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Fronch): i <ccelere cpen

1. The CLAIRMAN (Morocco) (ind

the 519th nlenary mo~u1"ﬁ of the Conforence of the Committee on Disarnaient,

2e Before calling on the firgt sveaker on my 1list I should like first of all

4

te for Foreign

to welcone to cur nidst Mr. Vratusa, Deputy Secrerary of Sto

£ffoirs Yugceslavia., I take the opnertunity also to anncunce with regret
) - Vv, e A .
vhot ocur friend Ministor Milorad Dogzinovit, deruty leador of the Yuroslav delegation,

has been recalled by his Government in order to undertoke other important functions
end will be leaving us shortly. Until now ilr. Boginqvié’has been one ¢f the

nost active nmenbers of the Confercnce of the Comnittee on Discrmanent. He has
devoted his obility and his efforts to the causc of disarmament, in which he

believes profoundly. DRy his human quelitices, his counpetcnce and nig spirit of

co-operation he has won the sympethy and the esteem of nll delegations. I beliceve
I an internreting the feelings of all neunbers of the Committce in exnpressing to
iy o Q
Mr. BoZinovif our grotitude and our wvarmest feelings, vhile wishing hin ever
155 O H o

success in his new functions.

5. Mr. VGJVOD: (Czechoslovakio n): The Conference of the Committce on
Disayrmement resumes its work in world polivical ond general circumstances which
arc not very different from thosc prevailing during its previcus sessicns. Thus,
the intcrnetional situaticn is still for from satisfactory; too many verld
»roblens have to be settled and international sccurity has tc be svrengthencd,
There i1g no doubt that disarnamceant negotictions could have o very favourable
>ffeet on the gencral internctionel situntion if pursued with sincerity and
solutoness., The socialist countries, including Czcocchoslevekia, ore fully aware

e
of the laportarce of negotiaticns on world seccurity and disarmament problens. The

Varsaw Treaty countrics have exprossed noany times their determination to work for
the sofegucording of peace znd security throughcut the world and to pursuc an

active policy of wclaxation of tension, broad intcrnational co-operation

and world discrnanent.

4. The initiatives takcen recently in this field by the 24th Congress of the
Conmunist Party of th: Soviet Union corresnond fully to that policy of all the
gsocialist countries and therefore have their full approval. The general demand
for the gtrengthening of internntional sccurity and for disarnamnent igs

becomning so universal that the international nolitical bodics must not let those
initiatives come to nothing through lack of response or inadeguate attompts by

some menbers of the world community tc undersiond eanch other,



on vhe prohivition of chemical aond

boctericlegical (bic 36}
consideracion of = sogeibl

to an carly sgrccment the socinlist delogotions in this Committce, in
o wvay out of the anperent deadlock, submitted o draft convention on the »prohibition
of the development, »nroduction and stockpiling of oaly bacteriologicel (biclogical)

weapons ~nd toxins ond on thelr destruction (CCD/EZS/RCV.I). In submitting thot

proposal the sociclist delegpations stnted clearly thot they censidered thilis stop to
be vart of their endeavour to bring about o complete pronibition of both bacteric-
logical and ch mical weapens and that they vere ~nly trying to find on easicr and

iore acceptable soluticua. “Yhe gnring scssion of our Comnittee then focused its

L

nein attention on this itoems wmany represcentatives stoted their attitude to the
socielist draft cenvonticon; othors wnostponed their statenents for the sunmer
scosion until aofter they had connloted ceongultations in thelr coritals. Ve
belicve that the time is now ripe for the conpletion of cur wrexk on tho conplete
nrohibition of bacteriolosical (biclogical) weapens nud toxins so that o draft
convention acceptable to the Committce cnn be zubnitted to the twenty-sixth
segsion of the Genersl Assonbly of the United Woticons,., Pending comments of other
dclegontiong ve roscrve ocur risht o gweoalr onn thig iten nere fully later during our
deliberations,

5. Wodoy we should like to point out thet cven vhen e ere focusing ocur nain
attention upcen the pr:obloems of bacterielrmical ond chemical veapons we must not
the most rrible weancong of ungs destruction, naoncly,
nuclcar weonons. The successfully coacluled Treoty on thelr non-proliferction

o T

A ~ , ~ ~ . - o . . , e - - ..
\myDC/426*> for fron fullilled our objcctives in that ficld, VWe rcjoiced vhen

thot Trecty cntered into forco, ond we coxoresscd cur sotisfoction when the
Cormnittece on Safcesuards in Vierns wound up its work successfully o~nd found solutions

to nany comnlicated wroblems rogording safcruards.  Bub we should net rejoice too

nuch. We cannct close cur oyes to the fact that too nany countrics cre still

‘¢ the “renty, that toc mony st’11l hove neot rotified it, and thot the
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(iir. Vejvoda, Czechoslovekia)

ey

negotiations on safeguards betwvocn BURATOK and the Intocrnational Atomic Encrgy
Agency (IAEA) have not yet begun. Cur Committee, which worked on the non-
proliferation Treaty with such zeal =znd success, should consider its duty to be

to come back to it now and then and sce how its obligations have been observed.

To When the Treaty on the Fon-Proliferation cf iluclear VWeanons was concluded

the nuclear Powers solomnly assumced the obligation to pursue further ncgotiations
on effective measurcs to cnd the nuclear armns race anct on nuclear disarnanent.

The great importance of this task is stressed by the foct that auclcar disarmanent
could play a key role in gtrengthening international sceurity, which is so much
denanded by the world community. Only nuclear disarmarient can free the vworld
from the threat cof nuclenr wonr., Iuclecar discrmement would also constitute a
basic step towards gencrol and complete discrmenent -- o long-staonding asniration
of all mankind. HNHuclear armancnts not only incrcasc the donger of nuclear conflict

but also draw from the national revenues enormcous sumg vhich could otherwisce be

used for reiging the standard of living.
3. In one of its statenents during the epring scssion of the Conmittee the

Czechoslovak delegntion expresscd this opinion:
"Expericnce geined in the negotiotions on the »rodlem of hanning weapons

of mass destruction indicates that the donger inherent in them nay be

climinated only through a conprelensive ban on thelr usc, to be followed

-

. . . , /i . .
by their comnlote olimination’ (CCD/PV.512, para. 74).

This is: the road we arce pursuing in the ficld of bacteriological and chemical
weapens. An agroement on a commrchensive ban on their usc has boon achicved by

the Geneve Protocol of 1925 (“/7)7)/nu Armox YI). Now we arc striving for

an agrcecrnent on their cononlete elinination. A gindilar road can be cnbarked upon

in our endeavour to frec mankind fron the dangeors of nuclear weapons. We rominded
the Committec on the occasion to which I have referrcd (CCD/PV.512, para. 75 et sec.)
thet the demend for prchibition of the use of nuclenr weapons has been expressed
several timcs by United Fations resolutions. We suggested thot 1f it proved

to be inmpossible to rcach on agrecment on o conprcheasive ban on the use of

nuclear weapons, ot least an undcértaking night be achieved by nuclear-weapon States



(lir. Vejvodn, Czechoslovekiza)

not to use nuclear Woaponé-as o neans for lsunching ar attaci. In repeating
this suggestion of curs we went only to stress that the problen of nucleor
disarmanicnt must not be dismissed from the attention of ocur Committec.

Q. While our ultimate objective ig the elimincticn of nuclear weanons fron
world arscnals, we also support 411l nartiel neasurcs dirccted towards that end.

ully concluded Treaty on the

[

Such a partial neasure is the recently success
Prohibition of the Emplaconont of Muclear Veopons and Other

Destruction on the Sca-Bod and the Ocecon Floor and the Subsoil Therecof

n
(Genersl Assembly resolution 2660 (XXV), .anncx; C0D/318). We heard with

satigfaction the ennouncements of ¥Mr, Roshehin, the representotive of the
Soviet Union, at our 517th mceting snd Nr. Tancke, tiic ropr ntative of Japan,
at our 518th meeting that their countrics had rccently roatificd that Treaty

C L
(CCD/PV.5LT, para. 45 and CCD/PV.518, »nra. 12). Wo expcet other States to
follow suit in the very neor futurc. The preccss of ratification in the Czcechoglovak
bocialist Renublic has alreaxdy becen commencced and will be concluded in the very
necar future.
10. ¥hien speaking on wrobloms of nuclear discrmonent we ore fully awvare thot,

vhile 211 ceuntrics of the world aspire after it, snceeial efforts to make 1t o

renlity must be the concorn ¢ ) ¢ nucleor Powvers, vwinich also under the Unite

)

Hntions Charter beor ibility for peace and gccurity in the world.

Bearing thot in nind, the Czechoslovek Socialist Republic

welconed in ites Declaration of 24 Junc the initiative of the Government of the
USSR calling for the convening of o conforence on nuclenr disarmament of all
five nuclear-weonon Povers, that ig, the USSR, the United States, the United
Kingdom, IFrance and +the Peonle's Rewublic of China. The Czechoslovok Government

holds the view thot the convening of puch o confercnce not only would constitute

an inportent stocn directed to nucloear disarmoment but also would significantly
centribute to o reloxotion of termsion in thie vorld and cunhance confidence opong
States, thus frcilitoting the prouovion of all-round wenceful co-operation

ooy countrics having different social systoas. By its positive effect on the

<
I

i
situatisn in the vovrld, the convening of o confeorcnce of nuclear-weapon Powers

would definitely contribute to pogitive wosults olsce in cthoer disormonen
nogotiations under vey and thus facilitotce the curbing of the arms race, wiich

s

is gelng on all the tinme.
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11. #We are of the opiniocn that our Committee should not stand zside fron giving
support for the convening of such a conference on world nuclear disarmanent.

We have nuch to gain end nothing to lose by such a conference. Our Conmittee
would then work under norc favourable conditions brought about by the improved
international situation and would thus be able to tackle nore successfully the
problens of all weapons of nass destruction, regionnl disarmament, the liquidation
of military bases on foreign soil, ond so on —— and finally, of course, alsoc our
nain objective: the attainnent of general and complete discrnament under strict
and effective international control,

12. Much as the convening of a confercnce of nuclear-wecapon Stotes should not

be dismissed frox our attention, we must not forget to support cfforts for the
convening of othner confcrences aimed at strengthening international sccurity and
disarmonent, such as regioncl conferences on security, nmutual co-operation and
reglonal disarianent ncasurces. In that connexion we should like to stress once
again that the convening of a conference on European security night play an
important role in efforts to achieve stronger international security, and night
also lead to agrecients on inportent steps towards liniting the arns roce and
towards disarnanent. ‘

13, The Czechoslovaek Governnent attaches great significoance to the convening of
a confercnce on Europcan sccurity. It hes 2lways striven to contribute to the
nexinun relaxation of tension in Europe, 2nd as regards disarmopnent it is
prepared to do its best to ensure the success of 211 disaruanent ncegotiations
which héve positive substance and could lecad to positive results. A nunber of
bilateral talks between the Czechoslovak Government and other Buropeon
sovernnents, non-aligned as well as aligned, have tcken ploce. In those talks
opinions were expressed on problens of Buropean sccurity and Europcan disarmaiient.
The Cgzechoslovak Government stonds rendy to continuce those talks.,

14. I should like also to welcome 2ll steps leading to negotiations on nutual
reduction of forces in Central Buropc. We would only cxpress the hope that such
negotiotions will not later be nade dependent on the results of negotiations in
other fieclds. At this point we should like once nore to cmphasize that to bind
one thing to another is in our opinion esscntielly a wrong approach and onc that
should be got rid of in all disarnament negotintions, as well as in ncgotiations

aimed at the strengthening of international or regional scecurity.
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(Mr. Vejvoda, Czcchoslovakia)

15+ Those are the views which the Czechoslovak delegotion felt obliged to
express at the beginning of our swwmer session, which we sincerely hope will
bring positive results.

16, Before concluding ny statenent I should like to welcone to our nidst

Mr, Khosbayar of the Mongolian Pcople'!s Republic and Mr, Cvorovié of Yugoslavia

lisarnanent. I should

5

and extend to ther our best wishes in their work for

o)

like also to jJjoin you, Mr. Cheiraan, in welconiing the Deputy Poreign Minister
of Yugoslavia, lr, Vratusc and to say "Goodbye and good wishes" to lir, Bozinovie,

who has been such an active menber of cur snall disocrmanent conmunity.

17. Mr, IKHAI (Pakistan): I intend todey to present the Pakistan
delegation's views on the subject of chenicel and bicloglenl weoponse Before

doing so I should like to associate ny delcgation with the other representatives
who have welcoed to our nidst Mr, Khosbayor of Ilongolia and Mr, Cvorovié of
Yuéoslavia. Ve have no doubt that they will nake o veluoble and constructive
contribution to the deliberations of this Cormittec. fey 1 alsc associate 1y
delegation with the welcone you, Mr, Chairnan, hove expressedbto Mr., Vratusa and
join you in the tribute you have paid to lir. BoZinsvidé, who has nadce such a
positive contribution to the work of this Cormittec.

18. Since the beginning of the year this Cormiittec has discussed in depth
gucstions relating to the prohibition and elininstion of chemical and biclogical
Weapons. Divergent views were cxpresscd in favour of and against a joint
convention, which led us to concludc that we were noving towards an impasse.
However, on 30 llarch the Soviet Union, on behalf of the sociclist group, subnitted
o separate draft convention on bilolcglcal weopons (CCD/BZS/RCV.I). In welconing
the Soviet initiative the Pakiston delegation appreciotes the spirit in which
that propdsal is nade, ained as it is ot toking 2 positive step forwoard in the
field of disarnonent. Thus this Committee has before it two drofts on the
subject: the first (CCD/255/Rev.2%), subnitted by the United Kingdon, and the

sccond, to which I have just referrcd, subiiittcd by the socialist group.
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19, Pekistan's position on the need for a single treaty on chemicel and
biological weapons has been stated in unegquivocol terms in this Committee as

well as in the Generzl Assenbly. Pekistan, along with other menbers of the
non-aligned group in the Confercnce of the Committee on Disarmapent, is a
co—~sponsor of a joint nemorandun (CCD/BIO) on the question of chenical and
biological methods of warfare, We are of the view that a joint treaty on
chenical and biological weapons would constitute a positive and real step towards
disarmanent, Thus « separate treaty on biclogical wecapons and the postponenlent
of a treaty on chenical weapons would, in ny delegation's opinion, inevitably
create an inpression that o treaty on chemical weapons is not within rcach in

the foreseeable future. Sccondly, this Cormittec has as its nandate the United
Nations General Assenbly resclution 2662 (XXV) (CCD/318) which requires that
chemical and biological weapons should continue to be treated jointly. Another
reason in favour of having a jeint treaty is that o separate treaty on biological
weapons would tend to weaken the Gencvo Protocol of 1925 (A/?S?B/Rev.l, Annex VI).
20, We have listened with grecat Interest and attenticn to the statements made in
this Committee on this subject. We have listencd with particular interest  to
the argunents put forward by the socialist countrices in prescenting their draft
since they are ained at neceting the reservations that hove been expressed in this
Cormittec with regard to a separate treaty cn bioclogical weapons,

21l. While ny delcgation is in favour of uphclding the piinciple of a joint treaty
on chenical and biological weapons, we do appreciecte that there exist certain
obstacles to progress on the banning of chemical nethods of warfare. We also
appreciate that there is o sincere effort on the part of the sponsors of the two
drafts %o move ahead with a treaty on biolegical weapous, a treaty that would
represent our first step towards disarnanent rether than the neasures for non-
arnarient that we have btoken in the past,. It is in this spirit of co-operation
that I offer the following remnarks on the two drafts that are before this
Committec,.

22, In ny dclegation's view the mnost inportant clenent of cny separate convention
on biological weapons would be the link clause for the conclusicn of a convention

on chenical weapons. This clause would spell out in clezr and unegquivocal terms
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an undertaking for the corly conclusion of o convenbtion on chemiceol netheds of
warfare. In this way the Conferconce or the Committec on Disornencnt would

renain actively seized of the formulation of o coavention on the prohibition cf
chenical methods of warfaroc. I this corntext we feel thot the proposal node by

the representotive of Poland (CQD/PV.BTO, hern. 28) for the establishnent of a

tine-1linit for the conclusion of negotiations on cheunical weapens deserves

serious consideration. We look Torward to the celaboration of this proposal by
the Polish delegation. In ocur view a convention on chenical nethods of warfare

should be concluded within three ycars of the entry into force of a convention
on-bivlogical méthods ol warfare.

23, At the beginning of this statement I referred to the importance that ny
delegotion attaches to the mendate that has been given to the Cormittee by '
United Nations General Asscnbly rescluticn 2662 (XXV) as well 2s to the need for
neinteining the sanctity of the Geneva Protocol of 1925. Bearing those
considerotions in mind, we fecl that the preanble teo the socialist draft, which
refers specifically to the elinination and prohibition of chenical weapons as
well as to the Geneva Protocol of 1925 and to the United Nations Genceral Assenbly
resolutions, should be naintained.

24+ There has been nuch discussion in this Comnititee regarding the inclusion of
o reference to the use of biological weapons. Those who have argued in favour
of the inclusion of the tera have point.l to the foct that there are sonue
signatory States thot have entered rescervations to the Geneva Protocol of 1925.
“hus, in certain cirecwistonces the usc of thosc weapens of warfore is not ‘
totally excluded. On the othcer hand, it has becn stated that any rceference

to the use of thosc wenpons would axionatically underiuine the force of the Geneva
Profoccol. In ny delegation's opinion, the eighth and tenth paragrophs of the
prednble of the socialist draft el 1te artiele VIIL, which refer to the Genceva
Protocol of 1925 and to the General Asscerbly resolutions adequately neet the
issuec of usec.

25. I pass now to the question of verifiention whichi has been the principal
obstacle to the conclusiorn of o convention on chemicol weapons. My delegation
appreciates the efforts that hove been nade towards overcoering this hurdle. A nurhor
of working papers have been subniittcd to this Committeec znd yesterday we listened

with great intcrest to distinguished experts who discussed the subject in depth
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at our infeornal acctin,. My delcmoation fools that the soluticon of this

problen would pave the way to o comvention on cherical veapens and thoerefore

vie fully supﬂort the proposcl nae earlicr by the Jepanesc delegation (CCD/PV.456,
pora, 82) for o gsroup of exvports to be formed with o view to studying and
overconing this immortont ocbstzcle.

26. With recgerd tc an uniertekin- nst to stockpile, preducce or (evelop
biological wcapons, this subject is treated in o separate article, article I of
the sociclist draft. Article IT of that dralt refers te the Cegiruction of those

r
weapons and article ITIT roguires member States not to nesist, ocnccurose or

induce other States to tcke acticn coatrary to thc nrovisioms of the convention.
Hy delegotion fecls that all thesc throe itcms are sufficiently impertant to
merit their being treoted sceparately under different oriicles as hog been
proposcd in the socialist (rolt. Ve arc of the view, howcver, thot sub-
poragraph (b) of article II of the Unitod Kincdem éralt, in accordance with

i

ics would undertvale not to conduct, essist or pernit roscarch ained

n
should be included in tho cenventicon.
‘on of the verificatisn and complaint procedurc,

United Arab Republic delemation (CCD/PV.516,

betreen States ere of such

para. 22) that occosi-neg could orisc vhen reled
o natvre thot crusilteticn ond co-~cporation betreen thcn would not bhe nracticoble.
My delesation also feols that the need o cct quickly iz of the cesence on such
occasions, ~nd a procodure vhich cngurcd credible ond eoffective meosures for the
Sccurity Council 4o take retisn would be supperted by my dclogetion.

28. We alsc welcone the inclusicn of orticle X in the soscialist draflt vhich will
cncourase the cxchan~we ¢f geientific and tecunolegical infermntion for the
developnent of peeceful uscs »of bicloglcal asente and toxins. Wo feel that this

)

dre thie tecianclomical sap thet cxists botweon

neasure will help to brids
scicentificolly-odvanced ond Jdeveloping countrics. We are in fovour of such
neagures in oll disarmenent acorcorents.

29, Iy delegevion is alsc of the vicw thot differcnccg in the terninelogy uscd
in the draft conventions -- between "ogents" ond "wveapons'", ste. -- could lead to

ambi~suity ond nosgible flawes in the convention. Thercefore, in the inscrest of

4

wifornity, ny Celegation nre’ocrs the term "cheonmical metihods of worfore” rccemmended

in the Unitcd linsdom draft os the most suitable phrascology fer the convention,
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3. e notice also thot thie sociclist draft “oos not contoin o withiroime
clausc., %o feel thot In ccceordonce with cetobliched nroctice in disarnancnt
conventions coenvention. Ve

o .
therefore 1«

the United Kingdon
draft should bo includced in =any trcety on biolesricel -cnvpons.  TFor the sanc
reason, we support the inclusion o

article ¥XI of thc

et AT e v (T e o R - :
an ~rticle on anendnoents os pronoscd in

51, In cenclusion, gstote thet ny Jclezotion meintains its
preifcrence for the concent of o jeint treaty on chenlenl and biologicel weapons.

1 b} o

convoention on biolomical nothods of wnrfore would not be

O

cctory but we haove oiffered our commients on the two drafts before this
=ith - wview tc scovins time should the

rpent the -nly possibility of progres

[}

biolorical wooponz.  Should thaet be

1 thoet o convention on bislogica
veapons should be formulated without delay. Vo corncstly hope thot the tine
avell~ble to us befoare the fortheoming Generel Agsenbly scssion will be
profitebly sonent in achicving concrete trogroes tovnrds o conprohensive test

bon treaty ns ve gtond comnmitied te furnisn thoe Geueral Asscnmbly, in
accordonce vith its resclutisn 2683(XYV) (CCD/318), with n spccinl report on

this subjoct.

32, L. VRATUSL (Vuccsiavie)s Iir. Choiracn, noy I firss of all thonk
you very much for the kind words of rolconce you have cexsvenscd bo ne. It is
clveys a pleasure for mo to oarticinsote porscnclly in the cctivitics of this

Cormittce. T should like ciso, in the nome of the Yusoslav delesation, to

leosme to our nifot the new rojrocentotive of the tlonsolisn People's Republic,

Ambrgsador

At the first mcetirg of the swwizr segsicn, the tivo ce-Chalrpen reninded us thet

the Govornmonts of thce USSR and the United Stotes had agreced in princinle to

in the sphere o»f ABMs

viile ot the ganc tine indicoting thot some oither os yoet undefinced steps rolevant

~

to limitins offensive nuclenr weopons would boe wwwertaken olso (CCD/PV.SI?,

paras. 15 and 44), The renresentrbives of the Unifed Stnves ~nd the
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Soviet Union pointed cut further the readiness of their respective
£ -~
Governnents te boepin tellks in the nornr future on mutuel balanced force
recuctions in Eurono ‘iﬁ:@°9 poaras. 17 ond 48). For the present I shall

confine wmyscelf t: expressing the

2ll interestced sovernments those

3. he purpose of ny renorks tedo of the views of
the Yuzoslav dele ation on the prescnt stote of the nersotietvions on chemicnl and
biological woapcns. Qur peosition on the fundanental problen connectved with

this questicn is fomiliar; it heos been stated severel tines hore in the Conference

of the Committec on Disarnancnt as vell aog in the Unitod Hations Gonecrol Assenbly
and on other cccasions., It is reflccted olso in the nemorandun of the non-

alirmed sroup (OCD/BWO) gsubnitte the Conference of
he Comnittec on Dlgirmamcnt. Tha

cal) WeLONS

[

35. Hovever, noostistions on chenics ocical {biolog

hove been developing in such o wny

conments, cspecially gince nine socialic ou G bnitted on 30 March

a draft convention on the proiibitisn of the developnment, production and
stockpiling of bacteriolo~ical (biclogical) weapons and toxins, and on their

é ‘-t». 4 - = /R, ‘
tegtruction (CCD 52)/Rev.l).

36, Sonc dele—ations hnve alrecdy expressced their vievs ¢n thet draft. The

Yusoglev delesntion hao been studying t ssce vicws very carefully. On 27 April

e too subnitted cur proliminery views (CCD/PV.Bll, paras. 31 ct seg.). Onn that

sccasion the Yurccslov deloesation enphesized cepeciclly thot it woas necessary,
in approaching the problen of banning bacteriolosicnl weapons and toxins, to
pregerve an adeguate link between the prohibiticn of chemical weanons ond that
of biolomical weapons irrcspcective of vhether they were dealt with in a single

instrunent or scparately.
37« The first point I should like to stress ot present is thoe continuity of
nesotiations on benning chemicel veopons. Actuanlily, this ig cur basic conccrn

and primery task at this staco., As o natter of foct, since 30 March the

Conference of the Committee on Disarmoment has dealt in large port with the
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problen of prohibiting biological weapons and toxins, whereas the ncgotiations
ont the prohibition of chemicel weapons h:.ve nct been in proportion to the
urgency of their elimination frox the arscnals of States, although that urgency
was recognized in General Assenbly resolution 2662 <XXV> (CGD/BIB). Even if we
regard this matter from the formal siandpoint it is apparent that we do not have
as yet an instrument or instruments acccerpted =5 2 basis for negotiations on that
intricate and conplex issuc. There is the feeling that this subject is still
being discussed in fragments, fregquently only from the technical aspect of
control, The inpression is, therefore, that the necessary political determination
to conduct =zppropriate negotictions on banning those weapons is lacking. In
nese circwastances we nay osk in all seriousness where negotiations on banning

biclogical weapons and toxins cnly are Jottirg us. We ney well ask also if it

o < = o

[}

suffices, in the draft convention on biologicel weapons and toxins, simply to
undertake the obligation in principle and in 2 generanlized fashion to conduct

nezotiations slso on chenleal weapons.

»3. L agree with the views of the representative cof the Un’ted Arab Republic,
I»e Ehallaf, who, in his remarks on 13 May, reguested the insertion of the
cLlisztion not only to conduct but 21lso to ochieve an agreement on
prohihiting chemical weapons (‘CD 'PV.516, para. 13). Hdowever, even 1f such an

obligation were inserted in the drsft couvention on biological weapons and toxins
it weculd not have full relevance unless accompenicd by sultable political action
cn the part of States to remourco chenicol weavons aw a means of warfare
ogererelly. It WO1L4 alsce lack substonce unless, on that basis, appropriate
ingtruwaents on which to negotiate were elaborated and subnitted for ncegotiation
without delay. Tor the mowent we consider is as tae orimnry purnose ol ocur
a2tivity here and also later in the United Haticns Genernl Assembly.

59 In other words, it ehould be clear that the scparate approach to the issue

L
V]

lsolate the solution of the

o
Qu
o
)

siould not he interpreted as on act intende

problem of biclogical weapons and toxine while postproning negotietions on the
heriicol weapons. Ve look upon thesc as funcitionally linked and
think of their separate trestnent os o technical device made necessary by the

omplexity of the probiems iy olved.

|.._1

A0, Another inporbtant consideration in the focus of our eittention is related te

n
A/7575/Rev.1l, Annex VI) from any kind of

-

c+
6

sulegacrding the Ceneva Pro

:

i
dircet or indirect weskenin Studying the docuwaent of the nine socialist
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countrics we motice that it strives to attain that objective. However, we ask
ourselves whether one article in the convention declaring good intentions would
be enough to eliminate our fears in this respect, Ve feel, furthermore, that the
text of the convention should retain the elements that consolidate the validity
of the Geneva Protocol as an instrunent of international law. Those elenents
were fought for and won in the action conducted during the past few years and
there is no reason whatsoever for their not being registered in this convention.
I have in mind above all resolution 260% & (¥XIV) (cCD/275).

41. Actually, our observations relate for the riost part to certain formulations
in the preamble which mention only bacteriological (biological) weavnons and
toxins, leaving out chemical weepons. Those formulations should be completed ——
that is, adequately amended. The same could be said concerning the declaration
expressing readiness to continue négotiations on the prohibition of chemical
weapons. For instance, it is hardly acceptable that a review conference to deal
with the question of progress made in the field of chemical weapons should be
held not earlier than after a period of five years. That conference should be
held much sooner —-- in two or three years at most after agreement has been
reached on bacteriological (biological) weapons. 1 have noted with pleasure that
some other delegations have expressed o similar view,

42, The changes that we should like to see in the draft convention on biological
weapons and toxins are not extensive., As a notter of fact, the substance is
already in the draft and all that remains to be done iz to define some points
nore prediéely and to call others by their right names. I assume that it will
not be found difficult tc act olong these lines,

4%, DBefore concluding my staterent nay I take this opportunity, when discussing
the draft of the first international instruient relating to disarmament, i.e.,
the convention on biological weapons and toxins, to draw attention to the
necessity of reaffirming the principle according to which savings from disarmanment
should be channellsd to social and economic development, taking into account
primarily the regquirenments of devéldping countries. What I have in mind is not
so much the amount of the savings from this particular measure of disarmament as
the importance of the principle per se which has been widely accepted iIn

A

General Assembly resoiutions of the United Nations.
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44. laving presented now our prelininery observations on the draft convention on
biological weapons and toxing I should like to come bhack loater to the question of
assuring continuity of work on elaboroting the converntion for banning chemical

weapons. Mzay at this stagc .zprocize once more the readincss of the delegation
of Yugoslavia to co-operate with others during thils session in elaborating
further the elements for the nrohibition of chemical weapons ~nd, sinultaneously,
in-endeavouring tc improve the draeft of the convention on biological weapons

and toxins. In ouxr view, this work rcquires Jeint efforts and mutual
understanding as well og rmuch snaticnce and o spirit of confidence so that

whatever we produce here nay become the property of 2ll States in common,

The Conference decided to issue the Tollowing communigud:
- - tav)

"The Conference of the Coumittece on Disarmament today held its 519th
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plenary meeting in the I:

U

¢

! s des Fations, Geneva, under the chairmanship
of Mr. Mohamed Al Arbi Khattabl, recpre sentetive of Morocco.
IStatements were made by the represcntatives of Czechoslovakia,

Pakistan and Yugoslavia.

g
e delegotion of Canada submiitted 'Explanatory comments on

Working Paner on Seismological detection and identification of underground

Nuclear Explosions! (CGCD/327/Add.1).

"The del:gation of the United [tates of america submitted a '"Working
paper containing remarks of Dr. Stephan Lukasik, Director of the U.S,
Ldvanced Research Projects Ageney, regarding research on seismic detection,
location and identification i earthquaxes and exvlesionss presented at
Informal Meeting on 30 June 197117 (CCD/BSO}.

Mhe. next meceting of the Conference will be held on Tuesday,

13 July 1971, at 10.30 ..’

The neeting rose at 11.25 2.0,






