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PROHIBITION OF ACTION TC INFLUENCE THE ENVIRONMENT AND CLIMATE FOR MILITARY

AND OTHER PURPOSES INCOMPATIBLE WITH THE MAINTENANCE OF INTERNATIONAL SECURITY,

it as

HUMAN WELL-BEING ANT HEALTE (4/9702 AND CORR.1 (ENGLISH ONLY); 4/C.1/L.675)

DECLARATION AND ESTABLISHMENT OF A NUCLEAR-FREE ZONE IN SCUTH ASIA (A4/9706)

Mr, BENITES (Ecqacor)(lnterpretatlop from Spanish) Mr. Chairman,
may I crave your indulgence to congratulate you on your election to preside
over this Committee. I am well aware of the difficulties of your task,
having presided cover this body eight years ago, and I should like publicly
to express the hope that, given your exceptional abilities, this will be

the first step towards the noble destiny which, to the gilery of your country

and Latin america, I anm sure the future holds for you.

1 am speaking in this deb th the humility of cpe wheo 1z aware of
the fact that soclutions are in the hands of a few mighty Poweru. put alsc

convictions are the only weapons that we weak States have -- we who are

v dezth and mass destructicrn which nuclear ca tas vropnc

. - N
hat “detente” -- an elegant

Frenck word -- alleviaztes cour fears and epables us to sieep peacefully alter
wefits of the Strategic Arms

Telks. I hasten to apologize if I interrupt that sweet optimistic

mere than an elegant French wo

<

- N L - . 2
dream by wondering whether detente ls something mo
t

dangsr of nuclear war,

If the word "ddtente" is a sort of charm egainst viclent expressicns,

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

and that a sort of spring song has been heard during the auturn deliberations
of the last few General Assembly sessions, This is highly positive, and we

her the so-called Strategic arms Linitation Talks really do reduce the

rd
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ddtente” which, acting virtually a&s an anaesthetic, make
us forget that {fhere remain potential hot-beds of conflict in the Middle Fast,
in the Persian Gulf, in the Indo-Chira Peninsula and on the Asian continent. We
Gare not ponder the unfathcmable mystery of whether. the political and
econcmic unity which is the basis of NATO remains intact, and ever less whether
ents in Cyprus have had anything to do with the naval balance in the
‘editerranean, actuelly, détente is e promising factor in some areas, such as
for insvance, in the yet vague Conference on Security and Co-operation in

burcpe &nd in the Vienna Conference on the reduction of military forces and

eérmaments. Direct top-level cont between the leaders of the two super-Powers
15 indeed useful, end even the Strategic Arms Limitation Talks hold out some

-

hepe for =z possivle future ban -- or at least a moritorium -- on underground

3

D

must not be forgotten that the Strategic

ot
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nucrear tes AN, However, 1

"es. more than 80 per cent of which are the responsibility of the six
t

tiny and decreasing portion of military expenditures,

S,OOO million dollers -- a tiny
h

lar spent on armaments, this is, I would say, an expressiorn

1
e ; ) ; - -3 L 4 T
of morai bankruptcey on the part of the rich gresl Powers.’(CCD
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{(Mr. Benites, Bcuzdor)

Regarding the survey of SIPRI entitled "Resources ailocated to
technological research and development activities for military purposes”,
Mr. Rosenberg Polak of the Netherlands said, at the meeting of the Conference
of the Committee on Disarmament on 25 April, that betweea 15,000 million and
16,500 million dollars is spent &nnually -on military research, and that .

€5 per cent of that sum represents the expenditure of the two super-Powers.

ct

Tne representative of Mexico, Ambassador Garcfa Rob ies, whose constant
efforts in the ares of disarmament are noteworthy, stated that the military
budgets\of the super-Powers reached 100,000 millicn and 60,000 million dollars,
respectively (CCD/PV.627, p. 25). Ané the Secretary-General of the United

said at the opening meeting of the sixth special

=
o
ct
e
Q
@)
n
A
=
H
txy
o
'i
ct
':-"
o] l'-'
[ PJ
ﬂ)
',.h
H

Assembly that in the thrse weeks of the sessicn
14,000 miliion dollars would be spent on armaments.

to continue Citing these figures dest I invents .cire-
a new dramatic genre, the dramz of figures. Rut we should wonder whether
“there is not a biatant contradiction between. the assertion that there is,

o the one hand, & spring iove called détente and, on the other hand, =

ot

race towards hell through the increase in military expenditures. Mayberthes

key tc this apparent contradiction was given us by former Presi

Nixcn in & seatence which T will dare to. quoterdn theselegant danguage'.

White House, degpite my poor pronunciation. EKe said,
>

(spoke in Anglish

"We must never allow fmerica to become the second strongest nation
in the world."

(continued in Spanish)

These oft-guoted words appear in “World Armaments and Disarmament” -

SIPRI Yearbook 197h, pp. 70-T7i. Ve do not know what the other super-Fower

thinks at tne other end of the line, but it seems sasy to copjecture.that zince

ce or limit its armaments belicw the
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ne +tC the second point I should like to tackle
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levels of nuclear me egatonnage, which five years &gc sveraged
15 tons of dynamiie per cepita on & worid-wide basis, have a tendency to
incregse. Ang we should recall that technicelly one megeston produced by
thermonuclear fusion exploding in & nanosecond, in other words in one ten
thousandth of a millionth of & seconﬂ reiesses an explosive energy eguivalent
¢ & million tons of dynamite, with & thermael energy of 10,000 million million

€a-ories -- that is, 1 followed by 16 zeros, which would csuse totel destructicon

Cver & radius of 5C kilometres, not counting the lethal power of isctopes. It

-

i a s - 5 . n 2 . ~
+= brecisely cn the huge ceapacity for destruction of nuclear weapons, especially

nermonuclesr segpons, thet mankind has relied, living confidently in the
SO'Caljed ”b Tarnce £+ 411 LIt g K] Fa) 3 . PR A 3 P ~
< eglance of Terror’, that ig, in the belief that 1t would not be

possible to use earmaments of such denger for mankind. Today, this confide

Of S+pte . T S .- . e S v 4 ~F
< stave, Henry Kissinger, who in the generel debate of the Assembly tola us, on

-

20 September, at ithes 2238th meeting, that:

The world has 3eelt witk nuclear weapons as if restraint were autometic.
elx> very awesomeness cheined those weapons for slmost three decades;
their sophistication end expense have helped to keep constant for &

ecade the number of States which pessess them. Now, as was quite
ab

foreseeable, politicel inhibitions are in danger of crumbling. Nuclear
: catastrophe looms more pleusible, whether through ign or miscalculstion;
} aceident, theft or blackmail." (A/PV.2233, p. 25)

Ve have never hesrd & more frightening warning expressed with such naked

glism 1ike z kinéd of uneguivecal apocalyptic admonition.
1 ap ¢

It is no mystery, certainly, that there is 2z small discrepancy regarding

e independently
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{Mr. Benites, Ecuador)

In enother article in the same newspespern on 1 Octover, in column 1, pags 7
the same normentatér asserted that the Soviet Union had developed a nev iyre
of intercontinental missile which could evoid the current devection aprlicable
to missiles launched from silos. he cemmentetor alsc stated that with wre
additional construction of 151 silos by the Soviet Union its power would increzse
te 1,720 as agiinst 1,000 Minuteman silos whick the United States will possess
in 1978.

The guantitetive differences do not realliy affect nuclear parity. In the
SIFRI estimates -- and I assume that this is sccepted as one of the most
authoritative institutions in the matter -- on the retaliatory war-of “surgical
strike", of Secretary of Defense Schiesinger,: ii is shown that Wwith the
tresent nuclezr missile power, after the hypotheticel counter-strike operstions
ggainst LOO cities, 4,000 missiles will be left over.

In the statement made by the representative Mexico, imbzssador Garcie
Rovies, in the Conference of the Committee on Disarmement on 22 August 1974
he said:

-"....the number of nuclear warheazds with which the two superpawers .
have eguipped thelr intercontinental missiles, in a constant state of
resdiness for firing, Trom land bases, frow Submerines or irom long-
range bowbers, which in 19€5 came to a tetel, for both of thew, of
3,700, will probably by 1975, stil: for poth the superpowers together,
come to sround 15,00C%. ‘CCD’?V.627, p. 25)

With all its drawbacks, the nuclear balance of terror -- which, zlthough
it has been an unstable balance, does not seem to interest many -- has served
tc meintain peace for 30 years. And I am afraid lest the dangers referred to
by Secretary of State Kissinger have 2 mere direct bearing on the preliferation
¢f puclear weapons that are now calied "horizontel" and which the Treaty on
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapo tried to prevent. In this regard
it is necessary to be clear.

£.1 nuelesr fissicorn produces & release of neutrons which mey be contrelled
or uncontrollsd. When the neutrons thus relezsed are abscrned, fissicn Goes
not producs ar explesion. When highly Tissioneble maverisls in & crivlcel gess
is not controlied, z chzin rescuion is produc2d which in one wmiliionik of =
second lesds TC arn explosion which generatss €0lossal thermsl power s: we2ll 23 a
Geveafzting-shock wave and the mass production of dethai isotorss. It sum, what |

|
|
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15 calied an atomic bomb, So Par the pesceful uses of the atomic bozt in

up, resulting from the explosion of
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§ why the =xpansion of the Nuclear C

2 nuclear device on 18 May last, has generated universal concern.

But the real danger which will prompt us to & careful consiqer

t5 Conference is another and grave one: 1
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(Mr, Beniies, Ecusdor)
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{Mr. Benites, Bcuador)

10 1259, the vesr af 3ks T nuclear expicsion in the Sshera, the
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(Mr. Benites, Ecuador)

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

countrles do not pay due attention. That is their problem,

In conclusion, I wish to mention the reference made by the fepresentative
~of Mexico,‘Mr. Garcia Robles, in the general debate to the statement by
Mr. Fred C. Yk1¢, Director of the Arms Confrol and Disarmement 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
It was asserted therein that the reduction of the

ozone" is very interesting.
ozone layer would not be total, but would emount to between 50 per cent and
75 per cent, which would produce an average world temperature similar to the

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

350 and Lo° 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 tons of‘dynamite--;: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 today, 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 (1nterpretatlon from Spanlsh) I thank Ambassador Benites

for 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
We have had’ many opportunltles in the past of admiring your

you in the chair,
We are confident that under your excellent

diplomatic. skill and great wisdom,
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 topies of
discussion in the United Nations ever since its foundation and the subjéct of
countless bilateral and multilateral negotiations. Unfortunately, however, we
mist admit that, despite all efforts to bring about détente and desPite'the
tonclusion of numerous agreements of great importance, we are witnessing today
&n arms race 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
& general feeling of reéignation will ensue. We should do everything in our
Power to counteract such a tendency. True, the issue is most complicated, but
cur prime congern is not problems of military technology, which are for the
specialists to study; our main object is political decisions directed at
Safegparding peace, Our goal must be to prevent or remove the dangerous
instabilities which fhe 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 wié% to emphasize, however, that

disarmament is important and necessary, but that it must serve the aim.of

Any steps towards disarmament which disregard the right to

safeguarding peace.
For

self-defence proclaimed in the United Nations Charter would be unrealistic.
a long time to come peace and security will depend on a stable global, 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

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

We must break the vicious circle of distrust and the arms race, adhere
firmly to the;xﬂgcy ofrenun01atlon of the use of force and 1n1t1ate with ~
imagination, patience and determination practlcal steps towards arms llmltatlon

and disarmament,
The Federal Government is committed to such & policy.
Genscher stated the other day before the General Assembly that disarmasment and

Foreign Minister

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 détente,
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(Mr. Moersch, Federal Republic of Germany)

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 sé.
For that reason, we haje completed the ratification procedure with regard to the
non-prolifération Treaty and the verification agreement. For that reason 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 joinf effort of all participating countries a broader 7

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

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

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

~ Government has always held the view that pthprqblemg_of military security and
the dangers inherent in military confrontation in Euroﬁe should not be excluded
from the CSCE agenda., The outcome of the Conferasnce 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

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

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

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

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

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 military 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 world Powers

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

Strategic Arm¢ Limitation Talks is of the greatest importance to us all. We

have welcomed as a new impetus the arrangemenﬁs made at the Moscow summit to carry
‘ OQ_th§A$%fategic Arms Limitation Talks, and we hope that the Strategic Arms
Limitation Talks will soon succeed in containing the nuclear arms race not

only Quantitatively Qut also qualitatively and that it will prepare the ground

for dismantling nuclear arsenals. If the Moscow Agreement on the limitation

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

We note with regret that ‘during the past year, as in previous years,
~ the Geneva talks on a comprehensive test ban treaty failed to meke 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 way for an adequately verified,
comprehensive test ban treaty, which we should like to see concluded as
S00n as possible so as finally to reach the goal set in 1963, when the partial
" tést van treaty was signed: the discontinuation-of nuclear weagpon 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 futuré of the non-proliferation policy expressed on
various sides during the'debate is shared by the Federal Government.. We still
consider the non-proliferation Treaty the most important instrument for
containing the proliferation of nuclear weapons and nuclear explosive devices.
That the Treaty should te universal has always been a demand 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, will be & main
task for the review conférence due to take place next year.

The non-proliferation Treaty 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 Powers to fulfil their obligations under the
treaty as conscientiously as we, as a non-nuclear-weapon State, are ready to
fulfil ours. 1In this resmect much is left to be done. Like any other treaty,

the Treaty is not perfect. Therefore we apbeal 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 teken place
which could not be foreseen at that time. ILow energysﬁocks are today already

forei i
rcing many countries to resort more and more to nuclear energy.-More and more

- countries are, trerefore, having to concern themselves with the problems

resulting from the increasing production of plutonium and other fissionable
material in reactors and enrichment and reprocessing plamts. The knowledge of
nuclear technology will increase, and greater use will be made of it.

Mr. Waldheim, 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. We have no time to lose. All

countries must be conscious of their responsibility.
reject the Treaty but possess

Therefore we appeal to

those countries which, for whatever reasons,

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

erest to

reconsider very seriously whether it would not be in their own int
ternational

. "su'bJect the entire fuel cycle of their nuclear installations to In
We again call upon all nuclear-weapon States

Atomic Energy Agency safeguards.
ible to similar

voluntarily to make their civilian nuclear activities access

international safeguards, as the United States of America and Great Britain
and in this way set a good example.

have already undertaken to do,
ty for exporting
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d technological know-how have the s_pecial

nuclear equipment, material -an
hey do not further proliferation either
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Altho : i
relenr di:iim:Z:nzquzlzzj of the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons and
this does not mean that Oth:entl¥ the focal point of international interest,
international arms control s;'maJor‘toPics of discussion Within-the complex of
in the wosk of the Genova D ould be pushed aside. We take a sPeS?al interest -
the sluggish progress bei 1sarma?ent Conference. One may perhaps criticize
that, after many years O;ni majtde in Geneva, but it should not be forgotten
the Geneva Committee, whi ruitless discussion on questions of disarmament,
since 1962 neverthel: ich was proposed in 1961 by the two world Povers, has
placed them before tzss prepared important international conventions and

e General Assembly for adoption. The Federal. Government

vould like
to see the work of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmement

proceed more briskly.
1d like to refer to the world disarmament

In this connexion, I shou
such a conference

conferen
could ce proposed by the Soviet Union three years ago.
.could .b
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et the hopes placed in it only if all
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.__§2£ Committee. Such a world disarm
t
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nd mulitilateral negotiations on disarmament an

ament conference cannot,

{sarmament and ‘other current bilateral

4 arms control.
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. We hope it will be possible in the foreseeable future to‘ round off the work
in Geneva on an international convention for the prohibition of chemical
wee::zpons. Valuable preparatory work has already been done. I should like in
this connexion, to mention in particular the draft convention submitted by Japan

and the knowledge that has 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 s 3 . . " . . .
urmit meeting in Moscow "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's--
At the request of the Soviet. Union an interesting item was recently

included in the General Assembly's agenda: the proposal for a

n e
prohibition of action to influence the environment and climat
national security,

e for military

and_Other purposes incompatible with the maintenance of inter
human well;béing a‘na'health"' T LR - -

In principle we feel it is right that efforts to achi
apable of being used

eve disarmament and

arms control should not be confined to existing means €
jew to preventing

for military operations but should look ahead with a v
to me therefore that

It seems

talamitous developments of military technologys
h deserves careful
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extremely complicated

pe analysed by experts, I

t . : .
he Soviet proposal embraces & N€W, pr
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scientific and technological problems which need to
shall for the time being confine myself tO these brief remarks.
Our membership of the United Nations has opened up to us wider possibilities
o barticipating in efforts to resolve the problem of disarmament and arms
a in keeping with _its engagement in these questions,
jgsicn to the
members of the Comnittee

part in Geneva and hope

control, Consequently, an
the Federal Republic of Germany has applie

COnference of the Committee on Disarmament,
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The CHATRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I thank the Minister of

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

Mr. ELIAS (Spain) (interpretation from Spanish): Mr. Cheirman,
avalling itself of the choice that you have kindly offered us of the various
items on disarmament allocated to thls Political Committee, 'my delegation would
at this time like to set forth its point of view on the following items: the
world disarmament c0nference3 the prohibition of action to influence the
environment and élimate 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 has 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

_draft for the report we now have before us. Quite a few difficulties had to

be OVerCOme before this report could 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_constitutes 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 paragfaph 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 possible date; convening the conference when the nuclear States so
desire; convening the conference at the earliest possible date, but beginning the
breparatory 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 they 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 consensuﬁhthaﬁ‘wil; meet the

5ix positions referred to in the report. In the course of the work of the

Ad Hoc Committee and the consultations carried out pursuant to the resolution,
in order to submit the report to the Assembly at this twenty-ninth sessionm,
the good-will and the sound reasons underlying the opinions expressed by Member

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

vere evident.
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No State believes tﬁat the world disarmamént conference is a panacea
¥hich will automatically produce solutions to the problems derived from the
arms race, but nor does any Stéte believe the Conference is an evil that should
be categorically rejected. General Assembly resolution 3185 (XXVIII) very

rightly refers to the need to seek the opinion of Governments on the necessary
conditions for the holding of the world conference. Those conditions have been
studied ang debated exhaustively, and we can consider it a very positive factor
that such conditions are, according to the report, ohly nine in number, and

can be further reduced if we co;pare them to one another sinceafhey partially
coincigde.

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

conference: (1) appropriate preparations; (2) universal participation;

(3) acceptance by the great Powers; (L4) international détente, which has
already begun; (5) mutual trust as a corollary to détente; (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 vhen it is held, whereas others are prior conditions which must be
fulfilled before its convening. Universal participation and equélity 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, détente, mutual
trust ang declarations renouncing a nuclgar first strike, circumstances
which 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 conditions, tﬁeir development and their eventual effective fulfilment
can and must Be_carried out and that a subsidiary body of the United RN
Natioris. should be entrusted with that study. Foi&that bedy-to function
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with due effectiveness, it should have a limited membership and &

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 be difficult to arrive at a consensus on the. basis of sucﬁ,an explicit
mandate. The delegation of Spain has ;ifé;dy-had the opportunity to express
1ts 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 various forums and at various

levels, bilatéral gs 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
therein appeals to the two great Powers to expedite agreement on the limitation
and reduction of nuclear weapons and invites them to keep the General Assembly-

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

consideration by the Fowers concerned of the contents of their eventual

agreements. It also invites the Statsé parties to disarmament negotiations

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

result in rearwarent in other regions. Vhat does that mean? Poubtless, the

General Assembly considers it necessary to participate indirectly in all
negotiations on disarmament, prcrotirg their progress and keeping itselfl
informed thereon.

That specific function is one whic
Tn that connexion I should like to draw the attention of

t of the Ad Hoc Committee on

h can for the time being be carried out

by an ad hoc body.
the First Committee to paragraph 12 of the repor
the World Disarmament Conference, which reads:

"The 44 Hoc Committee, on the proposal O
ed application of methods and

f its Chairman, took note of

a suggestim that there should be continu

means used until now for helping to clear the way towards the initistion

rmament conference,

of the preparation for convening & world disa
s of the Ad Hoc

i b
particularly the contacts by the Chairman and member
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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." (4/9628, para. 12)

My delegation believes that that suggestion is both véry reasonablé and very
timely. We should point out that it speaks of facilitating the beginning of
breparatory 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 é permanent manner --
a so-to- Speak institutionalized manner.-s.-through.a. specific body, world public
orinion as well as the Governments of all States could within a reasonable

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 proliferafion has two inseparahle aspects: one is
horizontal proliferation -- which might more 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
doctrine, my delegation considers that their argument implies,anQerror‘of perceptior
that coﬁld be extremely dangerous. While it is true that the great Powers are
masters of their own 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 should remain indifferent, rere pawns in this arms race,

as was 1llustrated to us with such eloguent statistical data. This
is the origin of the support for the idea of a werld disarmament éonference,
tecause if no proéress 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 will suprcrt any draft resolution designed to institutionalize
the study and to facilitate the creation of the recessary conditioné for
an early convening of .the world disarmarent conference.

As for the initiative of the Spviet Union concerning a draft resolution aimed
at the conclusion of an international convention for the prevention of

action to influence-the 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 Disarmament 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 will be meeting in the course of this year
“in order jointly to study those problems. '

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 means is categorical, given the use of the phrase, "never .under any

circumstances", whilé; on the other hand, there is inserted the qualifying

phrase referring to purposes "incompatible with the maintenance of

international security, human well-being and health" (A/C.1/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

whether it has to do W1th all ‘human beings or Just some. I repeat, this

is a purely technical or grammatlcal comment .
Furthermore, my delegation cannot conceal its doubts regarding the

explicit clause regarding "supreme interests” contained in article X of the
" 45 in a way a projection to the international

draft. "Supreme interests
and in this sense

arena of the concept of public order in the national field,

18 an attribute of sovereignty which it does not seem necessary to incorrorate

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

"rebus sic stantibus", in so far as it limits the principle, "pacta sunt
applicable

' i t to be
Bervanda" does not need to be incorporated in a treaty for 1

When circumstances really justify it.
arding the proposals for the establishment of nuclear

the delegatlon of Spain,”
geographic

i ~free
Finally, reg

Z0nes in the Middle East as well as in South Asia,

in Principle, favours any 1n1t1at1ve aimed at the establishment of

boundarles for the use, stockpilirg and transit of huclear weapons as an
at type of

th
intermediate step towards a more gemeral ban on the use of

essing our opinion on & specific proposal in that

Weapon, But before expr 1y the
regard, we believe that 1t would be very useful to define clearly

&reas in question. In the case of the denuclearization-of Latin imerica,
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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 World Disarmament

Conference.
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 mentioned 15 November o
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 -- appeared; in others, however, such as the
English version, the 15 November date still ;ppears. 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, however, 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 discussion of specific draft resolutions

¢ “c

related to the 12 items on disarmament-whichtheCommittee:is
considering. 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 we have 10 working meetings -- that is, from
Monday to Friday two meetings ‘a-day. " Consequently, -Iywouldrbe “grateful <
to delegatesrwhotwish «to speak if ‘they wouldwuso signify -tovthe Seeretariat. . :.
There are several already down 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 sponsors: of the draft resoiutiohlcontéined

in doc ument A/C.l/L.é%g originally submitted by the Soviet Uaioa. I shall
now read the list of sponsors as I-haveait to date«"The*following;cguntries:
Afghanistan, Barbadosy. Bulgaria,:Cuba,sCzechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen;- .
-Hungary,fIraqﬂ>K6nya,>Mauritiusy Mongolia,+~Poland, -German Democratic Republic,
Syrian Arab Republic-and Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.

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

until tomorrow at 10.30 a.m. sharp.

The meeting rose at 4.55 p.m.






