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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 (A/9702 end Corr.l (English only);
A/C.1/L.675)

DECLARATION AND ESTABLISHMENT OF A NUCLEAR-FREE ZONE IN SOUTH ASIA (A/9T706)

The CHAIRMAN (interpretafion from Spanish): In»aécordance with

the programme of work approved by the Committée,'we shall begin today
our consideration of the items on disarmament. If I may be permitted
& personal note, I should like to bid welcome, on this occasion, to old
friends and colleagues from the Geneva Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament, with whom I have had the privilege of exchanging views on
so many occasions when répresentihg my country in that body. I should
particularly like to welcome the two Co-Chairmen of the Conference of
the Committee on Disarmament and all the members who are here with us.
I would similarly like to welcome those who have travelled from their

capitals to follow the discussion of these extremely important items in

the First Committee. .

I am sure that with the co-operation all delegations have always
shown, we will be able this year perhaps to make some progress; .if it
is substantial progress, so much the better, but let us at least make some
progress, in attaining the objectives of complete and general disarmament.

Our agenda contains 12 items. That alone indicates the need for
us to make some progress, so that in this way we can make some response
to the demands from all over the world for countries to devote ever less
of their resources to the armaments race and more to the well-being of
their peoples. .

The twelve agenda items include four dealing with new proposals
submitted by States Members. These are: item 100, Implementation of
General Assembly resolution 2286 (XXII) concerning the signature and
ratification of Additional Protocol I of the Treaty for the Prohibition
of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (Treaty of Tlatelolco); item 101,

Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the
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Middle Fast; item 103, Prohibition of action to influence the en&ironment
and climate for military and other purposes incompatible with the maintenance
of international security, humean well-being and health, and item 107, .
Declaration and establishment of a nuclear-free zone in South Asia.

As was agreed at the meeting when we organized the work of the First
Cormittee, delegations may refer to any‘of the items appéafing‘bh({he
agenda in the order in which they choose. In the course of the general
debate which is to begin today, delegations may, if they wish, refervto
all, some, or only one of the items appearing in the agenda, and they may
8lso speak on subsequent occasions to refer to the items they did not
deal with initially. That is in keeping with the practice of previous
years, which, I believe, has proved the rost prcductive approach. o

Naturally, at the end of the general debate we shall consider the
proposals or draft resolutions in the order in which they are submitted
on each parﬁicular item, and at that>point those delegations which so
wish may speak again with reference to the draft resolutions.

' Finally, I should Iike to express my satisfaction at the fact

that we have yith us the Special Representative of the Secretary-General
for the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, Ambassador Pastinen,
vhose advice and co-operation will be very valuable in the work ahead of us.

With those words of welcome, and of my hope for the co-operation
of all mémbers in the furtherance of our work, I shall now call on those

representatives who are on the list of speakers for today.

Mr. MALIK (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation
from Russian): Mr. Chairman, since I am speaking for the first time in
the First Committee,ipermit me to depart from an earlier decision for
a minute or fwo and sincerely congratulate you upon your unanimous election
tc the Chairmanship of the First Committee, and wish you great success
in the conduct of the Committee's proceedings. Beginning with the
discussion today of the question of disarmaﬁent, I should particularly
like to point out the valuable contribution, known to us all, that you

have made, Mr. Chairman, and are still making, to the consideration of
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the question of disarmament, both in the Geneva Conference of the
Committee on Disarmament, where you were.the representative of Argentine,
and in the United Nations. This gives us grounds for hoping and believing
that your knowledge of the problem of disarmament will help the First
Committee, under your leadership, to find ﬁays of achieving agreed, .
positive solutions to the questions of -disarmament before the First
Cormittee, and thus to take a new step forward towards a curtailment

of the arms race and disarmament itself which, as we are all aware, is

one of the most important tasks of the day.
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The twenty-ninth sessicn of the General Assembly of the United Nations
1s cheracterized by the fact that remarkeble positive chanres are taking
rlace in the internationel arena. In recent vears some i;nportant internaticnal
problems of concern tc mankind have been successfully resolved and others
are nearing soluticn. The first perceptible steps heve been taken towards the
easing of the threat of 2 nuclear war and the principle of the peaceful
coexistence of States with different social systems is becoming of increasinsly
vwide spplicaticn in practice.

tlany delegations referred to these positive changes during the general
Gebate in the Assembly. They all appealed for an extension of the influence
and impact of these positive changes by the relaxation of international
tension and d&8vente-to ell parts of the globe. They spoke in favour of
consolideting and promoting these positive processes in the world politics
of today.

The improvement in the international situation is taking place as a
result of the persistent efforts of the Soviet Union, together with other
socialist countries and all peace-loving States. The many-facéted work of
our country in the field of foreign policy is alred at strengthening
international peace and security and prorwoting co-operation among peoples.

The Commumnist Party of the Soviet Union and the Soviet Government are
steadily pursuing a policy of maintaining peace and security, establishing
principles of peaceful coexistence and relaxing tension in international
reletions., The USSR is seeking further progress in the improvement of its
relations with all countries, big, medium-sized or small, The process of
détente and of the normwaslization of relations among States, including Soviet-
United States relations, is an objective necsssity. There is no other
elternative. We are duly appreciative of the statements made and the steps
teken by President Ford indicating the intention of the United States
Government to follow the path of develoning relations with the Soviet Union.

The Soviet Union is actively promoting détente and the normelization of

relations with all States, including China, if China so wishes.
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At the same time, our comtry is waging a resolute struggle based on
fundamental principles against the intrigues of imperialist reaction and other
advocates of a return to the dark period of the hated cold war who are

opposing détente, the relaxation of international tension and the improvement

of relations among States and particularly of relations between the USSR and
the United States. o

The peace-loving character of the foreign policy activities of our Party
and the Soviet State is determined by the very nature of the socialist system
and is in accordance with the interests of the peoples of the whole world.
The bonds of friendship and all-round co-operation between the Soviet Union
and the socizlist cowntries grow stronger year by year. The top-level
reetings held recently are another vivid proof of the consolidation of relations
arong the States of the socialist community. We should like zlsc to express
our great satisfaction with the development of stable relations of friendship,
co-operation ana mutual understanding between the Soviet Union and the overwhelming
majority of the countries of the third world. Strone bonds unite us in
our common struggle for peace and the security of the peoples and in uvnfailins
support for national liberation movements.

One of the most important orientations of the foreign policy of the Soviet
Union is the struggle for the cessation of the arms race and for disarmement.
The land of the Soviets aspired to that very cbjective as long ago as the years
when it was the one and only socialist State in the whole world, facing a
wiited and strong world of capitalism. The Soviet Union and all its peoples
still aspire to that goal now in conditions of a radical change in the balance
of forces in the internatiocnal arena in favour of socialism, national freedom
and independence. The situation evolving in the world, the process of
relaxation of tension and the nornalization of relations among States belonging
to different socio-political systems are creating favourable conditions for
progress towards this end. In their turn, the steps undertaken in recent years in

hie sphere of limitine armaments and in Jdisarmerent -- such as the Treaty

—+

cn the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, the Treaty on the Prohibition of
the csmplacement of Nuclear Weapons and Other Weapons of lass Destruction on

the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil Thereof, the Convention
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on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of
Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on their Destruction, the
Soviet-United States agreements on the nrevention of nuclear war and on the
Limitation of strategic arms -- contribute to the deepening and widening of
irternational détente.

The objectives in the field of disarmament set out in the peace programme _
edopted by the XXIVth Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Unicn
Nave been ermbodied in recent years in concrete proposals put forward by the
coviet Union in the international arena.

In this connexion reference should be made first of all to the proposal
ty the USSR to convene a Vorld Disarmament Conference -- a proposal supported
by an ebsolute majority of the States of the world and by the United Mations
itself in resolutions of the General Assembly. Special Committee was
established which studied the views, suggesfions and considerations of States
in this matter. Along with socialist States and States of the third world,
taree nuclear Povers took part in the work of the Committee. It is our firm
telief that the clearly expressed desire of the majority of United Nations
Jembers with respect to convening the Conference must be put into effect in
the course of the consideration of the cuestion of the World Disarmament
Conference during the current session of the General Assembly.

I should like to recall another initiative of the Soviet Union which
received the approvel of the twenty-seventh session of the General Assembly,
that is, the prchibition of the use of force in international relations coupled
with the permenert prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons. This decision of
the Assembly, which is of fundamental importaence and which aims at
strengthening international peace and security and the basic protection of
Jmankind, through international law, fror the threat of a nuclear war, must
Lecome binding on all States. The Security Council should adopt an aprropriate
resclution on this matter. The Soviet delegation believes that positive
action on this question by the Security Council would make a serious contribution
to the settlement of existing conflicts, consolidate the relaxation of

ension and strengthen peace, internaticnal security and confidence among the

ot

Iy
0

orles.
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At the twenty -eighth session of the Assembly the Soviet Union proposed
that the military budgets of the permanent member States of the Security
Council be reduced by 10 per cent and that part of the funds thus saved'be
used to provide assistance to developing countries. " In so doing, the Soviet
Union proceeded -- as it continues to proceed -- from the assumption that
such action would not only facilitate the limitation of the arms race but
also provide additional assistance to States in need of it. This is of
verticular importance in view of the difficulties encountered in the
efforts to implenment the decisions of the sixth special session of the

Ceneral Asserbly on the establishment of a special fund for assistance to

developing countries.
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The attitude tovar’ these very importent proposals designed to achieve
{isarnament? to supplenent noliticzl détente with militory cdétente and to chaanel
the means released by the reduction of military eimenditures for developmental
Furposes is at the same time a in® of touchstone of the resl intentions of
States with re~erd to the perticularls urgent and important problens of the dsi.

The USSR delezation reserves its risht to explein in further Getail the

7osition on the abovenrentioned as well as other cuestions of disaorimament

et one of the re~ular meetin~s of the Cormittee.

At the tventy ninth session of the Generel Assemblv the Soviet Government
“ade a ney impcrtant initisztive. It submitted for consideration by the Assexbly
&8 =n drrortant and urgent iterm the ouestion of the pronibition of action to
influence the envissanent anc climate for mil?tary and other purposes incormpatible

Wit the maintenance of internctional securitv, hurian well-being and health.

That nroncs 521 on the DTODlo’tloﬂ of gction to infliluence the environment and

climate for military wurposes hne a number of svecial festures. First of 211,

®

it involves e Field of activity and certain vprocesses, meteorological and

Zeophyvsical, vhich have never before been the svhere or subject of internationa

nezotiations on disormament. It opens up a ner directior in the field of
disermament and the wvrevention of a nev potential threat to mankird.

meteorolosical nrocesses greatly influence

are aware that geophysical and

ng to uncover

e
the life and productive activity of man. Ifaniind has lon~ been seeking
the origins of elemental atriosvheric processes end to influence ther so as to
mirimize the pernicious consecuences of formidable natural phenomena and to utilize

ther: for the benefit of man. DRecent vears have been narked by success in the

develovment of a number of methols actively to influence weather condlt»ons and
ciimate. Various ermeriments and oracticeal projects are being carried out in this
field in meany St-tes. Thus, in our own country and abroad, precipitation is

veing artificially induced with considerable success by seeding with crystals of
iocargyrite, which cause condensation of moisture in cumuli, resulting in rain.

That nethod is of great promise in drousht control and the irrigation of arid

and desert areas.
Work in the field of hurricane control is also moing on with some succecss.

4 broad prograrme of action to influence hurricanes is beins carried out in the
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United Stetes and in other countries. 3RBv introducine fron aircraft a erystallizing
azent into the upper part of the cloud fronts of hurricanes, scientists of a number
of countries are trying to 1nduce redistribution of their enerry and influ.nce

the processes occurring in them. As a result, they have succeeded in considerably
?educing wind velocity and the destructiveness of hurricances.

That is real testimony of todav's sc1ent1f1c excellence, Qhow1ng what
enorwous , in fact boundless. noss1b111t1es for mankind are be;n" ovened up by
the peaceful creative use of scientific discoveries to influence the environment
and climate in the interests of mankind and in order to improve its well-beins.
However, the techniques of influencing weather and geophysical processes can also
be used for destructive military purposes +to the detriment of human well-being
and health, and there are serious grounds for such anxieties.

Tt is generally we2ll known, for examnle -- and this has been widely. revorted
in both the American press and the world press -- that for a number of years special
operations vicre carried out over the territories of<countries of Indo--China to
artifieially induce or intensifyv rains by seeding clouds. That brought about

excessive precinitation resulting in the inundation of certain sections of terrain,

in landslides, in the destruction of roads, dikes, bridzes and so on. According
to official estimates of the Pentagon, as a result of those operations the
rainfall in some areas increased by 30 per cent over the normal levels for those
areas. Attempts were also made to cause fire storms. A fire storm is a kind of
atmospheric fiery cyelone. -

Recently, an increasing number of articles have been appearing in the press
devoted to practical steps to influence the environment and climate for military
purposes. Some of them at first glance seew: to be absolutely incredible and
fantastic, Iowever, there are real possibilities of puttin~ into practice certain
methods mentioned in those articles.

It is well known, for example, that there is an ozone layer in the upper
reaches of the atmosphere which is 1mportant for the protection of life on earth
from the ultra-violet radiation of the Sun. Scientists have concluded that by
properly influencing that layer oné can create windows in the ozone shield of the
earth in order to allow increased penetration of the hard ultra-violet radiation
to selected parts of our planet. As a result, all form of life in those areas

would be destroved, and all that territory would be converted into barren desert.
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Another exarple can be cited. It is possible to create extensive ultra.-
and infra-acoustic fields. Infra-sound, its frequency lving below human
audibility, can cause corplete mental derangement, and some research workeré
assert that it is possible, for example, to create acoustic fields on the sea and
the ocean surface to combat individual ships or vhole flotillas.

. Research nas also revealed that there exists even such a possibility as
rnelting the ice caps of the Arctic and the Antarctic for the purpose of
Gelivering a total annihilating blow against a potential enemy. It is believed
that for that purpose it would be necessary to explode nuclear devices of small
vield in a mine sun)k in the thickness of the ice cap. The explosion would result
in the formation of & water-cushion between the ice cap and the bedrocks. and
a considerable portion of the ice cover would slide off into the ocean. That in
turn would cause tidal vaves capable of wipins off the face of thc earth many
coastal cities and vhole areas. Such waves, of course, would not distinguish
between enemy territory and the territory of an ally.

It also apemars possible artificially to cause destructive ocean tsunami
waves . which can be.disastrous for any coastal State. . One. of. the methods of -
oroducing tsunamis consists in dumpinz vast blocks of bedrock fror the continental
shelfl into the deeper parts of the ocean. Tsunamis can result from Man-made
underwater earthquakes. Cynics may say these are all fancies from the science
fiction of Jules Verne. But scientific research workers have reliably proved
that there is no guarantee that these possibilities will not becore actual

realities harmful to man.

Influencing the environment, particularly the geophysical environment, for
military purposes constitutes a serious threat to life on earth. A particular
danger of geophysical warfare consists in the fact that the aggressor can secretly,
without declaring war, for many years use some of the abovementiored methods
against its intended victim.

The possibility of emploving the forces of nature for purposes incompatible
vith the maintenance of international securityv, human well-being and health is
arousing concern among political, scientific and public figures in many countries.
Calls for prohibiting action to influence the geophysical environment for military

purposes are beins voiced with increasing urscency.
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211 these wroblems lon~ age attracted the attention of scientists and
the public. Taus, for example, the nilitary aspects of action to influence the
environment and clinate vere discussed at the seventh Dartmouth neetine of
representatives of the Soviet and American public and scientific circles as far
back as December 1975, In their joint communiqué, the participants in the meeting
Stated that they:
“...rejected the attempts to use the artificial modification of the
environment as a weapon of war ani called for a sneedy conclusion of an
international agreement prohibiting the development and use of such
veapons'.
Buch a prohibition has in recent vears been sunported zlso bv representatives of
a number of Staztes in the Geneva Disarmarient Cormittee.
Ln important smeciesl feature of the Soviet Union's proposal, which is on
the CGeneral Assewbly’s agenda, for the prohibition of action to influence the

environment and climate for militery and other purnoses incompatible with the
and health is that the

-~

naintenance of 1nternat10nal security, human vell—belnﬁ

imnleientation of such a proposel weuld contribute not only to the limitation
of the arms race but to the preservetion of the environment for the benefit and
in the interest of the whole of mankind.

As we already know, the wide use of, for example, herbicides, defoliants
and fire storms resulis in the destruction of large tracts of forest and the
roGification of climatic and natursl con@itions over vast areas. CGeophysical
warfare can, even after its cessation, have after-effects which will long

adversely affect human well-being and health.
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It is well Znown, for example, that even given substantial investments
and huge amounts of labour the process of rehabilitating the areas affected by
nerbicides in South Viet-Nam will take no less than 20 years.

The policy of the Soviet Union in favour of the prohibition of action to
influence the environment and climate for military purposes is firm, resolute
and consistent. An important step towards saving mankind from thé threat of
meteorological war was the signing of a joint official Soviet-American statement
at the summit meeting on 3 July 197Lk. It says that the Soviet Union and the
United States, desiring to 1limit the potential danger to mankind from possible
nev means of warfare and recoenizing that action to influence the environment
and climate "could have widespread, long-lasting and severe effects harmful to
human welfare advocated the most effective measures vossible designed to overcome
the dangers of the use of environmental modification technigues for miiiféry |
ourposes . The parties at the same time anreed to hold a meeting of Soviet and
United States reoresentatives in 197k for the vurpose of exploring this problem.

A further stevo bv the Soviet Union toward preventine the "weather war"

‘was its proposal t6 include in the mgenda of the- twenty-ninth .session.- of the
Feneral Assembly, as an important and urgent item, the question of the
prohibition of action to influence the environment and climate for military
purposes. Submitting this proposal in the General Assembly, the head of
the Soviet delegation, the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Soviet
Union, Mr. Gromyko, stated:

"The Soviet Union provoses that an international convention should

be concluded which'will outlaw the military use of the environment.

Compliance with the provisions of such a convention, a draft of which

we are submitting to the Assembly, could be secured throush the adoption

by each Stategiin accordance with its constitutional vprocesses, of

aprropriate measures to prohibit activities contrary to the convention

and through consultations and co-ovperation among States, notably within

the framevwork of th& United Nations” (2240th meeting, pp. T1-T2).
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The draft convention submitted by the Soviet Union (A/C.1/L.675)
contains detailed provisions to the effect that the States parties to the
convention shall undertake not to develop meteorological, meovhysical or any
other scientific or technological means of influencing the environment for
military purpcses and also never in any circumstances to resort to such
means of influencing the environment and climate or to carry out preparations
for their use.

The draft convention provides for a definition of the forms of active
influence on the surface of the land, the sea-bed and the ocean floor, the
depths of the earth, the marine environment or on any other elements of the
environment, that, if used for military purposes, might cause damage to
international peace and security, human well-being and health.

Such activities may comprise: modification of the weather, climate and the

hydrological system on land- action to influence the electrical processes
in the atmosphere- disturbance of the eénergy and water‘balance of
neteorological vhenomena, of the physical and chemical parameters of the seas
and‘oéeénS, the seashore, sea~bed and ocean floor. Here belong also:
stimulation of seismic waves by .any methods or means that may produce earthquakes
or destructive ocean waves; action on the surface of an area of water that may
lead to a disturbance of the thermal and gaseous interchange ; the creation of
artificial continuous electromegnetic and acoustic fields in the oceans and
seas. The draft convention prohibits the modification for military purposes

of the natural state of the rivers, lakes, swamos. and other aqueous elements of
the land; the disturbance of the natural state of the lithosphere, that is,

the external hard crust of the globe; the burning of vegetation and other
actions leading to a disturbance of the ecology of the vegetable and animal
kingdom: action to influence the ionized or ozonevlayers in the atmosphere;
the introduction of heat and radiant absorbing agents in the atmosphere.

At the same time the draft notes that an international agreement on the
orohibition of action to influence the environment and ciimate for military
and other purposes incompatible with the maintenance of international
security, human well-being and health, should naturally in no way restrict

scientific research or projects vhich aim at transforming the environment for

peaceful purposes and the benefit of mankind.



AP/cc. ‘ 4/C.1/PV.1998

18
(Mr. Malik ., USSR)

As the Foreipgn !tinister of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
declared in his sneech:

“The conclusion of such a convention would prevent the emergence
of new means of warfare and, at the same time, would facilitate the
solution of a problem common to all mankind .-~ the protection of
the environment. We trust that all the participants in the
Assembly will fully aprr=ciate the universal significance of this
important initiative ... The Soviet Union and the socialist countries
as a vhole seek to rain no political dividends from this. Ve have
submitted this oroposal because it is in the interests of all States,

v

all peoples of the world." (ibid., p. 72)
) A draft resolution (A/C.1/L.6T5) onthe question of the vprohibiticn of
action to influence the enviromment and climate for military purposes has
2lso been submitted for consideration by the First Committee. The preamble
of that draft notes the concern of vpeovnles to consolidate peace and to
rursue efforts designed to same mankind from the danger of using new means -
‘of varfare, to Iimit the arws race and to biiﬁg about>diséfﬁamént; it stresses
taat, under conditions of continuous scientific and technolosical Progress
nev possibilities arise for using the results of this progress not only for
beaceful but also for military purposes; it expresses the conviction that the
vrohibition of action to influence the environment and climate for military
and other purposes incompatible with the meintenance of international security,
humen well-being and health would serve the cause of the strengthening of peace
and averting the threat of war; it takes into account the profound interest of

States and peopnles in the adoption of measures to preserve and improve the

environment for the benefit of present and future generations.
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Operative narasravh 1 of the draft resolution (A/C.1/L.675) stresses
the need to adopt, through the conclusion of an appromnriate international
convention, effective measures to prohibit action to influence the environment
for military purposes. Operative paragraph 2 takes into account the draft
international convention on this gquestion sqpmitted by the Soviet Union,
as well as other points of view and suggeétions‘ﬁﬁf’forward during the
discussion of this question in the Assembly. Overative paragraph 3 requests
the Ccnference of the Committee on Disarmament to proceed as soon as possible
to achieving agreement on the text of an international convention on this
question and to submit a ?eport on the results achieved for consideration
by the General Assembly at its thirtieth session. Operative paragraph k

equests the Secretary-General to transmit to the Committee on Disarmament

3

all documents relating to the discussion of this item by the General
/issembly. TFinally, operative vparagraph 5 decides to include this item in
the provisional agenda of the thirtieth session: of the General Assenbly.

- The Soviet delegation expresses the hope that this draft resolution
will enjoy a wide degree of suﬁpoft in the First Commiftee and in the --
General Assembly. The examination of this question and the adoption of a
relevant resclution on it will be an important positive step towards the
prevaration of an international convention on the prchibition of action to

influence the enviromment for military purposes.

The resvonse to the new Soviet proposal is evidence of the fact that it
has aroused great interest and approval in many countries. We take note of
this with great satisfaction. ilany delesations in the General Assembly

supported the Soviet Union's initiative and appreeiated it very highly.
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In Fhe course of the general debate in‘'the Assembly the heads of a number of
delegations welcomed the proposal submitted by the Soviet Government to prohibit
the use of the ‘environment and climatelfor military purposes. It is with great>
satisfaction that the delegation of the Soviet Union informs the First Committee
that the delegations of the following countries have expressed a desire to
to-sponsor the aforementioned draft resolution: Afghani;%aﬁ;‘?olahd;-Kenyé, thé )
German Democratic Republic, Iraq, Czechosldvakia, Syria, Mongolia, Barbados and
Bulgaria. The delegation of the Soviet Union would like to express its appreciation
for the understanding and supﬁort menifested regarding this proposal, which is so
important to the whole of mankind.

The Soviet delegation is constanfly being approached by representatives of
many countries that displaj considerable interest in various aspeéts of the -
broposal. Al]l this shows that the new Soviet initiative has been timely and
topical.

Speaking at a function in Berlin on the occasion of the twenty-fifth
anniversary of the German Democratic Republic on 6 October, the Genefal Secretary
of the Central Committee Sf the Communist Party of the Soviet Union,

Leonid I. Brezhnev, stressed that:

“All States of the Socialist community carry on an indefatigable étruggle

for lessening ﬁhe danger of war, for relaxing military confrontation, for

curbing the arms race, for reducing thé ensuing burden of expenditures for
disarmament. This policy of eours enjoys the recognition and support of all
honest people on earth.”

The implementation of the new proposal of the Soviet Union on 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 would be a substantial step towards controlling the arms race and towards
disarmament. The adoption of this proposal by the General Asseubly and the
eventual pyeparation of a draft international convention on this gquestion would
undeniably perform the task of limiting the arms race and consolidating peace

and would contribute to averting a potentially terrible threat to mankind.
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honest ‘people on earth.”
The implementation of the new proposal of the Soviet Union on 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 would be a substantial step towards controlling the arms race and towards
disarmament. The adoption of this proposal by the General Assewbly and the
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Wndeniably perform the task of limiting the arms race and consolidating peace

and would contribute to averting a potentially terrible threat to mankind.
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Such are the more detailed explanations and views which the Soviet
delegation deemed it necessary to put forward in the First Committee in introduciné
the item on the prohibition of action to influence the environment and climafe for
military purposes submitted at the initiative of the Soviet Union for consideration
py ?hgq?wenty-ninth session of the General Assembly.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I should like to thank the

representative of the Soviet Union for the very generous words that he addressed to

ne.

Mr. SYMINGTON (United States of America): Mr. Chairman, may I first

congratulate you on your election and wish you the best of luck in your vital new
work,’ '

I should also respectfully commend the representative of the Soviet Union,
my friend Ambassador Malik, for his superb statement. I would hope that the press
of the United States and of the world give full consideration to the proposals and
- the thoughts behind them which he has.given us.today. . . . o

1 speak representing my country on nuclear issues. As we start our annual
arms control disarmament debate, my Gévernment believes it appropriate to devote
its initial statement on disarmament questions exclusively to one of the most
critical matters before the twenty-ninth session of the General Assembly -- the
objective of limiting the growth and spread of nuclear weapons.

Since the advent of the nuclear age, we have been forced to live with the
dilemma of the dual nature of nuclear enerzy. We have held high expectations
concerning thé contribution that nuclear energy could make to human welfare; but we
have always been painfully aware that tied to these expected benefits is a growing
potential for mankind's destruction. The rapidly expanding use of nuclear B
reactors to generate electric power in recent years has made this dilemma one of
the most urgent issues of our time.

I would at this point deviate to nare some personal observations.

I do this as a former Assistant Secretary-of War, a former Secretary of the Air
Force, the ranking member of the Armed Services Committee, a member of the Foreign

Relations Committee and Chairman of the Military Installations Sub-Committee of the
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Joint Atomic Energy Committee. The proliferation of nuclear weaponé could be the
most critical problem facing the world today, and unless we handle that problem,
It is becoming increasingly clear that the problem will handle us. By "us" I
mean all the people on earth. One miscalculation, one sudden terrorist activity, one
reranoid leader -could set the spark toxa world-wide nuclear holocaust.

There are now six members of the-nuclear club -- six scorpions in the
bottle instead of the original two, as once described by a greatﬂnucféar scientist.

ind as each month passes it becomes ever more probable that soon there may well

be 20 scorpions in the said bottle. At that point what a few of those'scorpions

decide could make little difference.

As Chairman of the Military Applications Sub-Committee of the Joint Atomic
Energy Committee of he United Statés Congress, I can report to you today that
the United States stockpile of strategic and tactical fAuclear weapons is
tquivalent to 615,385 Hiroshima bombs, that one Hiroshima A-bomb killed some
100,000 people. With respect to the proliferation of nuclear weapons around the
world, it is no longer a secret that they are placed in Europe, in the Middle East
-and in the Far East. In addition, it is no secret that many types of ships can
and do carry nuclear weapons. Moreover, since thé éigning of the SALT agreement
in 1972, it should be pointed out that the two so-called super~Powers have been
adding nuclear weapons to their stockpiles each day of the‘year. Compounding this
dilemma of increasing stockpiles of nuclear weapons and the addition of members
to the nuclear club is the recently rapidly expanding use of nuclear reactors to
génerate electric power in many areas of the world, as mentioned.

An inevitable result of the massive growth of nuclear-generated power would
Estimates are

be the tremendous increase in worldwide production of plutonium.
that by 1980 close to one million pounds of plutonium will have been produced
erldwige in electric power reactors, enough to manufacture over 50,000 nuclear
explosive devices. »

In addition, rising demands for enriched uranium as a nuclear reactor fuel
vill require a marked expansion of uranium enrichment capacity.

Widespreéd development of enrichment facilities, perhaps involving new

énrichment techniques, could create a capability for producing weapons-grade

uranium at many locations throughout the world.
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This increasing availability of nuclear fuels and materials, as well as the
continuing dissemination of nuclear technology, threaten to place a nuclear
explosive capability, and the accompanying capability to produce nuclear weapons,
within the reach of the ever-widening group of States. As perilous as the

situation was when there were only two States with a nuclear weapons capability --
end is now with six -- stability would be vastly more precarious in a world of

many nuclear Powers.
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Such a world is not to be feared more by one group of States than
by another. All nations would stand to lose. States fortunate enough
to be located in regions now free of nuclear weapons would suddenly find
themselves faced with nuclear-armed neighbours. This would bring them
under strong pressures to acquire nuclear weapons themselves. Even
minor conflicts would then involve the risk of escalation to nuclear
war. The probability of the use of nuclear weapons, whether by design,
miscaleulation or accident, would increase sharply. Prospects for
significant arms control and disarmement measures would deteriorate,
as all States felt the need to prepare for a larger and more disparate
range of contingencies.

Many have assumed that time was on our side, that every year without
the use of nuclear weapons, every vear without an additional nuclear Power,
every step in East-West détente, and every measure to curb the arms
race -- that all of these have been part of a steady progression to
vhere we would no longer fear the possibility of nuclear war. But it is

Obv1ous, 1n the 11Vht of the worldw1de energy crisis and the emergence

after a ten-yvear hlatus of an addltlonal State vlth a nuclear explos1ve
Capability that we cannot afford to be complacent.
It is to be hoped that these developments will at-least have the .

Positive effect of making us fully alert to the dangers of the further

spread of nudlear explosives and of encouraging a determined international

effort to avert that possibility.
We are now at an important juncture, perhaps a decisive one. The

challenge, as Secretary Kissenger well described it to the General Assembly

on 23 Septewmber, is .
“to realize the peaceful benefits of nuclear technology Wwithout
contributing to the growth of nuclear weapons or to the number of
States possessing them’. (A/PV.2238, p.33-35)
The United States does not believe that a world of many nuclear Powers
is inevitable. WNor does it believe that the peaceful uses of Jnuclear
energy must necessarily be cut back because of the risk that nuclear

technology will be diverted to military purposes. However, we cannot expect

.
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to take full advantage of the expanding use of nuclear energy unless we

are willing to strengthen the system for assuring one another that there

is nothing to fear. in the continued diffusion of nuclear materials and
technology. While working towards a more universal and effective system

of assurances, or safeguards, we must also strengthen the Dolltlcal and
economic 1ncent1ves for re51st1ng the temptatlon to acguire nuclear
explosive capabilities. Those capabilities would inevitably be perceived

as a threat to others and therefore trigger a competition in the destructive
potential of nuclear devices.

No State or group of States can meet the challenge alone. What is
required in the months and years shead is a sustained and concerted
international effort, involving nuclear-weapon States and non—nuclearmweaponA
States, nuclear suppliers and importers, parties to the
non--proliferation Treaty and States which have not yet seen it in their
interest to adhere to t@e Treaty. My Government would like to suggest
several tasks which members of the world community, individually and
" collectively, should undertake in meeting this challenge. ' - -

First, co-operation in the peaceful uses of nuclear energy should
be continued. It could be argued that the most appropriate response to
the increasing risk of diversion of nuclear technology to hostile
purposes would simply be to cut back on international co—operation in the
nuclear energy field. The United States does not believe such & course
of action would serve non-proliferation objectives, nor would it be
responsive to the pressing need throughout the world to receive the
benefits of this important new source of energy. The United States
recognizes fully that the vast potential benefits of nuclear energy cannot
be monopolized by a handful of advanced industrial Statss. This is
especially true at a time when many of the world's developing countries
are among the hardest hit by global economic difficulties. 7

As a member of the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy 6f the United
States Congress, I have been privileged to participate in United States

efforts to make the peaceful applications of atomic energy widely available.
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The United Sfates Government has facilitated the participation of United
States industry in atomic power activities abroad. It has sponsored large
international conferences to share our technical know-how. It has shipped
materials abroad to help others move ahead in nuclear technology. And
it has given strong support to the International Atomic Energy Agency and
to that Agency's programmes in the puclear field: All +old, it has spent
hundreds of millions of dollars to promote peaceful uses worldwide. We
. intend to continue this effort, both through our bilateral co-operative
arrangements and through our support for the work of the International
Atomic Energy Agency,which could be just about the most important agency
in the world today. .

Second, we should intensify our search for effective measures to
curdb the competition in nuclear arms. We are mindful that serious
risks are involved in the further accumulation of nuclear weapons by
States now possessing them, as well as in the spread of weapons
capabilities to additional States. Moreover, we know that we cannot

expect non-nuclear-weapon- States to. show restraint unless nuclear Powers

also practise restraint.

As one of the principal nuclear Powers, the United States recognizes
its special responsibility in this area. We aré aware of the concerné
expressed by a number of countries about the paée of progress in nuclear
disarmament. Although proud of what has already been achieved, we wculd
agree that prOgréss has been disappointingly slow. We understand the
impatience of others, and are ourselves anxious to proceed faster. But
it must be recognized that these complicated issues, touching upon the
vital interests of‘all States, are rarely susceptible to quick and easy
solutions. \

United States and Soviet Union negotiators recently reconvened

their talks in Geneva on strategic arms limitations. We attach the utmost

importance to these negotiations, in which members of this body have also

expressed much interest.
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The talks are currently aimed at concluding an equitable agreement
p%acing quantitative and qualitative limitations on offensive strategic
Weapdns. We will meke every effort to reach such an agreement at the
earliest possible date. In addition, the United States remains firmly
committed to seeking an adequately verified comprehensive test ban. The
threshold test ban Treaty, negotiated in Moscow last summer, has
significance not only for its restraining effect on United States-Soviet
nuclear arms competition, but also as a Step towards our ultimate goal
Of a comprehensive ban. Indeed, in the first article of that Treaty we
reaffirm our commitment to pufsue further negotiations towards that goal.

Third, steps should be taken to ensure the widest possible adhérence
to the non-proliferation Treaty. It is noteworthy that while Treaty
parties have sometimes urged faster implementation of provisions of
the non-proliferation Treaty, there is virtual unanimity 8amONg them that
the Treaty's basic concepts and structure are sound and that the Treaty
continues to provide a valuable legal framework for dealing with both the
‘peaceful and the military applications of nuclear energy. My Government
continues to regard the non-proliferation Treaty as one of the most
significant international agreements of the post-Second World War era.
Recently, President Ford called the Treaty "one of the pillarsof United
States foreign policy". ’

The non-proliferation Treaty has been criticized gs discriminatory in
that it divides the world into two categories of States ~- those with
nuclear explosive devices and those without. But the non-proliferation
Treaty did not create that distinction, nor is it intended to condone it.
The negotiators of that Treaty recognized that the only promising and
realistic approach was to start with the world the way it was. Accordingly
the Treaty calls for a halt to the further spread of explosive
capabilities and obligates existing nuclear Powers to speed limitations and

reductions of their own stockpiles.
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If there had been no effort, such as the Non-Proliferation Treaty, to
halt the spread of nuclear weapons, or if the-effort had been postponed until
nuclear weapon States had abolished their arsenals, we would have found
oursglves in a world of so many nuclear Powers that further attempts to stop
‘vertical proliferation” -.- that is to limit and reduce nuclear arms -- would
be futile.

The leader of the Swedish disarmament delegation, Mrs. Thorsson, put
this matter in the proper perspective at the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament on 30 July of this year, when she said:

“The NPT is by nature discriminatory, Yut its purpose is such that

it has been supported by the majority, and needs to be supported

by the entirety, of the world community. It is in the interest of

every single country in the world that this purpose be fulfilled.”

(CCD/PV.64T, p. T)

As we approach the May 1975 Review Conference of the Non-Proliferation
Treaty, we should consider ways of making the Treaty more attractive to
existing and prospective parties. Last summer my Government announced that
parties'to the Non--Proliferation Treaty will be given preferential consideration
in the donation by the United States of special nuclear materials —- primarily
énriched uranium for use in IAFA medical research projects. We have also
decided to give preference to Non-Proliferation Treaty parties in allocating
training and equipment grants for IAFA technical assistance programmes, and
e encourage others to adopt similar policies.

We would welcome further suggestions for increasing incentives for
Non-Proliferation Treaty membership.

Jourth, thorough international consideration should be given to the question
of peaceful nuclear explosions. The dilemma of the dual nature of nuclear
énergy is nowhere more evident than in the problem of peaceful nuclear explosions.
Indeeq, becéuse the technologies of peaceful nuclear explosions and nuclear
Weapons are indistinguishable, it is impossible for a non- nuclear weapon State
to develop a capability to conduct nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes
without, in the process, acquiring a device which could be used as a nuclear weapon.

For this reason alone, the objective of preventing the spread of nuclear weapons
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is incompatible with the development or acquisition of peaceful nuclear
explosives by non-nuclear weapon States.

Article V of the Non-Proliferation Treaty was develobed to assure the
States that give up the option of developing nuclear explosives that they will
receive any benefits of peaceful nuclear explosions that evéntually might
materialize. TQ date, however, the commercial utility of peaceful nuclear
explosions has not been proved, and moreover, the use of peaceful nuclear
explosions is a highly complicated matter politically and legally, which has
ramifications for the Limited Test Ban Treaty in the case of excavation
projects and which would pose problemé in relation to any test ban treaty.

 The United States stands ready to honour its Article V obligation to
make the benefits of peaceful nuclear explosions available on a
non-discriminatory basis when and if their feasibility and practicability are
established. In the meantime, we support the'Steps already taken in the IAEA
context to implement Article V, including the development of guidelines for
veaceful nuclear explosion observation, the adoption of procedures for
responding to requests for peaceful nuclear explosion services, and the -
approval of a United States sponsored resolution authorizing the Difector~
General to establish, at an appropriate time, an office in the IALA
Secretariat to deal with peaceful nuclear explosion requests.

We are willing to consider other susgestions concerning organizational
arrangements for ‘an international service.

Fifth, we should work urgently tcward strengthening the system of
international safeguards against the diversion of nuclear materials and
technology to the manufacture of nuclear explosives. May I say that to me,
based on my experience, there is no more important subject for the people of
the world to consider today. The interests of nuclear exporters and importers
alike would be served by a system which provided confidence that nuclear
technology was not being misused. Actions designed to inhibit the abuses
of nuclear technology should not impede the full exploitation of its
peaceful potential. The realization of peaceful benefits should be

facilitated by a broad international commitment to curb the spread of nuclear

explosive capavilities.
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We should step up our efforts to improve the effectiveness, and achieve
the broadest possible acceptance, of IAEA safeguards. In this connexion, let
us note that in his message to the recent IAEA General Conference
President Ford reaffirmed the United States offer to permit the application
of IAEA safeguards to any United States nuclear activity except those of direct
national security significance. We have offered to ﬁerﬁit such ééfeéuaféé ;b
demonstrate our belief that there is no threat to proprietary information and
no risk of suffering commercial disadvantage under Non-Proliferation Treaty
safeguards. _

Huclear exporters should make special efforts to ensure that their
transfers of nuclear materials and equipment do not contribute to the
acquisition of nuclear explosive capabilities. The United States will shortly
approach the principal supplier countries with specific proposals for making
safeguards more effective.

One of the problems to be faced in the years ahead is'the challenge of
meeting rapidly increasing demands for uranium enrichment and chemical
reproeessing~sefvices without -undermining safeguards. Arn alternative to
developing national facilities for these services -- one which would be both
éeconomical and conducive to effective safeguards -- might be the establishment
of multinational plants capable of satisfying world demands.

Sixth, steps should be taken to ensure the physical security of nuclear
facilities and materials. As the civil nuélear industry expands throughout the
world, nuclear materials will become an increasing factor in international
commerce , and the threat of theft or diversion could become acute. While
physical security must be the primary responsibility of national governments,
ve believe the world community can play an important role. Accordingly,
Secretary Kissinger also stated on 23 September that the United States will
urge the IAEA to develop an international convention for entancing physical
security against theft or diversion of nuclear material.

Such a convention should outline specific. standards and techniques for
protecting materials while in use, storage, and transfer. The United States,

moreover, agrees with Director-General Fklund's recommendation that the TAEA
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should prepare itself to be a source of advice and assistance to nations that
vish to improve their physical security practices.

Seventh, and finally, we should support and encourage the development of
regional arrangements which.contriﬂute to non-proliferation objectives. While
the Won-Proliferation Treaty has played a central role in efforts to curb
nuclear proliferation,the United States believes that complementary tools-
should also be used to serve that objective. Accordingly, we support the
Treaty establiéging a nuclear-free zone»in Latin America, so far the only

densely populated region in the world to set up a formal régime to ban nuclear

veapons.
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H

fe also welcoue tiie interest shoin in nuclear-free zones at this General

fssex0ly, in varticular in the vroposals for creatins nuclear -free zones in the
¢

-1ddle Dcst and Soutn Asia.
On several occasions .y Governwent has put forvard four criteria for the

stanlishiizat of nuclear free zones: First, the initiative should be taken by
X ¢ iree.

[
<

tae States in the resion concerned. Secondly, the zone should preferably include
all States in tiae area v.ose participation is deeied izmortant. Thirdly. the
¢reation of the zone suould not disturb necessary securitv arran-erents; and
fourthly . provision should be made for adequate verification. e would take
thesz criteria into account in assessinc any specific resional arrancsement.

Mother factor 137 Government would taken into account would be the treatment
of veaceful nuclear explosions in any nuclear -free zone proposal. Tihen the
United States adhered to Additional Protocol II of tie Treaty for the
“ronivition of iuclear weapons in Latin America, it wvas with the understanding
taat the treaty dozs nov werimit noa-nuclear Ctates perty to the treaty to develop
Ttaceful nuclear exnlosive devices. We accordingly rerard the Latin American
nu&learvffee)zone as consistent with our objecti#é'of‘cﬁrbiné fhé‘épfead-of )
independent nuclear explosive capabilities.

Je hove suszested the princival tasks which we think should be underteaken
in dealing vith the vital issues of nuclear arms control, and look forward to
bearing the views of other dele;ations on these suprestions. A broadly based
collective effort should be umade by all - nuclear and non auclear,
ho. -proliferation Treaty parties and non parties, industrially advanced and
develoning States alike --- if we are to save our own and future generations fro
& world of many nuclear Povers and unrestrained nuclear -arms competition.

In closing I would say taat I have been coanected directly or indirectly
vith tais problem ever sincz the days of the Manhattan Project, the first effort
to create nuclear arms, and I reseat tinat either we are 7soing to handle this

broblem together or this problen is going to handle us.

The CHAIRIAT (interpretation from Spanish): I thank the representative

of the United States, Senator Uymington, for his cordial congratulations.
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:r. HOVEYDA (Iran): Ir. Chairman, the Iranian delepation has already
had occasion to extend to you its felicitations on your assumption of the »
chairnanship bf this Cormittee. Hevertheless, as a versonal friend and an
adulrer of yours I cannot let this opportunity pass without saying ﬁow pleased
I feel to speak while you are in the Chair.

Lfter tae two very important statements we have heard this worning, mine
would appear somehov undramatic because tue purpose of my intervention today
is to make soie brief remarks on the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on the
Ylorld Disarmanent Conference in iy capacity as former chairman of that former
committee. I use the word "former because I am hapoy to announce here that
the Comnittee was able to discharge its mandate.

For the last four sessions the General Aséembly has dealt with the proposal
to convene a world disarmement conference, a proposal which was put forward
for the first tiwe by the Heads of State of the Hon ‘Aligned Countries meetins
in Belgrade in 1961, and which was brought before the General Assembly again
at thne initiative of the USSR. The discussions held over this period of tinme
proved to-ve useful as they helped to identify and clarify the issues involved,
and on that basis to enlarge the sphere of agreement..- - o

The report of the Ad lioc Coumittee is basically a sumuation of the current
state of thinking on the idea of convening a vworld disarmament conference.

5till, rewembering that one year azo, in this very Committee and in a private
capacity, I swmused up the exchange of inforial vievs relating to a world
disariament conference frowm what I called an unvrecedented position of a
non -chairman of a non -committee entrusted with submitting a non report on what
perhaps had not happened, I wish to stress that the very fact that this report
ﬁas been subuitted to the General Assewbly should be considered in itself a
positive developuent.

The Committee held 16 meetings at United Nations Headquarters during
three sessions in ilay, June and Septeiber. )

In its work the Committee was guided by the wandate entrusted to it by the
General Assembly in resolﬁtion 3103 (XXVIII), that is, to examine all the views
and sunpestions expressed by Governments on the convening of such a conference.

and related problems including conditions for the realization of the conference.



10/ jv A/C.1/PV.1990
38

(tir. Ioveyda, Iran)

In exanining the views of States, the Committee had before it a sumary
prerared by the Secretariat quotinz, under headings proposed by the Bureau
and accented vy the Comwittee the vieus and suggestions expressed by Govermments
vitnin the United sations and at the Conference of the Committee on Disariament
since 1971. Tine summary was reauested by the Coumittee at its first session,
enc. it was submitted by the Secretariat as a draft before the con%éning»of fhe-
second session. The draft was circulated to all States Members of the
nited Nations for additional corments and sugrestions. and the Secretary-General
also sent cosmmnications to the idexber States, inviting them to present in
vriting any nev suggestions they desired to offer.
The final version of this document incorporates the views received as of
5 August 197hL by ilemoer States. It is attached to the report of the Committee
anG coastitutes the basic reference material describing the positions of States.
At its Oth meeting-on 26 June 1974, the Committee esteblished an
oven ended working zsroup vith the task of preparing the draft report of the

Comuittee. The Torking Group held 37 meetings between 27 June and 6 Septcuber

wder the éhairmanship of the Rabpérfeﬁr-of the Committee, 1ir. Antonio Zlias
of Upain. Onvthis occasion I wish to acknowledge gratefully the invaluable
contrivution mede vy !r. Llias and his colleagues in the Working Group by
overcoming umany obstacles in an undertaking that proved to fall just short

of impossible.

As a result of such extensive work, it is really gratifyins to be able to

bresent this report as one of consensus in line with the mandate given to us
in resolution 31063 (3XVIII). The reoort has the support both of the
L0 non-nuclear-weapon States appointed to serve in the Ad Hoc Committee
and of States menti;ned in operative paragraph 3 of the resolution.

I would like to uwention in this connexion that by virtue of the above-
nentioned resolution, TFrance, the United Kingdori, and the USSR actually
varticivated in the work of the Committee, and China and the United States

maintained contacts with the Committee through its Chairuman.
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In view of the importance attached to the participation of nuclear -weapon
States in Qisarmament debates as well in arms control agreenents, it was the
feelin<z of many wembers of the Committee that there should be a continued
app;ication of uethods and means used until nov for making progress towards the
conﬁeningiaf 2 world disarmament conference. Contacts by the Chairman and
-teribers of the Ad Hoc Couwrittee on a personal basis with the nucleer Povers

vere particularly deemed useful in any future work in this direction.
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* Tlr.le report elso attempts to discern from a wide spect ini
the main approaches adopted by Governments tow p' T o
oermement. oo ards the idea of a world
. . erence. Chapter III of the report, summarizing these
:iJOT tr.‘el:xds, identifies areas of divergence as well as convergence in
I.e positions of almost 100 countries which have made their views known
d‘: throws light on different shades of opinion énd underlines varying .
cre . . . .
i, qj;:fi'ozr.nphasm vhich countries have laid on different aspects of
D -In a more specific form, the subseguent chapter of the report
‘roude.zs sexples of opinions most frequently stated by Governments on the
convening of a conference as well as on conditions for its realization.
) thioiini::ernments, particularly thc?se that advocated the gonvening
ence, presented views on the main objectives, the
raéiinc?a, and organizational and procedural aspects, and on its follow-up
md its relatior to the United Nations, and these arge also surmarized

in the report.

- X,]' . - . ]
ith the examination.of- the views.and their presentation both in
ith the submission

+ the Ad-Hoc

2 generalized manner and in more detailed form, and W
of t L. .

ﬁe consensus report, it is my privilege to state tha
Cormi _
ormittee has effectively discharged its mandate.

Though the report of the Committee might appear meagre, th
In this connexion,

e effort

that . . .
has gone into its making has been trenendous.

I .
should not fail to mention the important share of the Disarmament

Divigs , .
vision of the Secretariat, which, under the able leadership of

D .
r. Bjornerstedt, has done everything needed to help us.
It is customary for the repért of a Committee to ‘contein

In spite of the intensive consultations

tonclusions and recommendations.
nd of meetings of the

that took place, particularly during the last rou
forpulation that would

Ad~Hoc Committee, it was not possible to agree on &
felt that since the

CO‘ 3 . .
rmand the required unanimity. It was, moreover,
quired subrission

mandate of the Ad-Hoc Committee hac not specifically re
this task might more D

ere States Members are 1

rofitably be

of coneclusions and recommendations,
n a better

bessed on to the General Assembly, wh

Position to chart the future course of ection.



TL/ 3z A/C.1/PV.1998
ko

(Mr. Hoveyda, Iran)

Nevertheless, by producing the present report, the Ad-Hoc Committee
has, in & quiet and perhaps undramatic fashion, aeccomplished & great deal.

It is my conviction, based on the Committee's experience and past
work, that progress in such a difficult field can be made only step by step.
Ve should nourish the idea gradually and let it take its slow course to
maturity and ripeness. Any haste, any pressure, could have only negative

repercussions affecting the fragile progress so far achieved.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I thank

Ambassador Hoveyda of Iran for his eloguent presentation of the report

of the Ad-Hoc Committee on the World Disarmament Conference. I feel

in duty bound to express our gratitude to him for the efficient, constructive
and rewarding manner in which he acted as Chairman of that Committee,

and for the negotiations he carried on in discharging the mandate

conferred on him by the General Assembly.

*

Mr. TREPCZYNSKI -(Poland): . Mr, Chairman, I hope that I am not

transgressing the rules of procedure in congratulating you most
cordially on your unanimous election to the responsible post of Chairman
of the First Committee. I am convinced that under your wise and efficient
guidance this Committee will successfully fulfil the important tasks
entrusted to it. Your qualities as an outstanding diplomat and your
broad experience in the work of the United Nations, especially in the
field of disarmament, are assets that will greatly facilitate the fulfilment
of those tasks.

The general debate in the plenary Assembly that has recently come
to an end has again forcefully demonstrated that political détente is
the fundamental premise of international relations today: more, that it
is the major factor in determining their future course.

We are of the view that, in order to make political détente
an enduring and irreversible fact of international life, equally meaningful

for all countries and in all parts of the world, it is necessary to
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achieve tangible progress with regard to the curbing of the arms race
and in the field of disarmament; in other words, to supplement and
consolidate the political détente with a military détente.

Efforts in this direction are being pursued on verious planes,
both inside and outside the United Nations. They are being dealt with
b?latg;a}ly by the two Powers with the greatest military potential,
within the framework of the Strategic Arms Limitation Talks -- SALT.

As we know, over the last few years the negotiating parties have scored
considerable gains.'

The significance and impact of the agreements reached can be lost
On no one, particularly in view of the determination of the Soviet Union
and the United States to continue their efforts towards elaborating more
comprehensive agreements. We therefore feel confident that the SALT
neetings, recently resumed in Geneva, will yield further positive results.

Poland attaches particular importance %o the regional approach to
disarmement, specifically to the Vienna Negotiations on the Mutual
Reduction of Forces and Armaments, and Associated Measures, in
Central Europe, in which if actively participates. -

The wide-ranging disarmament debates in the United Nations General
Assembly, as well as the concrete negotiations carried on within the
Conference of the Committee on Disarmement, represent a comprehensive,
global approach to disarmament issues. '

The States of the socialist community, among them Poland, have for
& long time been actively involved in all those arms-control and
disarmament endeavours. Their constructive contribution over the years
to efforts within the United Nations and at the Geneva Disarmament
Conference is a well-known matter af record. Their dedication to seek
progress in that respect stems not from political expedieﬁcy, but from
consistent and principled foreign policy. Earlier this year that policy
vas eloquently reaffirmed by the Political Consultative Committee of the
Warsaw Treaty, which, in a communiqué issued after its spring session
held in the capital of Poland, stressed that the supplementing of the

political détente by military détente is of great importance.
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Here, at the twenty-ninth session of the United Nations General
Assembly, that policy was re-emphasized on behalf of Poland by
Edward Gierek, the First Secretary of the Central Committee of the
Polish United Workers' Party, who, in his address to the Assembly on
}Q October 19Tk, pledged that Poland would continue to make constructive
contributions to.the realization of initistives aimed at curbing the
arms race and bringing about progress in disaermament. He specifically
stressed Pcland's support for "the elaboration of a convention on the
prohibition of action to influence the environment and climate for
nilitary purposes, as proposed by the Soviet Union at the current
session" (A/PV.2264, p. 13-15). )

The First Committee has before it a heavy agenda of important
disarmament items, much heavier in facthéhan that at any previous session
of the United Nations General Assembly. It includes such major issues
as the convening of a world disarmament conference, the reduction of
military budgets and the elimination of chemical weapons. My delegation
 would wish to reserve the right to present its position on those matters
a2t a later stage of our debate. Today, with your permission, I should
like to address myself to item 103, which is the important new initiative
of the Soviet Union on the prohibition of action to influence the enviromment
and climate for military and other purposes incompatible with the maintenance

of international security, human well-being and health.



NR/mvr A/cC. 1/15v.1998
L6

" {lir. Trepczynski, Poland)

The significance of that timely ‘Soviet initiative lies primarily in the
fact that it addresseé itself to questions which have been of profound concern
to the United Nations and indeed to the whole inteﬁz_ational community , namely,
dis»armament, environment protection and development. ,

It is increasingly obvious that the safesuarding of the world against_ o
dangers that miéht result from the misuse of this scientific advance is becoming
urgert. The 1972 United Wations Conference on the Human Invironment warned in its
Declaration that:

"man‘s capability to transform his surroundings, if used wisely, can

bring to all peoples thé benefits of development and the opportunity to

enhance the quality ,of life. Wrongly or heedlessly applied, the same

power can do incalculable harm to human beings and the human environment',

In his étatement to the General Assembly on 24 Sevtember, the Minister
for Foreign Affairs of the USSR, I‘ir." Gromyko, referred to the possibilities
of technology and science to influence and control the climate, noting that
the latest technological advances could be _usecid not only for peace ful but
also for military purposes, wifh incalculably destructive consegquences, IHe .éaid:‘

"These are not the conjectures of science-fiction writers, but an

actual threat that is aséuining an ever more realistic shape. It is in-

the interests of all peoples to nip this threat in the bud” (A/PV.2240, p. Ti).

The Soviet proposal, as formulated in the draft convention, is indeed the

most timely course of action in the best interests of the international N

community. This is especially true in view of the indications that the

destructive potential inherent in the enviljonment and the climate when

influenced for military ends would parallel that of weapons of mass destruction.
While, as is indicated by the documents before us, reference was made

in the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament earlier this year to a

study of the implications of the influencing of the environment and the

climate for military purposes, enough i.s already known to justify early and

determined action. Let us consider the prospect of aétion taken to alter the

climate over large regions 'either by bringing about drought or by causing

excessive precipitation by cloud-seeding. Let us stop and think ab,out
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the consequences of tidal waves .resulting from raised water level in oceans
brought about by massi‘ve nuclear exp‘losions to melt the Arctic or Antarctic
ice-caps -- as was meptioned by Mr. Malik in his statement this inorning.
Let us imagine artificially triégered earthquakes or the consequences to
biological life of excessive ultraviolet bombardment through destruction of
the protective ozone lgyer.

Such apecalyptic man-made disasters would rely for their'effeét largely
on the disturbence of the delicate balance that prevails in the environment
and climaté. Once triggered, modification of the elements might easily get
out of hand, with incalculable consequences for entire regions, if not the
whole globe. Finally, we have to recogni’ze~the particularly invidious and
dangerous threat of a war that under the guise of natural disasters could
be fought secretly for years, with the victim unaware that the storms, floods,
droughts and earthquakes are in féct enenmy-made.

Striving to restrict and eliminate the vast arsenals of the known means
of waging war, we cannot afford complacency by allowing new and secret means
of mass annihilation to be developed and perfected. Striving to protect and
to prevent abuse of man's natural environment, wé cannot afford indifference
when what is at stake is its survival or deliberate destruction. At a time
when millions of human beings perish from drought or flooding, it is impérjative
to take measures which would deny human and material resources to military
pursuits in regard to environment and climate incompatible with international
security and human well-being and health. Obviously such resources should be
diverted instead to research on how to prevent and control natural.disasters .
which would be of benefit to all countries and in particular to the developing
ones. .

In the view of my delegation, that is in fact what the initiative of the
Soviet Union is all about. Comprehensive in scope, yet flexible, the Soviet
draft convention, as contained in the annex to document A/C.1/L.6T5, provides
for a balanced system of verification similar to that adopted in the
Convention on -jl:he prohibition of bioclogical and toxin weapons and
envisages a review process to take into account as yet unforeseen technological

/
and scientific advances. It also states explicitly that nothing shall impede
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the economic, scientific or technologicael development of States parties to
the convention or international cb—operation in the preservation and
improvement of the environment for peaceful purposes.

The conclusion of the proposed convention would be tantamount to an
importent, pre-emptive measure that-would eliminate from the arms race.an
area of critically vital importance to men. Moreover, it would constitute
& logical continuation of the system of bans contained in such multilateral
instruments concluded so far as the Antarctic 'I’reaty, the partial test ban
Treaty, the Outer Shace Treaty, the non—prollfératlon Treaty, the sea-bed
Treaty or the Convention on the prohibition of biological wegporns. It is
generally agreed that such partial measures of arms control and disarmement
are the most realistic way to accomplish general and complete disarmament,
our ultimate'goal. The adoption and implementation of the*Soviet initiative
would be another important step towards that goal.

The Polish delegation believes that the Soviet initiétive is an important
- Step that would.unfailingly promote the confidence and securlty of States. _By _
eliminating the possibility of inducing man-made disasters, it would also go
a long way towards reassuring each individual. This initiative is, in fact,
profoundly humanitarian in its motives and nature.

In our view, the Soviet draft resolution correctly proposes that the
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, the recognized forum for the
elaboration of concrete measures in treaty language, be requested to seek

early agreement on the basis of recommendations of the General Assembly, to

which it would have to report back at its thirtieth session.
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Such a course of action would certainly add momentum to the work of the
Committee on Disarmament, & body with considerable expertise and a record of
specific achievements to speak for it. The proposed course of action would at the
same time reassert the primary role of thgiUnit?d Nations General Assembly.

For all those reasons, the Polish delegation fully supporfé fﬁe gié&kficant
Soviet initiative, as well as the draft resolution in document A/C.1/L.675, with
the text of the draft convention annexed thereto, which was so ably introduced
earlier this morning by Ambassador Malik.

Poland is prepared to work actively both in the General Assembly and in the
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament towards the conclusion of such a
convention. Our support for this constructive proposal stems from our — -
determination to contribute to the strengthening of the positive processes in
international relations, to promote the sense of security and mutual confidence
between nations. We are convinced that‘the Soviet initiative serves those ends
and we are confident that it will receive the overwhelming éupport of this
Committéé éna.dfrthe %wéﬁfy;ninfh seséioﬁ of“thé General Assembiy,“as {t'surely a

deserves.,
PROGRAMME OF WORK

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I thank the representative

of Poland, His Excellency Vice-Minister Trepczynski, for the cordial words of
friendship that he addressed to me.

In the stsence of further speakers, I should like to make some comments on
the organization of our work. I shall therefore abuse thé patience of some members
who were present on past occasions when I made a similar appeal to the one I am
going to make now.

It is true, however, tnat with the disarmament items there is a turn-over in

the staff of delegations. Thus, I should like to explain some things that might -

assist us in better organizing our work. For disarmament items, the First Committee

has allocated 40 meetings. After the meeting of today, 39 remain. The Committee
must complete its consideration of the items by 15 November at the latest, when

consideration of another item will begin; so that it is our unavoidable obligation

to make good use of our tine.
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* This We can do if delegations wishing to speak in the general debate would
register their name sufficiently in advance so thdt spealers can be properly
¢istributed in the  working days we have. Quiterobviously,'most delegations know
on what it?ms'and when they wish to -speak. I am appealing for the Committee's
. to-Cperation very particularly so that representatives may submit that information -
to the Secretariat, which will record the insecription of the names of delegations. -

This week, as I had anticipated at‘the end of last week, we shoﬁld have in
trinciple only five meetings: two today, lMonday; one on Thursday afternoon, and
vic on Friday. Regrettably, however, for the afternoon meeting of today there éré
no speakers on the liét. Unless any delegation wishes to express its intention to
sreak this afternoon, we shall be compelled to cancel the meeting this afternoon
end thus the Committee will Te doing very little work. . —

Another situation which I should iike to appeal to members.for is with
regard to co~operation in being prompt. I know by my owr experience
that the Confererce of the Committee on Disarmaument in.Geneva met vith a punctuality
»‘3iCh I would venture to describe as Swiss punctuality. I trust that its members
here will continue to set a édod“example,—and‘by being here in the room punctually
3hall have a quorum ‘

N

at the time when meetings are scheduled to start, we
anc¢ thus be able to start our work. That_is what T wish to say, with an appeal
tC all of you to co-operate with the Bureau so that our work will really be

fruitful, so that we shall not,” because of cancellations of this kind, represent

¥et another burden on the already very tight United Wations budget.

kir. BAROODY (Saudi Arabia): Mr. Chairman, with your permission, I

stould  1ike to ~ address myself to the organization of work. Once the major

Powers have spoken -- and I believe we shall be all ears when the representative

of China will take the floor -- we smaller nations, when we talk -about world
EVen'if we had the means of stopping

[N
v}

iserimament, &t test ray sound platitudinous.
arcerent, I think that we would not be avid in asserting ourselves, and we have

nc means whatsoever.
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Therefore, I believe it would be better for the smaller Powers to have
some draft resolutions before them, to which they can address themselves, rather
than repeat what the major Powers said or will have to say to us. I find that
we only have one draft resolution bef01e us, that submitted by the Soviet Union
in document A/C. 1/L.675. ~There is also a sort of prov151onal teyt I am told --

I stand to be corrected -- that might be submitted by Pakistan, but it has not been
circulated as yet.

Therefore, W¥r. Chairman, let us prod all those who have draft resolutions to
submit them so fhat ve may address ourselves intelligently to them, rather than
Just talk about disarmament. This applies espec1ally to the small and medium
Cheirman, I think that this prodding mlght yield

Povers. With your support, ifr.

.

results.

The CHAIRIAN {interpretaticn from Spanish): I thank the representative

of Saudi Arabie for having brought up this matter. Indeedq, early pres "tlcn of

draft resolutions is very helpful to many delegatlons by allow1n” them to
concentrate their remarks on specific questions in the course of the general Aebate

Therefore, presentation of draft resolutions at an early stage will be most useful

to the Committee.
The »ext meeting of the Committee will be held Thursday, 24 Qctober, -at

The meéting rose at 12.40 p.m.






