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l. The C!LURH.i'_N (Union of Soviut Soci::-_list ~~..::publics) ( tr,-:tnsL•,tion from --·- ----------
Russian): I decla re OlJOn th..:; 476th plent:ry meeting of the Conference of the 

Committee on Dis2.r mamcnt . 

2. Mr. VEJVODL ( Czc:choslovakid : First of E'-ll l e t me join <:dl the spcc.kers 

wh"', e.t our last meeting , welcort1od to our midst .fvlr . Leonid Kuta kov, the Under-

Secretc-~ry-Genoral of the Unit0d Netions. lie ;:-,11 know th,~ t our Commi ttcc is not the 

only intern::-,tiona l orsc.n wl1ich is involve d in disa rmament ncgotL:.tions. Dist'.rmc.mcnt 

is one of tho m·::cin i t ons on the c:.gcmdn of the Genc:r c l :.:ssembly e -:::ch yet-.r c~nd the 

grea test po.rt of tho rwrk of its First Commi ttt:o i s d8vot"'d to it. The Sccrot2.:ry-

Gener2<l r c gulo.rly give s gro.::>.t c:ttention to disc r m2<mcnt issue::s in hi s <:--:.nnuc:.l re:port 

c.nd the introduction to it. The De p-::.rtmcnt which helps ltim i n drc.fting th0 c.nnunl 

r eport :end considering vc:-.riot~s ini t i c,tivcs in tho disccrm:~mcmt f i e ld is the Depc~rtmc:nt 

for Poli tic-?.1 c;,nd .Svcu:ri ty Council Affc:.irs , which is h cc..cded by hr . KuL::kov . In his 

pre s ence here we sec th"" unce ~~.sing inte r e st of tho .Secr e t .ry- Gc nc r .: ·.l in dis ::;.:rm2.mcnt 

and i n tho work of our Conmittco . 

3 . Like other delog~tions , we h2.v~ m~de ful l use of the r ecess for a comprehensive 

and thorough ex<:.min.~_tion of the r evise d t <;xt of tho dr:,ft treety on the prohibition 

of t ho e mplc-,ce ment of Duclo,:.r w.::c.pons s.nd othe r we,::.pons of nv:css dcstructi ::m on the 

seo.-bed (CCD/269/Rev.2), to v;hich we should like to devote: our int0rv.ention tacky. 

4. In our study of the drc:.ft trcc:.ty we proceeded not only from the text itself 

but o.lso from the expl ::-cn::-,tions give n to us by the co- Chc:irmcn during t he prescnL~tion 

of the dr<}_ft on 23 ;"pril ( CCD/PV. 467 ) • !.t the s2.me time du e 2ttention h~;.s bo.:::n p;:~id 

by us to the comments on , c.nd proposals for ~ltero.tions of , the previous t exts 

( CCD/269 ::md CCD/269/"(cv.l) of thi:~t dr .. ft trc::-.ty made by i ndividu2.l countries not 

only in this Commi ttcc but cJ.lso c.t t he Uni h :d Nn_tions durin€!~ t he twenty-fourth 

session of the Gencr .:·.l l.sscmbly , cc.nd on othe r occc.sions c:..s well . 

consider&d the dr.~~ft from the· poin t of vie w of the poli tic;:·.l e.nd mili t ;,-,_r y si t uz:tion 

in the world as we ll c.s from tl1,;·. t of the incro c.s i ng d;--.nger of the possibilit y th::.t 

tho dire ct practica.l s;.; i zuro of the sc;.J.-be: d ;:,nd the occ.c:.n floor for milito.ry pu:.~poscs 

will be made ever ec~si:..~r by tho a dvc-.nce: ment of sci ence c.nd t e chnology. 



CCD/PV.476 
6 

5· That last aspect, whether we like it or not, m,:ckcs it urgent for us to adopt 

speedily effective; mc.::~sm~cs to prevent the possible extension of an 2crms rc·.ce to the 

vast ccrcGs of the sec:.-bed ,·.nd the occ::m floor, es:pcci2.lly in the field of nuclcGr 

wenpons e.nd other we.::,pons of mc-.ss destruction. By the adoption of the proposed 

treaty mankind would t;.·.ke o. big though oEly o. first. step towe.rds the complete 

demilitc..rization of the sco.-bcd 2.nd the; ocec.n floor. This would meGn c. victory 

for the idea o.f the lJrescrvc.tion of peace in the whole world cmd for the tendency 

towc:.rds the gradu~cl rclc:cxotion of intern. tional tension, ;:,s well L:ts a victory 

for the efforts of mankind to promote <::nd strcngth(;n pt..~L.cc and friendly rcl.::.tions 

among all the countries of the world. It is therc:fore nccessc-:-.ry to view the drc.ft 

trenty as an import,·,nt in.strumcnt in the t.:ndec~.vours of n2.tions to c:chicve a 

relaxation of intornc·.tionc.l tension. 

6. Judging the dr:c.ft c'S o. nhole;, \'18 consider it to be c·. document Hhich tc:kes 

account to the mnximm1 cxtc;nt of the positions of 2 wide r~mgc of Stc:t.::s. It 

might be remembered thc.t .L.rgc_ntint7. 1 in co-oper::tion with otlwr delegations, rnz,dc 

e. significant contribution to the formulotion of c.rticlos I, II :.nd IV. Other 

delege .. tions contributed to the finc,l wording of c:crticlc III. Authorship of 

2rticle VIII hJ.s C',lrom1y be; en rightly n ttributcd to i'iicxico by some de log,"' tions 

hero, o.nd the co-oper .. tiun of .:::lmost c.ll the delcgc .. tions in our Committee is 

reflected in the provisions of the remaining -:rticlE.:s of the dr~:ft trc.:~ty. The 

officio.l sponsors of the drc:ft tr02.ty, our co-Chc.irrncn, succeeded in complying 

with the wishvs of individual dcleg.:..tions to such :.:.n extent thc~t the document 

submitted cc:cn be looked. upon <:'s the cot:1mon Hork of the Commi ttc:e:. 

7. It was not :possible, of course, to include in it every suggestion, however 

well-intended. In this respect thvrc exist here certain concretv limits. After 

c:.ll, it would not be. rc<.:clistic
1 

especir:clly c:cs f::r cts multil.:::ter;;·.l intern:ltionc'l 

treaties 2rc concerned, to demand thct they should correspond in every respect to 

the views of c:.ll partic:Lpc.nts. ',ie knoV! 2lso from our own experience th::c t lil<::ny 

trec.~ties adopted in the }X.st, though not scttisf2ctory to every single deleg2tion 

which pc:;_rticipccted in thc;ir drctfting, lkvc succei3sfully stood the test of time. 

One such tre,:;.ty quite rvcently celcbr;c:tLc:C. the forty-fifth 2nniversary of its 

birth. 
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(Hr. Voj_vod;::._, __ Czech_<?_<:;_l_9y_a_k~c) 

8 • Therefore, in tlK; vic\: of the Czvchoslov::k delegetion 1 v1hon one exomines tho 

draft trec.ty submi'-tod, it is noccssc.ry to re::clize who_t is decisive in it 211d nho.t 

is the main objective of the mo.:~suros cnvisagvd by it. It is c.lso most desirable 

th2t the treaty should not tTy to solve problems which do not correspond fully 

with its objectives 2..11d which we know c:.ll too well c~TE: too complico.b;d and would 

endanger its adoption. 

9. In the light of those: fundc.mont~,l crit~ri::t we consider the draft treaty 

submitted to be em im1Jo:ct~.nt step tmvc>.rds the objective we have been pursuing in 

our deliberations on this subject from the very beginning. Host import.mt in this 

respect are tho provisions of 2rticles I ,::cnd II, determining the main oblige..tions 

of the parties to the troc.ty c..s well as tho zone within which these provisions should 

be observed. ·.ie should like to express our satisfaction th,:t the text of the two 

articles is now clec.rly c.nd uncunbiguously formul-::ctcd. 

10. Host of tho comli1ents ;:end propos2.ls for c.ltorc-.tions put forward by individuc .. l 

deleg2tions hccVC bec:n c"lire:ctc.:d to the question of control, tho..t is, article III 

of the dro.ft treo..ty. .Ls we h..: ve clrc;·_dy rc c~;lled, the provision of article III 

of the new dr~_ft of the trc:_·_ty is bc,se:d on suggestions from m·cny dclcg<_ctions. 

For inst,::cnco, there hos o'.;vn incorpor,:ted in it the provision, supported also by 

the Czechoslovak dclcg~'_tion, under which the request for securing the necessc-:ry 

co-opcr"..tion concernin;_:; tl1c assertion of the right of control by all Stcctcs pc,rtic_)s 

cnn be dircct:;d to the Socurity Council. In this conncxion we welcome the 

expl.mwtio.1 of the sponsors of the dr::-.. ft 1.c'C:nty to the effec. thc;t ench pccrty to tho 

trcc.~ty will h::tvu the ri;3ht to ttppro2ch the .Security Council dirvctly, irrespective 

of whethor or not it h::'.d o.vo..ilcd itself of the possibility of consultntion. 

ll. ii/e should like non to" touch upon some romc:rks mnde . .._t our most recc:nt meetings. 

How difficult it W':l.s for the sponsors of the dr,ft trco.ty to tccke c..ll suggostions 

into nccount c2n be seen from the,; following ex-".mple:. The representcctivc of Bl~azil, 

Mr. So..ro.ivc, Guorreiro, s2cic.~ on 25 June.=: 

"If tho intention of the__: co-sponsors is to ccvoid ~~ny innovation in tho 

law of the set.:cs, it sccmc3 tho..t there is no need for including in po..r2gr2ph 

1 of ilrticlv III '--- :ccfer"ncc to freedom of th0 high se<:cs, or perh2ps no 

need for pc.rngr.::cph 1 of r'.rticle III c.t nll. •: ( CCD/PV. Lf73, pc:rc,. 78). 
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But the co-Chairmen c•.nK:nc.ud th'-' originc.l drc:.ft by the use of the words 11including tho 

freedoms of the high sc.;Ccs ; , on the bo.:sis of suggestions rnc:.dc by some delegations at 

the twenty-fourth sc.;ssioE of the 8cmer2,l .~.ssombly. di th thc,t addition the toxt 

of the parE,graph under considerntion is accoptc:,blc to most of th8 delegations in 

the Committee. Tho ro;J::C,],sentCctive of .Sweden, Hr. Edelstam, in his intervention 

on 25 Juno s2id, when referring to th:Ls -- though in cmother context: 

71Such n provision cov.ld, in our opinion, not be judged as o.n infringement 

of the principle of the freedoms of the high sco.s, expressly referred to 

in the first pccrngrcyh of the sc:.mc ecrticlc. 11 (Ibid. 1 pare..54) 

From some other oxamploG, too, we cD.n sec thc:.t some suggestions, though essontie.lly 

well-intGnded, cxc not nc. coss;~.rily c.ceept::-,blo to other p rticip:mts in tho 

deliberations .. 
12. In connexion with u·ticle III, concerning control, as early as tho spring of 

last yco.r a number of dclogc tions proposed th2.t verifiCc'.tion could be carried out 

also through an o.ppropric to intcrnr: tiond. r.gency. ', e hn.vc very high esteem for the 

work of the present intcrnn.tion2.l q';encios 2Jld secr0trcri~~ts, but it seems to us thi:'.t 

11ll too often 1NC henr suggestions th'".t this or tl:L t problem should be solved by the 

setting up of some intcrn~tional body. Is there c:..ny need for thcc.t in the prcsvnt 

case? Does such a situc..tion really prcv::::.il in the world thc.•.t pc-~rties to o. trco.ty 

must have il permanent .::Tbi tor to keep ~-n cy0 on compli:mce VIi th the treaty? Let us 

look at the problems thct usually cri;3e in conncxion \Jith tho este?,blishmcnt of any 

intern2.tionc.l body. 

13. First, there is the question of :Lt~; composition. Countries parties to the trcnty 

would like to h::,vc o.n c.1bsolutc guaro.ntee -- <:'Xld they c.To fully entitled to one --

that they would be o.dcquc:.tcly rcpres<.:::nt('d in such :::. body. In addition, countries 

which cere not Jl1embcrs of the United Net ions could also adhere to the. trc.~:-.ty. Those 

countrie:s too would like to be represented in tlr,t body, c-md should of course be 

represente;d. 

14. There ;:-,re oth,;::c C]EO stions VIhich ;c·_rl,se. Could it be expected th"1t complccints 

rege,rding viol,"'tions of the trc~_ty vJo·:J.ld bo coming in every dccy nnd emt th0 ,;:.:~~cncy 

or secreto.ric,t would tho:c·.>·forc be busy :.·.11 the time? In our opinion, there is no 

one here who would ex:pcct thc~~t the tr(),-;,ty under consider::;tion vmuld give rise to 

frequent problems. ·.Jo kno>J of c;:-,ses where, very often, the so-c::-.lled Pccrkinson 1 s 

Law operGtes. If wu do set up <m org.~,n, it will find vvork to do and will feel it 
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(Mr. Vej"~oda, Czechoslovakia) 

necessary to justify it::; importance, "nd it will continue to ?;row. ,;e 2.rc, of course, 

spoaking only theoroticL'.lly, but let us 0dmi t thc.t this happens on the n2,tional as w'-'11 

as the international scalo. 

15. In the specific cccsc of the trec.cty v1e e.re now discussing, th0 intern<2tioncl 

secretariat would havo to be technic2.lly 1ilell equipped in order to be able to carry out 

the controls. It vvould need to kwc b.::chnicc_l personnel 2.nd equipmont requiring 

continuous modernization, 111hich is very expcnsivv. Furthermore 1 c.cll the nuclc2.r Power~ 

which, we hope, would bccor,1e p::~rties to the Treo.ty ccnd would be obliged to provide cell 

assistc.mce for the purposos of control, possess cell thcct is needed in thc,t respect. 

Some may say th~t nn int~rnational svcre:LrL~t or agency would not need nll this, and 

that, should it provo ncccss::.ry, it might o.sk some nucleDr Power to lend its instrumen 

1:.md technice.l personnel. But th~:.t could be done by the Security Council if the 

consultations bctwecn St:::.tGs should prove incff~ctive. 

16. Closely connected with this is tho problem of whothor there should be mention in 

the treaty of some role fo:c the Sccrct:::.ry-Generi...cl. If ho is to serve only as a 

'
1letter-box", as some de loge ticms suggest, the.1 rofcrence to him in tho toxt of the 

treaty is quite unncccsso.ry; tho role of the arbiter would then bv performed by the 

Security Council, c.cs the text of the tro<:c.ty clcc~rly specifies. Finally, c.cn 

internationo.l body forme.lly headed by the Sccrvt..:ry-Gcnerc~l would, as we have: nlre:ady 

shown, be unnecessecry. T~K duties of the; Sccre:t.-ry-Gencr::U. 2-r'-' lo.id down in Article 

97 of the Charhr and he has his position in the Security Council under P..rticles 98 o.nd 

99 of the Charter. It is unnecessary, therefore 1 to make any spe<;:ial refcrcmce to the 

role of the Secrct:::cry-Gvner;:,l in the trcr~ty under consideration. It is also 

unnecessary to deal with the dctc.ilcd determim',tion of the role of the St:curity Council 

The Security Council itsolf would certo.inly consider in good time all the duties thc:.t 

would be incumbent upon it ·"'-S n rcsul t of the entry into forc'-' of the treaty, as it did 

in the case of tho Trcctty on tho Non-Proliferc:tion of Nucloar ~.veapons (.SNDC/226*). 

17. There is another question which we should like to mention, Tho opinion ho.s been 

expressed hero that some futurv internG.tional machinery for th'-' cxplorc-:tion and 

exploitation of the sen.-bed could be linked to the verifice.tion of the trc<::ty we arc 

now considering. In our opinion, problems connected with the demilitarizution of the 

sen-bed cnnnot be combined 11ith problems concerning its pv.::cceful exploitc,tion. The 

nature of the former is quite different from thr.t of the le.ttcr, and countrios will 

proceed to the solution of thc.sc problems from complctl:ly diffcr-..;nt positions. As is 

knovm, disputes in milit~-o.ry afLcil~s, vvhcn the security of nntions mc:y be involved, o.ro 

of quite a different sort from those in which essentially only economic matters arc 

involved. Let us lcavo to e:vcryonc VJhat is his. 
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18. As for articles IV c.nd VIII, the Czc choslov:::.k de l egation expresses its f ull 

support for both. 

19. Many delegations h:::.ve dealt :::.lso with the third par agr aph of the preamble. The 

Czechoslovak delege.tion hc.s fully expressed its position on th2.t par agr nph in previous 

st.::>. t e men ts, and our position h.:.cs not ch2nged. 

2C. Finclly, we should like to s :::.y 2. f ew words concerning suggestions 2.nd proposo..ls 

for alter2.tions, nmendments or chonges of the t ext of the dra ft tre2.ty which hayc 

been made, certe.inly i n good f:::.ith, by some dele gations. We know full well how 

difficult it is to mnkc tho s lightest ch~~nge. The co-Cha irmen, ns well ns most 

other members of the Con~ittce, have to s e t in motion, before any alte ration is made, 

r ather complica t e d machine ry whos<.:: oper~. tion is usua lly l engthy n.nd time-oohsuming. 

Would it pGy to wa ste .:mother ye.'CJ.r only in order to c ccrry out soverc.l 2ltcrations 

to the drGft, a fter liih:Lch, I o.m sure: 1 dcm.:mds would emerge for furthe r c.lter :::.tions 1 

since no treo.ty cc .. n at the time of its formulc.tion fully c.nd perfectly meet all 

suggestions :md views? 

21. It is only riGht the.t the Comrni ttcc should :::..ppro:::.ch this h ;.sk vri th the 

responsibility :::nd thorouglme ss so che.rP.cte:ristic of its work. The. existing 

situation is favoure.:Jlo for the conclusion of the tre: .::-.ty 1 ~' .. nd if we lose much time 

the situa tion mo..~ chc-..nge to such nn e:xtent t hs',t the tresty on the prohibition of the 

emplacement of nucleccr wcnpons r:.nd oth2r wc-~pons of ma ss destruction on the sec.-bed 

m:::.y come too late . In s :::.ying thc-.t 1 v;:;; do not wi s h to i mply thc..t cll suggestions 

and r e marks mnde h';rc- would be complet e ly l.t<:csted. The drnft treaty sta t e s i n its 

article VI thc..t n conference of p:::.rticip.:cting countri es shc..ll be convene d five; yc::.rs 

from the da t e on which t he trec'..t y ent e rs into f orce 1 in order to consider how the 

provisions of the t:..~o:~ty ::nd th-:; objective s lcid down in the preo.mble are being 

observed. It would be f c..r bette r to .::-.dopt the trc nty with its pr csent wording :::end to 

gc..ther experience while it is in opor.1tion . On the bnsis of all s uch experience it 

would t hen be possible to r e t urn to ell the suggestions r e corde d i n tho proceedings of 

our Commi ttec c.nd to consider thorn in the light of th:'..t expt)ricnce , :::end to consider 

c.l s o <?J..l other p roble ms vvhich pr 2..ctice might r cvecl ond which we might not forc so8 in 

our specul.'J.tions t'.nd t~1inking . ·,7c c.r.::: t her e for ::: of tho opinion th:c .. t it woul d bo 

better t o ha ve a troo.ty opor c.ting for the next fi vo ye ,~rs 1 ov0n t hough some m.::-.y not be 

quite s ntisfied with e very VIord of i t, c.nd to verify how it functions in pr n.cticc , 

thc..n to delny tho <3.doption of ::.·. trc<:cty for c.nothor yc:: n.r, or for some yc c.rs , by putting 

forwa rd more a nd more 11CVI s uggestions e..nd amendments. 
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22. Judging the dr;"_ft t:cv:c.ty from t:1.c point o.i:' vi<'JW of in.L>-.;rn tion2.l l2.w, 2.s well 

as from the point ,-,f vi,;,,.J of our internal 1 eg:i .. sl8.tio~l.j th\:-; Cz.ec:1osloval< delegation 

considers it to be c doctlment ,•h::.c;1 dc.sci·v;s th.:; full c..::c;_ppor'·, of our Com<JittGc 2.s n 

whole:;, nnd joins those dclcgc.tiol!s v-Jhich consider the drc.ft c-,s it now stc:~nds as 

sufficiently comprohensi ve <:'.nd fully clcccpt,·~blu ., 

23. In conclusion 1 m::-,y I bo permitted to off,.r our ull-round co-opcr-.. tion to the now 

ropresent2.tiv-::s in the Coftlrtlittoc; :;he lc::-.c1cr of th2 Bulgs:rio..n dolcge':tion, 

Ambnssndor Pctrov 1 .·.nc1 tk; lc~:cc5.cr of the J::pc-·n8m:: delegc:tion, /u:nbr:ssudor Tnnnko.. 1 whom 

v1e we lcomc to our circle. ~c c.re o..lso glo..d to sec c.mong us ~gain after a short 

ab.sence Ambassttdor Erclcr.1bilcc of ",J>:: l'ioi1zolic'n Fcoplu 1 s ne_pubJ.ic ."end 

f,r,1bnssl:l.dor Cr:.stm1c·cl~: of liexico, 

24. !'1r. C_!:_S~j~'~2.:.P.J.: (;;c::ico) (!r,'.nslation fro:11 S_pnni.c0): :First of <'.11 1 ccs other 

deleg~ctions h."cve done 1 :::: shm.'ld Jj k'" to express our :::;atisf.".ction nt seeing no':7 

representatives amonz us. I cun rciurrinc~ espc:ci2Tly to AmbrE;sador Potrov of 

Bulg8.ria -- o.l tho'lzh he j_,s not hc:r,; toun~r 

.!\mbccss~.dor Sn.rniv."c Guur:;:';:lro of B:c.-~zlL J,t -the s·cr:k time 1 •1vail Glysclf of this 

opportunity to exprcc.s -~h:n::.s to all tho.se :ccprcscntntive.s who on prc-.,rious occasion.s 

25. 'roday I wish to 1·, f..:r "~:' t;1< lh.\.J ri:c'ccft trc:cty o:.--1 ·,;he prohibition of the etrlplc.comcn'.; 

of nuclear V18apons on [;iK: sc"c-h-:Jd ,-_nd !Joe ccc•.n floor (CCD/26')/l-:ev.2) submitted jointly 

On this occasion I shnll 

cle'lr prcferoncc for '. tr._.;_- ty '.I'L~cl-: ·,.-on1d FL~oLw·i>' th'..: toL:l dcmili t::rization of the 

sea-bed .:::md the occ~~n floo:_~ l~2.th.cr th; .n onu ·,1hich •·:culd only prohibit the employment 

i multitude of rccsm1s were advancod 1 so~c of which appeared to 

be ~~lmost axiom;,,tic; to "''~:pl.~d.11 \~r":--y th: t ·:'lom::cin: hitl,_crto free of armc:ancnts, should 

remain completely demilitarized. Of courAo the need was reco3ni~ed for States to be 

n.blc to emplace on th2 s:_:~·-berl cr the oc"':~·n. flcor ccrt;~in cluvicc.s -- such i:cS scll.i?,r 

devices to dote ct su'Lr;J.:u~j_ncs --· vihich hc.vc.; only c·.n indirect ~'.nd passive mili t:::.:cy 

charc.ctcr. However, apart from those lo~icnl exceptions, ~ very l2rge mc.jority of t~c 

liK:mbers of the Commi ttoo r!Ci'() in f:'.'JOU:C cf r1cliliJi tc-_rization Ccnd not of mere 

denuclearizl:l.tion of tho ce.::L--bed c~nr1 occ:•ccn floor. 
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(llr.:_. Castaneda, Nexico) 

27. Shortly thereafter -- in October laft year -- the United States a~d the Soviet 

Union submitted jointly a first draft treaty (CCD/269). That O.raft vias a profound 

disappointment to us, since by prohibiting onl; the en1p:1_ace:~1ent of nuclear weapons it 

indirectly but indubitably permi ttec1 the; general nlili tarization of the sea-bed and 

the ocean floor. I asSUli18 that it ':las also o. disappointiaont to Y!1any States which 

before this agreement ha.c1 repoate6ly Glld co.tegoricc~ly stated the..t a partial treaty 

such as this a.ppearod to theJ:· unsatisfactory. 

28. vJe have thoroughly exarnin:::d the e.rgumcmts c:tdd.ucod in justification of a treaty 

providing only for the denucloarization of the sea-;Jed. \.Ji tl::. all due respect but 

qui to ca.nc~idly, \·Je confes s ·chat He fir:d such argm.10nts hardly po:rsuasi ve and even 

contl~adictory. It has :)cen saic. that. be ca.use of eno:rruous teclmical difficulties 

and high costs the emplacement of conventional weapons on the sea-bed is inconceivable, 

so that in practice it mattel"s little \Jhethor they arc prohibited or not. But if 

tho.t is the case, what d L: fi culty is there in prohi;Ji ting the eiilplacement of all 

~;-.roapons? Perhaps today it m::ty not :x. vcofi table to er,1placc conventional \Jeapons on 

the sea-bed or tho ocean floor, but at sor,1c timo in tho futuro it very probably \.Jill 

be, as technology develops e.nd progreE:ses. 1do f ail to understand why, if the matter 

is indeed of minor import ance, the wiEhes of tho lm'ge majority of States are not met. 

29. On tho other h.?.no., it has ·;oen ar gued that conventional vJoapons could. not bo 

prohibited becau:.=.'e of tho enormous oiffi r"·llties of vcrifyinc: eJ1d controlling compliance 

with the prohibition. Furthermore, it l1as b<:.:on asserted that violo.tion of the treaty 

by on.e: State would engex-ccr serious risks for thu others. li that is true, we should 

have to agr ee that prohibition of the e:r:! ~)laconent of such ueapons is indc ..;;d i.nportant 

and by no 11l081lS neglicible. 'i'hus this s c cond argu;-1cnt, vihich also is often ac~duced, 

contradicts the first. 

30. .Ln the third place, t he need is c:.dducod, ouin:; to tho existence of submarine 

floets, to instal on the occe.n floor device s such as sonar and other listening and 

monitoring instrwaents. That justifi-.;d need can be rc2.d.ily roco.:;nized. During last 

year's debates uc propo2 :.:d, together with others, a porfuctly feas ible solution: that 

the general principle of prohibition of the ompla concnt of all kinc~s of Hee.pons on the 

sea-bed and the ocean floor shot~lci be enacted, and that in tho folloHing article we 

should either define succinctly or cnun1crate the devices and activitios Hhich should 

not ~)o deemed to bo incluC:oci. in tho r:;eneral prohibition 'oecauso they \Jor8 not weapons 
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:Lt c'·.iC: not 

or 6cfini tion, ,'_nr' t>.:~L rc.f t cr· f:\.vc y.:c..J.·s the. conf c:;: once to :;_·;:;vi cu ·(.be treaty !,1i2,ht 

r .:-,-oxe.mJ.n tbc si tu::::~ion. I vonturo to obse:cve tl-v-~ neithc .. in l£'.st yea:;. 1 s de;Jatos 

this year) lmvo 1;!0 h>Jc wl ::..·. sL1_Jc :r i_)l;; to tlcc t su(;._ cst.:i.on -- su~' ".i tted in ':;ood faith 

;JY sevcr·DJ. St <; ~, s for the ~u1·pose of fine' L -''· s olution sc .. tis f'a cto:;:- :y· to all -- th2t 

uoulc.~ 8Xplr~.in uh:T i·~ is un." .. cccpto.0l c • 

::a. 'fhe fourth l'0.'1.S0!1 •. ~ .~~.l'.cod is t :, ·t :L~' the 1 ,.,_ ;3·~~ c-n~lysi·1 c" ;x:trtial tr.Jty ol ~.:o1·e 

. .L ' .. of the trc.:c:ty 

Dut if· tl:L·t is 

:;o.SS'I ·c ::>t }.u1.:.::t the o;Jli . c.tio~' ·co co;ytim.l0 to noe;ot :cat.J in futuro the expansion of tho 

SCOlJO of' th:. tr·o r.ty, 

t l1c :.ood c.n(, tlv.t o.. lird tee~ Me". l)i!_:;:· t:, i .~ l troc .. ty is ~)ott.o1· thr:.r1 :.•.o tr ., aty at all. 

~-:o'·'GV0r, i/ tbo .. t :rorcs:n is to Jc co~wi:1cin ~ o.nD pc::rsuc..sivc , tlwn ~ ..; hc..vo to ov..:;rlook 

o..l to:: <::thor t:1o.t the c: ·c:!_llS J.vo · ':<.'olibi tion oi' the o ~lacc,,:ont of :xccclear ueo.pons is 

c. non-imclc2.r 

clo? .. J:' because i:uplie0., points 'Go the ~:,rincii>L:. o:i' co ·_]JE:t i tion, not on:Cy 1Jet\!GOn thG 

-the ocec..n :l:' loo:c 1:c:u1,· L., J- c.ctice >ec.l~ ·-,ot i"!:;_n; to ·i:;l1e hu:. -..; ::taj o:.. ·j_ ty of non-nuclcn.r 

,S ts:~os: firs t ' JC? CO.l<SC t}"o:' c r·.iE1ot c .p}Ece uhat ·shc.y ,· o no(, )OSsos s; c . .nl. secondly 

~)ecauso nany of tho. ~ ;-l,;.v _; lli1•. ertc.':en, o116 others '.Jill un·~~ o::·i:,;:.;,:c i;.1 -~h; futuro, U:1(o:r 

·i:,he ~['reaty on the .7on-i:-rol.ife:ration of ucloo.r cc.pons (_;~:~JC/226·::), nov ::r to possess 

Thus the prcs.cnt treo.ty 1:J01.1.l·; ·:;:::evant t b.E: Y:l f:r·o~: ccoln; . sorr:ct:b~Ln;: vihich in e.ny 
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event they coulc~ not 0.o, ei the:~ physically or l e:0ally. 

(l.ir. Castai1eda, Hexico) 

ln truth, the prohibitions 

contained. b . this d:rdt tr·eccty eTc. not chrsctod r.t the huce ~:.c;_j orit;)' of non-nuclear 

States. This instrt.r-:ent, by its vc-Ty nnturo, is not a true i.mltilater.:J. trec,ty but 

a bila.t0ral or· at !·:ost a trilatc:·o.J. treo:i.;~~. 

34. It is true that in principle thcl'.:; ',;ou / c bo n o o1)j action to a ssociatinc, 

ourselves vii t h t~j.G pe.rtic.: . ,rohibi tion that th::; United Sto.tes, the Soviet Union cmc~ 

the United Kincsdon. c.ro i'11rosinu o;.1 ther•solvos; c::cept tho.t ir1 c:: oing so 1.-1e should be 

cont ributiag to frcm~c f,utb.orization of t ho non-nuclee.r }l;ilitarization of the sea-bed. 

c~d t he oce an floor. 

c£-.tegoric?.lly that the resources of t ;v sea.-0od anc/. the oce::..n floor ·,1ay 'uo exploited 

beyond nationu jurisc'iction onl y f or >oacefu.l :Ju:~posos. 

t he principle of ;:;}<:ploita:tion of :rcs ourco s for peacoi'u~ p1.1.1poses il1 face of t he 

L~pliec~ [-l.Utho:rity :_.iven by tho neu trcat ;y· for -~llc ; ,ilit m7 1..1.se of tho sea-boo nn( the 

ocean floor;.? Have we ~rc~/ ~/ renou.::1ced that ) rinciple? Ar0 ' 1e p:r-eparec to derogate 

fro::l it? 

.35 . I lmm-.r full Hell th:J.t i t is vai!1 t o aspir'J to i d.e :..U and pcriect solution s, c.:.K1 

that ;:c must not d.isre£:-.::d internation;~~ ree'.li ti::- s or avoic·· t :1e:i. :L' conseque~1ces. He 

a::cc fully E.\\al'G also the.t 2.:.1 agr: c: ,ent bet11cen the Uni tee\. St[:,·i:,os and t he Soviet Union 

on a me:t.ter of para':01.L.'1t i r'lpo:cta.nce sue1:. as t his is &1 intE>l'nat io:w.l rceJ.i t y of tho 

fil· s-:.-, :Jla [;ni tuc1e ·,ihich its Height i::.pos e s on all t he cC;;:bers o.f tho world cormnuni ty. 

He recogniz ;:; that r ea.lity, ~:mt c~o not t he::c·o;)y acce _;.t it as [; OCx.L That is not our 

r espon.sibility . AJ.l Ste.tc:s , or o.t l eas t aD_ c_;roups of' States in the Comrui ttee on 

Disan.,c:::ent he.ve c~iffe:L·ent functions t o fulfil. It i s the c~ uty of the t1.-10 &:reatest 

Pm1ers to seale t :1e poil1t z:t ~!J-,i ch t heir intc r 0sts co~wcrt:;o , Hhich iQOans to shm.J 

On us small ano 11edim:~-sizcd : o·h•er s , os p-.:.cially in the group of t ,_.:elve 

no;,1-aligned countries in the C o~:.:Dittee 0 11 :O iso.n :!.m.lent , c'.evolves rat he r t h0 t.:~.sk of 

co~1sic.erin,:-; khother tho prOi)OSe,ls coineic.l.G VJi t l: thG inter;)sts of t he; b aj ori t y of 

St e.t cs -- i n other 1..rorCi.s, of t b.c in-i:,erna:cion~l co!:~:~.1t:d t y o.s a Hholc . If ve clo not 

C' ischarge thc.t function for the selce of 'Joli tice .. l :r:oalisu, \W s l-:: all fail to ca:rry out 

t he t a sk which .specifi cally (evolve s on u s i n the Gol. ::. ~ittoe on :Uisc:.r, 'a::.m1t and c ivc s 

:·:ccninr; t o our participation il1 it . For tl1at 1·oason \.Je f eel i t Ol.E ' (ut y to un.c.erline 

t hs risks Hhich the 0.l·a f t t:, ::;e:c~r onto.ils fo:· ·cho inter no.t i on al coi'1li1Ul'li t~r , apart fro:,, 

t he: fact t l18.t it is o.n acrc:c:. ent ·,;etvJGen the t:.Jo ~ oHor;3 capa!Jlo of usinG the sea-·;)ec~ 

and t i1o ocean f loor for •o'ilitc.r y ~ urposcs n:v~ o.s such ::-,1ea:.'1s so, ~ et~1ins positive . 
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36. :Jc shall cndeE'.VOl).r, then, to sh:pe our course iJetuecn those t'.vo extrcues. ;iit11out 

0.is::..'e?e,1'd.in(j the importa..nco of the agreenerrt 2.rrived 2.t ~Jetwoe11 tho Soviet Union an(l the 

Uni tee~ States, He she.ll at .oFr;t to su;;rest tho s:.w.llest chanGeS in the clre.ft treaty vihich 

seej· to us co11pn.tible Hith the interests of the : :ar,y non-nucloc..r States. Tho 0est a11d 

r;:.ost lo::;ical 11a;y of achiovin: that purpose Hou1·,· , of cm:J.rse, be to revert to the initial 

j_.-- oa of the la.rco r:wj ori ty of the Le:·. 'Jers of the Co .. uni ttee . -- in othe1~ IJOI'd.s, total 

denilitarization. lie :;·salize, hovJGVOl', that the aesree:.1ent arrl vod at >.alms this 

ir1possible; anc,_ so 1-ie shall not l":Jropose it. 

tho total demilitarization of the sea-~Jed 211r.' tl18 ocean floo1·, D.t least we ask for cc 

for,:al C:ocl;:Tation thc:.t the ere c'enuclee.rization vJhic:1 lv::.s boeE a;-;reeo_ so fe::r is in 

fc,ct but e. fi:r·st step, is only ter:porrry, eno that tho tvo · reat l OHors Hill continue to 

negotia-~'e in good ffd tl1 Hit'· a vieH to r:~r_;:;_-oeinc :::vr:.ntually on a . o:;:e co: .;:)lete 

~~e:-~ili tarize.tion of th.::: sc,s.-bed e.llc- the ocec."1 floor. 

37. ·de a:ce not propos inc, of ::..oux·sc, ·i:.lw:i:. thoy shm~lc~ assure tho o·)]_j_"_ation to agree; 

no 0:f1(~ C9.::.'l be coL:pelleC:. to do that. But 1.-!e e.sk thoj,• to c.ssu. •.e ·che Q,:;li: L'.tion to atte:1pt 

in all seriousness to do so. It is not a ver~r hoav;y oblic. e.tion; it is a l.il'1i tod one. 

But a.t leost i·C, ;:ust ;)e c~_e£'rly c:-.~x ce:C.or o:;ical1y Dtatcr~: in an c:.rticle, e.s it Has in the 

~··:.·eaty on tbe !Ton-b:olil'onttiml of _'ucleax- ,J.:c.)ons of 1968. lt j_s not enough to hj_nt 

If thero is 

tbo i::1tentim1 to co; :pl;y, the::" there is :10 rcaso::c Hhy c.wone shoulc~ op~~ose its insertion 

:L~l e. lc;r:al ~:rovision of the tro?.ty, If -~;:,.··e is no i'1tentior.L to m1c~ertake such 

ins~Jires the :;rea:c l mmrs. 3iJE.c~.on has lJ:; o _-.oso6 c. concrdte for 1.1le. ~~ivin,: effect to this 

conco;yt, uhich Ctf·pce.rs to us fully .se.tj_sfo.ctory. 

to go J nto ftJ.rc'·:or oetr.il. 

32. Anothor indispensa>,le ru.onc:.J1c~1t '.'oul/ :JrovL.e to the larcest c-c;;~;ree possible for 

co~l.Col't •:1 intern::-:~ioncl, c;s~)eciall;y : ultilatere.l, c"ction to stren::,then the control BJK. 

p.e:ct of tho Cr.nr.c~illil proposals, hrt ouitted the reference to th0 ·. ooc offices of the 

Secrcte.ry-·Gone:ral of tllG Unite( _ .ations, it appears tc ;.1e c,csiro.blG to provic'e for 

action by Unitec' _·":::i:.ions "yy_'ics 2.s necess2.r;y, thro1.'-0:h sono l)e:d1ecps rather mo1·e general 

for.·: of vJOrds • . y ( ole:;,e.tion ·:ns not entirely so.tisfL~(' Hi th thG refe:c'enco to the 11 gooc' 

offices 11 of the Scc:cet<:.ry-Gcnel'al. Tl:..'-' ex:.;ression rr:_,ooc' offices;; has c.. technical 

counotatj_on in intc:n~na:ciol1e.l 1e.'.I; it ::t:o a .. eens for the l:;eaceful settleL:ent of c.isputes. 

Sut uhat \!e are seeking is no·(; al;;ays actio:1 b:,· the SGcl~cte.ry-G2.1e:cal for the settle;·,·,ent 
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C ~r .__ C a.stafieda, ~ .. exico) 

of an actual dispute, !Jut rc.ther thc.t this officer shall assist a St:c.te uhich lacks t he 

n ea..."'ls to carry out 1;~- itseH a costly .:m( difficult inspection iihe::t a suspicious event 

has occurred on its coc.st. It vJOul( therefore ·,Je p1·efera"ble to ::cefer in nore general 

-Garms to the action of United J:;:ations boe,ies, 1t1hich "I.JOtlic~ incluc.~.e e.ction ~Jotl1 ~:.oy the 

Secretary-General -- ''l1ether &;ooO. offices or not -- end by the Security Council un( er 

article IE of: th.:; tretdy. 

39. As I have se.id earlier, I shcll anclyse in tet.ail ir:. e. subsequent statement sor~e of 

the provisions of the treaty. 

1;.0. LT. ZI-IALLA?' (United Arab ;~ep-..1blic): I should like to ';e~;in my stater,,ent by 

expressing our pleasure e.t \·Jelcor.unr; ~:one; us A. ioassador TanclG?, of Japan and Ambassador 

Petrov of Bulc;2.:rie., enc~ e.lso at udcoL"linE, bacl: A.1.bass o.r~or : . .,rder.1oileg of ~ ·:ongolia and 

JlJ;ibe.s saclor Castaneda of l.ie~~ico, 1t1hose c'iistil"lt :Uished contribution is c,reatly appreciated 

~.ry all of us • I Fish also to express ou1· 1;le2.sm e at the p:.esence of £.;r. Kutakov, the 

United >ations "lJnc"or-Secret;c.ry-Genere~ for Foliticr..l ~:nc~ Security Cou:1cil Affairs • 

.!.:1. Anong the various :ii·rporta...nt and urg::mt topics on our agencla the sea-bed trec.ty is 

ooviously the ripest for L :·1odiate action. It woulC. bo both advisa~Jle MC opportune for 

us ·Lo 2ci~e the DOL'entur.l end ~Jush for-1'/:!.r C:. \Iith ou,:· \·!ork so as t o ~Je able t o f ulfil t he 

r,1anc:ate given t o 1.1.3 b~r the Gcne1·al Assc: ·:~Jly end to submit to i t a-t its next session a 

C._raft treaty c ape.~"Jle of enlisting the \·!L~est ~)ossible suppo:;:·t. This \Joule\ also cle.::-.r the 

Ha~r for t he Conference t o concentrate oe other, anC:. ~JC rhaps !i~ore cor::ple;; an(~ fundamental, 

l::e e.sures of a1-:·:'.S control nne;. C::ci s.:->.rua :tent. 

42. Throuc";h the successive staccs of t~~G joint effort of the co-Che.:.men in presentinE;; 

a craft t :..'eaty on i:,hc sea-'·)oc: \Je hc.ve beco:1e convince6. t hat the ul tina.te success of this 

endeavour Hill c1.epenc~ upon the e:::t::mt to :rhich the t ..:;xt c o0s n ot prejuc~ice the le c; e~ 

position of Statr:: s on qu estions Tel e t in; to the l aH of th ,-; s ea , anc upon uhat reasonable 

o:))Ol~tuni t y it 11i ll affor6. to all St a t e s t o c.~'ply the sy s tem of verification 11hile nt the 

sa.'.e ti.: ~e protectinc; t heia c.,-_ ainst tho possi~Jili t y of C?.buse . 'l'he co-authors, i1.1 "[,heir 

L ·.st text (CCD/269/Rev,2), hr.vG c,onc a. lonr 11ay to . · ~~rc!. s )·,cetin:c tho;3C r equil·ements- a 

·,·o:r ~hy encJ not at all an s as j' l·P.s l: , \·iLich ' . .'G : r eo:cly a yJpl"eciate . Several proposals and 

sum:;estions put f ol'IN'.r0. ;)oth here a.nG. i 11 the Fil·s t Co :mit toe 'JY "· nu:~l~)D::t of C1 elec:,etions , 

inch.c,J.~v~: the C'celegation of t ho Unit ;;0. Arn·J ~ ~epublic, have Lk8n f ull y or partially 

incorpor ateC. i n the text. t.1G ,r;;:·o particul a:"l ;y i ~: 13'i:. ifie0. that the c~i scla..ir:'.er clause i s 

ncvJ provid8d for in e. sep;.re.t;:; ['..l"ticle , L•( t!!at the t eJ:t no'! cle arly defines t he 1.1aritime 
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Th os e \IGl'e m:olOl1[, the 

su~ c;esti-::ns Hhich v18 n :tl'le L : our statenent o:l 2::; 00to1Jer l ast yea1 (CCD/PV .L~45, pal~a . l2G) 

/.,.3 . '.[he present G.r· ::;.ft} as l'ev::i_sed, nevel·-C.l:oless leaves open certain questions to H~·1ich I 

OUl' co:-0.·:10:'1 objr~ctive , the.t is, to pres ent ·co t he nex t ses s ion oi tho General Assei,lbl y a 

To achieve 

·t:.ho:t end I bclleve ue have a collective res)ons:..:_;ilit.y . 

i.J:-. I shoult:~ like to i)e ~;in b;</ j oinii1C~ '. · ~ th othe:;: s L 1 ul~c-,in~,; the c o-aut hors to ac~ree to 

::ore CO:-~nrehensive p:coili b i-i:,ion of the u s e o: tho ::;eo.·-~)0(~ :C'or ru l ita.:;:'Y pu:..·~Jos cs . The 

~''"'C: l" '"'l' 'Jo··l'l·n .c "J"·--ar (r:··•• / 271 \J has -- --:,, -,.,1 ex--J.,-,·.~.·essl'on +o t :1.e ··o"'l._'l'o-- of .., nu-lJer of ~.,c.;;- .:> J. • •· "- -,_, 1 ,_,J.J~ ···-'JJI ·• ,_, --, '--' · u _ ! -' u : ! c . ·,!. · 

o.i GO.lYl8J!len t c.ebe:~e in ·ci1e £.'i~c"1:'. t Co' r.U t ·C. oo at ·tho l 8.st se s sio~1 of ·che GGne:·al As se; :bly. 

-~~1.E:: e::clu.sion ,., I , "I :f I 1 o.-. ·cne se a-:~cc,, ·Gne 

8.!1d t heir cetUI''! '.ine.tion '1t o continue ne.::, o·ci ~:,tJ. ons CODCer:niY:~. fur·c.hOl' HGB.SlU'8S lea.cUnc, to 
.•. , .... ~ c 
UL..l ~ 

! ,.. -:-). 

Gl1C1 n < 

!i'r o:-c tho;~ e 1:!o:..·c:.s of the l)~-:.:..c:·.l~)le to -t.l1.::: (~l·aft i·~ ··JecoJ ,e s clear tho.t the importance of 

from c;'pl e.cing nu cloaT ' e a pon s on che so2.-~)od, !;v_t lies also in ·[;he f2.c. t t hat i t \ i 01.:tlc~ 

pi.::..·sue furth ,JI' negot:::.atio;·1s f o1· '-· :-:o1·r:; coLqr ehensivo l)l'Ohi~)ition \JO\..Ucl the r efore be in 

L'1 t hj_s co;.mc::'Lon I s hoc;ld lil~e to quot e 

:;:t 1:1:i.lJ. l:el p t o crce.t e l;iOl'O fnv ourao l e condit i ons f or 

11 I have ::>tress oci. tb.3.t thG jJre s e:::lt c' :c:>.f t s ea--boC:. t r eaty constitut es a l:Ld ted 

~;tep but one t~1e.t .~•- s wo::.·t h '>Jhil c::. I n oecl s cc.:ccElly add t hat prospec~jS f or further 
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(i.;r._]hcl.laf, uni·ced A:cab Itepub1i~) 

measures of m1,:s ccTltrol :i:elat ii'-2. to ·the sea-bee-:_ uould not 'Je foreclosed 1Jy the 

present c1rcl't treaty. 11 (!/C .l/PV .1691, Drmiisional ~_?_2;) 

lfr1at nany of us seck here is, 5.n fact, no :;:.ore the.n thG tr<:msfcrence of thc,t iclea to the 

pl~ovisions of the tree,ty, fol' its futu:ce realization. 

46. :G'l ac~di tion to that, the 0.ele~o.tion of the Uni tee~ AI'a'J ~-:epublic 1trlshes to supj_)ort the 

Stlg[;es t.ion made on beh2.lf of the Polish delG~.o.tion b:· l-.:r. ZyiJ;ylslci e:t; the 111eeting of the 

Col1'YJi ·Lteo on 18 June .... r:3~~ ·.8ly, to :ceep o:1 the e.c;endo. of the Conference the question of the 

·J.e1.1ili tarization of ·che seo.-'Jec1 (CC~/~V .471, )ara. 9). 

47. The revision of ·the d:~c:.ft has been :,1ost su1Jstcntial in article III. The efforts of 

the co-e.uthors in this rcs;_Ject have ~Jee11 >Iidely app:;_'eciated in this Ccl.Jr1i.ittee. 

point.s, houevcr, sti11 c:c.l1 for coJ~~lCl1t. 

The fil ·st c~eals uith ve:c·J.fication •/roceduros. At the outset, r thinlc 1:1e can agree 

0~1 the importance of r;lainta:Lninc_ a cl_istinctio;:J. be·G1!Gen questions 1-Jhich r.re related to and, 

inc~ecd., o.:..·e cl::i.scussod v:ithin the fi·a:·.:c'.-iOTk of tbe Co1.Ltittee on the Peaceful Uses of the 

Se8·-Bed., and those Hhich are ::elated to verificatio11 of the sea-bed treaty. I have in 

::inC:. in )O..rticular tl10 question of establishing intern<:-.tional me.chinery in connexion lli th 

internati.or.:tl co-operntion in t.he peaceful uses of che sec.-1Jed. The United Ara'iJ llepublic 

ho.s ' .1acJ.o Jm.c·,;n its vievm on this question in the sea-')ec1_ C or~:1i ttee ru K~. :Ln the First 

C01,12~ittoo of the Ge~';.era1 Ass;:D,iJly. I11. m.:t:c vie>! it Houl6. he aci.visa'Jle not to mix the 

00YJ.C8 }:-t of inteJ.no:i:.io:1al 2.9.chinej~y fo:..· Fea.ceful j_JU:r-~1oses lJi th verification aspects of the 

c0 .~.--i:' ;·· :t tree:i:.y ~ at leas·~ ali u sta2:e uhe;1 '.:ork on tho c~isar;:wment aspect a.'t'ld Hork on the 

c·.spcc:~ of JJ::': aceful j_nternational co-operation cm1cer:1inc; the sea-bed are still proceeC:.inc:; 

:ln p,~.:.:· c.llel cu.rrents anc. hcxc not l"l'.ergeC:~ into one sin;.le strean. 

1.9. Thus:. coD.fini':lc; ourselves to the vorificc:t.ioD a spcct of the present seo.-bed treaty, 

: ~o:;.!b o ~:- : ; of the C0Ti'!Di ttce '.lill recall t iw.t the United Arab li.::; ;_Juhlic, together ui th other 

c'.elec;o:tions, ht::ts striven to insert in -~ho prese:1.t ci.re.ft a provi:Jion 11hich allo'.JS for 

ve:;:-if:i.cation throt~e:,h an a:Jp:copria·ce inte:cno.tional ac_:ency o· .. · arTO.."l[~G;uent, '.Then that !JecoMes 

It he.s been our hope that f;L.'.Cll a !Ji~oc:.C'. for":lula, 11hich leaves tl-J.O door open for 

the f ~'-~UTo c·.,··olu+l·o·_n_. 01.-'' ""'-Y a·Jn-~opria·'-e l·n-"er a·'- " _, ' 1' ::'''ove accepta'ole v = -• 1, .._ _ v u ~11 <J.L.Ol1 C"...L. arrru1· ,cr.'.CTlT,, ~.-Jou c ~J-

to th0 co-.:m::·hors. Hm.Ievcr, .,Jo D.Te all uell avW.l"e that this has not '.Jeen the case. If 
sEch 3. posi t.ion still prev.s.ils, vie cm1U.nue, nevr;; rtheless, to horJe that the idea viill be 

:~avourG.~Jly considered by tbc revieu confci·cnce. 

50. FUl'thennore, there can be no dou-)t as ·co tl1e :;_·izht of Sta·Les pa1·ties to the treaty 

to ~·.;r::.il themselves of e:dstinc; :qossioilities tmc~er the United nations Charter to seek 

ccmpliru:~e ·ui th and strict e.pplicatioj1 of the tr::·c.ty. 
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(l,Jr. Khallaf, United .Arab Republic) 

51. I turn now to a particular point rc=d_sed by my delegation in my statement on 

23 October 1969, in vrhich I corrJnented on tl ) first revised drn_ft. In dealing with 

the stage of consultation and co-operation provided for in article III, I concluded 

by saying that: 

:t_IQ though this provision may be of some benefit, nevertheless we believe 

that on practical grounds we should not overestimate the service it oould 

render, especially in circumstances where relations between States do not 

allow for its normal imploinentation.n (CCD/PV.445. para. 132) 

52. 'vJhen introducing the second revised text of the draft treaty on 23 April, the 

Soviet representative-- you yourself, Hr. Chairman-- and the United States 

representative referred to that particular point, and I 11ish to quote what they 

stated on that occasion. Jvlr. Roshchin said: 

i1In referring to verification of compliance with the treaty, we realize 

that cases may arise in practice in 11hich one or other ,State party to the 

treaty; for various political reasons comlGcted Hi th its relations Hi th 

other countries and the international situation as a 1-rhole, 1rill be unable 

to enter into the consultations ~)rovided for in article III of the draft 

treaty. ',Je therefore think it should be made clear that the consultation 

among States parties to the treaty, provided for in article III, 

paragraph 2, with a view to re!Y'oving possible doubts regarding compliance 

Hi th the treaty, is not of course a prerequisite f,Jr the exercise by States 

parties of their right under T)IU'clgrapb /. of the same article to refer the matter 

to the .Security Council, in accordance 'tli th tho provisio;1s of the Charter of 

the United Nations~ vrhere there nre serious grounds for doing so. Consequently, 

any .State party to the treaty may cpply directly to the Security Council 

Hi thout resorting to consul tGtions:'. (CCD/PV .L,6~ra.l4) 

On the same point vrr~. Leonard stc::ted: 

"The procedures provided for in &rticle III do not, of course, prejudice or 

limit the right of any State to alJply dit'ectly to the Security Coun.cil in 

accordr:mce vrith the Drovisicns of the Charter of the United Nations.;; (Ibid. ara. 

Hr. Ignatieff referred on 28 April to those statements and said: 

ll;,Je have also noted 1Ji th interest and are in agreement 1-.ri th the statements made 

by the co-Chairmen concerning the right of direct access to the .Security Council 

in the context of article III of the treaty.:: (CCI2LfV.468, para. 5) 

And Junbassador Vejvodo., the representative of Czechoslovakia, has just expressed the 

same opinion in his lucid statement. 
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(Hr. I91cllaf. United Arab Republic) 

53. ~1e appreciate the statements of the representatives of Cru1acia and Czechoslovakia 

and are gratified t.o note ·che authoritative interpretation given by the co-authors of 

the drnft troe.ty, Hho ar::J at the :~o.rr:.e time J.jGrmc.ne':'lt members of tho Security Council. 

It is in fu.ct Wl exprecs.:!.or:. of the established right of Nember States under the 

United Nations Cha.rter to brine ts ths attention of the Security Council any dispute 

or w1y si tuatl.on which might lead to internc.tiond friction. ·Hhen recourse is had to 

the Securit~r Com1cil in such circumstai1ces undeT the treaty, the Council uould 

raturall:r net j_r,_ su.:;h a r.'lrum,3T c..s to help ru ... d facilitate the fulfilment of the 

successive stages of the verification process provided for in article III. 

54. I wish, fprther, to point out thnt thG soa-bed treaty C8llnot operate in isolation. 

It would operate within the context of th8 prevailing lmr. Consequently the operation 

cf t~1C3 tT8Lcty r'J.1d the in~-o 1dng cf some of its p1.·ovisions would be influenced by the 

1,1hole system of inter:nat:i.onol lmv. 

55. On the othe::..· set o:: questions 1·elatcd tL' ver:_i'i~a+,i.on, n'3lllely those rGg2rding 

the rights of co"'si~a.l States beyol'ld the maritimo ~one_, I 1-.rish once c,gain to conunend 

the C0-·c-uthor-s for thG fact that thG text is markedly improved in this respect. He 

believe, houevor, that a flli.·ther atternpt to insurs -Ghe coastal State agai..nst any c:.buse 

of the ve~·:;_fication procedures occurring in a:i.'oas uhero it has scveroign or secur:i_ ty 

T:2.ghts, pa:;~ticu1e.:.·ly on its continontul shelf, -vrouJ_d inc'leed induce m&"ly States to 

pa:;_ ~-icip2te in t~e t:reatv. 

56. I no1• vrish -:;o ol:Ccr w:rr:e comnwnto on other p:.:ovisions o:: the revised text, fa::..· 

th3 consideration of the co-authors. Articl8 I, pr:::!:'agrap.h 2, we,s added in the first 

:i.'Gvb.::cl text (CCD/269/Rev .l) to assGTt that tho prohibition extends to the maritime 

z:ne, -~d.th tho excop-~io:J cf tho coaste.l .State. He noti.ce, however~ in the second 

r<JVised text ( CCD/269 /B.ev. 2) the 1:'ddi tic)n of some othGr words, na'Tlely ;; ei thor • • . o:.: 

to tl~e sea-bod beneath its ter1·i torial. wate::..·s:•. Those Hord.s 1-:ere properly usei in t;h"' 

wo1K:ing paper submitted by A:::·gentinD. (A/C.l/997) to propose a different scope for the 

exemption f::..·om the proh:'.biti,on, Tctken in the context of the present draft, however, 

thev may introduce ru". oJ.omon·c of anbigui ty as to th.3 limits of tho pro1'ibi tion and the 

8X2l"ption tl-:.er0from, and they C0l'tainly do not contribute to the clarity of the text. 

5'"1. On another sco::.·e, article VIII Gf the draft is new. It is a welcome addition) 

C'1d credit !'or it qoos ini tial::'.y tc. jlfexicc. It seeks to assert that the obligations 

ass·Jm.od by the States pa:cties to c;he treaty t.mder other legal instruments establishing 

::-~on.:;s free fl'Om nuclear cwapons vmulc. not be affected by the sea-bed treaty. He feel 

... 
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that this provision should also be expancted so as to assert that the treaty would 

equally not affect t'1e obligations of State f' under other legal instrwnents on nuclear 

disarma>'Tlent or arms control. Y.J.:.; h[_ve in mind particularly tho ncn-proliferation 

Treaty (ENDC/2261~). It may not havo been necessary to make such an obsGrvation in 

tho absence of the present article VIII, bu t tho insartion of that article raises the 

question -.rhether or not other treaties related t::J nuclear arms control could be 

affected by the soa-bod troaty. Naturc:.lly those treaties would be tmaffoctod; but 

since the question has boon raised it a o.y be -.Jise t o leave no ambiguity about tho 

answer. 

58. In conclusion, I -vrish to express tho hopo of my delegation that tho co-authors 

me.y find it both possible o.nd indeed desire.ble to point in the preamble to the 

positive and diroct impact which the sea-bed treaty vrould havo on the promotion of 

the exploration and the explcitntion of tho sea-bod for p8o.ceful purposes. Once again 

I -vrish to quote from the statemont of Hr. Roshchin of 23 April: 

i1Discussion of tho draft treaty in our Committe\: rnd in tho Genercl 

Lssornbly has convincingly demonstrated that great importance is attached 

throughout the Horld t o excluding the vast exp~se of the sen-bod <.U1d the 

oceru1 floor, which constitute two-thirds of tho earth's surface , from the 

sphere of the nuclear arms ro.ce . The s0lution of this problem has. now become 

a vi tal and urgent 1:-1atter be caus e of tho spectncular scientific and 

technologico.l discovuriGs i-Thich havo mc,de it possible to begin tho practical 

exploitation of the s oa-h:;d ~md tho oce c~.n. floor. ;r ( CCD/PV. 467, para. 3) 

Other delegations have expressed similct.r viows. It should be appropria:to o.nd, it is 

to be hoped, will be possible t o roflect t his fact in thG preo.rr,blo t o the draft treaty. 

59. The _CHJJRM1\.N (Uniol1 of Sovie t Socialist Republics) ( trnnslation from Russian) 

I should now liko t o spoclc as represento.tive of tho Sovi et Union. 

60. In my stater,,ent today I shall de ill. with tho pro hi bi tion 0f the emplacement of 

nuclear weapons o.nd other we apons of mess destruction e n tho sea-bed end the ocoan 

floor. The threo Heoks that ho.ve 0lapsod sinco tho resmTcption of the present session 

have shcMn that 1:1omburs of the Corr:mi tteo clearly dosire t c: complete the preparation 

of the draft tre a.ty at this session of the Committee so that tho draft con be submitt.;;d 

to thG United Natiuns General L.ssembly at its twenty:-fifth o.nniv0rsary s0ssion. 'l;Je 

fully share that desire. 
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(The Chairman...t. JJ..SJ3A) 

61. I should also like to say that, as the discussion in the Cornnittee has indicated, 

the changes that hc.ve been nade a..r1d the revisej draft treaty of 23 April ( CCD/269/Rev. 2), 

on the vJhole, have the approval of tho members of the Coliliui ttee. 
A number of 

delegations have, ho1tJGver, put f:=:rw:JTd co1:1nents and m:wndmc.mts relating to the draft. 

Some of' those -vwre submitted earlier, at previous sessions of the Conni ttee and at the 

twenty-fourth session of the General Asser.l;Jly, Hhile others are being advanced for 
the first tine. 

Our general inpression is that, al thou:_;h scr,w of tllGse proposals 

concern fairly ir:1portant matters of principle, they d.o net affect the essence of 
the treaty. 

2. Thus, some delegation.~ are still pra:3sing for the inclusion in the article on . 

verification of a provision concerning international procedures and the good offices 

of the Secreto.ry-General ·Jf the United .Nations. 

to explain uhy it emmet accept thnt proposal. 
The Sc·viet delegation Hould like 

63. As to the provision on international procedures Md the c;ood offices cf the 

Secretary-General which has been suggested for in8lu..:Jion in tho sea-bed treaty, 1.1e 

should like -(;o stress first of all that cur opposition to the proposal is, of course, 

in no vmy connected with our attitude ~o the individuc:,l Hho no-v1 heads tho United 

Nations Secretariat -- the Secretary-General of tho United Nations 
lvhom He hold 

in high esteem. 
The sea-bee[ treaty is to be concluded for a tom of nany years, 

for decades, and our ()bj ections to tho inclusion of o. provision concerning the 

Secretrrry-General cannot theTGfore :colc:.te to the present incuJnbent of that po.st. 

Our approach to this proposal i;::; )Jased on the fa·.cs that the q1-1.estion of international 

procedures and tho good off'icos of the Secretary-General forms part of a Hider 

roblem that goes beyond the scope ·•f tho drc.ft treaty under discussion and cannot 

oe settled in tho Connittee •Jn Disarn_c.ment, \lhich is concerned Hith questions Hi thin 
cle_arly defined range. 

4. vle have no desire to involve the Committee in 2 discussion ,Jf topics outside its 

ompetence, but sic-;1ply Hi:Jh, in ordoT tc explain our positicm, tu remind it -Jf past' 

ccasio:ns on Hhich some V!estorn PoHercJ hctve tried to foist en the Socrotrrry-Genoral 

olitical functions designed to :.;ecuro the rrdoption of a policy ccrrespondin:; to their 
-vm nnrrm.; interests. 

Such a situation a:c-ose, f·.Jl~ im::tcmce, durin-:5 the events in 

he Congo and alsc in ccm1oxion Hi th o-Gho:c international developments, and served to 

ncrease international tension and to undertrine the po;:dtion of thuse Hhc headed the 
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United Nations Secretario.t in the past. At the tL'llo, -wa made statements to that 

effect in the Unitwl Nations sa.ying IJh<:J.t vJC thought of cmch o.ctivities. \{o have 

o.lsu repeatedly pointed out that tho geogro.phical distribution o.nd deployr:wnt of 

staff in the United Nationc~ SacretarLcc t i:; not, unfortunately, such as to inspire 

confidence that tho interests of all tho mo.in groups of States are equally safeguarded 

Tho present doplcyr:1ent of staff gives s::;no Hestern POi.rors a certain advantageous 

position and in rwny instrulces en['..blos thor.1 to pursue a policy vlhich is not in the 

interests either of other St['..tes or g:coups of States or of international peace and 

security L~ general. 

65. In reminding the Con;:Jittoo cf cmr position on this question, we should like to 

stress once again that it ccu1 be solved only on o. b:;.'oad basu>. In our opinion, 

therefore, it vJoulcl be improper for (,he ColJirittec to divert its attention to the 

discussion of this question in c:mncxicm -with a me.::tsuro such as a treaty on the 

prohibition of the omplacomcmt of vJoo.pcms cf mass d.o:; l:.ruction on the sea-bod. 

is -why tho Soviet Union cann-Jt agrel3 tc the incl1uion in the sea-bed treaty of a 

pr:wision i·Jhich ni[;ht serve:: Ew a cover f':,r o.ttomp:.s of o.ll kincb by some \-!estern 

countries to cltilize intornc,tional in:;ti :~utinns in [t mcmner detrimental to the 

That 

intm~ests of other States oT groups of Stc:.toi~ mr:l t · intornatione.l peace and socuri ty 

in t;oneral. 

66. It must o.bc.. be borne in mind that the establi,sbment Hi thin tho United Ne.tions 

of a group to supervise observance c)f the sea-bed treaty -would involve substEJ.ntial 

and, in our opinion, unnecessary expense. Reference to this point has already been 

made t'day by ~:10 represontrrtive cf Czechoslovakia aJ11J. H-J are in complete a,zreemont 

vJi th him. He sho.re his vim.Js on thL3 point as -well ccs on the i.Jh·)le question of o. 

provision on international procedurG;J and the gr)ocl )f{icec; of the Secretary-General. 

67. A S()lution to the prublom rc,ised by dolucc;ations prqJosing the inclusion in 

article III of a prcwL;icn em interw-'.tiJnal proccdv_res arK[ the good ~,ffices of the 

Socrotary-Genoral is in fact ::;>rovidecl 'uy the ril!,ht accorded to States in tlEJ sea-bod 

treaty to refer qaoDtions concurnint; the •>bservance of the trc-nty to the Security 

Council, vlhich may take acti()n in acc,,rdance c-Jith the United NatLms Chart:3r, and nlsc' 

by tho right of veTification -v1hich 2:my ~Je undertaken 'uy a P[lrty usin,"_S its ,J,,;n. me:::ns 

or -with tho full or partial assistan: e cf cuw ther State Party tc the treaty.· 
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/68. Those Hho favour including a provision on international procedures in the 

article on verification say -clut such a provision is necessary as a starting-pDint 

for future international nachinery tc ensure thG peaceful exploitation of the sea-bed 

and the ocean floor in the interests c;f all States. This idea was e~Jressed, in 

particular, by Hr. Eclelstl:m, the represGntative of S1wden, at the neeting on 25 June 

·( CCD/FV. 473, para. 50) • Tlo.e pr:wisicn he favoured 1·JOUld prejudge, in the tl~eaty 
prohibiting the Ciilplacement of 11oapon:3 -:Jf mass destruction on the sea-bed and the " 

ocean floor, the solution of questions relating to a different prcbleB being dealt 

•nth by the United Nations Cor.mitteo to study the Peaceful Uses of the Sea-bed and 
the Ocean Floor. He bolievo that to attempt to lWG this treaty prohibi tine; the use 

of the soa-beC:. for military purposes for thG solution of international problems not 

really directly l~elated to the mcbstancc ')f thi.s treaty would be to adopt an incorrect 

procedure conducive neither t:) the :oolution of :3uch probluas nol' to the conclusion 
of the treaty. The limitati:m or pr,:hibi tion of the military uso of the sea-bed 

would, of course, have an extrenely favourable effost on its peaceful use. The 

draft treaty 1.Jas prepared precisely 1,Ji th the futuro possibili tiGs of the peaceful use 

of the sea-bod ancl the ocoa.n r:_c·~)r in 1;1in.:.~ and in tho intcre,sts 0f such use. The 

lfirst prem1bular paragrapb c,f the draft rccc)gnizes tho cornn~n interest of mankind 

in the p::.~ogross cf tho exploration anc1 usc of tho soa-bocl rmd the ocean flour for 
peaceful purposes. \-Je believe that this fnrn of 1/.)r•ls properly reflects the link 
between these aspects. Jvly delegation nctes with ;;:;atisfaction that Mr. I\hallaf, the 

representative of the United il.rnb Republic, alsu refol~:ced in his statement toc1ay to 

the inadvisability of ;;Bixine;,;; -- to usc his tern -- c:;_uostion::> relating tu Y'Jrification 

of the non-utilization of tho sea-bod f. ,l' ~1ilitG.ry purposes with questions relating 

to the peaceful uoe of tho ,soa-bed. 

Jn this :importcmt matter. 
Here we .fully ac;-ree with tho position tcJcon 

)9. ~1e should also like to point out that, as a mua:Jcr of representatives have 

3tated, it is realized that ~~11 the suggested amendments cannot be incor-porated in 

~he doc;ument -vw are preparing nor CElD all vievJpoints bo reconciled, ~JecG.uso some of 
~hem aro mutually exclusive. Ho share the vieH C'f Hr. Ortiz de Rozas, the 

~epresen :~o.ti ve of Arccntina, v~ho <;aid in thi:; CmCl.J:Ji ttec on 3 July: 
11 

••• wo ;,;hould at lease strive to prccluce an instrunent repre:3enting an 

acceptable balance betv1e0n the interosts .Jf the Stc:tos po.rticipating in our 

negotiaticms. il ( CQ.l2/_P_:_i[. !±_75/A,~c1._l....LJ2P:.I:..~4) 
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v' 70. It has also been proposed that vie should again ccn::::ideJ..~ the possibility of 

including in the t"'eaty o.n article on the 1leed for further nPg:::,tiations un a more 

comprehensive demilitarization of tho sea-bed. The representatives of Mexico, 

Czechoslovakia and the United Arab Republic hwo spoken en this question. The 

position of the Soviet Union on the Lmttor is wall knu1m to tho members of tho 

Committee. Having regard to the neec~ k; take the vieus of its partners in the 

negotiations into account, it agreed to such a provision being included in the treaty 

as a prerunbular paragraph. He share tho vie-vJ of Hr. Zybylski, the representative of 

Polru1C1, whc, on 18 June, urged the Cornmii:,too to keep the question of the dor.J.ilito.rizati 

of tho sea-bed and tho oceru1 floc1r en its agenda (CCD/FV.47l, paTa. 9). It is cur 

understo.ndinL~ that this prcr)osi?.l by the l~eprosent?.tivo of P·::land o.lsc.! hc.s the support 

of the SHedish clelegation, one. ,Jf the deleG;ations 1,rhich ini tiate:l the pr·-'IY:so.l that 

an o.rticlo on domili tarizati:,n '3hould be includec:. in the text of tho treaty. 

71. On 25 June, the delega ticn of Svwc~on further prcpos ed the inclusion in tho 

verification article of an o.ddi ticmal provision, conce:;_~ninc; tho exclusive right of 

coastal Scates ·i:,CJ verify the soa-:Jecl zone between th,; liai t cf terri toric.l uo.to:cs, 

where the vJiclth. of such -vmto:cs is loss than twelve nrmtical mile:s, ru1d tho tuelvo-mile 

limit ( CCD/FV. 473, para. 53} • ~Jhilo fully recognizinc the SHedish clelec;ation 1 fJ 

efforts to c.chievo the best lJo;c;~3ible as;mro.nce Df stri:;l~ cxnplio.nce 1-1ith tho provision;:; 

of the treaty, ue should like to point out that tho exis"dng Hcrdin::; of the draft treat 

quite plainly excludes tho possibility c:f MY verific2.tion activity by Ste..tes :.:thor 

than coastal S~a~e ~ vJithin ~he twelve-mile coastal zone, Article III, paro.graj_CJh 1, 

for instance, ccntain:3 tho fullovJin;:; EJtatement: 

"In order to p1·omote ·che Jbj ecti ves of and en::mro compliance v1ith 

tho provisions of this Treaty, oach State Party to the Treaty shall have 

the ric.;ht to verify ·i:,hrough observation the activities of other States 

Parties to GhG Treaty on the sen-bod Md the ocean floor and in tho 

subsoil thereof beyond the zone reforTed to in Article I ..• ,; 

( QCJ?if2_6_9}]1!3y_. ?-) 
i1Beyond tho zone referred to in Article Iii mean.o beyond the ti,JGlve-;nile coo.stal z,Jno. 

Similo.rly other verification measures, inclucJing inspection, co.n only be undortaken 

beyond such a zone, since, e..ccording to c.rticle III, paragTaph 2, such measures can 

be carried o·clt only~ 
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;; If after such ~-,'.JsorvatLm reasonable c~oubts remain concerning the 

fulfilment of the oblic:;ations a;osm:1ecl under the Treaty ••• ·' (.ibiq,.) 

It follm·JS that Hhere ;; such cbsorvation;; has not been carried out, other verification 

measure~3 cannot take place. 

72. But uould that rae an that, VJhero -d1o 't.Jidth of ter:;:i corial 1-mters is loss than 

twelve nautic.:::.l miles, the belt be"wec:n tho outor limit of such \lnters and ·the tvmlve-

mile limit I'Olnains -Lmccmtrollocl? In o·Gn· view, c.rticle I, paragraph 2, v1hicl1 reserves 

the right of cocwtal Stcttes L,J tmclertoJ;:o activities prd1ibited by the treaty within 

the zone referred to, presupposes thctt i~ is those States, i.e. the coastal States, 

that are co oxe1·cise control function::; l:.hore. Thac. is hmJ I!O v_nderstancl the matter. 

73. In concl-o.sion, vJG should like k ..:tros;3 once a,~;cin th::ct, ~Jn tho whd_o, '\JG assess 

favourably thG do::;ire of tho States rc:pl'e~:;onted in. tl1e CotU!littee foT tho speedy 

conclusion of the so a-bed tro0.ty. 'To sh::mld like to pcint cm.t in thi~; ccnne:don 

that thi.s desire lw.s been reflected in ~;tat.Jnents i;mc1e not only by rcprosento..tives 

in this Comr.littee ~Jut olscHhero. He nrc e-;ratifiec:, for inskmco, that in the Soviet-

Pakistan comnuniqu8 published on 26 chme on the o'='casion of the visit to tl1o Soviet 

Union of General AGha lVIuhannad Yahyc. Kh::m, tho Prosidmn. of PC'Jdstan, it w::.s stated 

that the drG.f-G treaty pro~Jo.recl by tho Connittoe on Disama:r,1ent correspcncts to the 

interests ,Jf all countrio:::; of the vwrlc~ an(~ should bo presented to the United Nations 

General Assombly as its tvrenty-fifth ::ws::::.i.on and then n:!Gned fry;_' sic;nature. 

74. The Sal7le desire was roc;crc1oc1 in t},c Scvid --S\·Jodish ccJmmtmiqv_e published on 

20 Juno on the occasion of she vii::i t to t:1o Sovie"c Unicn of Hr. Fnlr1e, tho Prime 

Minister of Sweden. That curmTJ.niqEe st:;ocs::;ed tho inp,:;1·tanc..:;e of the disama'llent 

negc;tLctions in Geneva leac~inr~ to thG cpcedy conclru::ion of tho treaty on tho prohibition 

of the em.placew.mt Df nucleal· Heapon:3 mK1 other He.-,~on~~ of Llass destruction on the 

sea-bed and the ·.->cean floor and in th:; subscil thereof. 

75. I trust th.:.'. i~ we shall soon be able t,) conplotc Ul.c:L' 1-10rk on the treaty and that 

it vJill be duly subr,littec1 tu the) GeneTo.l A~:>semiJly _.f tho United Nations at it.s 

76. ' ' ( Co.na}a .1 : I bloH th<:ct it l:3 net usuo.l for c.nyone in tho 

Conference uf tho C::Jm.mitteo ,m Disc.rnanont to take ~l1o fluor lJitlnuC, a prcpa.'~od 
statement. limJovor, I G.(;:L'OO entirely uith ycu, Ivt:·. Chairmc.n, thctt it is ..'..n tho 

in teres c of the Committee to try to cun:..lude its viud: rm tho sea-bed tl'eo.~y as soon 
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(H:c. Icno.tioff Co.no.clo.) 
• -- -·-~---·- •. - :..,L._ .... -·-- ·--

possible; and as ynu cvcro gooc~ ,;nonr;h tcJ stc.to yct,_r underst2J1din[; of tho question 

of the role of the 3ecrotc.ry-Gonera1 cmdur ~.h.J Cl1D. rtor and ur. ~or tho draft before us, 

proposed to (,he Commi tteo, I shculd like !~o to.ko ac1vrurtage of tho prec>ence of tho 

Represontnti ve of the Secroto.r;y-G-:morc.l and al~;c, .:;f ltc. :Ku.t:J.kov, 11ho is of course an 

o.uthcri ty on the Chartur and is the Unclo:c~-Sccrotc:,ry in char::;o of Politiccal ond 

Security Cow1cil Affairs, tc· sugge;;t thc,t they rac.y viish to c.omml t with tiw Secretary­

General, anc~ thctt other delec;ntions nc.y 'Jish to reflect c)n the reason -.1hy tho 

Conadi~:m dole,::;ation hc.s :c~c.ised, and ln:nst;;.; em :c~aising, tho q,_wstion of the role of 

tho Secrotary-Gr:meral in rer:;ard to the seQ-bed trooty. 

77. The quesl;ion nrif:lOS under Articles 34 n.nd 35 of tho Charter. Article 34 says: 

liTho Security C01.mcil nay invo::tigc.:io c.ny dispute, c,:c~ nny ::dtue.ticm 11hich might load 

to inl~ornati·;n[l]. friction ol~ c;iv8 risG t; o. di0put:.. -- and :3urely tho quostim of 

complim1ce or non-compliance '.li :,ll Q treaty .:>f cmch liil1J rtm1ce a;;;: ono de aline; Hi th the 

non-or,lplacouen l:. cf nucloa:c~ 1JOO.l)GJ.1s on cho sea-becl_ L; ;3onethin~; 11hich could give rise, 

to say tho loQst' tc interna0Lnal f:dc ciuil cr di:o~Xl_LO -- ;; in c·rdor to deter.r:ninc: Hhethor 

the con.J:.inumLe of the di:muto (,r sitLw.t,icn is likely to endancor the maintenance c1f 

intorno.ticnal ponce and ~hJcu:c'ity·;. .A:..~ti· lo 35 is ev~m mere rolov::mt. It reads: 

,; I\:ny t1embor of the United Naticns may b:c'inl; any di:3puto, or any 

situation uf tho nature j:-oferrec1 tc in Article 34, to tho attention of 

tho Socuri ty C::mncil ·.•r oi' tho General Asser.l~)ly. ;; 

78. I ask y:m, Mr. Cho.irilo.n, and I ask the RepresonC.c.tivo of tho Secretary-General 

and also tho Unc1oT-8,..:cre"L.o.ry-Gcmer::::.l, if there L3 any c~evice 'vJhe:c'eby any siznatory 

of tho lJreaty or any Monbor of the United Ikticns :,ulc: brine; n ;~i tuati.~.n thc·.c night 

arise m1der the questi::H1 of non-co:mplio.nco vJi th tho treaty to -L,he o. t tention oithel' of 

tho Genero.l Asser.lbly ~~hen it Lo nJt in SQ[;sion or :>f the s()CUrity Cocmcil wiU1cmt 

refGronco to tho Secretc..ry-Gonoral? 

Secretary-General. 

Surely the ncl'l!lD.l cilcJ1l'Jel i:::1 throuc;h tho 

79. I arJk ·C,h:::.[~ chis question ~Jo ~;c:;ri()l_csly ccmsickrecl rmd an anscw:;.~ sivon ·>.:1 thL:; 

Cor.mi ttoo, ~Joc:c:.wo it sGo2~1:J tc ne tlv.t 1.-10 are jm; ~~ \·J~~:J !~inL( cJctl' -:~imo in tryins· Ll 

avoid vJha·i:, I vioH as thu clear obli:~al:.iom: and ri~hts of Mm,lbers uf thG Unic,xl lJatirm.s 

undGr \:,he Charter, and particulc~rly under Article;; 34 :md 35. 
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Tha. _Qo_:q_I:_q_:r_o_n_c_e. __ doci_clE?.£1. . ..:~Q_:i_~.Jd.s..:l~.lF· __ f_ollowil1£.....C:C:fl!,lUni_g_ue: 

;;Tho Conference of the Committee on DisarnCJncn-t tock.y held its 476th 

plenary mooting in the Palo.is des lhtions, Geneva, under the chairmanship 

of H.B. Ambassador A.A. Hoshchin, 

Socialist Republics. 
reDrosent~tivo of the Union of Soviet ~ -, . 

;;S"Gatoncmts were w:tde by the reprosontc.tives of Czechoslovakia, Mexico, 

the United Arab Republic, the Union of Soviut Socialist Republics and 

Canada. 

;; The noxt meetinG of the Conference will be held on Thursday, 

9 July 1970, at 10.30 c..m." 




