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Communiqué of the meeting

The Conference of the Committee on Disarmament today held its 664th plenary
meeting in the Palais des Nations, Geneva, under the Chairmanship of
H.E. Ambassador Gerhard Herder, representative of the German Democratic Republic.

. Btatements were made by the representatives of the Federal Republic of Germany,
Egypt, India, Sweden, Zaire, Japan and by the Chairman. ‘

The delegatlon of Japan presented a document entitled "Modification of the
wordlng used in a draft convention (CCD/420) on the prohibition of the development,
production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and.on their destruction”ﬂ(CCD/ﬁBZ).

The next meeting of the Conference will be held on Thursday, 10 April 1975,

at 10.30 a.m.
*
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Mr, SCHIAICH (Federal Republic of Germany): First I should like once
again to express ou behalf of my delégatiod ur éﬁpreciation of the friendly
reception we have been given on various otcasions both here and elsevhere on the
accession of the Fedef&l‘Republio of Germany to this Committee. ‘

Disarméament and arms control aré on the one hand matters of“great military and
technological ‘complexity, involving problems which cammot be refolved without the
advice and assistance of highly-qualified experts. But on the othér hand disarmament
and arms control are first and foremost the outcome of ‘political decisions with no.
less an objéctive than the safeguarding of peace. Such decisions are difficult and
are only possible in an international atmosphere in which the will to reduce tensions
and. foster co—operatioﬁ prevaile.  Although it wouid'be wrong to succumb to illusions
about still-existing conflicts of interest, we share the view that such a will %o~
reduce tensions now exists, on the bagis of which positive deéisions on disarmament
anG arms conirol will be possible.

The Goverument of the Federal Republic of Germany feels that from its special
position in the heart of Burope it has played Its part in helping to create this
atmosphere of détente. It is in this spirit of continuing the policy of détente, of
consolidating and extending it, that ny Government will now try to play an active
part in the only disarmament negotiations that have a wofld—wide foundation. This
delegation has alrzsady expressed its.thanks for the confidence placed in the
Federal Republic of Germany as manifest in its admission to the CCD. In this as in
previous sessions, the role of the CCD in the‘sphere of disaramament and arms control,
and the responsibility that attaches to it, have been stressed many times. And how
far my own Govermnment shares these views could surely not have been demonstrated better
than by our joining the CCD. v

" The well-considered political and geographical balance of this Committee is, we
feel, an essenvial basis from which to seek realistic ways and means of resolving the
problems confronting us. Nothing would bé more harmful to the cause of disarmament
and arms control than to lose sight of reality. We therefore consider it logical that
the special responsibility of the super-Powers, which is nowhere more apparent,than in
disarmament &.d arms control, should express itself appropriately in the Committee'é
deliberations‘and negotiations. When I speak of this special responsibility I do
‘not however exclude ourselves, like other delegations, from putting forward proposals
regarding the Committee's methods of work or, in keeping with the purpose of the
composition of this Committee in its presenf form; from congidering how we can improve

our work and make it more efficient.
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The Federal Republic of Germany has been a member of the United Nations since
1973, having up tc then been a member of a.l the specialized agencies; and since
that time-it has played an active part in the disarmament debate of the
General Assembly. My Government has used the opportunity to explain its attitude
on questions of diszrmament and arms control in genheral and on some of the
particularly urgent problems in this sphere. In view of those statements it was
only logical for the Gevernment of the Federal Republic of Germany to vote in
favour of nearly all the resolutions of the‘29th General Assembly which will have
a particular bearing on this year's work of the CCD. _

- The only exception was the resolution for a comprehensive test ban treaty.
However, in the explanation of our vote on that resolution, No.3257 (XXIX), we made it
guite clear that we gave ,our unqualified support to its aims but could.not go along .
with its wording, which we felt was somewhat unbalanced. The Federal Republic of
of Germany is in favour of a comprehensive ban on nuclear weapon tests because
this necessary supplement to the Partial Test Ban Treaty of 1963 would be a
decisive step towards limiting the nuclear arms race and thereby securing the
policy of non—pfoliferationn I wish %o stress once more that we will do all we can
to help to resolve the outstanding problems.

Securing the non-proliferation policy and reinforcing its main pillar, the
Non-Proliferation Treaty, has rightly been referred to also in this session of
our Committee as the decisive task of our time in disarmament and arms control.

The concern éxpressed here is also shared by my Govermment. No country on earth
will be able to shirk the responsibility of refraining from any action that wc;_uld be
conducive to the proliferation of nuclear weapons. To bring this into harmony with
the legitimate wish of all nations to have a fair share in the progress and results
of the peaceful uses of nuclear energy is the declared objective of the
Non-Proliferation Treaty.

That Treaty drew a clear line between nuclear-weapon and non-nuclear weapon
States. This means that the depositary Staﬁes must take the necessary further
steps to meet their obligations under the Tréaty just as conscientiously as we
ourselves are prepared to meet our commitmenis as a noh—nuclear—weapon State.. We
feel it is necessary, particularly w1th a view to giving the Treaty world—w1de

validity and effect, to avoid any 1mpre881on that the Treaty couwld also be used for
purposes other than nuclear disarmament and arms- control. The Federal Republlc

of Germany, which undertook as early as 1954 not to manufacture nuclear weapons,
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e
is therefore strongly in favour of strengthening the Won-Proliferation Toéaty._

It feels, moreover, that the Review Confersace due to be held-inﬁMay can have a
decisive effect on the fate of the Treaty and hende of the system of non-proliferation
it suppbrts. ‘

The‘Government.of the Federal Republic of Germary shares the opinion that - the"
Review Conference has ultimately nothing to gain by sbending%time on modifying the
wording of ‘the present Treaty, which we all“know is not perfect. Tt is more
important that the Review Conference should produce favourable results which will
make the Treaty in the truest sense of the word more attréctive to those - countries -
who have'not yef gigned it and in this way make for a durable non-proliferation
policy. ‘The Conferénce-muét make it c¢lear that in the long run it is more
advantageous to any country, irrespective of its level of technological development,
to accede to the Tréaty and help to strengthen it by the very fact of its membgrship.
The Federal Republic of Germany is willing to contribute, in a manner befitting its
‘status as a non-nuclear-weapon Stafe with considefable abilities and capacities in
nuclear technology, to the success of the Review Conferende, in which it will
participate in a capacity depending on the progress made by its EURATOM partners
in the ratification process. L | '

As representative of a co-sponsor of resolution 3261 D (XXIX) and of Oné of
the countries which proposed that the International Atomic Energy Agency should
appcint a SPeCialﬂCOmmittee~to‘stu&y the problem of nuclear explosions for peaceful
purposes,; there is 1o need for me to emphasize how/much importance we attach to
this'qﬁestion. We, too,.arevéf the opinion that the feasibility of nuclear explosions
for peaceful purposes and the- benefits they can bring, judged by the present level of
technological development,.cannot yet by any means be considered established. In
addition — and this in our view is definitely ‘conmected with the first point ~—
there still appears to be a lack of objective criteria for distinguishing between -
nuélear'explosions for peaceful purposes and those for the development of weapons.

Tt is therefore only logical and consistent that, in addition to the JAEA,
the CCD should consider the problem of nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes under
the Spedific aspect of their implications for arms development. The threat to the
policy of non-proliferation of nuclear weapons is obvious, and clarification is called
for, especially by thosé countries who have special experience in this field and who .~
are also engsaged in an intensive exchange of views. Arrangements acceptable oﬁ_a

world-wide basis could prove 'indispefisable. Article V of #he Non-Proliferation Treaty
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is an obv1ous startlng—p01nt for further dellberatlons. Moreover, my delegatlon
shares the view ex ressed by other delegations that the CCD was well advised to leave
thls toplc untll the summer se351on, by which time it will have available not only
the results of the Rev1ew Conference, which will play a major role in this respect
and, we hope, offer guldance for our future work, but also the IAEA study..‘

On behalf of my Government I have informed the Representative of the
United Vatlons Secretary43enera1 to the CCD of our intention to follow as closely as
possible the work of the Ad hoc Group of government experts set up to study the
question of'nuolear;weapon—free zones. Without wisning to anticipate our detailed
statements on these p01nts to the Ad hoc Group, I wish to say that the Govermment of

he Federal Republlc -of Germany welcomes the proposed comprehens1ve study,

particularly because the prerequ1s1tes for the establishment of nuclear-weanon—free
zones will differ from region to region, on account of certain geographloal and
political factors, to such an'ektent that it would appear necessary to mention this
point. ' a ;fh | . |

Let me merely say"in advance that, in the view of my Govermment, being part of a
nuclear~weapon~free zone can on no aocount be a substitute for accession to the |
NonmProllferatlon Treaty, nor can it serve as an excuse for not applylng the Treaty s
rules, At any rate my delegation wishes the Ad hoc Group every success in what w111
oertalnly qnot be an easy task. l A

No 1ess 1mportant in my Government's view than the problems relating to the
non—prollferatlon of nuclear weapons are those questions to which the CCD is also
called upont to devote special attention. This applies in particular to the protracted
and oompiei.negotiations on a comprehensive ban on chemical weapons. On this
question, too, the position of the Federal Republic of Germany is quite clear. The
Pederal Republic ofiGermany is party to the Geneva Protocol of 1925, and moreover
gave in 1954 an internationally—binding undertaking notvto‘manufacture chemical
weapons and subJeoted 1tself to appropriate controls within the Western European Union.
The Federal Republlo of Germany has therefore ‘also voted for the resolutions relatlng
to a ban on chemlcal weapons which the General Assembly has adopted since we JOlned the
World Organization., My Government supports a comprehensive ban on chemical weapons.

However, we do not overlook the fact that in this connexion there are still some
rather complex matters to be clarlfled with regard both to the definition of chemical
agents to be covered by the ban and to the question of satisfactory verification. We

appreciate the preiiminary work already done by this Committee as well as the



CCD/PV 66A
1O E T

(Mr. Schlaich, Federal Republic of Germany)

,'~g

e RN ”..

constructlve contrlbutlon made byumany of the countrles represented here towards the

Gers —.

should examlne whether at least meanlngful partlal solutlons od'a step—by—step bas1s -

“

would not be poss1ble whlle we contlnue to alm for a comprehens e ban. The recently—

announced JOlnt Amer1can-Sov1eta1n1t1at1ve could have a deblocklng effect 1n thlsp__‘v

connex:.on.

B R

If durlng the negotlatlons certaln fundamental pr1nc1pIes are observed such as
ensurlng that research and productlon for peaceful purposes are not 1mpa1red that
adequate controls are guaranteed and that the ban to be agreed shall be appllcable to

all countrles 1n the same way and w1thout any dlscrlmlnatlon, then progress should be

poss1ble. )

The resolutlon on "Problbltlon of actlon to 1nfluence the env1ronment and cllmate‘

for mllltary and other purposes 1ncompat1ble w1th the malntenance of 1nternatlonal
securlty, human well—belng and health" confronts the CGD w1th a completely new task
Generally speaklng, my Government feels 1t to be rlght that efforts to aohleve L
dlsarmament and arms control should not relate solely to ex1st1ng mllltary 1nstruments
but should also 1nclude efforts to detect poss1ble developments and gulde them 1nto |
channels where they cannot be used for mllltary purposes. Thls applles 1n partlcular
to developments whlch can help to meet the urgent needs and thereby contrlbute to the
progress of manklnd as well as to developments the use of whlch could have devastatlng
consequences._ ThlS presupposes ‘a partlcularly careful approach based largely on
establlshed sclentlllc knowledge 1f we want to be sure that poss1ble favourable
developments are not“also nlpped 1n the bud ' o ",

That 1s why we welcome the announcement by Mr. Roshchln that hls Government is
w1lllng 6 glve the CCD further 1nformatlon about the substance of the 1n1tat1ve and
the sphere of appllcatlon of the proposed 1nternatlonal conventlon.” In our v1ew the
questlons posed 1n exemplary fashlon by Mr Allen w1ll be partlcularly helpful, s1nce ;

to & certaln deglee the nature and 1ntens1ty of the co—operatlon of the Governments

A
S

represented here will depend on the answers glven to them for experts w1ll have to be .

found and 1nterventlons carefully prep The same appl s'to the reflectlons made

e Lire ;'

by other speakers, partlculilly by Mr van”'er K aauw. We also hope that results of
| thls fleld

expert talks of 1nterested partles w1ll i ad to further nltlatlves}

Y [SECH I TE lJ Chr e

hese flelds 1t w1ll have taken several »l

" If the CGD achleves tanglble results

,, P

important steps “towards’ comprehens1ve and balanced dlsarmament whlch should always

remain the ultimate goal of our endeavours.
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Mr. EL-FRIAN (Beypt): It is my pleasant duty on behalf of the delegation of
Egypt to greet and‘exteﬁd a cordial welcome to the representatives of the new meﬁbers
of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament: the German Democratic Republic,
the Federal Republic of Germany, Iran, Peru and Zalre. The participation of these
five new members in the Committee underlines the unfailing interest of many States
in the problem of disérmament aﬁd their desire to contribute actively to its
solution.-. | | ‘

My délegation wishes also to welcome the representatives of Czechoslovakia,
Bungary, beocco, the Nétherlands, Pakistan and the United Kingdom, who are newly
assuming the important task of leading their delegations. We are confident that we
shall continue to entertain with them the relations of friendship and co-operation
which we have had with their predecessors.

I am also gratified to see the Secretary-General represented here by
Mr. BjSrnerstedt, and wish to avail myself of this opportunity to express to him and
his assistants our deep appreciation of the assistance and co-operation which they
always extend to all of us. |

Since the adjournment of the.meetings of the CCD last August, a number of
international developments have taken place which have their impact or bearlng on
our work. The continuing trend towards détente has given hope to the possibility of
easihg international tension and the intensification of efforts for the promotion of
international peace and co-operation and the solution of the ever—increasing economicy
social and technicdl problems. The road to déteﬁte and international co-operation
may be long. On it difficulties are often met and road blocks are sometlmes
encountered; but the 1mportant thing is the determination to pursue it apd the firm
conviction to replace confrontation by co-operation.

Though the international situation in general has been marked by the easing of -
tension, it is regrettable  that in certdin parts of the world tension étill prevails
and the danger of war and destruction édntinues to haunt many peoples. = Igypt's
efforts to ease tension in the Middle East and to defuse the explosive situation have
unfortunately been met by obstruction resulting from the intransigent Israeli policy.
Our endeavour during the last few months, in the process of marking further steps
conducive to the creafion of the climate appropriate for realizing a peaceful settlement
and enabling the Geneva Peace Conference to reach that goal, have met with Israeli

obstruction.
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However, Egypt continues to pursue its Dearch for the re oratlon of peace in
our part of “the world whlch will enable us to concentrate our energy on the '
challenging task of ecoromic and soclal development. we are sustalned by the
pogitive Ferction whlch has been unlversally accorded to tne statement made by the
President of the Arab Republlc of Egypt to the People s Assembly on 29 March. I

should like to refer in partlcular to Presldent ‘Sadat's declaratlon Te ardlng the

reopening of the Suez Canal on 5 June and the renewal of the Uni ted Nations Emergency

Force's mandate for a perlod of’ three months. I should llke to quote from the
statement of our President: _ ‘ o , A

"We Shall reopen the Suez Canal for tne benefitiof:our people and'for.the

benefit. of the world. The peoples of fhe world who attach imporfance to

the Canal &s a séa lane for their trade have all given us their support and

we, as they, like to see it as an avenue to prosperlty .

President Sadat also ‘stated: ' . :

"I shall allow the renewal of the mandate of the Unlted Natlons Emervency

Forces for three months instead of the six morith period first because L do

not wish to confront the international conmunity with a pressing.crisis, and .

on the other*handvbecause I should like the world to know that the time before.

us, as well as our patience, is not without limits'.

- In line with its consistent policy to seek-a just and lasting peace in the )
Middle East, Egypt hes requeeted the Soviet Union and the,United'States.oprmerica,

in their capacity as co-chairmen of the United Nations Peace Conference on the

Middle Fast, to recomvene it and to make the necessary consultations and arrangements.
Since the,adjournment of tne meetings of the CCD‘last August, the General Aseembly

has adopfed a'number of resolutions on dl armament arms control and other related

matters which are, as a murber of speakers have p01nted out in thls debate, of great

‘qualltatlve and quantltatlve importance, As the representative of Pakistan stated

at the 658th meeting of the CCD: | o |
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"The interest shown by fhe 29th session of the General Assembly in
disarmament matters is a pointer to the concern of the peoples of the
United Nations at the present world situation on the one hand, and to
their hopes and aspirations for a better and more secure future on the
other". (CCD/PV.658, p.l12)

Some of the resolutions on disarmament passed by the General Assembly at its

last session entrust specific responsibilities to the CCD. The position of my
delegation on most of those questions has been repeatedly stated in previous sessions
of the Committee. In my statements at our 637th and 653rd meetinQS‘I had the
opportunity tb‘reaffirm our approach to them.

On. the subject of chemical weapons I stated that the Japanese draft convention
(CCD/4ZC), together with the draft convention presentea by the soc1a11st delegations
(CCD/361 and the working paper submitted by the ten non~aligned States delegations
CCD/400), constitutes an adequate basis for meaningful negotiations towards the
attainment of an agreed text on this urgent and important quesﬁion.

On the question of a comprehensive test ban, I have underlined the fact that the
General Assembly reiterated in its resolution 3078 A its conviction that "Whatever
may be the differences on the question of verification, there is no Valid reason for
delaying the conclusion of a Qbmprehensive test ban”.

Today I intend to confine my comments to the subject of nuoclear-free: zones and
the subject of prohibition of action to influence the environment and climate for
military and other purposes incompatible with the maintenance of international securlty,
humen well-being and health. |

My Government has constantly given its active support to the principle of
nuclear~free 2ones. It has contributed its share to the adoption by the Organization
of African Unity of the 1964 Declaration reaardlng a nuclear free zone for Africa
which was endorsed in General Assembly resolution 203% (XX). In the United Nations
theﬂdelégation of Egypt to the First Committee of the Ceneral Assembly supported the
initiative and efforts of our sisfer countries of Latin America for a muclear-free

status for their region which led to the negotiation of the Treaty of Tlatelolco.
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At”%h%riﬁsf segsion of the General Assembly the delegation of Egypt joined the
delegation of Iran in sponsoring the item entitled "Establishment of a huclear—weapon—
free zone in thé region of the Middle East’. The~delegation of Egypt to the
First Committee pointed out certain basic principles which it conéidered peftinent
to the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in that region: first, an
engagement by the States of the regioh to refrain fpom pggducing, stockpiling,

’ acgﬁirihg or possessing nuclear weapons. Second; an engagement bj the nuclear
Powers tol;efrain'from introdﬁcing nuclear weapons‘into,the,area or using nuclear
weapons against-any State of the region. Third, the establishment of a system of -
effectivé’intérnation@l cpntrol fo ensﬁre the implementation of these obligations.
This would affect the nuclear States as well as the countries of the regidn, » .

T d¢ not intend to.elaborate at this stage,on'the.principles andfpriteria to
goverﬁ'tﬁé esfab1ishment of nuclear—weaponrfree zones. We appreciate the fact that
Egypt has been chosen as -a member of the group of experts which is studying this
question, -+ The delegation of Egypt to the groﬁp of experts will elaborate on Egypt's
~ approach to the envisaged comprehensive study.

The establishment of 'a nuclear—weaponrfree,zoné means the total absence of
“muclear weapons, but it does not mean a ﬁrohibition from enjoying the benefits of the
peaceful uses of atomic energy, especially for developing countries in their
rightful requesf for economic development. In this connexion-theldelegation of
-Egypt would like ﬁb reaffirm the provisions of both article 4 end article 7 of the
- Non-proliferation Treaty concerned respectively with the' inalienable rights of all
. parties to the Preaty to develop3the research, productien andtuSe of nucleafwenergy
for peaceful purposes, énd the right of any group of States tQ,conclﬁde regional
treaties in order to ensure the total absence of muclear weapons from their .
respective territories. ’ _ '

The Review Conference of the non-proliferation Treaty which is scheduled for 7
May would offer an ample opﬁortuhity for étrengthening the Treaty. Egypt is firle
in?favour.of non~proliferation of nuclear weapons. : The delegation of-Egypt took aﬁ

‘active part in the elaboration and drafting-of the Non-proliferation Treaty.
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Congistently with this policy, BEgypt vas among the first countries to sign the
Non-proliferation Treaty. But the refusal of Igrael to sign this treaty left

Egypt with no choice but to stop short of ratifying it. In his statement in the general
debate of the General Assembly at its last session, Mr. Ismail Fahmy, the Minister for .
Foreign Affairs of Egypt, stated Egypt's readiness to ratify the Non-proliferation
Treaty the moment Israel adheres to that Treaty and becomes a party -thereto,

The subject of preventing meteorological and environmental warfare has recently(
received the attention of the international community. The delegation- of Egypt has
given its enthusiastic support to the initiative taken by the delegation of the
Soviet Union in this field at the last session of the General Assembiy. We believe
it is necessary to tackle this question with speed énd vigour and that no effort
should be sparéd to work out an acceptable formula. We are aware of the technical
complexities and intricacies involved, yet this very fact should serve as an ‘
incentive to spur the process of negotiation in order to reach agreed principles and
to adopt the most effective measures.

The element of time in this worthy endeavour is crucial. Scientific and
technological progress and achievements are transforming what was considered only - ..
a few yearé ago as science fiction into reality. Action by the international
community to prohibit any modification or alteration techniques for military
) pufposes is both timely and necessary. Partial steps in this direction have been . -
taken into consideration in the Outer Spage Treaty and in the Treaty on prohibition. -
of the emplacement of nuclear weapons and weapons of mass destruction on the sea-bed
and the ocean floor: Yet it is essential to provide for a global.and comprehensive
prohibition by pursuing further our endeavours to fill all the existing'gaps;

My delegation heard with appreciation the statement of Mr. Roshchin on
4 March in which he informed the Conferenbelof the Committee on Disarmament of the
intention of the Soviet delegation to elaborate further on this important subject

by providing all the relevant explanations.



|

CCD/PV.664
16

(Mr. El-Erian, Beypt)

In concluding this statement, which I have the honour to make on the eve of my
departure to assume my new post as Ambassador to the Swiss Confederation, I wish to

close it on a note of hope and optimism. A hope has been generally expressed in this

~ debate that the Year 1975 would mark concrete progress in the work of the CCD, which has

been admittedly slow in the last few years. .

It has been pointed out by a number of speakers in this debate that, while we.
meet here, the Soviet and United States negotiatofs are working out here in Geneva the
specific provisions of a second-stage SALT Agreement. In Vienna, members of NATO
and the Warsaw Pact are continuing their efforts to reach agreement on mutual and
balanced force reductions in Central Burope. The Conference on Security and Co-
operation in Burope is intensifying its efforts to complete its task of preparing draft
texts and recommendations and pave the way to a summit conference. During the_last
year a number of international problems assumed much wider dimensions than before.

But the last year has equally known tremendous efforts and the convening of important
conferences in an effort to lay the foundations for a new international economic order.

What is the place and role of the CCD in all those efforts for.solving mankind's
problems of security and co-operatlon? My delegation continues to-give its unfalllng
support to the CCD. We fully agree with Mr. Martin, the representatlve of the USA,
that constructlve dialogue has become its hallmark and that its dedication and
seriousness of purpose have made it a most effectlve multilateral forum for dealing With

arms—control and disarmement questions.

The CHAIRMAN; Thank you,Mr, Ambassador,for your statement. It is really

with profound regret that I listen to your announcement that you have been transferred

to another post. I should like to use this opportunity to express, and I think I can
do it on behalf of all the members of this Committee, our thanks for your work'énd‘your
contfibution:to the success of the CCD. Allow me to wish you on behalf of all of us
best success in &our new work, and as long as you remain in Geneva I hope you will
continue your friendly relations with all of us, the members represented heré in the
GCD.  Thank you, Mr. Ambassador. '
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Mr, MISHRA (India): My delegation would like to join the previous speakers
in extending a warm welcome to the delegations of the Federal Republic of Germany, the
German Democratic Republic, Iran, Peru and Zaire. . We are very happy to have them among
us, and we feel confident that their presence will give a new impetus to the disarmament
negotiations.

I should also like to welcome our new colleagues in the Committee and wish them
all success. We are also happy to have Mr. Bjdrnerstedt with us in his new capacity
as Acting Representative of the Secretary-General.

- The Committee is meeting after a lapse of more than six months. . In this period
many important developments have taken place. The United Nations has carried out its
annual review of disarmament topics and passed several important resclutions. Tt has
also renewed its faith in the CCD as the principal multilateral negotiating forum for
disarmament. - . 7

In this context it is imperative to recall that the main task of the Committee is
to negotiate an agreement on general and éomplete disarmament under effective international
control. It is therefore a matter of deep concern that no serious discussions on the
subject have taken place for several years., The Committee must once again revert to
GCD and focus its attention on measures of actual disarmament. It goes without saying
that the highest priority should be accorded to nuclear disarmement and the elimination
of weapons of mass destruction. ‘

The Government of India has been consistently opposed to nuclear weapons, which
are weapons of mass destruction. Ever since the world witnessed the devastating
effects of nuclear weapons on Hiroshima and Nagasaki, it has been clear that such
weapons camnnot be used in war to achieve any political or military objective even by
those nations which already possess them. The existence of nuclear weapons; on the
other hand, enhances tensions and insecurify among nations and makes the task of
establishing durable world peace more difficult.  India has therefore, along with a
majority of nations in the world, called for the achievement of nuclear disarmament as
an objective éf.the highest priority. India has been among the first countries to work
relentlessly in various international forums for the total elimination of nuclear weapons.’
It is for this reason that India is opposed to all moves and suggestions which might
shift the focus of the international community from the over-riding objective of nuclear
disarmament. India has also objected to the angProliferétion Treaty because, among

other reasons, it is not a treaty which will lead to arms limitation and disarmament.
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For nuclear disarmament the first requirement is stoppagc of the production of
nuclear weapons and a cut-off of the production of fissile material for weapohs purposes.
It will then be easy to devise a universal non-discriminatory system of safeguards. -

A step'onEWhich the CCD should concentrate immediately in order to control the nuclear
arms race is a comprehensive agreement to ban all nuclear~weapon tests, an agréement
which will find universal acceptahce. ~ The Indian deiegatioh has alﬁays been of the
opinion that there is no justification whatsoever for continuing with nuclear-weapon
testing. Strategic superiority in nuclear -weapons has ceased to_be a relevaiit factor
because of the over<kill capacity of the two super—waers.. It 'is immaterial whether
the enemy can be killed twice or five times. The Gerieral Assembly, iﬁ its
resolution 3257(XX1X), condetmed all‘ndclear-weapon~tésts in vhatéever environment they
may be conducted, and asked' thé CCD to give the highest priority to the question of a
comprehensive test ban agreement. Unfortunately, in tﬁe spring session of the'CCD,
which is-about to conclude i%s work, we have not gone even one step forward in this
direction.

And now a new trend is surfacing in our debates on nuclear disarmament. I B
referred to it briefly in my statement of 13 March when I said that it has now become
fashionable té talk -about the danger of horizontal proliferafion of nuclear weapons and
to hint that it is the direct result of the peaceful nuclear explosion experiment carried
out by India last year. We are the first to be concerned about the problem of nuclear
proliferation. However, our analysis of tke causes which may prompt it: to happen
differs very greatly from what many delegations here would like us to believe. ° In actual
fact we are not aware that the Indian exper%ment‘has caused other countries to -undertake
the development of nuclear weapons. We wish to threaten no one with nuclear weapons,
and it is cléar»that, if any country were fo decide to take this step, it would do so
for its own reasons. '

In connexion with peaceful nuclear explosion technology, we have heard the argument
that intentions do not matter but that what matters is the technology :of conducting
nuclear explosions. The argument goes further, that a country should therefore be
restricted from developing explosion technoiogy. While one can understand the appeal
that a country should not go in for nuclear weapons, it is difficult to accept the
principle that a technolOgy‘should be restricted to some because it may be:used for .

weapohs purposes by others. This is a strange argument. We are being asked to fight

|
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the wrong enemy., We cannot stop the proliferation of nuclear weapons by controlling

the development of peaceful explosion technology.

In this context it is relevant to refer to the proposal of the representative of

Japan that we should devote a week during our summer session to the concentrated study

of the arms—control -implications of PNEs, In this connexion he cited the authrity of

General Assembly resolution 3261 D (XXIX).

clearly establishes a relationship between the arms—control implications of PNEs and a

comprehensive test ban agreement. Further, General Assembly resolution 3257 requires

us 1o

give the highest priority to the conclusion of a comprehensive test ban agreement.

Are we. going to ignore the main subject and concentrate on a peripheral aspect?

We had an inkling of this danger iast year when the First Committee of the

General Assembly was considering the draft resolution which later acquired the number
3261 D (XXIX). At the 2018th meeting of the First Committee I had the occasion to say:

Later

"The International community has time and again stressed in its deliberations and
resolutions that priority should be given to nuclear disarmament, The draft
resolution which was introduced this afternoon by the representative of the
Netherlands, for all its good intentions, will have the effect of transferring

the attention of the international community .to other, less important, matters
such as the regulation of peaceful activities conmnected with nuclear technology.'.
in the same statement this paragraph is relevant:

"Perhaps the General Assembly next year will consider this gquestion again, and
perhaps. a resolution on the subject of peaceful nuclear explosions will be adopted.
Will that prevent the testing of nuclear weapons? Will that make a contribution
to stopping the nuclear arms race, much less to nuclear disarmamenf? - The

non-proliferation Treaty did not pfevent proliferation of nuclear weapouns, .

. precisely because‘it was not designed to prevent the nuclear arms race. Any

-regulation of peaceful nuclear explosions at this stage which is not placed in the

_ context of universal adherence to a comprehensive test ban treaty or agreement,

any such regulation, will make no contribution in that direction. A1l it will do

is detract in a significant manner and in a significant measure from.the

single~-minded efforts needed to.unify opinion against the nuclear arms race and
for nuclear disarmament. This is what I meant when T said on Monday last that
the nuclear arms race seems to be taken for granted, and that. the efforts of some

delegations are oniy in the direction of regulating peaceful nuclear explosions.'.
, .

But opérative paragraph 3 of that. resolution
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‘To sum up, we feel that only nuclear;ueapon tests are relevant to'the guestion of
nuclear—arms development and“proliferationp As far as, the questlon of regulating PNEs
is concerned it can only be taken up after achieving a comprehens1ve ‘test ban.

The questlon of nuclear—weapon—free zones is a subject Wthh has once again a

., attracted great attention. Varlous approaches regarding the formatlon of

nuclear—weapon—free zones_are currently belng mentioned. In certain cases we flnd that

a contlnental approach has been adopted, whlle other proposals speak of much smaller
regiens,. Some suggestions go to the extent of saying that even one country can form
itself into a nuclear—weapon—free zone,  There is dlvergence of v1ews regardlng the "
peaceful activities which could be permltted for countries belonglng to such zones. o
Again, . there are different v1ews on the questlon of transit of nuclear weapons through
the area covered by a. nuclear—weapon—free zone. _ ' ' ,

We have listened carefully to the Xiews and suggestlons on these and other p01nts
concernlng nuclear—weapon—iree zones. Whlle we do not doubt the good intentions with
which these have been made, we feel that a much more. careful examination of this subject
is necesSary -to see which of the suggestlons and proposals stand up to careful scrutiny.

We are therefore.happy to note that the CCD‘has succeeded in setting up a group of

,Qualified“governmental experts to study the question of nuclear-weapon~free zones

'pursuant to resolution 326l F (XXIX) We are happy to partlclpate in this group. We

feel that:such a study would contrlbute to a oetter understandlng of the problem.

_ India ‘has always supported the creatlon of nuolear—weapon—-free zones wherever
approprlate.ﬁ It is our cons1dered view Lhau certaln essentlal con51deratlons should be
met to ensure their viability and success. These requlre that an approprlate region
should be selected taking into account the securlty env1ronment of the region as a whole,
and -that there should be prior consultatlons and agreement on the maln features of the

proposed zone among the countries whlch intend to Jorn it. Further, there should be

full freedom in respect of the utilization of nuclear energy 1nclud1ng nuclear explosions,

for peaceful purposes. It should also be remembered that membershlp of a military
alliance or pact in the context of great Power rlvalry could seriously prejudice the
poss1b111ty of the creation of a nuclear—weaponefree zone in a partlcular region.

~ On the. questlon of chemical weapons, although progress has been slow there have
been some hopeful developments. We welcome the adherence to the Geneva Protocol of
1925 by the United States. This makes all major States parties to the Protocol of 1925.
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The CCD can give serious consideration now to a CW convention which would not be

discriminatory. We are still of fhe opinion that g comprehensive ban is desirable,

However, we are prepared to listen with an open mind to the various ideas and suggestions

in regard to a step-by-step approach. In this context we await the joint initiative
promised by the Soviet Union and the United States.

- In regard to envirommental warfare, we consider that the Soviet initiative is very
timely in order to prevent the'development of such warfare techniques while they are in
their infancy. If such technigues are ever used in warfare, they are likely to cause
widespread and indiscriminate suffering. We, however, share the general feeling that
more technical information is required to enable us to understand the intricaciéé of
the problem. We would request the countries advanced in this field to provide us with
whatever technical information is available to them.

To conclude, I should like to refer to the guestion of convening a world disarmament
conference. Our views on the question are best summarized in a recent communication to
the United Nations Secretary-General. It was said: . A

"A world disarmament conference convened after adequate preparation, at an

appropriate time and with the participation of éll.States, can play a useful role

in promoting the cause of securing lasting world peace based on disarmament. The
conference can mobilize and focus world public opinion on the highest priority
objective of nuclear disarmament and elimination of all weapons of mass destruction.

The conference can secure the participation of miiitarily—significant States like

France and China in disarmament: negotiations and provide a fresh impetus to

disarmament efforts. The conference can workvout general guidelines and establish

priorities for the negotiating body.".

Mr. HAMILTON (Sweden): The Swedish delegation attaches great importance

to the question on our agenda regarding prohibition ¢f action to influence environment
and climate for military and other hostile purposes. As you may recall, the Swedish
delegation raised the matter in our”Committee at last year's spring session and also
took an active part in the deliberations on these questions in the General Assembly last

autumn.
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The CCD has ‘been requested to proceed as soon as possible to achieve agreement

on.the text of a convention; and we expect that this item on our _agenda will be takeh

- up for profound discussion during our summer session. As Mrs. Thorsson pointed out in

her statemént on 6 March, the Swedish delegation believes that before we can achieve
substantive results in this field it will be necessary to have the advice and help of
"experts. These would, we hope, be able as a first gtep to elucidate the concepts '
involved:in these highly complex problems. The basis of an expert meeting'wopld:bg the
Soviet draft convention already before us, and other material which might be put forward.
From informal contacts that we have had with other delegations we have reason to believe
that our thoughts are widely supported. We are at the same time fully aware that
several delegations will have difficulties in providing expefts due to the new areas
involved.

To be able to prepare in the best way our work for the coming session, I wish to
propose formally that the Committee convene a meeting of experts on the prohibition of
action to influence envirorment and climate for military and other hostile purposes, to
be held informally during the coming summer session before our deliberationsidn these

questions. The exact date of this expert meeting might perhaps be decided later on.

Mr. YOKO (Zaire) (translated from Frenmch): My delegation is happy to be

able to speak in this great international forum where major éuestions of capital

'importance fér the survival of mankind are'debated. It deeply apprebiates the numerous
expressions of sympathy extended to it by the fepresenta#ives of States mémbers of the
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament whenever thgy have spoken since the opening
of this fourteenth session. On behalf of my,countryMI should. like in turn, as a
newconer, to express to them my heartfelt gratitudé for contributing toﬁardé the
enlargement of this Committee and for helpimg my country to begome“g_mqmber of this

important forum for multilateral negotiations on disarmament.
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I showld like to thank in particular the co-Chairmen of this’coﬁference and.
the representatives of the other countries which have recently been admltted as ‘members
of this Commlttee, namely the Federal Republic of Germany, the German Democratlc Republlc,
Peru and Iran. I wish to welcome, in my turn, the new representatives of Czechoslovakia,
Hungary, Mbrobbo,-the Netherlands, Pakistan and the United Kingdom. I also salute the
presence here of Mr. Bjornerstedt, Acting Representative of the Secretary-General of
the United Nations, and of all his staff, whose devotion and skill so usefully further
the activities of this Conference. Lastly, I should like to'tﬁank all the other members
of the Committee whose continued presence ensures the value and progrese-bf the
Committee's work. | | | -

My delegation wishes to-recall that the ultimate goal of this Conference is to
achieve general and complete dissrmament under effective international control. The
enlargement of the CCD must therefore be regarded as an expression of mankihafs' ‘
awareness of the need to associate an ever-growing number of increasingly dynamic States
in multilateral disarmament negotiations for internationalipeace and security; My’
country, which has benefited from this international trust, affirms its steadfast
intention of sharing with the other members of the Committee the duties they undertake
within the sphere of their competence. .

The immense pride which my country feele‘at being admitted to the'CCD does not
make 1t forget”the gravity of the security problems which trouble the world in general
and Africa in particular. On this point I shouldllike to say that the efforte so far
exerted fall far short of the hopes which the establlshment of the Commlttee has aroused
in the world Some results have been achieved, and already represent some progress.
This is seen in particular in the vartial agreements concluded on specific queétions
with a view to refrainingvfrom armament or to disarming. Unfortunately these bilateral
or multilateral sectoral agreements have not yet started an overall movement towards
general ‘and complete disarmament. To be convinced of this fact it ie oﬁlytneceSSary
to recall the hesitation and even opp051tlon aroused by every attempt to glVe effect

to the proposp‘ to convene a world dlsarmament conference.
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In thls connexlon, allow me to, recall he dlsapp01ntment whlch my. delegatlon felt
in October 1974 at the Conrerenoe of Government Eyperts convened by the Internatlonal
'bommlttee of the Red Cross on ”weapons that may cause unnecessary sufferlng or have(‘A ‘f
1nd1scr1mlnate eIfectsﬁ.‘.A good many delegatlons of developed countrles then '
mvlntalned that most of the ploblems came w1th1nﬂthe competence of the CeD and had '
already been decply lecu"" ‘ belleved 1n the good falth of such declaratlons.
The llttle experlenoe whlch I now have of tke Comm.ttee*s achlevements enables me to
82 . tnat the statements made at hucerne were delaylng tactlcs deslgned o retard _
culbstantlve negotlatlons on maJor d1sarmament questlons.' o - "'
The spheres of competence of the CCD are numerous and complex. Slnce 1t is
difficult for ne to touch upon them all at the same time 1n this brlef statement 1t
SEems. useful to conflne myself to & few sectors only, namely —“ ] ‘ ' '
(1) cnemlca] and bacterlologlcal weapons' _ o o
. (2) prollferatlon of nucleal tests and weapons,_ and '
(3) ranlpulatlon of the cllmate and env1ronment. ‘ A N
I'wnonld llke on, behalf of my delegatlon to Say somethlng on each of these three.’“
oeCuors,, "

(1) Chemlcal and bacterlolorlcal WEeapons

The United. Nations has adopted unerous resolutlons on blologlcal weapons.? It N
has. mﬂde systematlc efforts Jn thls fleld and s:nce l968 has drafted a serles of _
Toxts which express the goncern end, dlsouleu of the peoples of the whole worldc Once'

Y

agzin the responslbﬂllty of the CCD 1s 1nvolved, lor it 1s the only multllateral o

~ecan nha ed w1th the conclus’on of qedo[,latlons on dlsarmament
Bnt what report can the CCD submlt to the General Assembly at 1ts thlrtieth
seaéicn?.uwhgt goner ue, hoe actlcal and tarelble‘ esults can 1t tlen present on ‘

chem1oal -weapons aﬂd chemlcal mnans of warfarev' Unlortunately the reply to thls‘

questlon is also llkely to be evas1ve and dllatorv, on a problem whose solutlon may

e

Lnoble manklnd to surv1ve°' Hope is. not lost The CCD has alreadv the merlt of hav1ng
negotlaued the Conventlon on he Prohlbltlon of tPe Development Productlon and

Stockpiling of Bacterlologlcal {B1ologlcal) and Toxln Weapons and on Their Destructlon.
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This shows my delegation the importance of the effort made recently by the USSR, the
United States and the United Kingdom tolenable this important Convention to enter
into force. h . : | l,

My delegation informs the CCD.that the Republic of Zaire is at present examining
this Convention with a view to ratifying it. Thereby it hopes to be able to contribute
to the cause .of international peace and security. It is alsc my country's wish fhat
all States Members of the United Nations and any other peaceloving nation shouid
accede to this Convention as gquickly as possible. The greater the number of adherents,
the more effective will this international instrument be as a basis for internationai
co—operatlon on disarmament.

Another move-~ - and not the least important— - is the accession of the United States

to the Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or

Other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare, signed at Genevélon 17 June 1925. .

This act has been welcomed by many members of the CCD as an"impor¢ant étep in'the'
disarmament process. We hope that by the fiftieth amniversary of ité signing many
countries will have ratified this Protocol, whose objectives and pfin@ipies are
essential for the effective progress of our work.

May I recall that the General Assembly assigns to the CCD precise tasks to be'
carried out in the near future? And, in the partlcqlar case of chemical weapons,
the negotiations are to enjoy high priority with a view to reaching early aéreement
on effeétiVe measures for the prohibition of the development, production and stock-
piling of chemical weapons and for their destruction. This is a difficult task, but

. one commensufate.with the object at stake, which is peace.

ITI. The proliferation of nuclear(tests and weapons

A supply of nuclear weapons is the boast of only a few countries: the nuclear
Powers like the United States of America, the USSR, the United Kingdom9 France, China
and India. It has not made for détente, still less for peace, in the world -~ a fact .
made obvious by the anguish that nuclear weapons have caused for the whole of manklnd.
We are obsessed by an unceasing belief that a new and-unekpected world war wbﬁ}d.be

catastrophic for the entire world. The third world war will clearly be more muTderous




 CCD/PV.664
26

(Mr., Yoko, Zaire)

{
e bk et ot b )

and devastating than the first two. Our object is to achieve complete nuclear
disarmament: However, the CCD is following this road very timidly, and we . must
therefore confine ourselves to limiting the proliferation of nuclear weapons.

The* Treaty on  the Non-proliferation of. Nuclear Weapons itself enunciates a
genergl principle which obliges the States Parties to negotiate in[good faith ‘effective
measures for nuclear disarmament. By this provision we feel that the draftsmen of the
Treaty sought :to broaden the present“framework of co—bperation'on partial measures
limited:to.some aspects of nuclear weapons.” It is our hope that the current negdtiations
between' the United States of America and the USSR will lead to an agreement, if only..
a bilateral one in this area.

The Treaty on the Non-proliferation of Nuclear Weapons has beén in force since .
1968. A large number of countries have acceded to it; but this has not cleared the
to a general agreement for a complete ban on nucleaf tests.. We therefore have to make
do with 1little and to prize the agreement signed last year by the United States and
the USSR ‘on the partial prohibition of underground nuclear-weapon tests. This beginning
could extend and form-a valuable basis for a multilateral agreement.

Denuclearized zones

The establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones at the instance of the States in
each zone is one of the meausres that can do most to halt the proliferation of these
instruments 6f mass destruction and to make progresé towards nuclear disarmament. -The
aim is ‘that the States cohcerned-in the region forming a nuclear-weapon-free zore should
proclaim solemnly their intention to refrain, on a basis of reciprocity, from producing,
testing, obtaining, acquiring or iﬁ any other way possessing'nuclearvweapons.

Those States need reliable safeguards to enable them to undertake such responsibilities
in earnest. 4

Establishment of a nuclear—weapon-free  zone in Africa -

With its slim resources, Africa has entered the war against underdevelopment. It
has t05WEﬁ”the'struggle it is waging dgainst adult-illiteracy and to provide education

for the‘eﬁtire'sqhodi;age population; it has %o combat the frequent endemnic or -
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epidemic diseases that affect the health of thousands of people; it has to overcome
its people's lack of vital goods and services and conquer the drought in the Sahll. _
In these copdltlons a ruinous muclear arms race would not favour the peace and well-
belng of the peoples of Africa.

The Declaration made by the Heads of State of the OAU on the Denuclearization of
Africa confirms the priority of development over military, and particularly over
nuclear, considerations. Ten years have passed, but that Declaration is still as
relevant as ever. Accordingly we believe very sincerely that the establishment of
nuclear~weapon-free zones would be an effective contribution.

My countfy,is greatly interested in the establishment of nuclear-weapon~free
zones in the different continents. It regards this as a collective responsibility
which all States must co-operate to fulfil. This is one of the reasohs why my
Government has asked to partibipate in the Ad Hoc Group of Governmental Experts
instructed to carry out a comprehensive stﬁdy of déﬁuolearized zones, It is for : _
my Government a furﬁher opportunity to take part in any effort which can lead to real
progress in negotiations in this important field of disarmament. My delegation wishes
to express its gratitude to the CCD for agreeing to this request and designating
Zaire as one of the countries empowered to send experts to the Ad Hoc Group. Everything
will be done to deserve that trust. | | | |

The concern underlying the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones is perfectly
understandable. - These zones are regional structures intended to prohibit or prevent
any further spread of nuélear weapons. If these aims are to be achieved, it is equally
importantAto set up an effective system of safeguards for the countries within these
zones. We should be very pleased to hear the views of the nuclear Powers on this point.
Clarification will help us to move ahead in our discussions and particularly in our
work within the Ad Hoc Grouyp. |

III. Climate and environment

Our Government welcomes the efforts already made to protect the environment and
climate, partlcularly by the USSR, which has taken the useful step of drafting a
convention prohibiting actlon to 1nf1uence the environment and climate for military

and other purposes 1ncompat1ble with the maintenance of international security, human
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well—belng and healt My country is endeevouring'to contribute to the adoptlon of
1nternatlonal regulatlons des1gned to protect and indeed improve the climate and
environient for the benefit of the people of today and of future generatlons.- This

is why my delegatlon humbly belleves that the CCD could take the Soviet draft convention
as a Valuable ba51s for dlscuss1on and, w1thout too much delay, move on to negotiations.
It seems to us necessary to further effectlve 1nternat10na1 co~operation for thls .
purpose. . ‘

I venture to hope that uhe CCD w111 as SpeedllJ as possible produce some pOslthe.
results from its negotlatlons ooncernlng protection of the environment. The General
Assembly is expeotlng us to agree as soon as possible on the text of a conventlon
prohibiting 1nterference w1th the environment for mllltary or other ‘hostile purposes
incompatible w1th the malntenanoe and promotlon of the well—belng and health of the{
human race. we axre also 1nv1ted o submit"a report on the results achleved, for
consideration by the General Assembly at its thirtieth sesslon. But how can these
results be achleved when negotiations have not effeotlvely begun on the basis of the
draft oonventlon whloh is submitted to us?

In connexion with the environment I should llke to Quote from the address
dellvered by Citizen Mobutu Sese beko, Pre51dent of the Republic of Zaire, o the
General Assembly in New York on 4 Ootober 1973. He said: '

"I believe also +ha+ 1t 1s my duty to draw the attentlon of this august

Assembly to the oollectlve respon51b111ty of the human race. All 1eaders

" are not respon31ble only to thelr own natlonals but also to all thelr
counterparts. Indeed, it is no longer enough to sweep the street outs1de
jyouerWn house to have done your proper duty; you also have to see if your
neighbour hes done the saﬁe.as you and partioularly if he is hot”passing

over to you the dirt he is causing in his own household. ‘ ;‘"f ' -

"Now the whole world is talking of the disappearanoe'of'the'huﬁen race
because of the pollution in all environments. The misfortune in such
cases 1s that we are w1tness1ng . true 1nflatlon of texts and books whlch,_

in thelr de31re to draw attentlon, in fact do the oppos1te.
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'"Without any doubt, it is a matter of pfestige tc possess the atomic bomb
or even moré the thermonuclear bomb, but to make it operational, and particularly
to miniaturize it, you okviously have to carry out tests with it, and that is not
“always convénient. We condemn all nuclear tests wherever they may be and we do
not condemn any ohe country mére than another. In this particular area, we do
not agree with the atomic countries which are asking all others o ratify the

Ncn—Proliferation Treaty. Fof our part, we have ratified it with enthueiasm,

but we do not manufacture bombs or even bullets. But the countries concerned

are telling us every day gbout the invention of evermore sophisticated afmaments,

Now-what is responsible about this?

"In Zalire we are flattered when we: are considered as the champions of the
protectlon of nature. But. what is the use of this national effort 1f our sfforts
are cancelled out by people thousands of kllometres away £rom ust"

In conclusion I should like to say‘that the world of today-is aware of the economic
and social impact of the armsments race and of military expenditures; In fact;'
intensification of the arms race is an insidious threat to the well-being of mankind
and threatens the very survival of the human species. T believe that the whole wealth
of nations ought to be applied to improving the qnality of life of.peoples instead
of being used, as it still unfortunately is, for the manufacture of weapons of ‘
destruction, which is an abuse by Govermnments of their national finances'and tecnnclogy.
Their-respective peoples will sooner or later condemn this misuse oflresources
essential for the 1mprovement of living condltlons. I do not doubt that this year;
in which membershlp of the CCD has been enlarged, we shall spare no effort to deal
with all the problems which the Genexal Assembly has recommended for negotlatlon in
priority. '

I should like, 1n ending this statement e add my voice to those of the speakers
who have preceded me, -more particularly to that of Mr. Nisibori, the eminent
representative of Japan, and declare in hope that this year 1975 really’nuet be a year

of decision and achievement.
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w M, NISIBORL (Japan) As“usuah,fL,haye;;;stenedgnot5on;g,n;thggreatﬁattention
butfalso§w1$hvkeengwnterest $p. the: interveéntion: of my. gpod,frisnd. M. Mishra, L wish to

makerﬁust%onefpoint -idnshis statement he. has posed. the, guestion,.. “Are wesgoing, tp ignore.

the main subject- (he refers -to; the comprehensive. test ban) .and ooncentrate QR8s
perlpheralmaspeet-(hegrefersnto,peaceful nuplearLexplos;ons)?” On. thls .point,.-.as a.
result ofwthe_exohange;ofwquestiqnsiand.enswers whioh,took.plaoe,between Mr._ﬂhshraﬂand
myself at the last.meeting, we have confirmed that we are inlgeneralﬁaooord%withle?gh
other. -As-I stated iat that time, :Japan has been,second,to;nonevinﬂpursuing its.sincere
and gerious effonts to aohleve the final goal of CTB.- Nobody can deny this. faot
However, I do not agree with Mr. Mishra's deseription of PNE.as.a ”perlpheral
aspect", - It ig.a  problem of the -greatest. Amportance at. the. present tlme . Irrespective
of whether delegates mentloned it or noty. the, questlon of PNE was hang;ng heav11y in the
minds of all the represenfatives in, the CGeneral Assembly at ifs, last sesgion.. . That was
the-reason why the. resolutlon on this .question was adopted Wlth near unan;mlty,w_ﬁ ;u

My delegation wishes to. relterate the 1mportanoe we.attach to.the. CTB,.but at; the - .

same time exactly the same.amount of 1mportancenwe-attach to theﬁproblem,ofwPNE,
problem has such large and. w1de—rang1ng 1mplloatlons that it would not, be .appropriate. .
for us to describe. the questlon as Just one.of the peripheral aspects: of the CTB -,Both -

are equally very 1mportant,:

Mr NESHBA (Indla) We heard w1th some sadness the announcement of our B
colleague Ambassador Dr. Abdullah El—Erlan of Egypt that he woqld leave us soon for -
another ass1gnment For my part I must say that I shall mlSS hlS w1se guldance in~"
varlous formal and 1nrormal meetlngs and, above all his frlendshlp herecy But we' hope e
that we shall see hlm agaln and agaln in the years to comeol ‘ - ‘.

T am grateful to Mr. Nislborl of Japan for his statement thls mornlng I am?hi?aﬁu
that he ‘has relterated the 1mportanoe Whlch he and hls counury attach 6" the ‘Hchievement
of " CIB, In thls connexron T should merely 11ke to remlnd h1m and the" other dlstlngulshed'

representatlves present here that, whlle Wwe do have resolutlon 3261 D Wthh requests the

 CCD to submit a report on the arms control implications of PNEs9 that'is “to be only a

part of the report. In resolution 3257, passed by the same session of the General
Assembly, the highest priority has been assigned — in fact we have been requested to
assign the highest priority —— to CTB. Let us not guarrel about equal or partial

importance. The CTB has been assigned, or at least we have been requested to assign to




CCD/PY. 664
31

B s SO N o : (Mr. Mishra, India)

1t the hlghest prlorlty.~ I am afraid, and I say it with regret, that we in, thls
Commlttee have not glven that. lmportance to. that partlcular request of the General

Assembly.

Mr. EIPERIAN (Egypt) Mr Chalrman, I have asked for the floor to say how -

deeply T was moved by your kind words. You have not- been W1th us for a long tlme..

However, it has beén long enough to enable us to apprec1ate your hlgh qualltles, your
dedlcatlon to the work of the CCD and your cordlallty, I always see in your klnd words
about me an express1on of the friendship between your country and Egypt.v " ‘
_ I w1sh ‘also to thank my good friend Ambassador Mishra, whom I havn known for many
years. I also shall miss his wise counsel which I used to seek on a wide range of
vproblems. ’ '

- Ihe meetlng wag suspended at 12 30 p.m. and resumed at 1. OO D m.;;;{

The CHAIRMAN (German Democratic RGPUbliC): I haVe been ‘ask—ed t.o inakethe .

follow1ng statement on behalf of the..Co-~Chairmen: -

T

The delegatlon of Japan has. suggested that the Conference of the Commlttee on ...,
Dlsarmament hold 1nformal meetings on the question of. the arms—control implications, oﬂ
peaceful nuclear explos1ons within the framework of a CTB note being. taken of operatlve
paragraph 7 of General Assembly resolution 3257. -The Co—Chalrmen propose that the- flrst
of these meetlngs take place on- Monday, 14 July, at 10.30 a Mo . .

It-was 50 dec1ded

Mr. NISIBORL (Japan): Allow me to express my gratitude to you and, through

you, to all the representatives around the table for the patience and indulgence they
have shown to let us have a ten-minute reoess, though'it'has been prolonged so much,
during which time we have finally come to agreement on the convening of informal meetings
on the arms-control implications of PNE, though a certain condition has been attached,
during our summer session as my delegation proposed. »

As you may imagine from the exchange of questions and answers which took place at
the last meeting between Mr. Mishra and myself, consultations and negotiations were
conducted between us with the assistance of some friendly colleagues during this recess.
Half an hour was not wasted, becauge we now see eye to eye with each other. |

Now T will confine myself to expressing my satisfaction over the compromise reached
on the decision just amnounced by you, Mr. Chairman, and also to taking this opportunity

to express the earnest hope of my delegestion that, when the informal meetings are held,
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experts on this important problem will be sent by_as many Governments}as possible. With
the participation of those experts, deliberationé at our informal meetings will Be more
usefully and profitably conducted whére opinions will be exchanged in a fréer atmospheré.
I hope that the cdnﬁening of these informal meetings will facilitate our work and
contribute a great deal to the fulfilment of the important duty entrusted to us by the
Ganeral Assembly, so that we oanvwork_dut a meaningful report expected of us.

As I looked around, I felt very much encouraged and heartened to see many delegates
nodding their heads with approbation when I expressed the hope that as many countries as
possible will send their experts to particibate in the ‘informal meetings. My delegation

and our experts will be the first to extend the most cordial weléome to those experts.

Mr. MARTIN (United States of America): Mr. Chairman, I should like to say that
the United States will be happy to partlclpate in these 1nformal meetlngs and that, in

response to Mr. NlSlborl s plea, we will send an expert.

Mr, MISHRA'(India)' It is never a pleasure to quarrel W1th Mr. N1s1bor1 of
Japan. I am very happy that we have been able to reach a solution which has been

approved by the Committee as a whole. We are also very happy that through this decision

. the relations between the arms—control implications of PNEs and the CTB have been fully

recognized and that.a note has also been taken of paragraph 7 of resolution 3257 of the
last session of the General Assembly. I would like to thank the distinguished Ambassador
of Japan and other representatives who have partici@ated.in our discussion for the spirit

of compromise. and understanding that they have shown.

The meeting rose at 1.10 DM






