progress is made in that direction, it should come as no surprise 

to anyone if the number of nuclear Powers reaches eight or nine within the · 

next two to three years, and 15 to 20 in the following decade. 

My delegation -vrill suprcrt any draft resolution designed to insti"tutionalize 

the study and to facilitate the creation of the r.ecessary conditions for 

an early convening of.the world disarman:ent conference. 

As for the initiative of the 89viet Union concerning a draft resolution aimed 

at the conclusion of an international convention for the prevention o~ 

action to influencecthe environment and climate for military _and other , 

purposes, my delegation welcomes it and is pleased to note that at the 
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meetings of the Conference of the Committee on Disariila.IIent the delegations 

of the Soviet Union, the United States, Sweden, Canada, Poland and others 

referred to this important matter, and that representatives of the Soviet 

Union and the United States vTill be !lleeting in the course of this year 

order jointly to stud-y those-problems. ·in 

Without being critical,but rather in a constructive spirit, my delegation 

should like to point out that in article I of the draft convention, at least 

in its Spanish version, there seems to be a certain inconsistency in 

terminology. On the one hand, it seems that the undertaking not to use 

such :rreans is categorical, given the use of the phrase, "never .under any 

circumstances", while, on the other hand, there is inserted the qualifying 

phrase referring to purposes "incompatible with the maintenance of 

international security, human well-beillg and health" (A/C .l/L.675,Annex, p. 1). 

It is not very clear who would have to demonstrate that a given action is 

incompatible with international security, human well-being and health, and 

~hetper it has to do with all human beings or just some. I repeat, this 

is a purely technical or grammatical comment. 

Furthermore, my delegation cannot conceal its doubts regarding the 

explicit clause regarding "supreme ~nterests" contained in article X of the 

draft. 11 Supreme interests 11 i"s in a way a projection to the international 

arena of the concept of public order in the national field, ~1d in this sense 

is an attribute of sovereignty which it does not seem ne~essary to incorporate 

eXplicitly among the draft convention's provisions, just as the exception 

"!_ebus sic stantibusn, in so far as it limits the principle, 
11

-pacta sunt 

~ervanda" does not need to be incorporated in a treaty for it to be applicable 
' 

When circumstances really justify it. 
Finally, regarding the proposals for the establish~nt of nuclear-free 

zones in the Middle East as well as in South Asia, the delegation o:' Spain,

in principle, favours ~y initiative aimed at the establishnent of geographic 

boundaries for the use, stockpilir.€; and transit of huclear Heapons as an 

intermediate step towards a more general ban on the us~ of that type of 

weapon, But before expressing our opinion on a specific proposal in that 

regard, we believe that it would be very useful to define clearly the 

areas in question. In the case of the denuclearization·of Latin -~erica, 
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the fact that the area is a subcontinent made its delimitation possible, thus 

favouring the success of the Treaty of Tlatelolco, a sine qua non for any 

new regional denuclearization initiative. The initiators of item 101 as 

well as 107 have shown themselves to be aware of this difficulty in suggesting 

a common effort within the United Nations to- .overcome it. The -delegation of 

Spain awaits with great interest and will study very carefully any specific 

proposals put forward for that purpose during the present debate. 

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I should.like to place 

on record our gratitude to Mr. Elias for his very valuable work as Chairman 

of the Working Group of the Ad Hoc Committee for the \<lorld Disarmament 

Confere nee . 

As no other delegation has indicated a desire to speak at this time, I shall 

make a few comments on the progress of our work. 

At the last meeting of this Committee, in referring to the dates for 

consideration· of the -disarmament items, I mistakenly mention~d _15 November 

as the deadline for their conclusion. Upon realizing that error, I tried to 

correct the verbatim records of the Committee, and indeed in some of them 

the correct date -- 22 November -- app~ared; in others, however, such as the 

English version, the 15 November date still appears. In any event, as the 

Committee decided at its organizational meeting, the cut-off date for our 

discussion of the disarmament items is 22 November. 
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Tentatively, hov;ever, I think that we should think of the date of 15 November· 

as a possible date for concluding the general debate in order to leave an 

additional week for voting and discuooion of specific draft resolutions 

related to the 12 items on disarm~;rpent .. rwh:tch:.itljE2C'Committee'- isr 

c_onsidering. In this regard; this coming week I shall propose a date for the 

closure of the list of speakers. 

Now, having made this comment on my error at the last meeting, I should 

like to say that in the coming week vle have 10! working meetings -- that is, from 

Monday to Friday two meetings ·a cd-ay. · Consegu~nt,ly, ·I.; woul<il.Trbe ""gr~t~&~Jl 

to de legates·rwho tw ish "-to speak if they •wog.ld;uso signify -t6\the ~c:re.tarie.t. 

There are several already dovm on the list, and we have to proceed to allocate 

statements as the available dates permit. 

In conclusion, I should like to announce that other States have added 

their names to the list of sponso·rs 0f tne draft resolutiorncontained 
-:-,r: 

in doc wnent A/C.l/L.675 originally submitted by the Soviet Union. I shall 

now read the list of sponsors as Lhaveait to date-•. The following_ cguntries: 

Afgha~:t?tan, Bar[)~c}Qs-,-r Bulgaria, ~Cuba!_gGz-echoslovakia., Democ_ratie Yeme?;,: .. 

. Hungary.,' ±rag,1:-Kenya, .. Mauritiu~,, Mongolia, +Boland,- German Democratic Republic, 

Syrian Arab Republic~~nd,t.'!Jr:J.iQn of Soviet Socialist Republics. 

If there are no comments, I shall now proceed to adjourn this meeting 

until tomorrow at 10.30 a.m. sharp. 

The meeting rose at 4.55 p.m. 




