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REDUCTION OF THE MILITARY BUDGETS OF STATES PERMANENT MEMBERS OF THE SECURITY
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CHEMICAL AND BACTERIOLOGICAL (BIOLOGICAL) WEAPONS: REPORT OF THE CONFERENCE OF

THE COMMITTEE ON DISARVMAMENT (A/9708)

URGENT NEED FOR CESSATION OF NUCLEAR AND THERMOWUCLEAR TESTS AND CONCLUSION OF A

TREATY DESIGWED TO ACHIEVE A COMPREHENSIVE TEST BAN: REPORT OF THE CONFERENCE OF
THE COMTITTEE Ol DISARMANENT (A/9593, A/9650, A/9698, A/9708)

THMPLELENTATION OF GENERAL- ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION 3079 (XXVIIT).CONCERWING THE
SIGHATURE AND RATIFICATION OF ADDITIONAL PROTOCOL II OF THE TREATY FOR THE
PROHIBITION OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS IN LATIN AMERICA (TREATY OF TLATELOLCO): REPORT
OF THE SECRETARY--GENERAL (A/9718, A/979T)

I.PLEMENTATION OF THE DECLARATION ON THE INDIAN OCEAN AS A ZONE OF PEACE: REPORT
OF THE AD HOC COMMITTEE ON THE INDIAN OCEAN (A/9585, A/9629)

WORLD DISARMAMENT CONFERENCE: REPORT OF THE AD HOC COMMITTEE ON THE WORLD
DISARMAMENT CONFERENCE (A/9590, A/9628, A/9636)

GENERAL AND COMPLETE DISARMAMENT: REPORT OF THE CONFERENCE OF THE COMMITTEE ON
DISARVAMENT (A/9698, A/9708)

IMPLEMENTATION OF GENERAL ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION 2286 (XXII) CONCERNING THE SIGNATURE
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PROHIBITION OF ACTION TO INFLUENCE THE ENVIRONMENT AND CLIMATE FOR MILITARY AND
OTHER PURPOSES INCOMPATIBLE WITH THE MAINTENANCE OF INTERNATIONAL SECURITY, HUMAN
WELL--BEING AND HEALTH (A/9702 and Corr.l; A/C.1/L.675)

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

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

Deputy Foreign Minister 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 détente and 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 détente is not
accompanied, however, by a corresponding degree of military détente.‘ The wasteful
arms race still continues, consuming vast resources variously estimated at betwéen
$220,000 and $250,000 million annually. Those resources could snd should insteed
be used to accelerate the socio-economic development of individual States and
to solve the pressing problems which face the whole international community.

And yet, the situation now obtaining in the world, characterized by the easing
of tensions and by growing confidence between nations, more than ever favours
concrete progress towards the nalting of the arms race and disarmament. Further,
that situation requires increased efforts in order to supplement and strengthen
the political détente 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 consclidation of international security.

Poland's position on those matters has been presented at the current session
of the General Assenbly by Ldward Gierek, First Secretary of the Central Committee
of the Polish United Workers' 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 Weapons 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 aress 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 environment and
climate for military purposes, as proposed by the Soviet Union at the
current session. Poland will continue to make a constructive contribution

tc the realization of all those initiatives." (A/PV.22€4, pp. 12. 13-15)

In ocur 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 been a series of
Soviet-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
War and the Treaty on the Limitation of Underground Nuclear-Weapon Tests are socme
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 Poland,
while welcoming those results with satisfaction, extends its full support er the
declared intentions as well as the concrete endeavours of the two Powers towards
further progress.

A practical example of disarmament efforts on a regional plane 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 ezreements of a
global scope, elaborated mostly at the United Nations or with the active involvement
of this Organization. They embrace such important arms limitation and disarmament
measures as the partial test-ban Treaty, the non-proliferation Treeaty, the
sea~bed Treaty and the Convention on the prohibition of biological weapons.

The point now is to render dursble 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
disarmament measures, thus bringing closer the prospect of general and complete
disarmament.

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). We should be less
than candid not to admit a sense of disappointment that once again no concrete
agreement has been elaborated in Geneva.

Hevertheless, it is the considered view of my delegation that one should
not underestimate the work accomplished,by'CéD. Tndeed, we assess its 197h
spring and summer sessions as time well spent and useful. We 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
peitbers -- the Federal Republic of Germany, the German Democratic Republic,
Iran, Peru and Zaire -- trusting that this will add new romentum 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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We 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 réle which the Disarmament
Committee has to play in the process of multilateral disarmament negotiations, and
indeed in its ability to play that role successfully.

Among the meny problems which are on the agenda of the United Nations
General Assembly, or which are being dealt with by the Conference of the
Committee on Disarmament, unguestionably the most important ones, calling
for the most urgent attention, are measures for slowing down the nuclear arms
race and for naking progress in the field of nuclear disarmzment. What I have
in mind, 2bove all, is the prevention of the proliferation of nuclear weapons.
My delegation shares the opinions of those who have expressed grave concern
over the danger of such proliferation and urged that effective measures be
teken in order to ward off that danger before it is toc late. We expect,
in particular, that the forthcoming Non-Proliferation Treaty Review Conference
- will result in further consolidation of that important international
instrument; that States which have not yet done so will accede to it soon:
and that the Treaty will be observed fully and in good faith by all members
»f the international comrunity. We are alsc hopeful that a comprehensive
test-ban treaty, covering all environments and binding upon all nuclear-
weepon Powers, will become feasible in the not-too-distant future.

As is well known, the States of the socislist community have all
along advocated precisely such a solution tc the problem of nuclear-wearon
testing. I would like to take this occasion to welcome the Soviet-American
Treaty on the Limitation of Underground Nuclear-Weapon Tests as a major and
encouraging step forward which sets an example for others to follow. We hope
that further progress will be made 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
come out at the United Nations with the idea of such a zome, proposing as long
ago as 1957 the establishment of a nuclear-free zone in Central Eurone. We

r
continue to support the idea of the establishment of such zones in various parts
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of the world on the basis of agreement of the States concerned. We believe
that discussions concerning the concent of atom-free zones might o~ facilitated
if consideration could be given to the drafting, at the appropriate time and
(in a prover forum such as the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, of
general principles and guidelines to be taken into account if and when such

zones are created, We have noted with interest the suecgestion made in this
context by the revresentative of Finland, Ambassador Hyvarinen, in his intervention
of 29 October, as well as the reference to it made by the representative of
Hungary, Ambassador Kémives, in his statement of last Thursday.

We have consistently favoured the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons ,
their limitation and, eventually, complete prohibition of their production, and the
destruction of all stockpiles of such weapons. We believe that the implementation
of the Eoviet proposal with regard to the renunciation of the use of force in
international relations and the premanent prohibition of the use of nuclear
Veapons would be a major and & radical step in that direction.

- From what I have just said it- follows clearlvy that the Polish delegation is
strongly in favour of the highest priority for the gquestion of nuclear ‘
disarmament , both at the United Nations and in the Geneva Disarmament Committee.

This does not mean, of course, that we wish to downerade the importance
or the urgency of disarmament efforts in other directions. Indeed, my delegation
urges that sustained high vriority be accorded also to endeavours aiming
at the total elimination of chemical weapons,

If I may recall, the States of the socialist community submitted in the
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, on 28 March 1972, a draft convention
on the prohibition of the development, production and stockviling 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 necessery progress in that respect has eluded us so far. We
consider therefore that the General Assembly should again reaffirm its vosition,

reflected in numerous résolutions adopted at its vrevious sessions, as to the

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

of the existing proposals, with a view to reaching early agreement on effective
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measures for the prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling
of all chemical weapons and for their destruction.

Ve also believe that the twenty-ninth session of the General Assembly
should renew its urgent appeals to States that have not yet done so, to accede
to the Geneva Protocol for the vtrohibition of the use in war of asphyxiating,
voisonous or other gases, and of bacteriological methods of warfare, of
17 June 1925. Althourh long overdue, @ positive response to such an appeal
would be the most fitting way of marliing the fiftieth anniversary of that important
instrument.

¥hile invariablv and consistently uvwholding our view as to the urgency of the
complete elimination of chemieal weapons, those ominous instruments of mass
annihilation, from the arsenals of all States, we are prepared to examine with
an open nind any proposal conducive to, or facilitating, the attairment of
that goal., It is in this spirit that we Wish to express our aporeciation to the
Soviet Union and the United States for their stated readiness -- and I gquote
from the “Joint United States=Soviet-communiqué of 3 July-197L -- "to consider s
Joint initiative in the Conference of the Cormittee on Disarmement with resvect
to the conclusion, as a first step, of an international Convention deeling

with the most dangerous, lethal Means of chemical warfare." (S/11428, v. 6)

A very important item on the agenda of the First Committee is the question
of the 1orld Disarmament Conference, the convening of which has consistently
been urged by the non-aligned States, The position of my country in this
regard is well known. Ever since that important concept was first formally
vlaced, on the initistive of the Soviet Union, on the agenda of the twenty-sixth
session of the United Hations General Assembly, we have been expounding cur
views on this subject at each session of the Assembly, in the replies-of my
Government to the Secretary-General's requests for views and suggestions
concerning a world disarmament conference, end in our cavacity as a member of
the Special Committee on the world disarmament conference appointed by the
President of the twenty-seventh session of the General Assembly, and as a merber

of the .Ad Hoc Committee appointed by the President of the twenty-eighth session.

-



RIi/5S A/C.1/PV.2007
» 11

(lir. Jaroszek, Poland)

On the whole, we assess positively the work accomplished by the Ad Hoc
Committee, and I should like to take this opportunity to express our appreciation
to its Chairmen, Ambassador Hoveyda of Iran. ‘le welcome the active participation
in the work of the Committee of three nuclear-weapon Powers. It is to be -
regretted, however, that the two remaining nuclear-weapon Powers declined to
narticipate in the Committee's work. Ve would wish to believe that the logic
of international developments will eventually persuade them to change their
position. As Ambassador Hoveyda rightly stated in his intervention in this
Committee on 21 October last, the Ad Hoc Committee has discharged its task of
examining 211 the views and suggestions expressed by Governments on the convening
of a world disarmement conference. The Polish delegation is of the opinion that
this Committee and the General Assembly should now take another step forward by
extending the mandate of the Ad lloc Committee so as to enable it to proceed with
concrete preparateory work for the convening of a world disarmament conference,
including the drafting of its agerida and procedures.

I think it is by now obvious to everybedy -- or, should I say., nearly
everybody — that the convening of such a conference and its successful outcome
are in the best interests of 2ll States, big, small and medium-sized, developed
and developing, nuclear and non-nuclear alike. The results of the work of the

Ad loc Cormittee are another confirmation of that. Vhile we believe that

at the conference priority should be given to the elimination of weapons

of mass destruction, we feel thaf such a conference should be guided by two
principal objectives: first, ensuring that all aspects of disarmement that are of
interest to the international community at large, vhether in the nuclear or

in the conventional field, whetherion a global or a re~ional scale, are discussed;
ard, secondly, ensuring the constructive and equal participation of all States in the
discussion of those disarmement issues.

Obviously, the conference could not be expected to pursue the actual
ne~otiation of specific agreerients or to seek to replace existin~ organs and forms of
disarmament negotiations. Vhat it should do is make an over-gll review of
the state of disarmament negotiations, forrulate reccrmendations pertaining

to various aspects of disarmament and set forth priorities, principles and
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guidelines for future disarmament negotiations. Poland will spare no effort to
bring about the implementation of thai important proposal.

Another issue of paramount importance on our agenda is the problem of the
reduction of the military budgets of States permanent members of the Security
Council 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
timely proposel, as it logically addresses itself comprehensively to the great and
Tressing provlems of the contemporary world -- namely, détente, disarmament and
develorment. When put into effect, that proposal would Be a major contribution to
ress in all those areas. It was, therefore, no -surprise that at its
twenty-eighth session the General Assembly declared itself overwhelmingly in favour
of that proposal. Poland, which came out in active support of the Soviet
iritiative from the very beginning, expressed its readiness to serve on the
fpecial Ccomnmittes on the Distribution of the Funds Released as & Result of the
Reduction of Military Budgets, an organ established under General Assembly

resolution 3092 A (XXVIII)., whose members were tc-be appointed by the President ofr
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e resolution is acted upon in full and that the important Soviet initiative is
imyiemented. Such a course of action is sure to benefit all States but especially
the developing ones, whose problems, aspirations and needs were brought into

sharp focuc at the sixth special session of the United Nations General Assembly,

We are convinced that the implementation of the proposal concerning the
reduction of the military budgets of States permanent members of the Security
Council by 10 per cent and the utilization of part of the funds thus saved to
rrovide assistance to developing countries would'open the way to further reductions,
both vertical, through further cuts in military spending by the States permanent
merbers of the Secufity 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 timé -- both at the United Nations and in
the Conference of the Committee 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 thé problem of napalm and other
incendiary weapons and all aspects of their possiple use., Poland has been
favouring the prohibition of their use followed by their total elimination from the
arsenals cf 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 enviromment 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 Trgpqzyn;ki, in his statement to
this Committee of 21 October last. I do not, therefore, propose té go into thig
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 Committee 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-econcmic 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 Workers' Party, in his

address to the General Assembly of 10 October 19Tk.
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation fror Spanish): I thank the representative

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

Before calling on the next speaker, I should like to rehind the Committee
that, in accordance with the decision taken previously, at the end of this
meeting the list of speakers for the general debate on disarmament items will

»

te closed.

Mr. JANKOUITSCH (Austria): At least six of the 12 items dealing directly

with disarmement on this year's agenda of the Assembly, and a number of

others dealing with it indirectly, relate to one and the same question: the
cuestion of the non-proliferation of nuclear armaments. This situation, as well
as the fact that virtually all the speakers who preceded me devoted much if not
exclusive attention to that question, has been caused above all by two factors:
the forthcoming first review conference of the non-proliferation Treaty and the

new relevance of peaceful nuclear explosions.
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Austria was one of the first countries to sign and ratify the Hou-Proliferation
Treaty, and it is in the spirit that inspired my country then that
we attach now great importance to this Treaty and to the discussion on its
future.

One of the first major problems with vhich the United Nations was faced
irmediately after its creation was the phenomenon then newly discovered of atomic
enersy and, in particular, its military implications which had been so tragically
dermonstrated at Hiroshima and Nagasaki. From the first session of the Atomic
Energy Agency Commission which had been created specifically for this purpose,
a2 very far-reaching and comprehensive plan emerged to control the uses of
atomic energy in all its aspects by creating an internationsl azency vested with
considerable powers. The price the worid community was asked to pay for the
implementation of such an ambitious plan was the abandonment of all inder
national research in this domain. We all know that this plan was never put
into practice and that, instead, we have witnessed the emergence of & growing

number of nuclear countries.

The non-proliferation Treaty which entered into force 2k yesrs later was
much less ambiticus. The price, however, we are asked to pay for its
implementation is still essentielly the same. And yvet, there are still many
countries which are not prepared to pay this price.

In = way, this remindés us of the ancient tale of the sibyl, the wise weman of
Cumae in Campania, who one day offered to Targuinius Priscus, the King of Rome,
nine books of prophecies which he refused to buy at her price. The sibyl returned =z
little later, having burnt three books, and was still refused. When she had
burned another three, he agreed to buy the last three tooks at the price ©
the original nine.

With the non-proliferation Treaty, we face a Vvery similar situaticn, The
price will always be the same. The longer we delay a decision to pay this
price, however, the less we will get in return.

7 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 aprlicaticns,
produce gquite 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.

Seceondly, the research relating to and the practical applications of. peaceful
‘nuclear explosions. 7 '

Thirdly, nuclear-weapon explosions in genersl and in particular the question
of distinction between nuclear weapons explosions and peaceful nuclear

explosions.

Fourthly, discriminatory elements in the non-proliferation Tresty; and

Fifthly, the political implications of the possession of nuclear weapons.

With your permission and your indulgence, I should like to dwell briefly
on each of these guestions. The energy crisis and the eusuing nev energy
consciousness of the world has provoked renewed interest in alternative sources
of energy which could supplement or replace the ones most commonly 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 sﬁread of nuclear technology, the production of important
amounts of plutonium, and the setting up of uranium 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 foundations for the performance of this task have been
laid within the framework of the International Atomic Energy Agency. Ve
particularly welcome 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 physicsl 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 egually obvious. Proportionally with this development, lead time
for the production of nuclear weapons will decrease. We 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 view, has to be seen in this perspective. coT

Since the explosion of a nuclear device carried out by India in Mey of this
vear, the question of another of\the peaceful applications of astomic energy,
nemely, of peaceful nuclear explosions, and in its context, of nuclear explosion
tests in general, has been put before us in new terms.

£lthough 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 knowledge about peaceful nucleaf explosions
until now. Whatever I have tb say on this subject is, therefore, based on
relatively limited information.

One of the characteristics of PNEs, as they are now called, with the newly
‘popular acronym, appears to be that -they are, at a certain stage of nuclear
development, virtually indistinguishasble from nuclear explosions for military
purposes. Or, in other words, countries carrying out initial research in and
tgsting of nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes will necessarily gain
information which can be put to military purposes.

We are also told by countries with some experience in this field that, until
now, a safe and economically viable application for PNEs remains to be found.
It is precisely becauserf 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 Government gbout the exclusively peaceful nature of this
explosion, whichrwe have no reason to doubt, we feel that the only solution
acceptable in this context, and the only one in conformity with the much more
far-reaching aim of preventing nuclear arms races, is the one envisaged in

article V of the non-proliferation Treaty.
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but peaceful nuclear explosions are only one side of a technolcogy the
Gzrker face of which has been all too familiar to us over the last decades.
I ar referring here to nuclear-wearon tests. All five nuaclear-weapon
countries have continued to carry out such tests during the last year, and this
15 2 matter of regret. .

£ further reason for concern is the fact that, again, no progress has been
rade within the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament on the issue of a
cerplete test-ban treaty. Iy country has always regarded the limited test-ban
treaty and the concomitant declared intention »f the nuclear-weapon countries
whick signed it to seek to achieve the discontinuance of all test explosions

of puclear wezpons for all time, as cne of the essential elements in our efforts

S
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e

~

crevent a vertical proliferation of nuclear weapons.

v
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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:

7... research into evasion techniques, paired with the constant progress

of nuclear weapon technolegy, always manages to keep ahead of progress

in the field of seismic detection”. (1949th meeting, p. 27)

The nature of peaceful nuclear explosions, which now adds to our
preoccupations, might easily stand at the beginning of another such vicious
circle which coula 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 représentative
of Mexico has dramatically demonstrated the proportions of the armsAracea
particularly in the nuclear field, and the absence of any tangible disarmement
measures taken by the two maJor Powers. This situation has been severly
criticized in recent years by a grow1ng number of countries. Let me quote
in this connexion what Chancellor Kreisky, the Austrian Prime Minister, said
on Austria’s National 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 armements
field, and that $275,000 million per year have been spent for the sane
purpose. He said that & great amount of povertiy and misery in the world
could be atolished -- ligquidated -—- with such amounts of energy, intelligence
and money. ‘

It is true that during these same years contacts between the United States
and the Soviet Union wore initiated vhich led to the first SALT agreements.

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

It is also true that the promise of further agreements leaves us at leest

a glimmer of hope for more substantial progress on the road to disarmarent
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It is no less true, however, that the achievements of the SALT 2ETYeements,
in their practical effect on the level of armsments, appear less significant when
set against the background of ever-rising military expenditures by a few in
& world where millions are barely able to feed themselves.

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 of 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 contrblling and eventually reducing the arsenals
of the major Powers, and does not expect 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-proliferation 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 Treaty. o

The discriminatory elements of some provisions of the Trea%y were not,
as has becn pointed out here already, created by it, but merely reflect the
reality on which it had to be based at the time of its conclusion. There
existed at that time five nuclear countries, and the primary cbjective of the
Treaty was not to reduce that 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
right ask ourselves today whether the fact of the possession of nuclear weapons -—-
‘or of a nuclear capability -- really constitutes the ultimate watershed between
world political omnipotence and perpetual insignificance. Have not we witnesseg
over the last year a far-reaching, even dramatic upheaval in the political
order cf our world? Will not the capacity to produce food and energy have far

greater significance in the future than the mere possession of "nuclear devices's
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[aan

The most important and immediate cbjective of the non-proliferation Treaty
1s to lower the risk of a nuclear war by preventing a spread of nuclear wearons,
Since an increase in the number of countries possessing a nuclear capapility

would obviously increase not only the risk of these weapons being

deployed but also the risk of an escalation to world-wide nuélear conflagrasion.

N

If the United Uations’ «fforts in achieving an izarnement have so far teen

o

frustrated collateral measures for controlling armaments and the arms race
have nad scmewhat more success. Among such collateral measures, we consider
the ncn proliferation Treaty as the most important one taken thus far.

I have tried to outline some of the more salient aspects of the
nen yrelifiretion Treaty and to indicate where my country stands on the main
areas of aissension. At The sewe time, I have tried to demonstrate T-2T we do

in this field. The
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-course to take, considering the existing options. -This means that ¥e 42 not
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exclude improvements, but indeed consider iuprovernsnis necessary, if we want
achieve universality of the Treaty --- the lack of which has been regardsd as
one of its major failings.

Like any other international agreement, the non proliferation Treaty will

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

o'

all future vparties -.- consider it as in their own best intersests. What we have
tc do now is strengthen the interest of those countries already parties

1o the Treaty and create adequate incentives to inducé those who have not yet
acceded to it to become signatories. Permit me to outline briefly the kind of
action we would consider useful in this respect:

First, the Review (Ccnference, scheduled in accordance with article VIII of
the Treaty for May 1975, will give an opportunity to discuss the operation of
the Treaty 30 far. Articles IV, V and VI will, without any doubt, receive
particular attention. -susiriza is not a member of the Preparatory Committee,
but has, in accordance with a decision taken during the first cesclen, participated
in its second session and thereby underlined the hisgh priority it accords 1o

an adeguate preparation of the Conference.
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<

~=zcondly , 1 have already pointed to the heavy resyon

il

incumbent on t.e

nuclear weapon countries in fulfilling their obligations to = far greater extent.
We are gratified, in this context, to note that those countries have already

expressed the same sens

¢t

of urgency and appear to be prepared to move more
rapidly in the direction of measures 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 Tresty.
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Our attention was also drawn to the statement made here by the repr=sentative
of Fraonce with its reference to President Giscard d'Estaing's very clear
exposé on the possible uses of the French nuclear .capability. We fully agree
that similar declarations by other nuclear countries would permit a new
outloock on fhe problems of non-proliferation and we feel that this avenue
should be further explored.

Third, a thorough study of all aspeéts of peaceful nuclear explosions would
in our view go & lon~ way in clarifying for the benefit of the internztional
community the true economic and scientific potential of thies technology as
well as the problems of distinguishing thenm fromrnuclear weapon tests. Such
a study, which cowld build on the work already done by the International
Atomi ¢ Inergy Agency (IAEA) in this field, could well be undertaken by the
Secretary-General jointly with or assisted by the Agency. The proposal made by
the'representative of Australia therefore deserves our attention.

7 Fqurth, as already indicated, nuclear weapon tests are so closely
related to péacefui‘nu;lear éxplésions'tﬂat wé would édnsider it as‘aééolﬁtely
essential that the nuclear-weapcn States rapidly arrive at an agreement on
the cessation of all nuclear weapon tests, in the atmosphere or under-ground.
This would be at ieast a small step nuclear-weapon States could take in
the direction of eliminating some of the more glaringly discriminatory fesgtures
of the non-proliferation Treaty. The 150 kiloton threshold agreement between
the Soviet Union and the United States cannot in itself be regarded as
coming anywhere near that goal, but we believe and we hovde that it will
contribute to overcowing the crucial verification problemn.

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 Assermbly will have to
discuss and there are several more that have been proposed over the last years
in 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 context of the non-proliferation Treaty,
such zones take on added significance. It is difficult to draw too nany

analogies between various zones -- and for this reason we would hesitate to
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apply common criteria of evaluation to them -- butrwe nevertheless beliecve that
the concept of nuclear-free zones warrants an over-all'study of the kind
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 obviously be a thorough
discussion of the relation between article I parties and article II parties. There
are, however, many queétions which concern both parties and non-parties to
the Treaty, and it wmight be legitimately asked whether the review conference
would be the proper forum 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 wav of ensuring the equal standing
of parties and non-parties in the discussion.

For the reasons I stated at the outset, T have devoted the greater
part of my statement to the. problems of non-proliferation but I should now
like to make a few remarks on sorme of the other items on our agenda. 7

Last year, we were one of L0 non-nuclear weapon cduntries appointed
to the Ad Hoc Committee on the "orld Disarmament Conference. Owing to the
efforts of its able Chairman, Ambassador Hoveyda of Iran, that Committee has
performed a very useful task, and has submitted a report which only confirms the
conviction which 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 Ad Hoc Committee should
therefore concentrate now on a detailed examination of all remaining objections
and on possible ways of overcorming 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 has always supported the work of the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament at Geneva, and we shall continue to do so as long as there is any
shimmer of hope that that body fulfils more than an alibi function, and that
its reports are more than a nmere coilection of explanations about the impossibility

of disarmament. While we fully realize the complexity and intractability of
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nany probleins concerned with uisarmauent and arms control, we cannot

but express disappointment about the fact thaf the Conference of the Committee

on Disarmerent has heen unable, Tor the third consecutive vear, to voint to
any results, or even any tangible progress in tne questicns it has been

dealing with -- and this despite dili.ent and patient efforts bLyv sc many
delegations on th; Conference of the Committee on Disarmament. Let me expr
the hore that the envisaged enlargement of the Committee v17l be beneficiel
to its wvorl: end that possible further changes in its structure and function
alons the lines which we sur~ested last vear ~-ould enable it to meet the

I hopes we all place in it.

bodies dealing with
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Vie have recently witnessed a nmushroowing of

Gisermement questions. There is the ad hoc Cormittee on the

World Disarmeument Conference the guestion of napaln and other incendiary
Weapons was examined by the Red Cross Conference and by a coanference of
Government exnerts: expenditures were studied by a group of exper
while another‘gﬁvhoé'Commifteé on the same‘ﬁuesiiOLs hes not Jeu;c v néd;
there is an «d hoc Cormittee cn the Indian Ocean: onr the guestions of peac

losions, work has been done within the IAEA. The creation of a nuuber

o further such grouns is being or about to be proposed this year. In cur
cpinion it would be one of the functions of the World Disarmeuent Con
te serve as a co- ordinating body for all these efforts, or to appoint an

e orgen for this purpose. In the =avsence of such & soiution, we

t
strongly feel that the General Assembly should actively seek a rore focal :

What I said last year about the necessity to cut back conventicnal

es8s
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eful
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i
armements still remeins 2 valid point. In this context, we elsc welccme any

feesitle proposals to reduce military expenditures, e guestiocn on which a v
iseful renort has been presented to us.

It is. of course., one cf the characteristic

caerl conventional eveh those categories of weapons
sufferine or are particularly cruel and indiscriminate in their use, such @

id other incendiary weapons. For 2 number of years now, Austria he
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Joined in efforts to find ways of restricting the -use of these weapons and
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we 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 regard is
humanitarian, we consider the organizational connexion of those discussions
with the Red Cross Conference a logical sdlution. On the other hand, we

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

and ve said last year that these aspects might be usefully discussed

in other appropriate disarrament organs. Certainly any delay would be

indefensible because any disagreement could cause further suffering.
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A vwholly nev end unconventicnal concept of warfare has been brought into
this discussion under item 103, propesed by the Soviet Union, on changes made in
the envircament for military and other purroses. Dven if environmental warfare
on any large scale does not now appear tc be a tangible réaiity, we do believe
that it is generally easier to prevent a possible future development thanm to- -

back or even to stop military technological progress once it is under way.
Therefore we welcome this initiative.

The fact that we have 1o deal with entirely new and sometimes even
hypothetical tec'nlqu s obviously necessitates as a first step a careful
exanination by highly qualified experts. Such a task could very well be
entrusted tothe Conference of the Committee on Disarmement. Uithout wishing
to go into the substance of the proposal, we believe that it would Le useful

limitation of
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stapge to arrive ot az clear--cut ¢

thoze categories of actions or technigues that we should wish to discuss witiin

A diftinction might be made, for-instance, between environment modification
for hostile purposes - and these would necessarily comprise hostile military
purposes - and those activities which are carried cut for peaceful purposes

but which wmight, accidentally or unintentionally., present dangers to human

o]

health and well-being. Only the first category should be considered within

the context of item 103. We should, on the other hand, find considerable merit

S

o’

in a closer examingtion of the much wider field of environmental modification

for peaceful purpcses in all its aspects.

Over the years ve have come to believe in the clcse inbterrelationship

betveen disarmarent and the security of States. Ve have always maintained thatb
disarmament must , and indeed will, inevitably follow security, which therefore

has to be our first objective. hy, then, is it still legitimate to discuss
disarmawent issues in their own right? A glance at military expenditure

. . - . [ 1"
immediately provides the answer, While we have corme to regard as nor .1l any

increase in armaments in areas with rising international tension, tnere I3
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United Stabtes and the Soviet Union at e time when bot | Loaisz profoss o
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Jétente in their relstions, and theve is equslly no e¥p planation for the mnany
arLs ragccs going on in areas vhere no obeervatle tensions exist. Todey it
beccwes painfully evident that military chnOlog&, with its more and more

g .
heve beceme an independent factor the existence of which lies at the origin of
tencions at lesst as often as it is caused by them. It is orecisely for this
reascon thot we fear nuclear proliferation, which would inexorably cause so

1Y LOTe arme races on & much more dangerous level. This is why we need

and this is why we have to see disarmament in a new perspective.

In ¢

vhich Prime [doister Ramsay lMeacDonald of Great Pritein used at the tenth

cnclusion, let me quote the hopeful, b4+ also warning, words

7. 2iveraary of the Leacue of Metions in Zeneva in 1925, whsn he urged a new
rrroach o disarmerent and security.  He cald:
Yy Ceovernment woeld urpe the diszrmement commissions not to face
nelivy provlems from the point of view of the possibility of war. It would

ze then to face ther on the assumrtion that the risk of war brezking ot
nwet  is Tar less then the love of permanent peace. Ve-have to ashk cur .
thet there is just as much security in a

relitical asreement as thers is in a regiment of soldiers or in a fleet

fucts, seems to nove forward with its own deadly logic. Armaments
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beset us should reflect it. The Progress we make towards finding solutions to
world poverty, disease and ignorance should reflect it. Our progress towards
establishing an eguitable world economic order should reflect it. Our progress
towards building an international human society based on respect for the worth
of the human person should be a funétion of that détente. It is in this light
that my delegation views the progress we have made towards disarmement and
towards reaching agreements on issues related to it. It is poor comfort to
talk zbout détente while suspicion and distrust frustrate our efforts to find
solutions to world problems that of necessity must be solved if the world is
to be a safe place for all cf us.

iy delepgation has carefully read the report of the Conference of the
Comaittee on Disarmament . in docunent A/9708. e share the dismay of those
delegations which have spoken before us at the lack of any substantial progress
on any of the issues under consideration by the Cormmittee. This is in spite
of the Treaty between the United States and the Soviet Union on Limitation of
-Underground Nuclear-Veapon Tests signed in- Moscow in July-this year. Wifh
regard to that Treaty, my delegation has noted that it does not come into
effect until 31 iMarch 1976. The cbvious question that comes to mind is: why
1976 and not imwediately? Shall we not be justified in assuming that the two
countries estimate that by that date all underground nuclear tests exceeding
150 kilotons essential to the development of further nuclear weapons will have
been coupleted? If the assumption that this question indicates is true, one
. would be right in concluding that we succeeded in banning atmospheric tests
simply because those two super--Powers no longer had any need of them for

the dev

)]

lopment of their nuclear weaponry.

D

The issues involved in nuclear disarmament are very crucial to mankind as
a whole. Consequently it would be irresponsible 1if their solutions were left
to the convenience of a few States. Vhat the world needs is responsible
leadership from those Povers which have manufactured and stored nuclear weapons
in our effort to get rid of them. Unless this responsible leadership, based
on concern for the future of mankind as a vhole, is forthcoming, efforts both

inside and outside the Commnittee on Disarmsment will continue tc be futile
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and frustrating. We believe in the value of an exchange of views on problems;

we believe that no problem can be solved if the parties to it refuse to engage

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

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

cease to have any value.
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This de wmed wve fenr the 7ialemee withir thc Crmidttee mnn Disarmanent iz
tending to becone,

T
phases. It

Since the Committee was established, 3
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went through 'a phase when it discussed alternative draft proposals on measures
aimed at achieving general and complete disarmement. Very little progress was
achieved in that direction. Tt was 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 was made and the

basic issues still remain unresolved. We have concluded & Don-Proliferation Tre
but to date certain countrles have not accéded to 1t we hailed the Treaty banning
atmospheric sts > but again certain countries rzve not accedsd to it, while

some, in disregerd of the general wish of mankind which the Trecty reflects,
continue with abvated frequency and in defiance of protests 10 conuct

gtwosvheric tests.

The Committee has for some time novw turned ts ateention Lo ths guosiioc. of the

prohitition of tne use of chemicel weapons in an eiiort to eniarge tne bese of
H

_the 1925 Protocel for the Prohibition of the Use ir ¥

Pocisonous or other Gases, and of Bacteriological liethods of Warfare in response
to General Assembly resoluiicn 2603 R (XXIV) and subsesusut resclutions on that

¥
issu=., The report of the Committese on Disarmement does not indic:t  thel mcl

chemical war agents, and the system of inspection and verificsa

of chemical war agents.

e
There is hardly any member of this Committee who does not fully appreciate

life, my delegation provoses that urgent attention be paid to the possitility
of concluding, as a matter of urgency, e protocol, treaty or convention baminz |
thelr use i, any armed conflict, while negotiaticns on banning their production
treaty or

and storags proceed. llegotiations leading toc such a protocol,

conventiorn should not face the difficulties posed Ly an acceptable definition of

&

chemical war agent and a svstemn of inspecticn end veriTication.

a
which they might be employed. Because of the highly destructive =ffect on humarn

t danger that chemical war agents pcse to human 1life in any armed conflict
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If my delegation is disvlaying scme impatience with regard to agreement on
this issue, it is because the dialogue aimed at reaching an agreement on its

solution has gone on for far +oo long.

It will be recalled that the first effort to deal with the issue of the use in

war of chemical and biological agents was in 1874 when the Brussels Convention of
that year declared as "especially forbidden™ the "employment of poisoned

veapons ...", The agreement signed at the First International Peace Conference
et the Hague in 1899 obligated contracting parties to abstain from the use of
projectiles solely for diffusion of "esphyxiating or deleterious gemes". This
vas reaffirmed by the second Hague Conference of 1907 prohibiting the

employment of “poison or poisoned weapons” "o kill or wound treacherously
individuals belonzing to the hostile nation or army .
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use of Chermipg]l war szents
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of the efforts referred to prevent
Guring World War I.

I do not intend to waste the time of the Committee in enumerating the various
efforts which have been made since the end of World War IT to deal with the
proclem of chemical var agents from the lste 1040s through the-1950s and 1960s..
Bach effort has been frustrated by one or other pf the difficulties I have
referred to, or by both. These difficulties therefore are not new; they reflect
the distrust and suspicion which have characterized international relations in
the past, and continue to do so now.

I should now like to turn my attention briefly td ancther areaz cof concern to
by delegation. I refer to the guesticn of the use of meteoroclogical technology
for war purposes. Statements made by verious delegations in the Conference of the
Cormittee on Disarmament indicate the extent to which human existence itself
could be gravely Jjeopardized if meteoroclogical technology was employed for war
purposes. The indications are that 211 1ife on this planet could cease to exist

in that event. That is az thourht of forehoding. This is another threzt to human

existence which has come &s a by-product of our effort to enhance and enrich
*
our existence on this planet. To quote the Soviet delegation to the Conference
of the Committee on Disarmament: _
", ..modification technicues might be used for military purposes with respect

not only to weather but alsc to other components of the humnn environmer- .
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It is because of the threat posed by the use of meteorologicel technology for
war purposes that my delegation welcomes the joint znnouncement made by the
United States and the Soviet Union that a meeting of experts of the two countries
vwas being planned for this year to study the problem. We should also like to
express our appreciation for the initiative of the Soviet delegation in - -
circuleting the draft resclution contzined in document A/C.1/L.675. My
delegation is happy to be a sponsor of that draft resolution. Vhile
co-sponsoring the draft resolution, we would wish to say that we are fully
avare 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 Commissioner for
Foreign Affairs of Ghana expressed sppreciation of the efforts being
by the two nuclear super-Towers, the Soviet Union and the United States, to
advance the cause of nuclear disarmament. In his statement, he said:

My delegation welcomes the agreements reached between the United States
and the Soviet Union on further limitations on anti-missile defence svsiems

We also appreciate the efforts being made for further limitation of

strategic offensive weapons.' (4/PV.2258, p. 61)

lear

While expressing our appreciation of the efforts being made by the two nuclea:

gl

made

e

v
I

super-Powers, we cannot but express concern at the snail-pace progress being
in the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament on some of the issues central
t0 general and complete disarmament, and on nuclear disarmement in particuler.

Unless we accelerate our progress towards a world without nuclear weapons, we

stand in grave danger of being overtaken by events. The Economist of

7 September 197U disclosed that:

“...less than 20 1bs of plutonium will make a bomb capable of destroving
a city. Within 20 years, the world's annual output of plutoniwm will
1hs.. Some of this will be shuttled arcund in

jo)

probably exceed 200,000

vehicles that could bscome targets for hijackers, Some of it mey be ur for

PO - - f
sale vn a new kind of black market.
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if this dire prediction ever becomes true, the chances of human survival will
b€ alwost minimal. That is why my delegation believes we should double our
efforts towards nuclear disafmament.

'y delegation supports general and complete disarmament as an objective

wird oh this Organization should pursue relentlessly. We do not believe, however,

ot

-hat we should permit conventional disarmament to slow down, or serve as a

traction from our efforts to achieve nuclear disarmament. We do appreciate

ey
o
0]

i

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

)

ttention should be devoted by the Committee to disarmament with regard to
conventisnal weepons.

We from the developing countries will be thefirst to support a world
without any weapons of war whatsoever, whether conventional or nuclear. At this
stzge, however, we urge that all attention should be concentrated on seeking
agreements which will lead to the prohibition of the production, manufacture
and storage of nuclear weapons. With the invention of nuclear weapons, conventional
wWeapens are tend'lg to be of 51gnvflcance only in localized armed conflﬁcts.

That being the case, 1t is cur view that a cutback in- expenditure on conventional
weapons can best be achieved within negotiations conducted on a regional or
suoregional basis. My delegation would propose that the United Nations urges

nd encourages such regional or subregional negotiations. It is our view that

disarmament with regard to conventional weapons should be the last act of this

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

disermed world.
Iy delegation is rather disappointed with the report of the A4 Hoc Committee

ﬁlJ

or. & World Disarmament Conference, Our disappointment is not in any wey =
reflection on the members of the Committee. On the contrary, we believe that
the Committee did its best. Our disappointment arises out of the fact that
zithough the report of the Committee shows that there is a general consensus on

the need to hold and the wisdom of holding & world disarmament conference, we do not
erpear to be anywhere near appointing a preparatory comm 1ittee for the conference,
let alone fixing a date for it. In our statement in this Committee during the

twenty-eighth session of the United I'ations General Assembly, rv 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
officiel delegations to the United 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. 1T)

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 believe that
we share equal responsibility for the security of tﬂis ﬁlanét.witﬁ those States
which now possess nuclear technology and believe that they alone should tell
the world when to disarm and live 1n peace and security. There are some who
believe thet the possession of nuclear weapons by a few States guarantees the
non-use of these weazpons in armed conflicts and saves the world from a terrible
holocaust. 1In the view of my delegation, a logical extension of that tneory
© would be that the world would become a sgfer place if all States possessed
nuclear weapons. The deterrent value of nuclear wéapons would then be complete.
That, of course, is not what we advocate.

Recent events, however, lead my delegation to believe thest this extension
of the deterrent theory is gaining some credence; unless we act now, and
-resolutely, a situstion will be created which it will be beyond our capacity to

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

will erupt to destroy mankind when we least expect it to do so.

Tn the face of the resistance to the holding of the world disarmement
conference, it is not surprising that certeain countries -- the Federal Republic
of Germany, the Germzn Democrastic Republic, Iren, Peru and Zaire -- have

applied for participation in the Conference c¢f the Committee on Disarmament.
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i bave done so, we believe, because of their concern over the lack of any
ﬂstantial progress in the work of that Committee over a number of years. My
wernuwent , motivaeted by the same concern, would like to give notice of its

wention to meke a similar application for participation in the work of the

anittee.  We hope to submit our application to the Committee for consideration
1 due course.

That is not & threat motivated by the precedent which the applications
Our action arises from the fact that the issue
We believe it would be

sferred to appears to create.

f disarmament in our age is of universsl concern.

rresponsible on our part to leave the solution of the issue to a small number

t the membership of our Organization. If sume countries have objections to

te holding of & world disarmement conference, then it seems to our delegation,

18L the alternative would be to enlarge the membership of the Conference of
isarmement, even st the risk of that Committee becoming &

Ve F T bt . P o - - >
cmmittee of the whole membership of the United Nations. We cannot, and we

Stould not, atdicete our responsibility in an issue which is crucial to the

Jery Survlv"&i ot mankind. A - - - . -
liy delegation has read with interest the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on
»re Indian Ocean. My delegation supports any efforts, in any part of the

#rld aimed at the denuclearization of any region of the world. The Indian

Theat

)
L

‘tan, as ve see it, poses a potential threat to the peace of the world.

S vny my delegation endorses the desire of the countries in that region that
It is our hope not only thet this desire

1.

e

t should be declared a zone of peace.

)

‘111 be endorsed by gll, but that we shall all assist in wmaking it a

Taality,
If T have talked at scme length, it is because of my country's concern

for the issues under discussion. I cen, however, assure you, that unless it

absolutely necessary, my delegation does not intend to intervene again

on the issues relating to disarmament before this Cormittee.
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Mr. SIDDIQ {(Afghanistan): The Afghan delegation, having voiced its
views on most of the items presently under consideration by the
First Committee during the general 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
disarmament throughout the years, as it has also at the United Nations General
Assembly on all occasions. |

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

disarmament through the partial test ban Treaty, 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 view of my delegation,
progress achieved thus far falls short of the ﬁopes 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 disermament negotiations in the United Nations over the past 25 years,
and during the ipast 13 years of consultations and nesotiations taking
place in its specialized body, the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament,
have resulted in only a few inpern‘atignal agreements providing partial accords.
Yhile these agreements are significant, we must admit that they have not been
able to remedy major disarmament problems, particularly in the areas of nuclear
disermament and arms control.

Over 80 countries, including my own, have signed and ratified the
non-proliferation Treaty. However, the provisions of this Treaty have unfortunately
not been entirely implemented thus far. My delegation firmly believes that
priority should be accorded fo nuclear disarmement problems, mainly because of
ine inherent great dangers to human life and civilization which nuclear weapons
entail. As we all know, the destructive capacity of nuclear weapons multiplies
tonstantly and has now reached unbelieveble dimensions.

My; de%egation acclaimed the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons
& the most significant int-erhatio'nal agréeinent in the Tield of nuclear -
isarmement and a milestone on the rozd toward the attainment of international
beace and security. This Treaty todesy remains the most important achievement in
the field of disarmsment, for it contains the threat of nuclear war inherent in
any further proliferation of nuclear weapons. The Government of the Republic of
Afghenistan has consistently stressed the necessity of international efforts aimed
8 preventing the spreading of nuclear weapons. However, the non-proliferation
Treaty is, regrettably, still far from being universally recognized and
acknowledged. My delegation therefore attaches great hope to the forthcoming
Teview conference of the Parties to the non-proliferation Treaty as a means of
illustrating and assessing the obligations incumbent upon nuclear-weapon States
ad the practical =adjustments that can be brought to the present Treaty for its
Wwiversal acceptance.

This year India announced that it had carried out a peaceful nuclear explosion.
Some countries have expressed concern at this event. My cowntry, as a party to
the non-proliferaticn Treaty, takes note of the assurances given by the leaders
of the Government of India that the explosicn was only for peaceful purposes and

that India has no intention of producing nuclear weapons. While fully taking
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into account the assurances of the Indian Government, we can see, however, that
this explosion has no doubt given a new dimension to the problem of

nuclear disarmament. It implies that the whole question of peacefrl nuclesr
explosions nmust also be given due considerstion within the context of

the non-proliferation Treaty.

The question of nuclear-wespon-free zones has for many vears been under
discuszion &t the United Nations as well as in other internaticnal gatherings.
Proposals have been put forward with a view to establishing such zones in
various parts of the world, such as Antarctica, the Indian Ocean, Latin Americs
end Africa.” Initiatives with respect to Latin America and Antarctica heave led
to international agreements. Similarly, the General Assemhly in December 1971

adopted a resolution declaring the Indian Ocean a zone of peace. Durirg the

'3
()
g
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b-ie
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present session of the General Assermbly, we have two new items, beth 1
the establishment of other nuclear-free regions —- one in the region cf the
Middle East and ancther in South Aa1a.

Iy delegetion fullv pndorSQS the propﬂcalq submlttod by "the Covernmenis of
Egvpt and Iran for the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zene in the region
of the Middle East, of which, in our view, my country forms a part.

We welcome the timely initiastives of the friendly Governments of Egypt end
Iren and, as I have just indicated, my delegation fully spproves their .
suggestion. I also wish to state that, as a matter of principle,Afghanistan
also supports the item calling for the establishment of a nvclear-frze zone in
South Asia,

My delegation believes that the time has rome to undertake & comprehansive
study of the guestion of nuclear-free zones, with all its verious aspects and
perspectives, under the auspices of the United Nations. It should, however,be
stressed that we believe that prior consultations between the countries located
in such regions on the possible and feasible circumstances form a prereguisite
to the establishment of such nuclear-wespon-free zones.

The primary importance of nuclear disarmament has been widely recognized
by the international commmity, particularly during recent years. 3Bub
consultations have failed to produce proposals and suggestions for effect Five

measures necessary to attain nuclear disarmement, elthough varicus ections Ls
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beer zxo., . .
© 77 7% in the General Assembly for the achievement of this aim. In our view,

imedie, . .

~ention should be directed to the banning of the use of nuclear arms
or the ~.

"% of the use of nuclear arms against any non-nuclear State under

any cir. . . ) .
ances , and we should focus on the problem of guarantees for the
are not considered as

Ste es‘-, “ do not possess nuclear weapons and that
poteni; “ it ssessors in the future.

. "%~ cess or failure of the bilateral Stategic Arms Iimitation Talks
;: ;:,‘t’ :‘ '~ the world-wide problem of nuclear disarmament and its acceptance.

i ‘"“nys hcped that the bilateral talks between the two super-Powers would
;::C::z: ,"' rontaining the nuclear arms race, in both quantity and quality,

3 “fiefit of the super-Powers themselves , as well as of the other members
©F the j“"'s'national commmity.

] .U}'““ instructions from the General Assémbly, the Conference of the Committee
.,:;fi::f'”w‘:nt has over the past yeafs considered the question of a comprehensive
o ' “eaty as a matter of priority. However, again no significant achievement
;4=j thun L been attained. We have taken due note of the partial asgreement reached
;f:jee- Government of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics end the United
b:&“es Y ‘mevica on the limitation of underground testing by 1976. It should be
NS;?%: - this agreement, though considered as a step forward, does not meet the
t";cj % ~xpectations of the members of the international comunity, which demend
S‘:~-_:‘\ vation of the total ban of nuclear-wespon tests. As we have always
. .,:: ~  delegation favours the total ban of nuclear testing in 8ll environments,
. __: . agreement between hese two super-Powers with respect to the limitation
b»::‘? underground tests as only a partial step towards the ultimate goal of

77 olear tests altogether. We very much hope that within the near future

5 T o
"7 T anning nuclear tests in all environments will be concluded by all,

bEin the two super-Povers.

P 2= —>duction of military expenditure has iong been advocated by Afghanistan

;::lft‘ ~2ional forums ranging from the United Nations General Assembly to the
T - ~& meetings, The strain placed on all economies by increased military

sxes the ability of countries to devote resources towards the social and

= ~2vancement 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. . o
The linking of disarmament to development, a concept which has been
incorporated into the United Nations General Assembly deliberations by the
developing countries and also formally by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
has the full support of Afghanisten We were pleased to see the General Assembly
act upon this concept through the adoption of resolution 3093 A (XXVIII), which
recomrended that all States members of the Security Counecil 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.



TL/mvr ' A/C.1/PV.2007
. 51

{ifr. 8iddia, Afgbanistan)

n

In this connexion, we welcome the report of the Secretary-General prepared by

¢

a pansl of experts, which elucidates some of the factors involved in
cathering and utilizing military funds for development. Unfortunately.
reluctance on the part of certain countries to participate fully in this

effort to comply with a decision of the General Assembly has impaired“the

X‘ﬂ

vility of the Specizl Committee to operate according to the provisions of
the relevant.General Assembly resolution. We hope thaf further

teliberation on this matter will bring about suggestions for a satislactory

jetions has been grappling with aspects of the disarmement
ouestion for several decades and producing, among other results, a wider
recognition of the scope of the grave issueg involved. Timely initiatives
’lluf call the attention of the world community to possible new dangers to
vankind are a significant and necessary part of the attack on problems tha
rey threaten us. Therefore, the delegation of Algnanlstan lent its cupport
1o the prouosaL made by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, conteined
in dceument A/C.1/L.675, to prohibit action teo influence the environment and
climate for military and other purposes incompatible with the maintenance cf
international security., human well-being, and health. In the light of the
r that techniques developed to control man's environment could be
ploved as parts of military operations, we feel that the time is
tropitious for the United Wations General Assembly to act upon the proposal.
The threat implied in the development of gecphysical and netecrological
techniques requires the support of long-range action. Far-sighted action is
needed to combat the dangers. We view the provisions contained in the draft

lution referred to above as worthy of the thoughtful cons sideration and

rh
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full support of this session of the General Assembly. For these reasons, my
delegation has co-sponscred this draft resclution.

ady ratified the Converntion on the prohibiticn of
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the develoyment, production and stockpiling of bacteriologilcal

N . B . s 1 a1 e et Ehia da
and toxic weapons and on their destruction. We believe that this 1s &
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substantial measure tzken in the field of disarmanent as it provides for the

. ~ . ~ + ‘alorical Toi el
complete destruction of all existing stockpiles of bacterioclogical 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 disappointing.

We fervently hope that further serious attempts will be made to achieve a
comprehensive ban on chemical weapons in the form of an internationszl conventibn,
which will alsc serve as another real disarmament measure.

Regarding the item, "Implementation of the Declaration on the Indian
Ocean as a Zone of Peacei, we believe that the implementation of this item
will make an invaluable contribution to the strengthening of international
peace and security in the region. InAorderAto make this concept, which my
delegation fully supports, a practical reality, the co-operation of all the
counjtries in the region as well as that of the major Powers 1is of prime
importance.

There have been many disarmement consultations since the inception of
the United Nations. There have also been many disarmament and>arms—c§ntfol
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 thése efforts, the world armaments race
end competition have grown in the areas of both nuclear and conventicnal
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 méhifestations should be
strengthened. One of the efforts in this direction has been the proposal for
a world disarmament conference. This conference was initiaslly proposed by
the first Conference of the Non-Aligned Countries, convened‘in 1961 in
Belgrade, and it hes received the endorsement of subseguent 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 Committee
was established. We welcome the report prepared by that Committee and wish
‘tocongratulaﬁe the Chairman, Ambassador Hoveyda of Iran, and his fellow officers
for the useful work éone by the Committee.
iy delegation believes that the world disarmament conference will serve
& 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
i Chjective.
Ve believe that all States, whether Members 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 disarmement items under
¢onsideration in this Committee. Ve will support any concrete measure or
tecision that serves to contribute toward positive steps for the
thievement of general and complete disarmement under international control
4 supervision. We earnestly hope that his Committee will be able to take

the decisions necessary toward the attainment of that goal.

Mr. AN (China) (interpretation from Chinese): In his speech
“ring the reneral debate, the Chairman of the Chinese delegation has
tlready stated China's principled position on the question of disarmament
fow I would like to add a2 few observations on certain aspects of the guestion.

A year has elapsed since we discussed the question of disarmament at the
Wenty-eighth session of the Ceneral Assembly. But what is the actual situation
Uew, a year later? People mav seé.that the accumuleted arms of the super-Powers
“ave increased rather than decreased, as compared with last year. Their arms
faCe has not abated; on the contrary, it has been intensified. Such being the
tase, the danger of war has not been feduced-in the least. Still less can

there be any talk about "détente" in the international situation.
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Vhat is the cause of all this? The cause lies in the ever fiercer contention
between the t%o super~Povers for hegemony on a global scale. TFor a long time,
they have been engaged in fierce contention with Europe as the strategic focal
point and the Tiiddle Last and the llediterranean as its flank. They have also been
stepping up their rivaelry in the Indian and Pacific oceans and elsewhere. In
particular, that super-Power with a "socialist’ label, beset as it is with troubles
both at hone and abroad, harbours wild ambitions and is trying to squeeze into
the spheres of influence of the other super-Power everyvhere, so as to supersede
the latter and thus rezlize its pipe dreanm of world domination. To that end, it
never lags behind anyone in the speed of its arms expansion. llow then can there
be any “general and complete disarmament’'?

Since the beginning of "Strategic Arms Limitation Talks", the arms race
between the super~Powers has never abated. One of them has been particularly
enerzetic din this respect. In recent vears, while strenucusly developing
conventional weapons, it has been developing its nuclear weapons on an unprecedented
scale and with unparalleled speed. = In the past décade, its ICEMs have increased
almost tenfold. In the last two years, it has gone a step further to develop
IIRVs on e large scale in contention for nuclear superiority. In orier to seek
hegemony over the seas anG oceans, it has made tremendous efforts to erxpand its
navy and nuclesr submarines. The total tonnage of its warships of various types
has multiplied. Its fleets ply every ocean of the world. WMot to be outdone,

the other super-Power hos declared its intention never toc be reduced to a

"secondary mower' in ferms of militery strength and is also engaged in intensified

ja X}

arms expension. Recently, when they were conducting the resumed 7SALT" talks,

o

cne super-Fewer nade trermendous efforts to develop mobile ICR!s, vhereupon the

o

other super-Power declared the successful test launching of en ICE! from the plane.

|_J

Tris marks the beginnin~ of a new round of the arms race. Is this not an enmple

on

thet the super-Povers, plagued by ever more
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rious eccnomic difficu 2kine, or will inevitably seekx, a vay out
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through the further militarization of their national economies. Conseguently,

vhether judzinz from the vresent situation or from the trend of its develorment,

the peoples of the world are facing a general and complete arms expansion by the
]

ete arrmarent.
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super-Powers, and definitely not generel
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The foregoing is the actual situation on the disarmament question, vhich
stould serve as the point of departure of ocur discussions on this guestion.

It is in-ossivle to cover up the facts about the intensified arms expansion
and var preparations by the super-Powers. In his speech ir thic Committee, the
United States representative. iir. Syminston, had to admit that since the
conclusion of the SALT agreement in 1972 the super-Powers had been "edding nuclear
veepons to their stockpiles each day of the vear”, Leaving aside the rest o
speech, we may say that he, after all, said something true. Yet, for a long
tire, the Soviet Union has been incessantly spreading the smokescreen of
‘dsarmament” and "détente” within and outside the United Uations. ‘hile
otviously pursuing a policy of frantic arms expansion and er preparations. it
tabbles thet "a world without war has become a practical rew historical period
waich has now arrived”, unabashedly boastins that “one of the most imwortant
orientations of the foreign policy of the Soviet Union is the strursle for the
cessation of the arms race and for disarmement”. Vhile obviously ensaged
‘evervvhere in political interference -and military expancion azainst other
countries to aggravate international tension, it propeses to ‘supplement molitical
dEtente with military détente’ and alleses thet ‘‘todsy it can be certain thet
the sparks of war have been basica ly extinguished.” Uhile persistentlv tryines
1o maintein its nuclear monopoly and carryinz out nuclear hlaclmail and nuclear

threat against other countries, it stubbornly chooses itself to masquerade as a

slanderd-bearer of nuclear disarmament. A mere check of these hypocritical words

a1t

éZainst its actual deeds will easily lay bare its sheer hypocrisy and duplicity.
The Soviet Union has lauded to the skies the so~called disarmanent treaties
end agreements concluded in recent years. But, as pointed out v many
Tépresentatives of third-world countries, this stuff can in no wav be called
fenuine disarmament agreements. Some of them were designed to sezk confirmetion
from the small and medium~sized countries of the super-Powers' nuclear moncroly,
SOme were aimed at a temporary readjustment of the balance of their armaments in

revaration for a more intense competition on a new basis: vhile others wers

entirely for window-dressing to deceive the publi

(W

China has always been in favour of genuine disarmament. At

Jave been consistently cpposed to the various impudent tricks played by the
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super-Powers, the Soviet Union in particular. The Soviet Union has been crying
cut for a speedy convocation of the world disarmament conference year in and yesr
out in an effort to create a false impression about its concern over disarmament.
Is this concern 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 has ever seen the Soviet Union reduce its
stockpiles by a single warship, a single tank or a single nuclear warhead?

In connexion with the hypocriticél propagenda 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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Yet, turning a deaf ear to it, the Soviet representative has thus far refused
to respond. Please think it over: if a world disarmament conference of the
© type of an empty telk 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 other than creating a false sense of -security and slackening
the vigilance of the peoples of the world?

Lvery year the Soviet Union cones up in the United Nations with some new
verieties of so-called proposals under the item of disarmameﬁt. The proposal
it made last year on the so-called reduction of military budgets by 10 per cent
end 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 obligation 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
éggression, is it not evidently the commercial hoax of a speculator to talk
ebout using the money saved from disarmament for assiéting the developing
countries? -After this hoax had been seen through and buried by the people of
the world, the Soviet Union has produced this year a proposal on the so;céiled
‘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 well~being. Well, is it not precisely the super-Powers
vhich possess a large 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
end feasible things? VWhy should it talk so sensationa;ly about such a remote
question as the possibility of the melting of the ice caps in the Arctic and
Intarctic, and not turn back to deal with the actual situation prevailing
in the Indian Ocean today? The United Nations report on the Indian Ocean as a
Zone of peace reveals that the super-Powers are greatly increasing their military

resence in the Indian Ocean, threatening the peace and security of the area.

Ao B o4

€ople have every reason toc ask you to announce here what measures you intend .

<t

© take to withdraw your military presence from that aresa.
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(Mr. An, China)

It proposed to convene a "world peace conference” in 1899 and then in 1907.
Thereafter, hardly a few years passed before it went into the world war
together with other Furopean Powers. After the First World War, the Buropean
fowers concluded the Locarno Pact in 1925 allegedly to ‘'guarantee peace' and
"to renounce the use of force to change the fromtiers”. But did it not turn
into a mere scrap of paper in the twinkling of an eye? Thereafter, ’
dezl Geruvany also advertised its favourable response to ‘disarmament’ and
professed its "'full readiness to abandon all offensive weapons''. Subseguently,
Fitler concluded an agreement with certain countries to “ensure peace in Hurope'.
A1 the time, someone said that it had led to ‘peace for our time”. However,
before long Naezi Germany launched the Second World War. All of a sudden,
'Deace for our time" turned into ‘war for our time”. IHistorical experience merits
gltention. Is it not necessary for us now to maintain a high level of vigilance
egainst that super-Power which is chanting "détente” and “disarmament” while
thgeged in frantic arms expansion and war preparations?

So long as the\sﬁﬁer~fbwefs‘do not cease their policies of aggression,
expension and hegemonv, there can he no genuine détente, nor general and

cerplete 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-world countries have rightly pointed out that so long as the super-~Povers
"4 not abandon their ambition for world domination, there can be no genuine
peace and genuine development' and that the two super-Powers' "avarice for

spheres of influence is a factor leading to new wars and conflicts'.
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(dir. fn. China)

An African representative pointed out in his speech during the general

debate: The super-Power policy of domination and hegemony ... is at the basis

0]

of the incessant arms race'.
Another representative pointed out that:
‘Tn an atmosphere of unbridled competition, and given the mutual outbidding
1

e efforts ... to achieve general and complete

ct

disariarent can only be in vain.”

Therefore, the small and medium-sized countries which are confronted with the
super--FPover threats of agsression and expansion must further strengthen their
unity ond thelr necessary defence capabilities if they wish to take the destiny
of their independence and securiﬁy'into their own hands.

Al Asian representative posed a very good guestion during thé debate in
this Committee.

In fact, how can ve eliminate arms while the very roots of conflicts

51111 subsist?
is ansver was:

S

“In the world of today, States cannot rely on others for their Cefence and
must be prepared for any contingency."”

The facts have tausht people that if the super Povers are allowed to
continue peddling their eupty talk about disarmanment, and particularly if that
super-Fower whicn is havking its guack medicine everywhere is periitted to use
shain disazrmament and sham détente to 1lull the world's people without beinsg

S

exnosel and rebuffed, tiuen the danger of.an iluperialist war will be increased,

wvill of the people. Conversely, one can be invincible only by

e
't
O
ot
o

contrary
mobilizing the peonle, unitine all the forces that can be wited to form a broad

united front arainst colonizlisw, imperialism and hegemony, seriously exposing

super Fowers' schemes of shaz disarmament and genuine var preparations, and
demandin~ their real actions on the question of disarmament, particularly on
the couplete proxibition and thovouph destruction of nuclear wegpons, and their
rezl comuitment not to bpe the first tTo use nucleer weapons and te withdraw

dismantle thelr military bases on foreign soil,
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This is the dialectical law of aistory
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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 onChina 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 détente, the easing of international tension
in the world, 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,secﬁrity 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 of €hina, but ?s also striving to undermine any agreements in this
Tield 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 agreement, is conducting
atmospheric testing and is polluting with radio-active fall-out not only its own
country but also netighbouring States, including the Mongolian People's Republic,
India, the USSR and Japan and, in general, all other countries of the world.

China is not a party to and is disregarding other agreements and conventions
relating to 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 Destruction 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 Weapons and on their Destruction; and many others.

In~the last few years, the Soviet Union, together with a number of other
States, 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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{(Mr. Roschin., USSR)

relations and the permanent prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons, the
prohibition of the production and.stockpiliﬁg 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 recommendation$S. and decisions to implement all these

proposals.
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(Mr. Roschin. USSR)

Chine ipn all these matiers has taken a sharply negative stand. It not only
faile to come forward with a single constructive proposal on disarmament

matters but is doing ing it c¢an to impede the implementation of any
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(Mr. Erell, Israel)

Napalm, of course, is on our agenda, and other weapons of the same nature.
?t is up to the Chairman to decide in each case whether discussion of napalm
ﬂequires 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
vas the case that a number of representatives found it possible to speak on
napalm and in the context of the Middle Fast 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 Qatar repeated some of the lies he
offered to ﬁs at the previous meeting of our Committee, I feel it my Quty to
once again tell the Committee that Israel never mounts any attacks on civilians,
refugdees or others. Israel attacks military targets.and Israel attacks
terrorist encampments and headquarters out of which people are sent to murder
woren and children in Israel. Naturally, Israel will continue to do that when
necessary. ‘ ‘ ) 4 S o - L
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 weapons
which are indiscriminate and cruel -- I believe those are the words -~ and yet
these same represéntatives and their countries consider that it is very
eppropriate and very right for them to support a weapon which consists of a
man going into a schoolhouse to shoot school children or to take school children
es hostages and then murder them in cold blood, or a weapon like sending people

into apartment hbuses in the towns and cities of Israel ...

The CEAIRMAN (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 verbatir 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 represenfative of Israel's claim, the representative of
Qatar did not bring in the problem of the Middle 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 Israe% in the exercise 6f 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 nis right of reply, to refrain from drawing the
Committee's attention to matters which would involve it in a debate on the
Middle East gquestion. Having made these comments, I now call on the

representative of Israel to continue to exercise his right of reply.

Mr. ERELL (Israel): Mr. Cpairmaga I am.entirely in agreement with
You that these interjections on the part of represenﬁétivés afe either out
of order or a proper mafter 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 guestion of the right of reply will nét arise and
we will 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 sep 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 himself as the standard-bearer of
disarmament, vilifying opponents of Soviet fallacies as "negativists" in an
attempt to reverse right and wrong and confound black and white. However, it
is futile 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 favour of the complete prohibition and thorough destruction of nuclear
weapons, and as the first step towards realizing this goal, we have proposed
that all nuclear countries ®eclare that they will not be the first to use nuclear
weapons. This proposal put forward 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 face 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 anqrundermining_inte;national peace? The answer
should be clear to all. The Soviet representative's atfemét.tb shift the blame
onto China is completely futile. 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 Arasbic): The representative of
Israel fully 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 ‘brought with me this morning some

vhotos ...
The CHATRMAN (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 request the representative of Qatar to_rgfpaip from following the
Same course now, otherwise we shall never end, and he would placérhiméelf'in‘thé
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 alweays
extends to the Committee 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.1/L.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
representative 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 that 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 digarmament, 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 onnfﬁe 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
Fussian): I shall not take very long, Sir. I shall confine wyself to just
tvo 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
all 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 f—i\}e/
nuclear Powers on questions of disarmement. China did not want to take part.

All delegations in the General Assembly are eurging the convening of a world

disarmament 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
disarmament conference? The conference could consider those matters. If China
really intended to consider the questions of disarmamenf seridusiy, there are -

& great many opportunities for this, which the Chinese delegation and the

Chinese 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.






