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Communique of the meeting .... 

The Conference of the Committee on Disarmament today held its 657th plenary 

meeting in the Palais des Nations, Geneva, under the Chairmanship of 

H.E. Ambassador George Alvares Maciel, representative of :BraziL 

Statements were. made by the representatives of the United Kingdom of 

Great·:Britain and Northern Ireland, Japan, India, Mexico and the Chairman. 

The next meeting of the Conference 1-rill·be held on Thursday, 13 li'Iarch 1975, 

at 10.30 a.m. 

* 
* * 
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Mr • .ALLEN (United K:Lng:dom): A number of previous speakers have referred 

to the question of my Government's ratification of the :SW Convention. Tl;la.nk you· 

'for allowing ·me this opportunity of clarifying the situation. All the. necessary 

preliminaries for ratification by the United Kingdom were complete~ on 26 Fe~ru~y 
·at a special meeting of the Privy Council, and arrangements are in hand with the two 

other Depositary Governments for the simultaneous deposit of ~instruments which will 

bring. the Convention into force. 

Mr. NISIBORI (Jap'an): At the beginning of my statement -today I should like 

to offer my sincere congratulations on the accession to this Committee of the 

Federal Republic of Germany, the German Democratic Republic, Iran, Peru and Zaire, 

and also my cordial welcome to the distinguished representatives of these five 

countries. In principle, this Committee has to maintain a limited and small number 

of participating countries because of~its character as a body to conduct concrete 

and substantial negotiations on disarmament. On the other hand~ the discussions 

in this Committee will undoubtedly be invigorated further and-rendered more 

significant by the participation of these count~ies with a genUine enthusiasm for 

promoting disarmament, creative thoughts and action. It is in this sense that we 

are pleased to have the five countries participate in the work of this Committee, and 

· that we look forward to the positive contributions of the distinguished representatives 

of these five countries. I should also like to extend my hearty welcome to the 

new representatives of Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Morocco, the Netherlands, Pakistan 

and the United Kingdom. 

Now that 1975 is here we have only a quarter 6f a century left before we enter 
\ 

the twenty-first century. However, the world situation does not necessarily lead 

us to ent.ertain the prospect of a bright future. As is well known, the world is 

faced with many difficult problems, such as energy, food, inflation, recession and 

even;some regional tensions. Recognition of this world situation is not irrelevant 

to the state of progress in disarmament. Certainly there has been some progress which 

deserves appreciation, such as the limitation of strategic arms due to the efforts 

of both the United States and the Soviet Union. :But it is far short of the general 

and complete disarmament which is our ultimate goal. Also, we are threatened by 

the d~er of nuclear proliferation. It sho~ld be borne deeply in mind that ag~nst 

this background this Committee has come to be reconvened. 
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Fa~ many years past we have reiterated. that we must achieve the cessation of the 

arms race and transform the momentum of arr::.s expansion into t~1at of disarmament, and 

that otherwise the world will plunge headlong into an irretrievable chaos. 

Unfortunately vle must repeat this even louder. Nowadays the way in which we steer 

our craft will.not fail to influence the course of human beings in their voyage 

tovrard the t~::enty-first centm·y. So we have a big responsibility 1 and vre must bear 

this constantly in mind. 

In the light of what I have said now, I consider it quite timely that through 

the initiative of Nigeria the United Nations General Assembly decided at its 

twenty·-ninth session upon a "lYiid-term Review of the Disarmament Decade". This 

":Mid-term Review" will hopefully highlight the achievements since the beginning nf 

the "DisaJ."'D.ament Decade", and problems which should be solved in the remaining 

five years. While we hope to hear the results of the "Mid-term Review" in due course, 

there is hardly any question about what are the important tasks facing us now. 

I should first like to touch upon the s·~rategic arms limitation talks now 

being conducted between the United States and the Soviet Union. It is true that 
•·. 

these talks are bilateraL Neverthelesss in the light of the grave effects which 

they me~ have upon internatior1al relations; it is only natural that concern over 

these talks should be aired at this Committee. 

I appreciate very highly the significance of the Agreement reached on 

24 November last year between the two leaders of the United States and the 

Soviet Union concerning the limitation of the aggregates of both strategic offensive 

means of delivery al"ld missiles equipped with HIRVs. In saying this, I am quite .. 

aware of the criticism that_the ceilings, especially the ceiling on the number of 

mj.ssiles_equipped with MIRVs, are too high. However, even the limitation with the 

cE>iling·s Hhich may be criticized as being too high is far pref~rable to a state 

where there. is no limitation at all. For that reason I welcome the agreement of last 

November between the United States and the Soviet Union, in the hope that a formal 

agreementwill be concluded at an early date? and would like to put on record the 

statement made by the President of the United States at the news conference on 

2 December last year g "life have created the solid basis . from which future arms 

reductions nan be negotiated". 
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At th.~ same tim.~' I·believe it incumbent upon both the United State-s an.dthe 

Sov.iet Union t.o r~call the undertaking made. unde:r;- :the Non-Proliferation Treaty to 

pursue negotiations in good faith on measures .. ;relating to nuclear disarmam.ent,. and to 

negotiate in a positive ·manner various other measures of arms control and disarmament 

in order to.·shift .the .easing of tension cin to a more solid basis. In my opinion, such 

measures should include a limita:tion upon f].ight tests of missiles. Accordingly I 

would strongly urge the United States and the Soviet Union to agree upon a 

wide--ranging· programme of disarmament negotiatio:r;.s concerning the measures I have 

mentioned on such occasions as futlll~e summit talks. 

Next is the question of a nuclear test ban. While this question is closely 

interrelated w;j_th the limitation of nuclear weapons 9 it must be recogniz·ed clearly that 

the absence of a comprehensive test ban twelve years after the conclusion of the 

~~.tia1 Test Ban Treaty in 1963 is the main cause of the lack of faith of public 

opinion ~n disarmament negotiations. 
'• 

It is fresh in our memory that agreement was reached last July between the 

United States.and the Soviet Union on a.partial ban of underground nuclear weap9n tests. 
. . ' . 

I reiterate on this occasion the point I raised last summer at this Committee, that. 

both the United States and the Soviet Un;j_on should strive without delay to achieve a 
' ' . ; . . . .. 

comprehensive test ban on the basis of this Agreement. The joint declaration of the 

Soviet Union and the United Kingdom,made public on 17 February states that both 

Governments "will work for agreements limiting. the number of underground nuclear weapon 

tests to a minimum". This gives us a glimmer of hope as a step forward towards our 

ultimate goal. Once the United States and the Soviet Union are agreed·upon a treaty 

banning all nucle:ar weapon testings, it will s~rtainly improve. the international 

situation, even if some countries might refuse, to accede to such a treaty. Also for 

this reason, I renew my call upon both the United States and the Soviet Union to make 

a decision on the rna tter. · 

At the same time, I appeal to any country attempting to conduct atmospheric 

nuclear Wl:)apon tests to desist from such tests, and the nuclear weapon States which are 
1 

not yet Parties to the Partial Test Ban Treaty to accede as soon as possible to the 

Treaty. 

The question of nuclear proliferation is no less importan~. Last year we became 

acutely conscious of the danger of nuclear proliferation as a result of many nuclear 

testings, including that of India. The peaceful use of nuclear en~rgy is rapidly 
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adding to its importance, due to the energy crisis and the problem of resources. 

Understandably, this peaceful use of nuclear energy entails a potential danger of 

nuclear proliferation throughout the world. 

Under the circumstances 1 the first step to avert a crisis is to recognize its 

existence. In this context, I would emphasize the significance of the fact that the 

United Nations General Assembly adopted last year by an overwhelming majority-- namely 

by 111 votes in favour~ 3 against and 12 abstentions -- a resolution on the prevention 

of nuclear proliferation. The 111 votes in favour thus represented the will of almost 
. . I 

the whole world on this question. The a~option by such an overwhelming majority of' 

the resolution on the prevention of nuclear proliferation manifested clearly the need 

recognized by the whole world to make joint efforts ta. eliminate the danger ofnuclear 

proliferation. 

Inthis critical situation~ I myselfhave been encouraged greatly by this ~act. 

This resolution was intended, among other things, to fo:cus upon the possible danger of 

peaceful nuclear explosions leading to nuclear proliferation. In the Introduction to 

the Report on the work of the Organization dated 30 August last year, the 

Secretary-General of the United Nations pointed out the danger of peaceful nuclear 

explosions leading to nuclear weapons proliferation, and suggested that the question of I 

peaceful nu~lear explosions in all its aspects should now be the subject for international 

consideration. Following these remarks, operative paragraph 3 of the resolution ~~lls 

upon this Committee to include in its report to the United Nations General Assembly a 

section on its consideration of the arms control implications of peaceful nuclear 

ex.Plosions as a part of s~ch international consideration. 

On the basis of this resolution, I suggest now that this Committee should exami:p.e. 

at the earliest opportunity the modalities of such 9onsideration. That is to say, 

that this Committee should now start preliminary works autonomously; although it is 

necessary, of course, in further examination, to take into consideration the results 

of the study by the International Atomic Energy Agency and of the Review Conference of 

the Non-Proliferation Treaty in May. I earnestly hope that, through this oJnsideration, 

some satisfactory international regime can be found which will enable non-nuclear-weapon 

States to share the benefits deriving from peaceful nuclear explosions while eliminating 

the danger of nuclear proliferation. .The establishment of such an international regime 

would be an important step forward, now as well as for the twenty-first century, in 

promoting the peaceful use of nuclear energy while removing the danger of nuclear 
proliferation. 
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· I would re.call. ~lso· · thit lei.~ t . year the Urii ted Nations Ge~~r~l-Asse~~ly adopteci 

unanimously 'resoll1tion 3261G·' (XXIX) ·c'orice;n ng ·;·;strenithe~l~g the ~e~urit;. ~f . : _.... . 
. . . ·~ 

non-nuclear-weapon States against the use of :ri~~lea,;. we~p~ri~·{ Operati'Ve ·paragraph 2 
. .. ~ ~ .. \.' 

of this resolutia·n "Rec6mmends to Member. States to consider in aii appropriate __ forums, 

wi th6u-£ loss' 'of :time 1 the ;q~~stl~n 'of strengthening the secu;it; of non-nuci~ar-weapon 
, I '\ •' , 

States"'·. ·. ·Th~ fact that' this q·ues·hion' ha~ been raised In the form of such a resolution 

is· ·good ·e'Vi'dence· of· \he grav~· c"6n~~rii -~f'-'mahy ~orl:n~cl~ar-·weapori :St~tes·~ . 

. . . This ·qu~stiqn having· an 1mp'ortant becri:-i'ng -~po'ri that o.:f ·p;e;e~ting ·:n,~cle~ . 

prolifer~t-fon, t: b~nsider that; the Review 'confer~~ce of the Non~p;oliferati~n Treaty is 
"' i····· .·:· =:· . '· . 

the·:suitabl~- forum ':fc:ir· ~·±-ts' disc'~s~ion~·· The provisional agenda of the Conferenoe are 

knmm to- includ~ the- conside~a tion of resolution ·255 (1968) of .the United. :Nations. . 

Security Counc'il. If further effective measures are taken through such deliberations 
.. , 

and as a resultremove the anxiety·of these non.:..nuclear-weapon States 9 I bel.:Leve th?-t 

the Non-Proliferation regime 1·Till be strengthened further. 
J .; 

.:·My country views with ir~at app:fehe~sion the tren::l' toward nuclear proliferation9 

and accordingly intends· to· co-operate po~.itively 1vith any international effo~ts for the·. 

prevention of: nuclear proliferation. r1y ·Gove;nment has conducted with the I.AEA on 

. several -separate occasions preiimiilary negotiation~ for concluding an agreement on 

· -··- safeguards preparatory to the ratification of the Non-ProJ.iferation Treaty. As a 
'. 

resUlt of -the last preliminary n~gotiations undertaken in_February9 we were able to 

agree upon the"contents of the agreement and initialled it. I am deli~hted at the 

news that the Atrreetiia~t ·was approv~d by the Board of Governors. of the I.AEA on :5 March. 

After making other necessary a:r:.rangements, therefore~ the J~panese Government intends 

to· take the· domes'tic· m~~srir~s ::l:-eq-u.i~ed for the ratification of the Non-Prolifer'a tion 

Treaty ?-S early as.possibie. 

Last but· not :least is· tl1e question of banning. chemical weapons. As to this 

question, I wish f'irst .to express my sincere pieasure at the fact that the United States 

has re?ently ·conipieted the steps required ·for' i ti rat'ifi~~tion of the Ge-neva Protocol 

6f 1925~ Thariks to this action of ti±e.·u'~ited ·state~'; ·itmay be. ~eemed that the 

universality· of the- Geneva Protocol has· been f~·lly e~sured 9 and ':i. t can safely .be said 

that the objective c~nditions have,been ~~t for pro~eeding towards ba_nning the 

development,. production and SJGo~.kJ?iling df chemical' -~eapo~. •· 
... . ~': 

·,,, '>!'I 

•,,·-, r • .,_·;, 
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MY delegation submitted to this Committee on 30 ~pril last year a .draft 
' ., ' .~· 

. convention for ba!ll! i.ng the development, production, and stockpiling of cb,emical 

weapons (CCD/420) 9 with a view to making it a basis of the negotiations Ofl.:.the question. 

Also, during the summer session of this Committee, informal meetings with the 

.~articipation of experts were held concerning.the question. ·I earnestly hope that in 

the. course of this year more. concrete negotiations may take place on the basis of the 

achievements of the past year. 

In this context, I regret that we have still to hear about the joint initiative 

referred to in the joint communique of the United States and the Soviet Union disclosed 

on 3 July last year. The delay in the arrival of the initiative promised by thE:)··. 

communique certainly has the effect of back-pedalling the discussion on this question; 

v1hich had just started moving forward. · Therefor'" I desire earnestly .. tl)at both the 

United States and the Soviet Union will present to this Committee their initiative on 

the basis of our draft convention as well as the views and suggestionsmade by other 

countries thereupon. I believe that I deserve to hear soon about the prospect of the 

initiative from representatives both of the United. States and of the Soviet Union. 

In this connexion, I wholeheartedly welcome the ·fact that the United States, the 

Soviet Union and also the United Kingdom, as we were reminded a few minutes ago by 

Mr. Allen -- that is to say, all the three Depositary Governments -- have recently 

completed the measures required at home for the ratification of the Convention of 1972 

on the Prohibition of the Development 9 Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological 

(Biological) and Toxin Weapons and ori their Destruction, and accordingly that the entry 

into force of this Convention is only a matter of days. I am glad to iriforin you that 

my Government is also preparing to ratify the Convention; I earnestly hop·e that it 

will co:::r1e into force at an early date. 

At the beginning of the spring session of this Committee, .I have emphasized the 

urgent need to take concrete steps for disarmament in the difficult. circllinstances 

surrounding us. I am convinced that these views are not only those of the Government 
' 

and people of Japan, but als.o reflect the desires of the peoples of the world. May. I 

end my general statement by emphasizing that this year must be the year. of action? 
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Mr. MISHRA. (India): I have listened very carefully to the statement of 

my friend Mr. Nisibori of Japan. He mentioned the ¢Langer of nuclear proliferation and 

in that context referred to ·India's nuclear test. Whatever the subjective 

considerations 1orhich persu.aded the delegation of Japan to believe .that India's peaceful 

nucle·ar. explosion of May last. year has added to the danger of proliferation· of nuclear 

weapons,.there'is not the slightest objective evidence to indicate that this is the 

case. Nearly one year has passed since the peaceful nuclear explosion was conducted 

by ,India.:. What is the evidence that there has been proliferation of nuClear weapons 

as a result· of that explo·sion? We firmly and sincerely believe that to treat India's 

peaceful,riuclear explosion on the same.level as the weapons tests conducted by other 

States is me+ely to divert attention from the all-important task or preventing the 

nuclear arms race. 

Ytr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico)g The representative of P.Q~gentina, in his 

capacity as Chairman of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, made the 

following statement at the end of the last meeting: 

"The representative of Burma, who is chairman for the week of the 

Group o~ Fifteen Countries, has requested me to inform the Committee that the 

delegat~ons which attended yesterday's meeting of this Group wish t}l~ Conference 

of the Committee on Disarmament to hold an informal meeting next week to.examine 
. <':·• . ' ' . ' 

certain questions concerning the organization and work of the ad hoc Group of 

Gov~rnmental, ~xperts referred to in rGsolution 3261 F o:xrx) of the. 

General Assembly.". 

My delegation wishes to know whether the Chairman can tell us now whether it will be 

possible to meet this request by the Group of Fifteen Countries. 

. The . CHAIRMAN: 

of the Do.::.chafrmEm: 

I have bE=Jen asked to read the following statement o·n behalf 

·,··. •r. 
"After consulting other Members of the Cohunitt~e, ·the Co-Chairmen propose 

that the informal. meeting requested by members o.f the Group of Fifteen Countries 

··be cotlVened on Friday·,· 14 March, at 10.30 a.m. to examine ~ertain que~tions 

concerning the organization and work of the ad hoc Group of Governmental Experts 

referred to in General Assembly Resolution 3261 F (XXIX).". 

The meeting rose at 11.15 a.m. 

\ 




