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PROHIBITION OF ACTION TO INFLUENCE THE ENVIRONJIJENT AND CLIMATE FOR MILITARY AND 

OTHER PURPOSES INCOMPATIBLE WITH THE MAINTENANCE OF INTERNATIONAL SECURITY, Hln.lAN 

WELL-BEING .AND HEALTH (.A/9702 and Corr.l; A/C.l/L.675) 

DECLARA':L'ION Al'JD ESTABLISlliliENT OF A NUCLEAR-FREE ZONE IN SOUTH ASIA (A/9706) 

Mr. JAROSZEK (Poland) Mr. Chairman, the C'nairman of the Polish delegation, 

Deputy Foreign Vrinister Trepczynski , has already extended to you our cordial 

congratulations and best wishes on the occasion of your election to the high 

post of Chairman of the First Committee. Speaking for the first time in this 

Committee, however, I cannot deprive myself of the pleasure of saying how happy 

I am personally to see you guiding our deliberations so ably and efficiently. 

The basic tendency of international relations today is the consolidating 

process of detente a..'1d the all-round development of co-operation between States 

in other words, the practical realization of the concept of peaceful coexistence, 

conceived dynamically. The advancing process of political detente is not 

accompanied, however, by _a correspopding degre_e of wilitar.y d~tente. The wasteful 

arms race still continues, consuming vast resources variously estimated at between 

$220,000 and $250,000 million annually. Those resources could and should instead 

be used to accelerate the socio-economic development of individual States and 

to solve the pressing problems vrhich face the whole international community . 

.And yet, the situation now obtaining in the world, characterized by the easing 

of tensions and by growing confidence betiveen nations, more than ever favours 

concrete progress towards the i.1alting of the arms race and disarmament. Further, 

that situation requires increased efforts 1n order to supplen:.ent and strengthen 

the political detente with a military one and, through agreed measures aimed at 

the curbing of the arms race and disarmament, to increase confidence between 

States and to contribute to the consolidation of international security. 

Poland's position on those matters has been presented at the current sess1on 

of the General Assembly by :Cdward Gierek, First Secretary of the Central Committee 

of the Polish United Harkers' Party, who, in his address to the General Assembly 

on 10 October, stated: 
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"The halting of the arms race, full implementation of the Treaty on 

the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear vJeapons and the elaboration of agreements 

which would ban the use and production of such weapons and open the way 

to general and complete disarmament are measures inextricably linked to 

the- consolidation of international security. The steps that have been 

taken in these vital areas in recent years have laid the groundwork for 

the early convening of a world disarmament converence and for progress in 

the implementation of other important proposals, such as the reduction of 

military budgets, a ban on chemical weapons, and the elaboration of a 

convention on the prohibition of action to influence the en-vironment and 

clim~te for military purposes, as proposed by the Soviet Union at the 

current session. Poland will continue to make a constructive contribution 

to the realization of all those initiatives. 11 (A/PV.2264, pp. 12. 13-15) 

In our efforts to halt the arms race and reach disarmament we do not, of course, 

start from point zero. In fact, we already have some important and encouraging 

accomplishments.- Thus, on the bilateral plane _there has be~n a _series of_ 

Sov'iet-American agreements and understandings reached within the context of the 

Strategic Arms Limitation Talks. The Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic 

Missile Systems, the Interim Agreement on Certain Measures with respect to the 

Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms, the Agreement on the Prevention of Nuclear 

Har and the Treaty on the Limitation of Underground Nuclear-Weapon Tests are some 

of the more important ones. The effects and implications of those agreements go 

far beyond the framework of bilateral relations between those two Powers. 

As a matter of fact, they are of vital interest to all States. That is why Pola11d, 

while welcoming those results with satisfaction, extends its full support f~r the 

declared intentions as well as the concrete endeavours of the tw-o Powers towards 

further progress. 

A practical example of disarmament efforts on a regional pla..'1e are the Vienna 

negotiations on the mutual reductions of armed forces and armaments and associated 

measures in central Europe, in which Poland takes an active part. We are confident 

that they will yield concrete results, provided that all the States concerned adopt 

in practice, as the fundamental premise, the principle of the undiminished security 

of all parties. 
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Last but not least, there is the not unimpressive record of e.zreements of a 

global scope, elaborated n::ostly at the United ~(at ions or with the active involvement 

of this Organization. They embrace such important arms li~itation and disarmament 

measures as the partial test-ban Treaty, the non-pro~iferat ion Treaty, the 

sea-bed Treaty and the Convention on the prohibition of biological 1-reapons. 

The point now is to render durable the results achieved so far,. to 

reinforce the agreements concluded and to ensure their full and universal 

observance ,while at the same time seeking to negotiate new arms control and 

dis armament measures, thus bringing closer the prospect of general and complete 

dis armament. 

As in the past, we now have before us the report of the Conference of the 

Committee on Disarmament covering its 1974 session (A/9708). \-le should be less 

than candid not to admit a sense of disappointrcent that once again no concrete 

agreement has been elaborated in Geneva. 

Nevertheless, it is the considered view of my delegation that one should 

not underestimate the work accomplished by CCD. Indeed, we assess its -19-14 
spring and summer sessions as time well spent and useful. \.Je trust that 

tangible progress will not elude that organ at its future sessions. We wish 

to take this opportunity to welcome the admission to CCD of five new 

.neJibers the Federal Republic of Gerillany, the German De:r::ocratic Republic, 

Iran, Peru and Zaire --trusting that this will add new n::omentum to its future 

endeavours. We are particularly happy to welcome the fraternal German Democratic 

Republic among the members of that Committee. 
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W~ believe that the interest in and the desire of those five· States to 

gain admission to that body are, if anything, an indication of the sustained 

confidence of the international community in the role which the Disarmament 

CoiTmittee has to play in the process of multilateral disarmament negotiations, and 
indeed in its ability to play that role successfully. 

Among the many problems which are on the agenda of the United Nations 

Gen~ral Assembly, or which are being dealt with by the Conference of the 

Co~~ittee on Disarmament, unquestionably the most important ones, calling 

for the most urgent attention, are measures for slowing down the nuclear arms 

race and for making progress in the field of nuclear disarm~nent. What I have 

in mind, above all, is the prevention of the proliferation of nuclear weapons. 

My delego.tion shares the opinions of those who have expressed grave concern 

over the danger of such proliferation and urged that effective measures be 

taken in order to ward off that do.nger before it is too late. We expect, 

in particular, that the forthcoming Non-Proliferation Treaty Review Conference 

will result in further consolidation of that important international 

instrunent; that States which h2.ve not yet done so ·w-ill accede to it soon; 

and that the Treaty will be observed fully and in good faith by all members 

of the international connunity, We are also hopeful that a comprehensive 

test-ban tre2.ty, covering all environments and binding upon all nuclear-

we:::.;pon Powers, will become feasible in the not-too-dist:mt future. 

As is well known, the States of the socie,list community have all 

along advocated precisely such a solution to the problem of nuclear-weapon 

testing. I would like to take this occasion to welcome the Soviet-.A.rn.erican 

Treaty on the Linitation of Underground Nuclear-Weapon Tests as a major P.nd 

encouraging step forward which sets P.n example for others to foll0w. We hope 

that further progress will be m~de in that area. 

The Polish delegation is following with attention the growing interest in 

the concept of nuclear-free zones. As will be recalled, Poland was the first to 

cone out at the United Nations with the idea of such a zo~e. proposing as long 

ago as 1957 the establishnent of a nuclee...r-free zone in Centrel Eurone. We , 
continue to support the idea of the establishment of such zones in various pe,rts 
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of the world on the basis of agreement of the States concerned. He believe 

that discussions concerning the conceDt of atom-free zones might ..:" facilihcted 
if consideration could be given to the drafting, at t~c annronriate time and 
in a proner forum such as the Conference of the Co~mittee on Disarmament, of 

general nrinciples and guidelines to be taken into account if and when such 

zones are createcl. He have noted with interest the sup;gestion made in this 

context by the renresentative of ?inland, Ambassador Hyvarinen, in his intervention 

of 29 October, as well as the reference to it made by the representative of 

Hungary, Ambassador Komives, in his statement of last Thursday. 

We have consistently favoured the nrohibition of the use of nuclear weapons, 

their limitation and, eventually, complete prohibition of their production, and the 

destruction of all stockpiles of such weapons. \rle believe that the implementation 

of the Soviet pronosal with regard to the renunciation of the use of force in 

international relations and the premanent prohibition of the use of nuclear 

Veanons vould be a major and a radical step in that direction. 

- Frol:l vhat I have just said it- follows clearly that the Polish delegation is 

strongly in favour of the highest nriority for the question of nuclear 

disarm~ment, both at the United Nations and in the Geneva Disarmament CorriDittee. 

This does not mean, of course, that we wish to dmmP;rade the importance 

or the urgency of disarmament efforts in other directions. Indeed, my delegation 

urges that sustained high priority be accorded also to endeavours aiming 

at the total elimination of chemical -vreapons. 

If I may recall. the States of the socialist community submitted 1n the 

Conference of the CoiTL"littee on Disarmament, on 28 Harch 1Q72, a draft convention 

on the prohibition of the develonment, production and stockniling of chemical 

weapons, and on their destruction. This document was hailed by most members _ 

of the CCD, indeed, by a majority of the United Nations Member States, as a 

suitable basis for the elaboration of a possible agreement. Through no fault 

of ours, the necessary progress in that respect has eluded us so far. He 

consider therefore that the General Assembly should a~ain reaffirm its nosition, 

reflected in numerous resolutions adopted at its nrevious sessions, as to the 

necessity of continuing negotiations, as a matter of high priority, on the basis 

of the existing proposals, with a view to reaching early a~reement on effective 
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measures for the prohibition of the development, productim~ and stockpiling 

of all chemical weapons and for their destruction. 

He also believe that the tvrenty-ninth session of the General Assembly 

should renevT its urgent apneals to States that have not yet done so, to accede 

to the· Geneva Protocol for the prohibition of the use in war of asphyxiating, 

noisonous or other Gases, and of bacteriological methods of warfare, of 

17 June 1925. Althour,h long overdue, a positive response to such an appeal 

Hould be the most fitting way of marl:ing the fiftieth anniversary of that important 

instrument. 

\·lhile invariablv and consistently UlJholding our view as to the urgency of the 

complete elimination of chemicHl Heapons, those ominous instruments of mass 

annihilation, from the arsenals of all States, 1ve are prenared to examine -..-rith 

an onen mind any pronosal conducive to, or facilitating, the attair1ment of 

that 00al. It is in this spirit that 1ve Wish to express our a1Jpl·eciation to the 

Soviet Union and the United States for their stated readiness 

!~rom the ·Joint United States~Soviet · corm-:nmique of 3 July -19-74 

and I quote 

"to consider a 

joint initiative in the Conference of the Coi'l.T:J.ittee on Disarmament \·Tith respect 

to the conclusion, as a first step, of an international Convention dealing 

with the most dane;erous, lethal means of che!!lical vrarfare. 1
; (S/11428, n. 6) 

A very imnortant item on the agenda of the First Com.rnittee is the auestion 

of the Horld Disan:1ament Conference, the convenin"; of lvhich has consistently 

been urged by the non--alir;ned States. 'I'he position of my country in this 

regard is vrell knmm. Ever since that important concept vas first formally 

nlaced, on the initiative of the Soviet Union, on the ae;enda of the t~Venty·-sixth 

session of the United Nations General Asse!!!bly, ve have been expoundin,"; our 

vie•·rs on this subject at each session of the Assenbly, in the replies· of my 

Government to the Secretary-General's requests for views and suggestions 

concerning a Horld disarmament conference, and in our canacity as a member of 

the Special Comnittee on the •vorld disarmament conference appointed by the 

President of the twenty·-seventh session of the General Assembly, and as a mer1ber 

of the ~-d Hoc Corr~ittee apnointed by the President of the t~Venty-eighth session. 
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On the lvhole, ve assess positively the vork accomplished by the Ad Hoc 

Cormnittee, and I should like to ta.l:e this opportunit~r to express our appreciation 

to its Chairman,. Ambassador Hoveycla of Iran. ~Je 1-relcome the active participation 

in the vrorl;: of the Conunittee of three nuclear-weapon Powers. It is to be 

recretted, hovever, that the tvro remainint; nuclear-w·eapon Pmvers declined to 

l:;articipate in the Con1.T1J.ittee' s work. Fe would vrish to believe that the logic 

of international developments uill eventually persuade them to change their 

position. As filllbassador Hoveyda richtly stated in his intervention in this 

CO!;-Jr;:ittee on 21 October last 0 the Ad Hoc Com'littee has discharged its task of 

e:xamininc; all the vievrs and suggestions expressed by Governments on the convening 

of a vrorld disarm31'1ent conference. The Polish delegation is of the opinion that 

this Committee and the General Assembly should nov take another step for~vard by 

extending the mandate of the Ad IIoc Committee so as to enable it to proceed Hith 

concrete preparatory work f.~r the convening of a world disarmanent conference, 

incluQing ·the drafting of its agenda and procedures. -

I think it is by now obvious to everybody -- or, should I say, nearly 

everybody -~ that the conveninc; of such a conference and its successful outcome 

are ir: the best interests of all States, big, small and medi1.lr!~sized, deveJoped 

and developing, nuclear and non-nuclear alike. The results of the -vrorl;: of the 

Ad Hoc Comnittee are another confiri'lation of that. Hhile ve believe that ---
at t~-:.e conference priority should be given to the elimination of v,reapons 

of mass destruction, we feel that such a conference should be guided by two 

principal objectives: first, ensurinc.; that all aspects of disarna..rnent that are of 

interest to the international C01.[1.T1J.Unity at larc;e, vhether in the nuclear or 

in the conventional field, whether on a global or a re.-ional scale, are discussed; 

ar.d, secondly, ensurinz the constructive and equal partic~pation of all States in the 

discussion of those disarmament issues. 

Obviously, the ~onference could not be expected to pursue the actual 

ne:-otiation of specific ae:;reenents or to seek to re:y;lace existin.- organs and forms of 

disarmament negotiations. \'hat it should do is make an over-all review of 

the state of disarmament ne~otiations, foruulate recor~endations pertaining 

to various aspects of disarmanent and set forth priorities, principles and 
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guJ<'ielines for future disarrna.'I.lent negotiations. Poland will spare no effort to 

bring about the iffiplementation of that important proposal. 

Another issue of paramount importance on our agenda is the pr~blem of the 

reduction of the military budgets of States permanent members of the Security 

C"ouncil by 10 per cent and the utilization of part of the funds thus saved to 

provide assistance to developing countries. It is a particularly important and 

tiuely proposal, as it logically addresses itself comprehensively to the great and 

rressing problems of the contemporary world -- namely, detente, disarmament and 

development. When put into effect, that proposal would be a major contribution to 

pro[:r'O'ss in all those areas. It was, therefore, no ·surprise that at its 

t\..'ent:,·-eighth session the General Assembly declared itself overwhelmingly in favour 

of that proposal. Poland, >;hich came out in active support of the Soviet 

:initiative from the very beginning, expressed its readiness to serve on the 

f:necial Comnitt.ee on the Distribution of the Funds Released as a Result of the 

Reduction of Military Budgets, an organ established under General Assembly 

;·Eo::olution 3C93 A (XXV-III)., whose mer;;bers were to. be appointed by the President of• 

'":]e <::v:enty-eighth session. It is regrettable indeed that owing to tlle 

"JD2C·-operative attitude of certain States there has been no meeting of the Special 

Cc·r~:ittee, as the cecretary-General re:r:;orts in document A/9800. It is our view 

::.tat Deasures r.mst be taken at the current session in order to ensure that the 

o.t>:-,-"-' resolution is acted upon in full and that the important Soviet initiative is 

i:::::;lei'1ented. Such a course of action is sure to benefit all States but especially 

the developing ones, whose problems, aspirations and needs were brought into 

si'JBYD f'oc:ls at the sixth special session of the United Nations General Assembly. 

He are convinced that the implementation of the proposal concerning the 

reduction of the military budgets of States permanent members of the Security 

Coc.mcil by 10 per cent and the utilization of part of the funds thus saved to 

prsvicie assistance to developing countries would open the way to further reductions, 

beth vertical, throut;h further cuts in military spending by the States pernanent 

rr:er:;bers of the Secu~ity Council, and horizontal, by extending such military budget 

reductions to cover other States, especially those with advanced military potential. 
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My country, which has for· a long time -- both at the United Nations and in 

the Conference of the Cownittee on Disarmament -- been coming out in favour of a 

freeze and reduction of military budgets, will continue to work actively to see 
-·that important proposal implemented. 

The agenda of the First Committee includes the problem of napalm and other 
incendiary vreapons and all aspects of their possible use. Poland has been 

favouring the prohibition of their use followed by their total elimination from the 
arsenals of all States. In our view, the Conference of the Committee on 
Disarmament ;would be a suitable organ in which to elaborate a comprehensive 
agreement in that regard. 

Poland's full endorsement of the new Soviet initiative concerning 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, was expressed by the Chairman of the Polish delegation, 
Deputy Minister for Foreign Affairs, Stanislaw Trepczynski, in his statement to 

this Co~mittee of 21 October last. I do not, therefore, propose to go into this 

matter again. However, I cannot but express satisfaction at the broad support 

which the Soviet proposal, already sponsored by a large number of States including 

my own, has received in our debate. 
I have outlined the position of the Polish People's Republic with regard to 

key disarmament problems facing the United Nations General Assembly and 

specifically this CoEOittee at the twenty-ninth session. That consistent 

position has its roots in our historical experience, and stems from the principles 
underlying the foreign policy of socialist Poland as well as the requirements of 
the dynamic socio-economic development of our country. That position boils down to 
constructive and active work with a view to consolidating and expanding the positive 

processes in international life, taking practical steps to check the arms race and 
promote progress in disarmament and, in general, supporting the United Nations in 

the fulfilment of its lofty ideals, a point forcefully reaffirmed by Edward Gierek, 

First Secretary of the Central Committee of the Polish United vJorkers I Party' in his 

address to the General Assembly of 10 October 1974. 
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The CFAIRMAN (interpretation fron Spanish): I thanl~: the representative 

of Poland for the very kind words he addressed to me. 

Before calling on the next speru:er, I should like to rebind the Corr~ittee 

that, in accordance 1vith the decision taken previously, at the end of this 

meetint; the list of spelli\:ers for the general debate on disarmamel'l.t items vrill 

be closed. 

Mr. JAHKO\!ITSCH (Austria): At least six of the 12 it ens dealing directly 

1:ith disarmament on this year 1 s agenda of the Assembly, and a number of 

others dealing 1-ri th it indirectl~r, relate to one and the same question: t.he 

~uestion of the non-proliferation of nuclear armaments. This situation 9 as 'l·rell 

as the fact that virtually all the speakers lvho preceded me devoted much if not 

exclusive attention to that question, has been caused above all by tvro factors: 

the forthcoming first revievr conference of the non-proliferation Treaty and the 

neYJ relevance of peaceful nuclear explosions. 
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Austria was one of the first cou..11tries to sign and ratify the Non-Proliferation 

Treaty, and it is in the spirit that inspired my country ther:; that 

we attach now c:reat importance to this Treaty and to the discussion on its 
"future. 

One of the first major problems with vrhich the United nations v:as faced 

ir:JL:ediately after its creation was the phenomenon then newly discove?:ed of atomic 

ener;:y and, in particular, its military implications l·~hich had beEn so tracically 

der.::onstrated at Hiroshima and Nagasaki. From the first session of the Atomic 

Energ~r Agency Corr"""llission which had been created specifically for this purpose, 

a very far-reaching and comprehensive plan emerged to control the uses of 

atomic energy in all its aspects by creatinc; an international agency vested 1;ith 

considerable powers. The price the 1-10rld community was asked to pay for the 

implementation of such an ambi t.ious plan was the abandonment of all independc.•1-::t 

national research in this domain. v·le all lmo1-r that this plan was never put 

into practice and that, instead, w-e have witnessed the emergence of & growing 

number of nuclear countries. 

The non-proliferation Treaty 11hich ectered into force 24 years later vas 

much less ambitious. The price, however, 1-re are asked to pay for its 

implementation is still essentially the same. And yet, there are still many 

countries lihich are not prepared to pay this price. 

In a way, this reminG.s us of the ancient tale of the sibyl, the wise vcr.oar: of 

Cur.me in Campania, vho one day offered to Tarquini m: Priscus, the King of Rome, 

nine books of prophecies 1-1hich he refused to buy at her price. The sibyl returned a 

little later, having burnt three books, and vas still refused. Hhen she had 

burned another three, he agreed to buy the last three tool:s at the price of 

the original nine· 

Hith the non-proliferB.tionTreaty, we face a very similar situation,, 'I'he 

price will always be the same. The longer vre delay a decision to pay this 

price, hovever, the less lie will set in return. 

One of the great difficulties in the debate about non-proliferation stems 

from the fact that a number of widely divergent arguments, focusing around the 

many aspects of atomic energy in its peaceful as well as its military apr:lications, 

produce guite often nothing more but a dialogue of the deaf. There are at 

least five different aspects which have to be brought into perspective: 
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First, the peaceful uses of atomic enerGy and, in particular, the production 
of plutonium as a by-product of this development. 

Secondly, the research relating to and the practical applications of peaceful 
·nuclear explosions. 

Thirdly, nuclear-weapon explosions in general and in particular the question 

of distinction between nuclear weapons explosions and peaceful nuclear 
explosions. 

Fourthly, discriminatory elements in the non-proliferation Treaty~ and 

Fifthly, the political implications of the possession of nuclear w·eapons. 

With your permission and your indulgence, I should like to dwell briefly 

on each of these questions. The energy crisis and the eusuing new energy 

consciousness of the world has provoked renewed interest in alternative sources 
of energy which could supplement or replace the ones most coremonly used today. 

Atomic energy is one of them. At the same time, we begin to realize that any 

significant increase in the exploitation of the atom as a source of energy will 

be accompanied by a spread of nuclear technology,- the production of important 

amounts of plutonium, and the setting up of ura11i um enrichment plants in many 
countries. 

The implications obviously are twofold. On the one hand, the control of 

fissionable material in all its stages will present a formidable task. I 

hasten to add that the fo~~dations for the performance of this task have been 
laid within the framework of the International Atomic Energy Agency. He 

particularly ;1elcome the activities of the Agency in this field and we are also 

gratified to note that additional safeguard agreements have been signed during 

the past year. We also welcome any measures concerning the physical securing 
of nuclear material, such as the one proposed in his recent address to the 

Assembly by the Secretary of State of the United States. 
The second implication following from any increased application of nuclear 

technology is equally obvious. Proportionally with this development, lead time 

for the production of nuclear weapons will decrease. \-Je will be able to speak 
of many more so-called nuclear countries. More than ever before, a decision 

to "go nuclear" will be mainly a political one and not a technical one for a 
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majority of the countries concerned. :'ore than ever, therefore, the necessity 
of an adequate political counterweight to prevent the disastrous consequences 
of an all-nuclear world has to be recognized. The non-proliferation Treaty, in 
our vie1-r, has to be seen J.n this perspective. 

Since the e:x--plosion of a nuclear device carried out by India J.n I'iJ.ay of this 

year, the question of another of the peaceful applications of atomic energy, 

namely, of peaceful nuclear explosions, and in its context, of nuclear explosion 
tests in general, has been put before us in ne1-1 terms. 

P~though peaceful nuclear explosions are specifically referred to in 

article V of the non-proliferation Treaty, this article has never been put into 

practice and there has been very little lmowledge about peaceful nuclear explosions 

until now. vJhatever I have to say on this subject is, therefore, based on 

relatively limited information. 
One of the characteristics of PNEs, as they are now called, w"i.th the ne1•ly 

popular acronym, appears to be that-they are, at a certain stage of nuclear 
development, virtually indistinguishable from nuclear explosions for military 

purposes. Or, in other words, countries carrying out initial research in and 

testing of nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes will necessarily gain 
information uhi ch ca.Yl be put to military purposes. 

He are also told by countries uith some experience in this field that, until 

nou, a safe and economically viable application for PNEs remains to be found. 
It is precisely because of this feature of PNEs that they present a very serious 

and a new challenge to the non-proliferation TrEaty. While welcoming the 

assurances of the Indian Govermr.ent about the exclusively peaceful nature of this 

explosion, which we have no reason to doubt, we feel that the only solution 

acceptable in this context, and the only one J.n conformity w·ith the much more 

far-reaching aim of prev~nting nuclear arms races, is the one envisaged in 
article V of the non-proliferation Treaty. 
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:Sut peaceful nuclear explosions are only one side of a technology the 

dsrker face of ~iliich has been all too familiar to us over the last deciades. 

= m. referrint; here to nuclear-wearon tests. All five nuclear-weapon 

2ou~tries h2ve continued to carry out such tests during the last year, and this 

is a rn~tter of regret. 

_t., further reason for concern is the fact that, again, no progress has been 

r:.ade -,ri t:nin the Conference of the Corcmittee on Disarmament on the issue of a 

ccrnplete test-tan treaty. i·iy cou..'1t:ry has ahmys regarded the limited test-ban 

trea--cy and the concomitant declared intention ':lf the nuclear--v.reapon countries 

,,;:ict si[;ned it to see}:: to achieve the discontinuance of_ all test explosions 

'Jf r::CJ.clear veapons for all tirle, as cne of the essential elements in our efforts 

tc prevent a vertical proliferation of nuclear weapons. 
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Last year) before this Committee, I expressed the fear that further delays 
in the question of detection of nuclear explosions and their distinction from 
other seismic phenomena might lead us into a vicious circle where -- if I 
may quote myself: 

research into evasion techniques, paired with the constant progress 

of nuclear weapon technology, always manages to keep ahead of progress 
1n the field of seismic detection 11

• (1949th meeting, p. 27) 
Tne nature of peaceful nuclear explosions, which now adds to our 

preoccupations, might easily stand at the beginning of another such vicious 

circle which could be broken only by drastic action. 

In a working paper submitted to the Conference of the Committee on 

Disarmament, and again in his statement before this Committee, the representative 
of Mexico has dramatically demonstrated the proportions of the arms race, 

particularly in the nuclear field, and the absence of any tangible disarmament 

me~sures taken by the two major Powers. Tnis situation has been severly 
. . 

criticized in recent years by a growing number of countries. Let me· quote 

in this connexion what Chancellor Kreisky, the Austrian Prime Minister, said 
on Austria's Eational Day a few days ago, when he pointed to the fact that 
at this stage there are more than 400;000 scientists employed in the aroaments 
field, and that $275,000 million per year have been spent for the sa~e 
purpose. He said that a great amount of pove:c-ty and misery in the world 

could be atolished -- liquidated --· with such amow.'1t.s of energy, intelligence 

and money. 

It is true that during these same years contacts between the United States 
and the Soviet Union -vr:::c·~ ini ·dated ,.,-hich led to the first SALT agreements. 

Set in. the perspective of the previous cold war period, those agreements are 

certainly of historic significance. 
It is also true that the promise of further agreements leaves us at least 

a glimmer of hope for more substantial progress on the road to disarmar::.ent. 
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It is no less true, however, that the achievements of the SALT ae;reemecn-.s' 

in their practical effect on the level of armaments, appear less significant when 

set against the background of ever-rising military expenditures by a few in 

a vo:rld v,rhere millions are barely able to feed themsel vcs. 
Yet disarmament and arms control have never lent themselves to an all too 

simple analysis. We also remember the time of the cold war when the spectre 

of a nuclear war between the major Powers o~ the world was much more present; 
barely 12 years ago, our world literally stood at the brink of such a war. 

Austria therefore attaches at least equal importance to a carefully balanced 
approach in the question of controlling and eventually reducing the arsenals 

of the major Powers, and does not eA~ect quick or dramatic results overnight. 
In our opinion, it would therefore be a momentous mistake if we should now 

decide to abandon the benefits of the non-prolifera~ion Treaty -- benefits which 

accrue to muclear weapon countries in the same way as to non-nuclear weapon 
countries · ·-· only because of impatience at the inadequate implementation of 

article VI of that_'I'reaty. 
The discriminatory elements of some provisions of the Treaty were not, 

as has be'-'n pointed out here already, created by it, but merely reflect the 
reality on 1-rhich it had to be based at the time of its conclusion. There 

existed at that time five nuclear countries) and the primary objective of the 
Treaty was not to reduce \:.bat number -- however much we would have welcomed that 

but to prevent a further increase. 
It has been said that the Treaty has not only cemented the nuclear strategic 

balance but that it has also endorsed a political hierachy in the world. We 
rcigbt asl~ ourselves today whether the fact of the possession of nuclear weapons 

or of a n·c1clear capability -- really constitutes the ultimate vatershed bet\.reen 
world political omnipotence and perpetual insignificance. Have not we witnessed 
over the last year a far-reaching, even dramatic upheaval in the political 

order of our world? Hill not the capacity to produce food and en~rgy have far 

greater significance in the future than the mere possession of "nuclear devices"; 
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TI1e most important and imrr,ediate objective of the non-·:r:roliferat:ion i·reat:; 

is to lover the risk of a nuclear war by preventing a spread of nuclear vearons, 

Slnce an increase in th"' number of countries possessing a nuclear capaiJility 

uoulc1 obviously increase not only the risk of these ·"·ea1~ons teing 

deployed but also the risk of an escalation to ·worl,J.--'\;i.Cie nuclear cor~flacration. · 

If tl1e ~Ji1ited l~atior~s: c~f:'orts in acl1ieving an:,- disar::12.JYJ.ent have so far Ce~n 

frustrated collateral mee1sures for controlling armaments and the arms race 

have had somevhat n:ore success. Among such collateral measures 9 -vre consider 

the :~c1 prclifers:tj or: Treaty as the most important one taken thus far. 

I have tried to outline some of the more salient aspects of the 

!:CJ ~- rGlii·,.:c&.t ion Treaty and to indicate vhere my country stands on the main 

ar<22.s of clissension. At T}-lc:: ssrr.c time, I have tried to demonstrate t:19.t ve do 

not close o1.:r eyes to the r:Jany critical voices in this field. The 

~JO:c prcli fercct:i c.•:' Treat:y· is, by far, not a perfect instrument· Hhen my 

Government ratified it, it s::.,!=·cei.red 'I -c.s, f::nc1 still appears) to tc: t~:c ·oc:cs~ 

-course to taJ:e, cDnsi uering the existing options. This means that -v.re dn not 

exclude improvements, bu-:.; indeed consider irr,prc:c:eT"2l~-::s necessary, if vre vant to 

achieve universality of the Treaty -·· the lack of vrhich has been regarded as 

one of its major fai~in;s. 

Like any other international agreement, the noL proliferation Treaty -vrill 

be able to function properly only if all parties to it --· and that includes also 

all future parties -··- consider it as in their mm best interests. it/hat vre have 

to do no>-i is strengthen the interest of those countries already parties 

-co the Tr-e:1ty and create adequate incentives to ie1d:u.ce those 1-rho have not yet 

acceded to it to bee:ome signatories. Penr;it me to outline briefly the l:ind of 

action ve 1Wuld consider useful in this respect: 

First) the Revie<: Conference, scheduled in accordance vi th article VIII of 

the Treaty for May 1975, i·Till give an opportunity to discuss the operation of 

the Treaty so far. Articles IV, V and VI -will, vithout any doubt, receive 

particular attention. ),:;;s-::ria is not a member of the Freparatorv Committee, 
- v 

but has, in accordance -w-it:::--1 a decision taken during the first se.c:sic::, p<~rticipated 

in its second session and thereby underlined the high rriority it accords to 

an adequate preparation of the Conference. 
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nuclear weapon countries in fulfilling their obligations to a far greater extent. 
We are gratified, in this context, to note that those count,ries have already 

eX}_)ressed the same S'::onse of urgency and appear to be prepared to move more 

rapidly in the direction of Qeasures in implementation of article VI. We 

are also gratified that one of those countries envisages the possibility of 

creating additional new incentives for adherence to the Tres,ty. 
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Our attention ims also drawn to the statement made here by the repL'Psentative 

of Fr2.nce with its reference to President Giscard d 1 Estaing' s very clec:>T 

expose on the possible uses of the French nuclear . capability. I.Je fully agree 

that siLnlar declarations by other nuclear count:ries would permit a new 

outlook on the problems of non-proliferation and we feel that this avenue 

should be further explored. 

Third, a thorough study of all aspects of peaceful nuclear explosions would 

in our view go a lon~ way in clarifying for the benefit of the intorm:.tionel 

con®unity the true economic and scientific potential of this technology as 

vrell as the problems of distinguishing them from nuclear i·Teapon tests. Such 

a study, which could build on the work already done by the International 

Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) in this field, could well be undertaken by the 

Secretary-General jointly ·Hi th or assisted by the Agency. The proposal made by 

the representative of Australia therefore deserves our attention. 

Fourth, as already indicated, nuclear weapon tests are so closely 

related to peaceful nuclear explosions that we would consider it as absolutely 

essential that the nuclear-weapon States rapidly arrive at an agreement on 

the cessation of all nuclear weapon tests, in the atmosphere or under-ground. 

This would be at least a small step nuclear-iveapon States could ta};:e in 

the direction of eliminating some of the more glaringly discriminatory features 

of the non-proliferation 'I'reaty. The 150 kiloton threshold agreement between 

the Soviet Union and the United States cannot in itself be regarded as 

coming an~11-rhere near that goal ,:·,but \·!e 'believe and 1re ho'l)e th'Ct it '\7ill 

contribute to overcoming the crucial verification problem. 

Fifth, another measure which would give, as I would term it, collateral 

support to the non-proliferation Treaty, is the creation of nuclear-free zones. 

There are now at least four such zones which this General Assembly will have to 

discuss and there are several more that have been proposed over the last years 
~n a more or less tentative way. My delegation has on various occasions 

expressed its interest and, indeed, its support for the principle of the 

creation of such zones. In the conteA~ of the non-proliferation Treaty, 

such zones t~~e on added significance. It is difficult to draw too many 

analogies between various zones -- and for this reason we would hesitate to 
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apply common criteria of evaluation to them -- but:'lTe nevertheless believe that 
the concept of nuclear-.free zones warrants an over-all study of the kin~ 

proposed by the Finnish delegation and we welcome such an undertaking. 

Sixth, the non-proliferation Treaty by its very nature must be universal. 
To this day) more than 40 countries have not yet signed the Treaty. At 

the review conference-to be held next year there will obv~ously be a thorough 

discussion of the relation behreen article I parties and article II parties. There 
are, however, many questions which concern both parties and non-parties to 

the Treaty, and it might be legitimately asked whether the review conference 

would be the proper forQ~ for such a discussion even if the non-parties 

participate as observers. As the discussion around the non-proliferation 
Treaty gathers momentum we will have to find a \·ra·y of ensuring the equal standing 

of parties and non-parties in the discussion. 

For the reasons I stated at the outset, I have devoted the greater 
part of my statement to the. problems of non-pr.oliferation but I should nov 

like to make a fev remarlts on soi"'e of the other i tel"ls on our agenda. 

Last year, we were one of 40 non-nuclear weapon countries appointed 
to the Ad Hoc C:ommi ttee on the 1Iorld Disarmament Conference.. Oving to the 

efforts of its able Chairman, Jl.mbassador Hoveyda of Iran, that Committee has 
performed a very useful task, and has submitted a report which only confirms the 

conviction 1·Thich we have previously expressed, namely, that there is near 

unanimity on the principle of holding such a conference and the need for 

the participation of all militarily important countries, and in particular 

all nuclear-weapon States. Any new mandate for the Jl.d Hoc Co:mmi ttee should 
therefore concentrate nmr on a detaileci examination of all remaining objections 

and on possible ways of overcoi"'ing them. 

In this connexion, I should also like to refer to the question of the 

adequacy of the existing disarmament organs within the United Nations. 
Austria bas always supported the work of the Conference of the Committee on 
Dis armament at Geneva, and we shall continue to do so as long as there is any 

shir.rrn~r of hope that that body fulfils more than an alibi function, and that 
i -:s reports are more than a mere collection of explanations about the impossibility 
of disarmament. vfuile we fully realize the complexity and intractability of 



J::..P/mr A/C.l/PV.2007 
2Ei 

( j\'r T ·- 1-11· CJ' ·J· + ~ c1• 1 .. l. Cl \_ \o u..;o ..cl <:; 

n:cmy problel::s concerned 1-1i th uisarmar,Jent anu anr:s control, -.re cannot 

J\ustri_a) 

but express uiss.ppointment about the fact that the Conference of the Cor1uEittee 

on Disarr:m~:ent ;w.s 1-,c:r:cn unable, for the thirc~_ consecutive Vf-R.r, to T!Oint to 

any results, or ever.; any tanc;ible progress i11 t:ne questions it has been 

cJ.ealin:; 1-:i th an<l this despite dili:__:oent anc\ patient efforts D',' so l!lany 

c:Lelego.tions on the Conference of the Conn:li ttee on Disan::aEJent. Let me express 

the ho~e tl1at the envisaged enlarcer:cent of the Comnittee uill be ber::efici2.l 

to it~ ~o~: and t~at possible further changes i~ its structure anc:t function. 

alon[ ti1e lines 1cllici1 \·Te suc'·ssted last year ··oulc enal)le it to r;eet the 

hi:)' hopes I·Te all pls.ce in it, 

\ie have recently Hi tnessea a r:•ushroo"'ing of otl1er bodies dealinJ; 1-:-i th 

~lorlci Disan112Lent Conference t'le question of nspalr,• and other incendiary 

·deapor,s Has exal:,ined by the Reci Cross Conference ano by a conferen :::e of 

Govern:nent E:X!lerts :. ;-.•ili tar,r EX})endi tures vere stuciied by a group of experts, 

anothEcr C.Cl hoc Colilmittee on the sar,,e questions ~as not yet convened: 

ti·1ere ls an c~cl hoc Corrlilli ttee on the InG.i an Ocecm; on the questions of peaceful 

eX2c!losions uorl~ h2.s been done vithin the IJ:J;;!;,. Tlle creation of a nur~lber 

of further suc!1 grm.F'S is beiq:; or about to be propc·sed this ye<:Lr, 

cninior2 it >rou.2.d be one of the functions of the -\Jorld DisaYEl2l'lent Conference 

to serve as a co. ordinatint: body for all these efforts, or to appoint an 

In the s.csence of suci: a solution, 1-1e 

stronc;ly feel that the General Assembly shoulCi actively see:L a r.ore focal role 

1.::1 G.eslint, '.;i th disarmament me,tters. 

'Jhat I said last year about the necessity to cut tact convenc:ior::al 

arcGTJents still remains a valid point. In this contPxt, ve EJ.so '\Ielcor:e any 

feasible propoE;&ls to reduce E:ilitary expenC:.itures, a ouesticn 0:1 unich a very 

usefu~ re,Jort has been presented to us. 

It is of course, one cf the characteristic cynicisms of our ti~es to 

e:c:.~l conYentional eveh those catet_-:ories of 11eapons tl1e.t cause unnecess::r:/ 

sufferinc or are particularly cruel and indiscrininate in their use, sue:~1 2s 

nalJalL and other incendiary >Teapons. For a l1Ulnber of years noF, ..L\ustria h2.s 

joine•.l in efforts to finci 1-rays of restricti21g the ·use of these vea!JODS 2.n<i 
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ve have, consequently, participated actively in the Ad Hoc Committee of the 

Geneva Red Cross Conference and in the Conference of Government Experts held 

in Lucerne last month. As our primary motivation in this ret;ard is 

lnll<lanitariau, we consider the organizational connexion of those discussions 

with the Red Cross Conference ~logical solution. On the other hand, we 

are also avare of the military and disarmament aspects of the question, 

anc v~e said last year the.t these aspects l"lir,ht be usefully discussed 

in other appropriate disarl"'al"lent organs. Certainly any delay vrould be 

}:-;defensible because any disagreement could cause further suffering. 
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A wholly nevi and unconventicn al concept of 1n1rfare has been brought into 

this cliscussion under item 103, proposed by the Soviet Union, on changes macle in 

the environment for military and other pur!_::oses. Even if environmental warfare 

on any l.ar[;e scale does not now appear to be a tangible reality, we do believe 

that it is generally easier to pr::::vent a possible future development than to-

roll back or even to stop military technological proc;ress once it is under vray. 

Therefore 1-1e velco::ne this initiative. 

The fact that ve have to deal with entirely new and sorretir;-ces even 
hypotbetical techniques obviously necessitates as a first step a careful 

exar.1inatio~1 by highly qualified experts. Such a task could very 1·1ell be 

entru2ter1 tothe Conferenceof tbe Corur:rittee on Disarmament. llithout wishint; 

to [O into the subst[J.Dce of the proj:JOSal, 'h'e believe that it vould ·be useful 

alreacly at ti1is ~~re.limin:::.1y stac:e to arrive st a cle::::.r -cut C::.elir6 tation of 

tl102e categories of actions or t~cl1niq_ues tha:t. ~·Je sl-lculd 1-Tish to cliscuss \..rit~1in 

-A di"'"tinction ·mic!lt be made, for· instaace;, beh<'een. environment woaifice.tion 

for hostile 1•ur:;:Joses ··· ancl these 1muld necessarily coTJ.prise hostile I!ci.lita:ry 

puqwses --·· and thosE -.;hich are carried out for peaceful purposes 

but 11hicb lnight, accidentally or uninte:ntim1ally" present dangers to hUTian 

health and i·reJ.l-·beinc;. Only the first category should be considered Hi thin 

t::,e context of item 103. 11e sho1J.ld, on the other har:d, find considerable merit. 

in a closer exanination of the much -vrider field of environmental modification 

for peaceful purposes in all its aspects. 

Ove:c the yee.rs ue have co.rte to "be.lieve in the clcse interrelati onshi ·D 

bet.ueen disar,:!c>.L"el:t cc-.:d the sec"<J.rity of States. i!e h2ve ali-lays r:laintained that 

di san>ament 11!ust J and indeed vill; inevitably follm; security o v.~:nich t:nerefore 

has to ·be our first objective. 0hy, then, is it still legitimate to discuss 

disarmaEient issues in -cheir mm ri,0l'::t? A glance at military expenditure 

immediately _provides the ansvrer. · l!hile we have co~e to re~ard as ''n::cr ~~ ;: any 

increase in armaments in areas 1ritb risinc interne.tional tensim~, t~-""':r"' lS 

no such explanation for the gigantic anils race continuin.'"" 1:__,_::.t1;e:er, ~~,.c-

l.hli ted States ancl the Soviet Union s.t a time '.;hen bet 
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52tente in +e;coir• J'el2~L .. ]·.01,',rC:, <'fJd -kl,]}(C.'r'e l·~ rll -~ .._•0 L•o th u - .. - . ~ ,.. . . ~ cqu"'. y no eYp_.anaL l n 1 r e many 

ce>inr, on iE ar·eas uhere '10 observat:'le tensions exist. Todey ..._ 
l~o 

l'>:c>o;,,es painfuJly evident tb?.t e:ilitary technolozyo with its more and r:lore 

S':'phi st icated rrodusts, seems to move fonr2.rd v.ri th its oun deadly lor;ic. Armaments 

neve becoE~e ::n indECpendent fastor the existence of which lies at the origin of 

It is precisely for thjs 

reas::m tr:::::.t >.ie fear nuclear proliferatiO!l, 1,;hich v:ould inexorably cause so 

J·::>::;y l:Jor-:: s.rmo: races on a much more clanr,erous level. This is wby ve need 

'li :::2rrce:~"'nt <:ucl this is vrhy •·re hc.ve to see disarmament in a new perspective. 

Ir" conclusio;;, let me \}Uote the bC'pE:ful, ~ut also warninr, words 

•·'b:ic'!J ?rhrr:c l~L,ister Ramsay J.Je,cDonald of Gr-eat Britain used at the tenth 

It WJuld 

Fili t~ry ~:·:.·dsers. t8 reuenfber t.hc:.t tltere is jnst as much security in a 

T:r.c:Ltir::s1 a:-reern.ent z.;_;~; tller::: is :i.n e rec:iment of soldiers or in a fle.-ot 

At t~1e ti'Je, as ve l-:ncYvl so 1-rell, those l?ords vere not heeded. Perhaps 1-rise 

wa1·0ir~~ cs,3~ch will find a tctt~~ re~cptian in our day. 

existence on L::is. planet. The .:;:re."-".:er the progress ''e La;.:c lll U:cis effort 

· · - --. · · -. .., +- -- ..... · ,.....,.- ,-_1.•0•., ·_1 f' ~-h- l?. 0 +,,rc.'c!S1'Ji1r--'re o+-.~. 0i_~+PY1,_-+-.e re8.ll\:'" exists-_ 1'iY -:..~e __ :_:;:::~_:s..~::_c.···l ~~c·J__c-:.2 une vlc.i ..., _..., ,_, __ __,_- -- c...~--- __ -~--- ..._._, __ ...., J _ 
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beset us should reflect it. The progress 1-1e make towards finding solutions to 

world poverty, disease and ignorance should reflect it. Our progress towards 

establishing an equitable >Wrld economic order should reflect it. Our progress 

towa-rds building an international human society based on respect for the worth 

of the human person should be a funEtion of that detente. It is in this light 

that EJY delegation views the progress ve have made tovrards disarmament and 

tovrards reaching agreements on issues related to it. It is poor comfort to 

tall~ about detente -vrhile suspicion and distrust frustrate our efforts to find 

solutioas to vrorld problems that of necessity must be solved if the world is 

to be a safe place for all cf us. 

iJ' delec;ation has carefully read the report of the Conference of the 

CoJ111:1ittee on Disarmament in docunent A/9708. He share the dismay of those 

delec;ations -vrhich have spol~en before us at thP lacl: of any substantial progress 

on any of the issues under consideration by the Corrnnittee. This is' in spite 

of the 'l'reaty between the United States and the Soviet Union on Limitation of 

. Underground IIuclear-Hea:ron. Tests signed in Hoscow in July·thi.s year·. \J:ith 

rec;ard to that Treaty, my delegation has noted that it does not co.r:1e into 

effect 'until 31 i1arch 1976. The obvious question that comes to mind is: vrhy 

1976 ancl not Lm1:ediately? Shall vie npt be justified in assumine; that the ti-m 

countries estilllG.te that by that date all u..nderground nuclear tests exceeding 

150 l:ilotons essential to the development of further nuclear vreapons will have 

been co;npleted? If the assm1ption that this question indicates is true, one 

, vwuld be right in concluding that ve succeeded in banning atmosphenc 'tests 

simply because those t<w super .. Pm,rers no longer had any need of them for 

the 6evelopment of their nuclear vreaponry. 

The issues involved in nuclear dis arr1arr.ent are very crucial to Han~:ind as 

a -vrhole. Consequently it liOUld be irresponsible if their solutions were left 

to the convenience of a fe1-1 States. \Tnat the vrorld needs is responsible __ 

leadership from those PO'\Ters which have nanufacturecl and stored nuclear weapons 

in our effort to get rid of them. Unle~s this responsible leadership, based 

on concern for the future of mankind as a vhole, is forthcoming, efforts botL 

inside and outside the Conllilittee on Disarmament vrill con~inue to be futile 
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and frustrating. Ue believe in the value of an exchange of views on problems; 

ue believe that no problem can be solved if the parties to it refuse to en~;a13e 

in dialogue. However, if such dialogues, rather than moving fonrard to 

solutions for which they vere instituted, become goals in themselves, they 

cease to have any value. 
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Since the CoEJlll;ittee vas established, it bas gone tb:cc<;gb various r:,ha~>e~;. It 

went thrcush ·a phase 1-rhen it discussed alte:::-n2tive d:rai't nronosals on Beasures 

aimed at achieving general and complete: di;3a:rrr,a:aer::.t. Very little progress vras 

achieved in that direction. It vras then thought that. if aGreements were reached 

on collateral measures, they would create conditions for reaching agreement on 

general and complete disarmament. Here again, little progress vras made and the 

basic issues still remain unresolved. He have concluded a non-Proliferation Treaty, 

bat to date certain countries have not acceded to it~ we hailed the Treaty bannins 

atmospheric tests; but again certain countries ~r.e:.ve not acceded to it, vrhile 

continue \,Titr1 unabated frequency and in defiance of protests to ccm'luct 

prohibit:.ton of tne ust: of c:hemict:J vea:nons in ar. ei'J~ort to en:~c:.r-ge tne L8se of 
I 

tte 1925 :C)rotoc:c.~l f9r the l':ror~ibition of tl-~e Usc: ir_. H2r uf Jcs0:JY~istin2~, 

?oiso~1ous or other Gases, and of Bacteriological J.iet::ods ::.1±' Harfare in resnonse 

to Gener2l. Assembly resolu"cicn 2603 B (XXIV) anci subs E. ::u.er1i.: resolutions on that 
~ 

issue. The reoort of the Comrhittee on Disarcr:er,:ent docs not inc:lic: t -rh:c.. 

prcgre2s has been made on this issue ove;.· the past year. I'lle effor\,~; c·i tl2e 

Cmc.:mitt:::e appear to have foundered on tivo main difficulties, nan1ely, the 

defini1:ion of chemical i·i&.r agents, and. the sys-re1e2 of inspection and veri::~i,.::&tior:. 

m~d use of chemic,;;.~: vmr agents. 

There is hardly any member cf this Committee Hl:o does not fully appreciate 

-~Le sreat danger that chemical v1ar agents pose to hur:::an life i;, any armed conflict 

in l·?hich t-hey night be employed. Because of the high!..y destructive effect on hu-'-::ar, 

life, my delegation nro~)oses that urgen't at tent ion be paid to the possi'r.;:i ljty 

of concludint;, a.s a matter of urgency, a protocol, trea-ty or convent ion ba::1c.i n; 

their use :L, any armed conflict, vhile negotiatiocs o:1 bannil1g th(:il' pro2'JC~·ion 

and stora;;o; !)l'Oceed. Negotiations leading tc such a protocol, tre:::.t;y or 

conventior: shou:)_d not face the difficulties p;:.,sed. by an acceuta'bls definition of a 

cherLical '''ar agent and a syste.;;! of il';.Spectir:.n and verification. 
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If rr.y delegation is displayinf scme in;f)atience \·rith rt"gard to agreement 01: 

this issue- . .;t -j_· s ·be · -, , · 1 · .. J 1 • t · "' , .._ cause -c.;e cla~ogue au!leci ac reac.11ng ru1 agreemen on 1 ts 
solution has gone on for far too long. 

It will be recalled that the first effort to deal wit:. the issue of the use in 

vrar of chemical and biolof_iical agents was in 1874 when the Brussels Convention of 

that year declared as "especially forbidd:=n 1
' the "employment of po.isoned 

we a;' on s . • . n • Th · · · "" · T .._ • 1 p C _u - • e agreemenc; s1g!1ed at tne flrst -nternavJ.ona eace onference 

at the Hc:gue in 1899 obligated contractinG parties to _abstain from the use of 

projectiles solely for diffusion of "asnhyxiating or deleterious games". This 

was reaffirr,ed by the second Hague Conference of 1907 prohibiting the 

e:r:.ploYJ.nent of ''p:>ison or poisoned 1-reapons :! "to kill or wound treacherO'J.sly 

individu2.ls b:::lon.:;ing to -che hostile nation - II or any:y • 

Eont:: =of' the efforts ref'erreCi to nrevented tbe use of c}·Jt:ri.cal war age~ts 

d"ll'ing Horld ~Jar I. 

I do not intend to vraste the time cf tl-lf:~ Ccl~·mittee in e!1Um'E.rgtin~; t:he ve.rious 

efforts which have been made sjnee the end of l\7orld 'i·lar II to deal with the 

problem of chemical· Har agents from th~ late 1940s th:cougl1 tbe -1950s -and 1960s,. 

Bach effort has been frustrated by one or other pf the difficu~ties I bave 

referred to, or by botb. These difficulties therefore are not new; they reflect 

the distrust and susnicion 1..rhich have characterized international relations in 

the past, and continue to do so now, 

I should nm-1 like to turn my attention br:i.efly to another area of concern to 

ny delegation. I refer to the q_uestion of tlle use of meteorological technology 

for 'liar purposes. Statenients made by various delegations irj the Conference of the 

Cotn-rtittee on Disarmament indicate the extent to which human existence itself 

could be gravely jeopardized if meteorological technology was employed for war 

:purposes. The indications are that all life on this planet could cease to exist 
in that event. That is a th0u;:;ht of forer)oding. 'rhis is another three.t to hw::an 

existence which has come 2s a by-product of our effort to enhance and enrich 
t 

our existence on this planet. 'l'o quote the Soviet delegation to the Conference 

of the Cornmi t tee on Dis arma:.'llent : 

" ... modification techniques might bE: used for military purposes ;.rith respect 

not only to weather but also to other components of the huzmn enviro:r;.nce:-·c . 



HLG/f}v A/C.l/PV.2007 
. 38-40 

(J'.lr. Boat en, Ghana) 

It is because of the threat posed by the use of meteorological technology for 

war purposes that my delegation welcomes the joint announcement made by the. 

United States and the Soviet Union that a meetin~ of experts of the two countries 

was being planned for this year to study the problem. He should also lilre to 

express our appreciation for the initiative of the ·soviet delegation in 

circulating the draft resolution contained in document A/C .l/1.675. My 

dele~ation is happy to be a sponsor of that draft resolution. Fhile 

co-sponsorin~ the draft resolution, we would wish to say that we are fully 

a-v.rare that the draft convention attached to it as an annex will be a subject 

for discussion and negotiation at a.future date. 

In his intervention in the general debate on 7 October, the Corr®issioner for 

Foreign P.ffairs of Ghana expressed appreciation of the efforts being 

by the: tvo nuclear SU}Jer~fmvers, the Soviet Union and the United States, to 

advance the cause of nuclear disarmament. In his statement, he said: 

"Hy dele~ation welcomes the agree!:!lents reached betvreen the United States 

and the. Soviet Un.ion on further limitations on anti-missile defence. systems 

He also appreciate the efforts being made for further limitation of 

strategic offensive veapons. ;1 (A/PV .2258, n. 61) 

1-lhile expressing our appreciation of the efforts being made by the tvm nuclear 

super-Powers, we cannot but express concern at the snail-pace prc,.;;::.~t.:ss l-ei c:tf; :::cade 

in the Conference of the Committee on Disarma~ent on some of the/issues central 

to general and complete disarmament, and on nuclear disarmament in particular. 

Unless vre accelerate our pro(!:ress tovards a >wrld withCJut nuclear "reapons, ''Te 

stand in grave d""nger of being overtaken by events. The Economist of 

7 September 1974 disclosed that: 

n ••• less than 20 lbs of plutonium will make a bomb capable of destro:ving 

a city. Hithin t!;O years, the world's annual output of plutoniurr: >.:ill 

probably exceed 200,000 11"5.. Some of this will be shuttled around in 

vehicles that could become targets for hijackers. Some of it may be UP for 

sale bn a neu kind of black market. n 
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lf this dire prediction ever becomes true, the chances of human survival will 

-oe alrr,ost minimal. That is why my delegation believes we should double our 

efforts tm·mrds nuclear disarmai'lent. 

I~y delegation supports general a.11d complete disarmament as an objective 

-~-.rr.-ich this Organization should pursue relentlessly. He do not believe, however, 

that. we should permit conventional disarmament to slow down, or serve as a 

distraction from our efforts to achieve nuclear disarmament. He do appreciate 

the sincerity of those who urged in the Committee on Disarmament that some 

a0tention should be devoted by the Committee to disarmament with regard to 

conventi~nal weapons. 

He from the developing countries will be the first to support a world 

-,;ithout, any -v.reapons of war whatsoever, whether conventional or nuclear. At this 

statE, hovever, ive urge that all attention should be concentrated on seeking 

agree11.ents which vrill lead to the prollibition of the production, manufacture 

aDd storage of nuclear weapons. Hi th the invention of nuclear we a :pons, conventional 

-v;eapor-"s are tending to be of significance only in localized armed conflicts. 

7;1at being the case, it is our vievr that a cutback in- expend:i-ture on conventional 

-v:ee,pons can best be achieved within negotiations conducted on a regional or 

S'Joregional basis. IVJY delegation would propose that the United Nations urges 

and encourages such regional or subregional negotiations. It is our view Ghat 

disarmament 1·Tith regard to conventional weapons should be the last act of this 

Organization in our effort to bring into existence, a completely and totally 

disarmed -vrorld. 

I1y delegation is rather disappointed with the report of the Ad Hoc Committee 

oc a Horld Disarmament Conference. Our disappointment is not in any way a 

reflection on the members of the Committee. On the contrary, we believe that 

the Corr~ittee did its best. Our disappointment arises out of the fact that 

although the report of the Corrmittee shows that there is a general consensus on 

the need to hold and the 1visdom of holding a worJ:d disarmament conference, .we do not 

ay;pear to be an:-rwhere near appointing a preparatory committee for t!Je conference, 

let alone fixing a date for it. In our statement in this Co~~ittee durinr, the 

h;enty-eighth session of the United T~ations General Assembly, ny delegation expressed 
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its disappointment at the lack of progress made towards convening a world 

disarmament conference. We expressed our dismay over the absence of co-operation 
from some nuclear Powers in efforts being made towards the preparation and 
holding of such a conference, which now appears to be demanded not only by 
official delegations to the U~ited Nations, but by the world community as a 

whole. We insisted, in our intervention in the debate, during the twenty-eighth 
session 

" that we should not allow such obstructionist attitudes to stand in 

the way of a world disarmament conference as desired by a majority of United 
Nations Members". (1946th meeting, p. 17) 

Our position on this issue remains unchanged. We call on the nuclear Powers to 
recognize the concern which the world community as a whole has for this issue, 
and to change their positions to make possible the preparation and convening 
of the conference. 

If our position on this issue has not changed, it is because of our concern 
for the security of our planet. Although a non-nuclear State, we b~lieve that 

we share equal responsibility for the security of this planet with those States 
which now possess nuclear technology and believe that they alone should tell 

the world when to disarm and live in peace and security. There are some who 
believe that the possession of nuclear weapons by a few States guarantees the 

non-use of these weapons in armed conflicts and saves the world from a terrible 

holocaust. In the view of my delegation, a logical extension of that theory 

would be that the vorld would become a sa;fer place if all States possessed 
nuclear weapons. The deterrent value of ~uclear weapons would then be complete. 

That, of course, is not what we advocate. 
Recent events, however, lead my delegation to believe that this extension 

of the deterrent theory is gaining some credence; unless we act nov, and 
resolutely, a situation will be created which it will be beyond our capacity to 

control. We shall reach a stage when vle shall be sitting on a volcano which 

will erupt to destroy mankind when we least expect it to do so. 
In the face of the resistance to the holding of the world disarmament 

conference, it is not surprising that certain countries -- the Federal Republic 
of Germany, the German Democratic Republic, Iran, Peru and Zaire -- have 
applied for participation in the Conference cf the Committee on Disarmament. 
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lc/ li&ve dor1e sc,, lfe bf:iieve, bechuse of thei:c cancer~; over the lack of any 

1Lstantial progress in the -vwr}: of that COJr:mitteE." oYer a nwtber of years. My 

JVernment, motivated by the same concern, would like to give notice of its 

ltentior, to make a similar application for participation ir1 the work of the 

)ifKittee · He hope to submit our application to the Committee for consideration 
l due course. 

That is not a threat motivated by the precedent which the applications 

::ferred to appears to create. Our action arises from the fact that the issue 

f diso.rmament in our age is of universal concern. We believe it would be 

n·esp:::msi ble on our part to leave the solution of the issue to a small number 

J the 1:1embersni:P of our Organization. If sume countries have objections to 

{.e holding of a vorld disarme.ment conference, then it seems to our delegation, 

lac tbe alternative vluuld be io enlarge the IT!embership of the Conference of 

J,e CurlillliTtee on Disarme.mE:nt, even at the ris1~ of that Committee becoming a 

::crrJijt:,tee of the whole membcrs11ip of the United Ns..tions. Ue cannot, and vre 

S~Guld not, atdicate our responsibility in an issue which is crucial to the 

very survivai of mankind. 

Hy delegation has read with interest the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on 

~r:e Indian Ocean. My delegation supports any E:fforts, in any part of the 

"'Grld aimed at the denuclearization of any region of the 1mrld. The Indian 

C~ean, as v7e see it, poses a potential threat to the peace of the world. That 

is Fny my delegation endorses the desire of the countries in that region that 

1t sho'Jld be declared a zone of peace. It is our hope not only that this desire 

'•·ill be endorsed by all, but that we shall all assist in making it a 

:C:~a.lity. 

If I have talked at some length, it ls because of my country's concern 
for the issues under discussion. I can, however, assure you, that unless- it 

becomes absolutely necessary, my delegation does not intend to intervene again 

on the issues relating to disarmament before this Corr:mittee · 

-. 
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~~. SIDDIQ (Afghanistan): The Afghan delegation, having voiced its 
views on most of the ~tens presently under consideration by the 

First Committee during the ge,neral debate at past sessions of the General 

Assembly, does not intend to restate its position at length now on most of the 
items concerning disarmament. I wish, however, to reaffirm the position of the 
Afghan Government, fully supporting general and complete disarmament as a goal 

worthy of being considered and shared by all the Members of this Organization. 
This goal has been endorsed by the Conference of the non-aligned countries, 
where Afghanistan, as a member, has always advocated general and complete 

disar.mament throughout the years, as it has also at the United Nations General 
Assembly on all occasions. 

During past years, we have achieved some progress in the field of 

disarmament through the partial test ban 'I'reaty, the treaties on the 
denuclearization of the sea bed and outer space, the non-proliferation Treaty, 
the Convention relating to biological and toxin weapons, as well as through 
talks between the two super-Powers on the limitation of strategic arms. Although 
the Treaties and -conventions produced thus far are of importance in the field 

of general and complete disarmament, nonetheless, in the vievr of my delegation, 
progress achieved thus far falls short of the hopes and _expectations of the 

majority of the members of the international community and in particular, of 

the small developing countries like Afghanistan. 
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The disarmament negotiations in the United Nations over the :past 25 years, 

and during the;:past 13 years of consultations and necotiations taking 

place in its specialized body, the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, 

have resulted in only a few international agreements providing partial accords. 
- - --

1~'hile these agreements are significant, we must admit that they have not been 

able to remedy major disarmament problems, particUlarly in the areas of n"uclear 

disarmament and arms control. 

Over 80 cou.'t'ltries, including my own, have signed and ratified the 

non-proliferation Treaty. However, the provi.sions of this Treaty have unfortunately 

not been entirely implemented thus far. My delegation firmly believes that 

:priority should be accorded to nuclear disarmament problems, mainly because of 

tie inherent great da."'lgers to hur::tan life and civilization which nuclear weapons 

entail. P.s we all know, the destructive capacity of nuclear weap'ons multiplies 

constantly and has now reached unbelievable dimensions. 

My delegation acclaimed the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear \~eapons 

as the most significant inte~ational agreement in the Held c:if nuclear -

disarma11ent and a milestone on the road toward the attainment of international 

Peace and security. This Treaty today remains the most important achievement in 

the field of dis ar'L'lament, for it contains the threat of nuclear war inherent in 

an.y further proliferation of nuclear weapons. The Goven1ment of the Republic of 

Afghanistan has consistently stressed the necessity of international efforts aimed 

at preventing the spreading of nuclear weapons. However, the non-proliferation 

Treaty is, regrettably, still far from being universally recognized and 

acknowledged. Jv:y delegation therefore attaches great hope to the forthcoming 

review conference of the Parties to the non-proliferation Treaty as a means of 

illustrating and assessing the obligations incumbent upon nuclear-weapon States 

and the practical adjustments that can be brought to the present Treaty for its 

universal acceptance. 

This year India announced that it had carried out a peaceful nuclear explosion. 

Some cou."ltries have e}."':pressed concern at this event. r..zy- country, as a party to 

the non-proliferation Treaty, takes note of the assurances given by the leaders 

of the Government of India that the e:x"Plosion was only for peaceful purposes and 

that India has no intention of producing nuclear weapons. While fully taking 
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into acco1.mt the assurances of the Indian Government, we can see, bowevC>r, that. 

this explosion has no doubt given a ne..r dimension to the problem of 

nuclear disarmament. It implies that the whe>le question of peaceft>~ nucleo:1r 

explosions nust also be given due consideration vrithin the context of 

the non-proliferation Treaty. 

The •question of nuclear-weapon-free zones has for many years been under 

discus:::ion at the United Nations as vre11 as ln other international gatherings. 

Proposals have been put forward with a vie~ol to este:blishing such zones in 

various parts of the world, such as .Antarctica, the Indian Ocean, Letin Al:nerica 

end Africa. Initiatives wit.h respect to Latin Arr.erica a11d Ji,ntarctica have leo 

to international agreements. Similarly, the Geneyal Jl.ss emoly in December 1971 

adopted a resolution declaring the Indian Ocean a zone of peace. D-~lr:irg the 

present session of the General Asserrib1y, we have t'Vro ne1~ i terus, bc:th pr:::·p::sinr: 

the establishment of other nuclear-free regions -- one in the ree:ion c:f tb.e 

Hi ddle East lli'ld another in South Asia . . 
l~y delegation fully endorses the propose.ls submitted hy- the G::n-ernments of 

Eg:'..rpt and Iran for the establishment of a nuclear-weapon·-fr:::e zone in the rc;gion 

of the Middle East, of lvhich, in our vie~or, my country forms a part. 

hie welcome the timely initiatives of the friendly Governments of Eg:vpt end 

Iran and, as I have just indicated, !!rf delegation fully a.pproves their 

suggestion. I also wish to state that, as a matter of principle, Afghanistan 

also supports the item calling for the establishment of a nuclea:>:- fr2e zone in 

South Asia. 

~tv delegation believes that the time has come to underta"e a comprehensive 

study of the question of nuclear-free zones, with all its various aspect.s and 

perspectives, under the auspices of the ·united Nations. It shoul~ hu,:ever, be 

stressed that we believe that prior consultations between the coll.l!tries lo catec 

in such regions on the possible and feasible circumstances forn a prereq_l:isite 

to the establishment of such nuclear-weapon-free zones. 

The primary- importance of nuclear disarmament has been 'll'i dely recop:i ze,J 

by the international community, particularly d1.:rinc: re~ent yee_:rs. Bu-:; 

consultations have failed to produce proposa.ls ai1d suggestions for effectiVE: 

measures necessary- to attf'..in nuclear disarme..ment, althr·llg'.-. vTriccF action:: ~"s_·,rs 
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beer. ':-.">, , 
- - ' - 'i in the General Assembly for the achievement of this aim. 

i~e:..:.:::: .. 
In our view, 

_, -:-,ention should be directed to the banning of the use of nuclear arms 
or t~= .. , .. 

'· "-!:. of the use of nuclear arms against any non-nuclear State under 
any C: ., , 

-- • .. -.flnces, and we should focus on the problem of guarantees for the 
States ',. , · 

do not possess nuclear weapons and that are not consi-dered as 
:pot en:;; f .• 

;,-,ssessors in the f:uture. 

is crw:; , . 1 

"cess or failure of the bilateral Stategic Arms Limitation Talks 
1 " the world-wide problem of nuclear disarmament and its acceptance. 

We hav<-
"" t(j h d 'n.ys ope that the bilateral talks between the two super-Powers vrould 

succeed 1 '· "Ontaining the nuclear arms race) in both quantity and quality, 
·for the- 1 

'"''•'fit of the super-Powers themselves, as well as of the other members 
cf the l 

· 
1

' 
1 •· 1·national comrmm.ity. 

UJ" '~• '11structions from the General Assembly, the Conference of the Committee 
o:: Dis at . 

... , .. ,,.,nt has over the past years considered the question of a comprehensive 
·test-ba:, 

hes tht:~-

s:s::::. -
b"-~-- -= -=~ s..: 

C) : =:.:. :.::. - ' 
b ~-=-::.-= ; 

: ----

" '--eaty as a matter of priority. · However, e.gain no significant achievement 
.. ,,. been attained. \{e have t·aken- due note of the partial agreement r~::acl}ed 

Government of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United 

I.T:Je':"ica on the limitation of underground testing by 1976. It should be 

this agreement~ though considered as a step forward, does not meet the 

.-"\.-pectations of the members of the international community, which dema.'1d 

~·ation of the total ban of nuclear-weapon tests. As we have alweys 

delegation favours the total ban of nuclear testing in all environments. 

agreement between 'hese two super-Powers with respect to the limitation 

U..'1dergrou..11d tests a.s only a partial step towards the ultimate goal of 

<~lear tests altogether. We very much hope that within the near future 

' ~mning nuclear tests in all environments will be con-cluded by all, 

the two super-Powers. 

"-"'duc-tion of military expenditure has long been advocated by Afghanistan 

--:.ional forums ranging from the United Nations General Assembly to the 

•C. meetings. The strain placed on all economies by increased military 

s.xes the ability of countries to devote resources towards the social and 

··-cvancement of their people. This burden weighs particularly heavily 
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upon the developing and the least developed countries. Therefore, the position 

of Afghanistan has remained firmly in favour of reducing military budgets, 

and we feel that this element is a vital aspect of the world disarmament question 

as a whole._ 

The linking of disarmament to development, a concept which has been 

incorporated into the United Nations General Assembly deliberations by the 

developing cou..'1tries and also formally by the U~ion of Soviet Socialist Republics, 

has the full support of Afghac""listan We were pleased to see the General Assembly 

act upon this concept through the adoption of resolution 3093 A (XXVIII), vThich 

recommended that all States members of the Security Council should reduce their 

military budgets by 10 per cent from the 1973 level and that the funds saved 

be applied towards assisting the developing countries and, particularly," the 

least developed ones. 
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In this connex:ioL, He -vrelcome the report of tbe Secretary-General prqJared -by 

a pan;::l of" experts, vlhich elucidates sor::.e of the factors involved in 

e.;atheri:1g and utilizing military funds for develorment. Unfortunately o 

reluctance on tbe part of certain countries to participate fully in this 

effort to comply vith a decision of the General Assembly has i:tnp&ired- tbe 

ability of the Speci&l Corrm1ittee to operate according to the provisions of 

the relevant, General Assembly resolution. He hoj)e tha-t:. further 

cJ.elibera,tion on this Emtter vill bring about suggestions for a satisfactory 

solutior1. 

The United IJ&tions has been c;rappling -vrith as:r;;ects of the disarn:ar'lent 

'2.1Jestion for several decades and producing, among other results, a wider 

1'eco;;ni-::;ion of -rhe scope of the grave issues involved. Timely initiatives 

vhich call t,he attention of the world community to possible new dang2rs to 

!:anLind a!'e a significant and necessary part of the attact on p:roblel"-S the,t 

r:.ay ttreat,en us. Therefore, the delegation of Afghanistan lent its support 

to tile proposal nade by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, contained 

in doc1ment A/C.l/L. 675, to prohibit action to influence the envirom:1ent and 

clinate for military ar::d other purposes incompatible -vrith the maietenance of 

inte:::~national securit-y, hu..rnan well-being, and health. In the light of the 

possH;ility that techniques developed to control man's environ."'lent could be 

eC2:;ployed as parts of military operations, ve feel that the tirn.e is 

:r;ropitious for the United Nations General Assembly to act upon tbe proposal. 

'Ihe ttreat :implied. in the development of geophysical and meteorological 

techniques requires the support of long-range action. Far-sighted action is 

neecled. to co2:1bat the dangers. He viei.J the provisions contained in the draft 

resolution referred to above as -vmrthy of the thoughtful consideration and 

full support of this session of the General Assenbly. For these reasons, my 

O.ele;sation has co-sponsored this draft resolution. 

Afghanistan bas already ratified the Convention on tbe prohibition of 

the develoJ;:ment, production and stockpilins of bacteriological 

and tozic vreapons and on their destruction. \·ic believe that tbis lS a 
· · · ·' r· ld f d" r~arr·Pnt ~,. it pr~"'\'l·a··cs fo~ +1-,e substantlal measure taE.en 1n tne le o lSa u , __ , a., - -" ~~ .~. v •• 

co"'--;:;lete destruction of all existing stockpiles of bacteriolo;;ica] and toxic 
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weapons. In the same spirit, my country supports the preparation of a 

convention on the prohibition of the production and stockpiling of chemical 

weapons. Lack of necessary progress so far in negotiations in this respect 
in the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament is indeed disappo~nting. 

VIe fervently hope· that further serious attempts will be made to achieve a 

comprehensive ban on chemical weapons in the form of an international convention, 
which will also serve as another real disarmament measure. 

Regarding the item, "Implementation of the Declaration on the Indian 
Ocean as a Zone of Peacen, we believe that the implementation of this item 

• 
will make an invaluable contribution to the strengthening of international 
peace and security in the region. In order to make this concept, which my 

delegation fully supports, a practical reality, the co-operation of all the 

cou~tries in the region as well as that of the major Powers is of prime 
importance. 

There nave been many dis~rmament ~onsultations since the inception of 
the United Nations. There have also been many disarmament and arms-control 
negotiations, including the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, the 

SALT talks between the two super-Powers, and the Security·conference and 
force-reduction talks in Europe. Despite these efforts, the world armaments race 

and competition have grown in the areas of both nuclear and conventional 
weapons. Achievements toward curbing such growth have been modest indeed 

and in some cases discouraging. My delegation has always supported the 

proposition that the United Nations machinery for deliberating on the .. 
disarmament problem in all its various aspects and manifestations should be 

strengthened. One of the efforts in this direction has been the proposal for 

a world disarmament conference. This conference was initially proposed by 

the first Conference of the Non-Aligned Countries, convened in 1961 in 
Belgrade, and it has received the endorsement of subsequent conferences of 

the non-aligned countries at all levels. Upon the initiative of the Government 
of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,, this item was inscribed on the 

agenda of the twenty-sixth session of the United Nations General Assembly. 
Since then, the Conference has been the subject of a number of resolutions 
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!adopted by the General Assembly. During the past year, in response to. a decision 

of the twenty-eighth session of the General· Assembly, the Ad Hoc Coi!l!Tiittee 

~as established. We welcome the report prepared by that Committee and wish 

~o congratulate the Chair~an,Ambassador Hoveyda of Iran, and his fellow officers 
fer the useful work done by the Committee. 

Hy delegation -believes that the world disarmament conference vlill serve 

c useful purpose in the universal search for effective ways and means of 

achieving general and complete disarmament under international supervision, 

and of devising a United Nations strategy for the achievement of this crucial 
objective. 

He believe that all States, whether Henbers of the United Nations or not, 

should participate in the conference, and consequently, for the success of this 

endeavour it is most essential,. in our view, that all nuclear States participate. 

I wish to state in conclusion that the aforesaid is a brief outline of the 

:position of my Government with respect to the disarmament items under 

consideration in ·this Committee. \·Je will- support any concrete measwe or 

decision that serves to contribute toward positive steps for the 

achievement of general and complete disarmament under international control 

and supervision. He earnestly hope that his Committee will be able to take 

:he decisions necessary toward the attainment of that goal. 

Mr. AN (China) (interpretation from Chinese): In his speech 

~uring the c-e~eral debate, the Chairman of the Chinese delegation has 

already stated China 1 s principled position on the question of disarmament 

How I would like to add a few observations on certain aspects of the question. 

A year has elapsed since we discussed the question of disarmament at the 

Wenty-eighth session of the Gener·al Assembly. But what is the actual situation 

now, a year later? People may see .that the accumulated arms of the super-Powers 

have increased rather than decreased, as compared with last year. Their arms 

race has not abated; on the contrary, it has been intensified. Such being the 

case, the danger of war has not been reduced in the least. Still less can 

there be any talk about rrdetenten in the international situation. 
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'.That is the cause of all this? The cause lies in the ever fiercer contention 

betueen the t-vlo super-Pmrers for hegemony on a global scale. For a long tiP1e, 

they have been engaged in fierce contention -vrith Europe as the strategic focal 

point and the TJi ddle East and the i1edi terrane an as its flanJ;_. 'rhey have also been 

stepping up their rivalry in tbe Indian and Pacific oceans and elsevrhere. In 

particular, that suner-Pm-1er uith a ;:socialist:1 label, beset as it is -vlith troubles 

both at hone and abroad, harbours uild anbitions ancl is tryin::; to squeeze into 

the spl1eres of ii1fluence of the other super-Pm·rer every-vrhere, so as to supersede 

the latter ancl thus realize its pipe drear::. of 1rorld domination. To that end, it 

never lac;s behind anyone in the speed of its arms expansion. IIo-vr then can there 

be any ;;general and complete disarnament ;;? 

Since the beginninG of 11Stratq;ic Arr:s Limitation Talks 11
, the ar:r'ls race 

betueen the super-Pmrers has never abated. One of them has been particularly 

ener;:-;etic in this respect. In recent ye2rs, vhile strenuously developinG 

conventional 1-1eapons, it has been developinp; its nuclear \•rea pons on an unprecedented 

scale ::cnC:l vith l.mparalleled speecL Ih the· past decade, its IC:BMs have incre-ased· 

almost tenfold. In the las~ t\vo years, it has gone a step further to develop 

THTIVs on a large scale in contention for nuclear superiority. In orc'-er to seek 

hecen-cony over the seas anC. oceans, it bas :'lade trer·~endous efforts to e):pand its 

navy 2.nd nucler"r subl:mrines. The total tonnac;e of its 1-rarships of various types 

has multiplied. Its fleets ply every ocean of the vorld. Not to be outdone, 

the other super-?o-y;-er h~'~S declared its i:1tentiorc never to be reduced to a. 
77 secondary :;coHer' 7 ire -:erms of Hilitary strengtl: and is also engaged in intensified. 

arms ezpansion. 
. . ., .. 

Recently, vhen they I·Tere conducting the resumed. · SALT" tall:s, 

one su_pe:r-Fo-vrer nade trenendous efforts to develop "lobile ICE1s , ~rhereupon the 

other super-Pove:c declared the successful test launching of e.n ICB:! froE' the plane. 

Tr.is ::.na::..·ks the beginnin:=: of a. nel·i roun( of the arll'5 race. Is this not an ar:rple 

proof? :ioreo7er, it :must 'ce pointed out tl1a":: t-:o_e super-Povers, plagued by ever more 

serious ecc,nomic difficulties, are seeLin:::~, or 1;ill inevitably seek, a uay out 

through the furtter r~ilita:rization of their national econoEies. Consequently, 

uhetbeJ" ,ju:i::z:h"-"? fror:: the crese:1t si t.'!_;_ation or frmc the trend of its develo::;r1ent, 

the peoples of the 1vorld are facing a general anci complete arl's expansion by the 

super-Povers, and ciefini-cely not ceneral and ccmplete disarr::ar:ent. 
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The foregoing is the actual situation on the disarma!'lent question, vhich 

stould serve as the point of departure of our discussions on this question. 

It is iE:::-,ossib1e to cover up the facts about the intensified arms expansion 

20d 1rar preparations by the super-?overs. In his speech ir:. thi::: Co:mnittc=e, the 

United States representative, llr. Symin;ton, had to adr;c_it that since the 

conclusion of the SALT agreement in 1972 the suner-Povers had been "adding nuclear 
vee: pons to their stockpiles each day of the year''. Leaving. 8side thF- of n1 .; c: 

--0 

speech, vre r.1ay say that he, after all, said something true, Yet, for a lon;; 

tiE;e, the Soviet Union has been incessantly spreac1ing tioe smol<:escreen of 

'ciisarnament' and ::detente'' 1Tithin and outside the United Nations. ~ 7hile 

obviously pursuing a policy of frantic arms expansion and ·.1c.r pYeparations, it 

~e.b-bles th&t >~a 1rorlcl -vrithout 1mr has become a pra-:::tical y,:;u bistorical per::.od. 

i-!~ich has nou arrived>~, unabashedly boas tine; that "one of t'1e rr:ost imyorta21t 

orientations of the foreign policy of the Soviet Union is the struc:rle for the 

cessation of the arms race and for c.isarme.ment t:. 1Ihile obviously en_r::a[:ed 

·ever;-Nher~ in political- interference -and military ex:pans:i.on a::c;ainst _otl}er 

countries to aggravate international tension, it proposes to ·'supplement political 

detente Hith military detente'; and alleses that ;;today it can be certain the~t 

tbe spc.rl;:s of 1-rar have been basically extinguisted. ;r Vhile persistentlv tryinro: 

to maintain its nuclear monopoly and carry ins out nuclear 1Jlacl:!r1ail and nc.clear 

thre(lt against other countriesc it stubbornly chooses itself to n:asquerade as a 

standard-bearer of nuclear disarmament. A Bere check of these hypocritical 1-rords 

against its actual deeds 11ill easily lay bc..re its sheer hypocrisy aCJ.d duplicity. 

The Soviet Union has laudecl_ to the skies the so-called disarmaner1t tree,ties 

and agreements concluded in recent years. But , as pointed out u~' In3.l:'Y 

:representatives of third-1wrld countries, this stuff can in no vay be called 

:;enuine disarmament agreements. Some of them 1-rere designed to s~e2<:. confirDe.tion 

frorl the small and medium-sized countries of the super-Povers' nuclear :r.:oncroly; 

so~e were aimed at a temporary readjustment of the balance of their ar~awents in 

~reparation for a more intense competitio:1 on a nev basis: uhile oth9:r2 ve:re 

entirely for window-dressing to deceive the public. 

China has always been in favour of genuine dis?tY1TI2r1'2nt. _.\t the s2~1e t.iE:.~ ·) :.1e 

have been consistently opposed to the various i!'lpudent. tric::l~s :JlayeC. L'Y tbc-
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super-Powers, the Sovjet Union in particular. The Soviet Union has been crying 

out for a speedy convocation of the world disarmament conference year in and year 
out in an effort to create a false impression about its concern over disarmament. 

Is this c.pncern true? Everyone knows that over the years innumerable disarmament 
conferences have been held under various names with the participation of Soviet 

representatives. However,·to date, who ha~ ever seen the Soviet Union reduce its 
stockpiles by a single warship, a single tank or a single nuclear warhead? 

In connexion with the hypocritical propaganda of the Soviet representatives on the 

disarmament question, the Chinese delegation made the explicit proposal to them 
that the Soviet Union should undertake the obligation not to be the first to use 

nuclear weapons, particularly against non-nuclear countries and nuclear-free zones, 
to withdraw from abroad all its armed forces, including nuclear-missile forces, and 

dismantle all its military bases on foreign soil, including nuclear bases. It 

should not have been difficult to effect this just proposal of China. 
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ret, turning a deaf ear to it, the Soviet representative has thus far refused 

to respond. Please think it over: if a 1vorld disarmament conference of the 

type of an empty talk club is to be held under these circumstances-with no 

clear aims and no fulfilment of the necessary prerequisites, what purpose can 

it possibly serve othe·r than creating a false s-ense of>securi ty and slackening 

the vigilance of the peoples of the world? 

Every year the Soviet Union coues up in the United Nations with some new 

varieties of so-called proposals under the item of disarmament. The proposal 

it made last year on the so-called reduction of military budgets by 10 per cent 

and the use of the funds saved for assisting.the developing countries is a 

' double fraud. Since it is impossible for the Soviet Union either to undertake 

the obli~ation not to be the first to use nuclear weapons or to cancel the 

debts incurred by some developing countries for the purchase of arms to resist 

aggression, is it not evidently the commercial hoax of a speculator to talk 

about using the money saved from disarmament for assisting the developing 

countries? ·After this hoax had been seen tprough ?lid buried by the people of 

the world, the Soviet Union has produced this year a proposal on the so-called 

':prohibition of action to influence the environment and climate for military 

and other purposes ;•. The Soviet representative asserted that in putting forth 

the proposal the Soviet Union was motivated by its concern for international 

security and human -vrell-being. Hell, is it not precisely the super-Powers 

wnicr1 possess a lare;e quantity of nuclear weapons that are menacing international 

security and human well-being? If the Soviet side had any real concern for the 

security and the well-being of mankind, why would it not do one or two practical 

and feasible things? vJhy should it talk so sensationally about such a remote 

question as the possibility of the melting of the ice caps in the Arctic and 

-~ntarctic, and not turn back to deal with the actual situation prevailing 

in the Indian Ocea...'1 today? T'ne United Nations report on the Indian Ocean as a 

zone of peace reveals that the super-Powers are greatly increasing their military 

:Presence in the Indian Ocean, threatening the peace and security of the area. 

People have every reason to ask you to announce here what measures you intencS. -

to take to withdraw your militarJ presence from that area. 
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In orrier to co::ibc:t nuclear threat and nuclear blac1~mail a nuJrl;er of 

co-:.mtries h19.ve put fo:n·w.rd proposals for the establishnent of peace zones and 

nuclec-<r~-veapon--free zones, callin,:; upon the nuclear countries to undertalce 

clue ooligations. ~~:ese are em:irely just prOlJOsa.ls) 1-:hich the Chinese 

Govern;:~ent fin-;Jy supports. The Chinese Goverm:ent has sicneJ and ratified 
'...,.., .+. .., 
.c~ClGl~..J..ona.L Protocol II of the Treaty for the Prohibition of IJuclear 1leapons 

in Latin ~~erica. Fe finl'ly support tlle efforts to make the Indiar:: Ocean a 
zone of pec:ce. LikeFise, ve nov vrelcorne the propcsals made by Pal:istan, Iran 

anci other countries c:,t the current session for the establishment of a 

11uclear ... free zone in Sot~th J\sia ancl a nuclearL~\Teapon-free zone in the i··~iddle 

and -v.Te a.re pYepared to undertake due obli:..;ations. But the Soviet 

Govern~ cent in dis :regard of tlle repeated appeals from the Latin Jl..2;1eri can 

co-c.nt.ries, has thus far refused to sign Adcli tional Protocol II of t.lJe Treaty 

:for t!Je ?rohit.itior: of 1!ucle2.r lJes.rJons in Latin J\r-erica. 'I'he Soviet Union 

has to1:e~; a ne.:ce.ti ve atti tuc:_e on ~-he:: ouestioE of e.stablisi1in,rc :;:,eace zo!les and . .__ - - . - . - - - - - ._,-

The facts s~"lO\o" that in order to realize tlle ,iust 

is in;:;:.erative to oppose resolutely the surer-PoweY policies of agc;ression, 

ez:r:rmsion and contention for hegecony and persi stentlv to demand their acce~>tance 

of ot.lic-ations in respect of such zones. 

'?ne people of vaYious countries v.Tho uent thro 1~c;l: tvo \Wrlcl wars hone to 

:prevent the iln:;Jerialists :rom unleashing a ne';..r vmr. 'Their der;JanCi is entirely 

~justified~ The q<J.estion is 1-rhat policy should be acioDted in order effecti,_rel v to 

Irr,peri c:li sm is a source of >mr -in :r:o.odern So 

~'he r~ore it is actively engat_sed in ex:;Jansio:1 and agS:!"ession 

abroa6~ and in vtar prepara.tions.) the Ir:ore enerc;eti c2.ll:,r it ;.rill 

of ~both \lor l cl ~! ars . 
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It proposed to convene a 11world peace conference:. in 1899 and then in 1907. 

Thereafter" hardly a feu years passed before it went into the world 1-rar 

to;;ether with other European Powers. After the First Horld Har, the European 

PoHers concluded the Locarno Pact in 1925 allegedly to :'guarantee peace'' and 
'·to renounce the use of force to change the frontiers;,. But did it not turn 
into a mere scrap of paper in the twinkling of an eye? Thereafter, 
l'iazi GerHany also advertised its favourable response to ;;disarmament'' and 

:pro:"essed its ''full readiness to abandon all offensive weapons''. Subsequently, 

Ei tler concluded an at;reement viith certain countries to •:ensure peace in Burope 11
• 

lit t:1e time, someone said that it had led to "peace for our time''. However, 

before long Nazi Germany launched the Seconci Uorld Har. All of a sudden, 

_oee.ce for our tiE!e ·· turned into ··'war for our time •:. Historical experience J'!lerits 

attention. Is it not necessary for us noH to maintain a high level of vigilance 

acainst that super-Power which is chantinc; ''detente 1
; and ''disarmament'' ivhile 

engc:;ged in frantic arms expansion a."ld vrar preparations? 

So long as the super-Powers. do not cease their policies ·of· aggress-ion, 

expansion and hegemony, there can '!Je no genuine detente, nor general and 

complete disarmament in the world. In recent years, an increasing number of 

countries have come to see the essence of this question. The leaders of sone 

third-vorld countries have rightly pointed out that so long as the super-PoHers 

"cio not abandon their ambition for world dornination, there can be no genuine 

peace and genuine development 1' and that the hvo super-Powers' "avarice for 

sp"heres of influence is a factor leadinr; to new wars and conflicts 11
• 
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An African l"e.~1resentati ve pointed out ln his speech during the general 

debe:.te: The super -Power policy of domination and hegemony ... is at the basis 

of tiw incessant ar1~1s race'·. 

Another representative pointed out that: 

In an atmosphere of unbridled competition, and {~iven the mutual outbidding 
• 

of tJ.1ose States, the efforts ... to achieve general and complete 

dis aruar,Je,]t can only be in vaii1. · 

1'herefore, the sr.1all and mecliurr.~sized countries which are confronted with the 

super .. Pover threats of ac;::;ression and expansion w.1st further strengthen their 

unity emu tlleir necessary defence capabilities if they wish to talce the destiny 

of their independence and security into their own hancls. 

An Asian representative posed a very e;ood question during the debate in 

this Cor:2r1ittee. 

·rn fact, llov can vre elilllinate arns vrhile the very roots of conflicts 

still subsist? 

His ans1.rer HO.S: 

'In. the vTOrld of today, States cannot rely on others for tJ.1eir C:.efence and 

must be prepared for any contingency. n 

Tt:c facts bave tauc;ht people that if the super Pavers are allowecl to 

co:n:.inue peclcllinr; their e;·,,pty tali: about disarmament, and parti cu1arly if that 

super~Pov;er 1rhici1 lS hmrl:ing its quack medicine everyi·There is pen1itted to use 

sh&il c~isar1nament and sham detei.1te to lull the 1-rorld 1 s people >li thout be in:; 

e~=:<)OSE:ol~ am( rebuf.fec', t~1en the dancer oLan iinperialist var will be increased, 

cocnrary to the vill of the people. Conversely, one can be invincible only by 

;,wbili zin::; tbe peo:r:;le J uni tin:; all the forces that cat1 be united to form a broad 

united front a::;ains't colonialisi..J, i:r1periali sm and hegerr:ony, seriously exposing 

t:-:;e su~;e:r ?overs 1 schemes of sha::rr disarmm-:1ent and genuine '\Jar preparations, anc. 

deru.andiYl~· their real actions on t~1e quest.ion of disarHanent, particula:rly on 

tl-,e co1.2plete pro:-:i bi tion and thorourr1 :.lestruction of nuclear veapons, and their 

res..l co.:ni tnent not to -oe the ,first -co use nuclear w·eapons ancl to ,;i tl-:dra1.' 

all their forces fro:n abroad and c1isl'l8.1Jtle their nili tary bases on forei,c;n soil 

vbi le ;;wl:in;:; every :r:·re:.naration to deal head -on blo1-.rs to then Hherever they 

sho:J.ld laur1ciJ a ·var of eogsressl0:1. This is the dialectical lau of ~1istory 
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"I=-reparations by no means indicate their stl~el'CtlL- C:·· ,:,hr C:CL1tr2.ry, they only 

s<.:rve to prove that they are 1n tbt- pl:igbt. e».~.rc-;sei..l !1:·.' the proverb ":.1cw0rs 

:i'all off' do what one msy .,, .. So long bS thE: pE<)}J.e ,·,£ 'elk c,r:n·ld dea2 -,ritt1 t.bC?lii 

seriously, they ca,1 be defeat:ed. 'f'oc:::t1,2r -,;j t'L c~L·::r c..::·'.;ntries, 11e are re.ady tc 

ador,t 1.:.his positive 1-'olicy 8:l1d c.::•ntriim·;:e ::'.1:" ~-~-·'JJ'e tv oppos:i.ng the S•Jr:e:r--Pover 

~oli cies of agg:cession and 1var and ·u, :prcrnoti :::[-' th2 ,;a:JE e of rn.rr.:an rroc;ress. 

:re_r·l~esentatives -wishing to speak in exe;~cisc of tr,ei;.· ri.;!·:d: c:f repJy. 

I i·.-as :..·eall;y .st:rpri sed 

b:,r the stateme-nt ·of tlle Is:L~aeli l't-pFes2:.Jtm:j_ve J os_t :;~;--.t~.--'2<"':";' ti'J~~- the use of 

nar:-c,lr:c a§"ainst innocer:t civilians is out::::ic1-: t~ht' flu'::.--.·.;y;·}-:. :_:f· •~Ll~ tc,pics ·ve &re 

discussing in this Commlttee. 

under the subject of disarmar:.;eLJ1J. 

Is:cael 1 s use of this barba:··ic w'e'=:!_;,.o;.-;,_ ~-"~"i.U1 L 

civilians and military personnel alike in :;,:,g:.·-r::c, (,,:y; s. a:Jd L;:'Ganc,n. is c: proven 

fact; it has been establislled b;; ne\:q~ap::.;_·3, L2t-'~ L:t:'i:'li::-ies an(l eyc"''_:it.nesses 

frorr; UNRWA and the Red Cross. 

napalm attacks by Israel which veri:fj th~'?e :i'e:.c:ts nvt bee;, for 

their barbarity, I Wc1llld have d.ist:;:i'bl:cH::d. t:·!t:1L :-.::. :cl"'::.tJel">-> ~,·f th:, C·X•J':it.t.ee. 

I appeal to members to exe:rr. prezs·Lil'e cr; ~-s~-J.-2] 1:<) ,,;:oi·-:: '-'- ]'E·21:ii~:. r,:A onl·, 

fror.-2 using napal..Tfi ar:;d otl1er incenC.iEl~j.r vres.r,-~!N,:E- e;-:c.ir1s1·. c:i.vJ. ~J. ::L'_:,=:., ~ !:~u"": frvl~ a_~·\ 

further at tacks on ci vi lj ans, parti cul:::rl:" 1-:;Gl ::~ ti 11-~ a~, n-: Ll2C: E::.S ::-,cr; 3.::-r-:d. 

hor.:;E:less as a result of the est.ablishTL!E:nt of t:-;('. ~io~·1::::t. rbe:is.lisi: s~e.t.e-. 
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Mr. ROSCHIN (Union ·of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation 

from Russian): Following the example set at previous General Assembly sessions, 

the representative of China has today made a slanderous, malicious attack in 
! 

which he attempted to distort the policy of the USSR and its position on 

disarmament questions. The purpose of that statement was to attempt to hinder 

the development of the process of detente, the easing of international tension 

in the vlOrld, and to confuse and muddy the international situation and distort 

the role of the Soviet Union in the struggle for the strengthening of 

international peace and sec~rity and, at the same time, to hide from international 

public opinion the fact that in questions of the maintenance of international 

peace and security and international co-operation in the cause of disarmament 

China is pursuing a policy of negativism and subversive activity in an attempt to 

block any measures in the field of disarmament. 

China not only fails to take part in international agreements on disarmament 

questions concluded since the proclamation and formation of the People's 

Republic o1' E::hina, but §s also striving ..to undermine any agre~ments in this 

field by attempting to prevent their implementation. Thus China is not a party 

to the 1963 Treaty on the prohibition of nuclear testing in the three environments, 

and in violation of the norms established by that ag.L~eement, is conducting 

atmospheric testing and is polluting with radio-active fall-oUt not only its own 

country but also nt=ighbouring States, including the Mongolian People's Republic, 

India, the USSR and Japan and, in general, all other countries of the ••orld. 

China is not a party to and is disregarding other agreements and conventions 

relating t-o disarmament and a limitation of the arms race, such as the Treaty 

on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, the Treaty on the Prohibition of 

the Emplacement of Nuclear Weapons and Other Weapons of Mass Destruc~ion on the 

Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil Thereof, and the Convention on 

the Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological 

(Biological) and Toxin \~eapons and on their Destruction; and many others. 

In the last few years, the Soviet Union, together with a number of other 

S-tates, has been coming forward with important initiatives in the disarmament 

field, in an attempt to diminish the threat of nuclear war: for example, its 

proposal for the renunciation by States of the use of force in international 
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relations and the permanent prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons, the 

prohibition of the production and stockpiling of chemical weapons, the convening 

of a world disarmament conference, and the curtailing of the military expenditure 

of Security Council members. On all these matters the General Assembly has 

adopted constructive recommendations_ and decisions to implement all these 

proposals. 
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(Hr. Roschin" USSR) 

CbinP. in all thef'f" rnatt•:>rs kcs tab:·r! a sharply negative stand. It not only 

fails to come fcn-1e.rJ KitL a singJe constructive proposal on disaTmament 

W:Jtters bt1t is doing "''~ryti!i~!G 'it ca:c1 to impede the implementation of any 

proposals in t<cis arerL Hen. vhet is tbe reason for such a negative attitude 

on t:1r~ p1:at c·f C'1ina i:1 qus[:t ions of dj o:<J.rmP.n.ient and its policy of ·resisting 

all pror·.)S?.1s in this :f:ieJ5? c;:•J(- reaf;':';l f·::-r this lS the fact that the 

Jr:.aue:rsb:ip cf Cri11'" h:c."' 'lC' ln-::-c~cst l·lh;c;,ts·J~VPT ln perfcrming the task of 

stn':n[t~·Jer;j'T in-;.' t'L'_,,tiCJPR!. }Je:;:·-cs r::,J r>::r:T·rity e.nd carrying out disarmament. 

Its policy is not Of'"'i p;r1<::.d -:-: .. ·_, e2sc lJ',JiJ rathe!' to exacerbate the international 

situation and tc. i . .md~,_·:rr;_inl? aJl ':"'"eiSlYl'e:o ir:.tenccd. to ensure peace and to Ease 
I 

'Jjw lead.r:rsli:;_r_, of C!1in<:1 is rr:.~;J:j 1113 +;re·tendous efforts to hinder the 

the currer:t. p--::;r_·c~s C•f Cl.Pt.<'n·::.s il' t.!1c ·~m:rld. He should lil'-e to point out and 

?.t.L:ss tb:::: der<f_'~er ,·_:,{ Li•:i 2 r·c,J 5 ci' on t:Lc: nPrt of' Cbine, for the whole of the . e::r n~~t.:, '_:ns f•:r dc.;eJcming and developed. countries, 

• 
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(Mr. Erell, Israel) 

Napalm, of course, is on our agenda, and other weapons of the same nature. 
;rt is up to the Chairman to decide in each case whether discussion of napalm 
·' 
lrequires or does not require bringing into the centre of our deliberations 
/here a dispute which is being and will be discussed elsewhere.~ I believe it,_ i 

was the case that a number of representatives found it possible to speak on 

napalm and in the context of the Middle East without offering our Committee 
any lies concerning the method in which that weapon is used by one country or 
another. The weapon called napalm is one among other weapons; there was some 
discussion about banning it; there will be some more discussion and that can 

be dealt with in the Committee without bringing in the Middle East conflict. 

However~ since the representative of Qa~ar repeated some of the lies he 
offered to us at the previous meeting of our Corr@ittee, I feel it my duty to 

once again tell the Committee that Israel never mounts any attacks on civilians, 

refugees or others. Israel attacks military targets and Israel attacks 
terrorist encampDents and headquarters out of which people are sent to murder 

w-omen and children ln Israel. Naturally, Israel will continue to do that vrhen 
necessary. 

On the question of napalm itself, I think it would be useful for me also 

to say that it is rather cynical to hear representatives speak of 1veapons 
which are indiscriminate and cruel -- I believe those are the words -- and yet 

these same representatives and their countries consider that it is very 

appropriate and very right for them to support a vreapon which consists of a 

man going into a schoolhouse to shoot school children or to take school children 

as hostages and then murder them in cold blood, or a weapon like sending people 

into apartment houses in the towns and cities of Israel ..• 

The CF~IRM~N (interpretation from Spanish): I shoUld like to say 
the following to the representative of Israel: Even though I was not present 

on the afternoon of 31 October at the 2006th meeting, I read the verbatic record 
of the· debate very carefully. The representative of Qatar, ~in his: 

statement, when he referred to napalm and other incendiary bombs, and when 

speaking of the use of that kind of weapon,mentioned four examples: the 
Second World War, Korea, Viet-Nam and the refugee camps in Lebanon. 
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(The Chairman) 

So, contrary to the representative of Israel's claim, the representative of 
Qatar did not bring in the problem of the ~liddle East. In referring to 
the use of one kind of weapon, he mentioned four examples. I consider that 
in so doing-he was-within his rights and not out of order. The representative 
of Israel in the exercise of his right of reply, which no one can prevent 
him from doing, can, of course, deny that those weapons were used. But it 
cannot be said that a representative is out of order simply because he gives 
examples of the use of a weapon. 

With this warning, I should like to ask the representative of Israel, 
in continuing with his right of reply, to refrain from drawing the 
Committee's attention to matters which would involve it in a debate on the 
Middle East question. Having made these comments, I now call on the 
representative of Israel to continue to exercise his right of reply. 

!ir. ERELL ( Isr_ael) : Mr. Cha~:rman, I am entirely in agreement with 
You that these interjections on the part of representatives are either out 
of order or a proper matter for the right of reply. The decision would be 
absolutely up to you in every case. If you will allow attacks on Israel, 
I shall have to exercise my right of reply. If you will disallow attacks 

on Israel, naturally the question of the right of reply will not arise and 
we -v;ill save the time of the Committee and of us all, which is the objective 

in which I fUlly identify with you. 

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I should like once 
again to point out to the representative of Israel that I have not allowed 
any attack on Israel. I simply said that at a meeting at which I was not 
present a representative ~- in this case the representative of Qatar -- in 
referring to the use of napalm, gave four examples, one of which concerns 

Israel. 
With this clarification, I now call on the next speaker, the representative 

of China, to exercise his right of reply. 
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Mr. AN (China) (interpretation from Chinese): The Soviet 
representative in his reply made a slanderous attack on the Chinese delegation. 
We believe that a refutation is needed to set the record straight. 

In our first statement we only referred to facts which are known to 
all. All these facts converge on a single point: the Soviet arms 
expansion is a reality while its talk on disarmament is a fraud. Perhaps 
by exposing the essence of the matter, we have touched the sore spot of the 
Soviet Union. 
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(Mr. An, China) 

The Soviet representative always styles himsel~ as the standard-bearer o~ 
disarmament, vili~ying opponents o~ Soviet ~allacies as "negativists" in ~ 
attempt to reverse right and wrong and confound black and white. However, it 
is ~utile to engage in boasting and empty talk on the question of disarmament. 

China's attitude on the disarmament question is always serious and earnest. 
We are in ~avour o~ the complete prohibition and thorough destruction of nuclear 
weapons, and as the ~irst step towards realizing this goal, we have proposed 
that all nuclear countries ~eclare that they will not be the ~irst to use nuclear 
weapons. This proposal put ~orward by China is not only directly relevant to 
present realities in the world, but also pinpoints the key to the question of 
disarmament, particularly nuclear disarmament. Why is the Soviet Union afraid 
to ~ace squarely such a fundamental question? 

The Soviet representative accused China of creating international tension 
and of being against international peace and security. But who is really 
against international security an~ undermining international peace? The answer 
should be clear to all. The Soviet representative's attempt to shift the blame 
onto China is completely ~utile. It is precisely the Soviet Union which is 
engaged in frantic arms expansion and war preparations and is carrying out 
aggression, threats, interference and subversion everywhere leaving earlier 
events aside, in the past year alone, the Soviet Union has been engaged in overt 
and covert rivalry -- even with sabres drawn at times -- with the other super-
Power in the Middle East and Cyprus. Is it not perfectly clear who is really 
creating tension? The ~soviet representative's countercharge against China 
only demonstrated that he is at the end of his wits and had to resort to 
falsehood. But who would really believe him? 
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): After the clarification 
given by the Chairman in regard to the right of reply between the representatives 
of Qatar and Israel, I wonder whether it is necessary for the representative of 
Qatar to speak again, particularly since I am receiving messages from the 
interpreters to the effect that we have exceeded our time by 25 minutes. 

Mr. JAMAL (Qatar) (interpretation from Arabic): The. representative of 
Israel i'ully knows that the history of Israel in this international Organization is 

well known to everybody and that its criminal acts committed every day aGainst 

unarmed civilians are also well known. I have Drought with me this morning some 
nhotos 

The CHA1RMA.N (interpretation from Spanish): I would draw the attention 
of the representative of Qatar to the fact that his position has been made perfectly 
clear by the Chairman. That is to say, when he made the statements he did in the 
debate on 31 October he was in order, and therefore I did not accept some parts 
of the statement made in exercise of the right of reply by the renresentative of 
Israel. -I now ·requ-est the representative of Qatar to refrain from following the 
same course now, otherwise we shall never end, and he would place himself in-the 
same position. For this reason I would particularly urge him to allow the polemics 
to end at this point. I thank him for the co-operation which I know he always 
extends to the CoiTmittee and its officers. 

I should like to announce that Argentina and India have been added to the 
list of sponsors of the draft resolution in document A/AC.l/1.675, which is 
sponsored by the Soviet Union and other countries. 

Likewise I wish to express publicly my gratitude as well as my apologies to 

the delegation of the Byelorussian SSR. Because of a misunderstanding, the 
renresentati ve of the Byelorussian SSR was not able to speak this morning. The 

situation has been remedied, and that delegation's name appears on the list of 
speakers for tcmorrow, but I wished publicly to place .on record my gratitude for 

his understanding and co-operation. 
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(The Chairman) 

While I·am on the subject, I appeal to delegations th~t are tentatively 
included in the list of speakers to confirm or delete their names as speakers on 
given dates, because we are facing a rather difficult situation. As was to be 
expected, most delegations have put their names down for the last day or the last 
two days of the general debate on disarmament, although we have had almost 10 
days. Some of those delegations are included as possible speakers and unless they 

confirm or retract their names for these dates we shall not be able to allow 
other delegations that firmly intend to speak to put their names down on the 
list. Therefore I appeal to all delegations tentatively included in the list of 
speakers to inform the Secretariat at the end of the meeting today whether or not 

they intend to speak on the date indicated. 
I shall now call on the representative of the Soviet Union, who wishes to 

speak in exercise of the right of reply, and I appeal to him to be brief, as the 

interpreters' work time has been exceeded. 
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Mr. ROSCHIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 
Russian): I shall not take very long, Sir. I shall confine myself to just 
two minutes. 

The representative of China asserts that the Soviet Union is resisting 
disarmament and that China is doing a great deal to promote it. This contradicts 
hll the facts which are available to the Committee and to the General Assembly. 

The Soviet Union invited China to take part in the talks of the five 
nuclear Powers on questions of disarmament. China did not want to take part. 

·' 
~1 delegations in the General Assembly are ~rging the convening of a world 
~sarmament conference. China is against this and is trying to undermine it. 
Now, why does China act against this? Because it does not want disarmament, 
because it does not want the easing of international tension, because this 
contradicts the principles and policy of Peking. It is putting forward all 

kinds of demands connected with the convening of a conference, saying that 
we should first solve certain problems of nuclear disarmament, and so on. But why 

does it not propose that those items be included on the agenda of a world 
dfsarmament ·conference? T-he conference could consider those matters. If China 
really intended to consider the questions of disarmament serio~siy, there are 
a great many opportunities for this, which the Chinese delegation and the 
~inese Government unfortunately are disregarding; this is the fundamental 
reason for a situation in which disarmament talks are in fact now encountering 
a great number of obstacles. Those obstacles are being created by China and 
no one else. 

The meeting rose at 1.35 p.m. 




