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Communigué of the meetlng

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 will be held on Thursday, 13 March 1975,
at 10.%0 a.m.
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Mr. ALLEN (United Kingdom);'<A number of previous speakers have referred
to the question of my Govermment's ratification of the BW Convention. Thank you'

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

preliminaries for ratification by the United Kingdom were completed on 26 February

‘at a special meeting of the Privy Council, and arrangements are in hand with the two

other Depositary Governments for the simultaneous deposit of dinstruments which will

bring. the Convention into force.

Mr. NISIBORI (Japan): At the beginning of my statement -today T should like

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

Federal Republic of Germany, the German Democratic Republic, Iraﬁ, 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 hegotiations on disarmament; On fhe other hand, the discussions

in this Committee will undoubtedly be invigorated further and rendered more
significant By the participation of these countries with a'genﬁine 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 worklof 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, thgary, Morocco, the. Netherlands, Pakistan
and the United Kingdom. |

Now that 1975 is here we have only a quarter of a centu;y left before we enter
the twenty-first century. However, the world situation does not necessarily lead
us to entertain 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 apppeciation, 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 danger of nuclear‘proliferation. It should be borne deeply in mind that agalnst

this background this Committee has come to be reconvened.,
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e B (Mr. Nisibori, Japan)

For many years past we have reiferated'that we must achieve the cessation of the
arms race and transform ‘the momentum of arms expansion into that of dlsarmament, and’
that otherw1se the world will plunge headlong into an irretrievable chaos.

.Unfortunately we must repeat this even louder. waadays the way in which we steer
| our craft will not fall to influence the'coulse of human beings in their voyage
toward the twenty—firsﬁ century. So we ﬂave a big reeponsibility, and we must bear-
this constantl& in mihd. o

In the light cf what I have said now, I consider it guite timely that through
the initiative of Nigeria the Uhited.Nations.General Assembly decided at its
twenty«niﬁth sessioﬁdupon a "Mld—termlheview of the Disarmament Decade'. ‘This
"Mid-term Review" will hopefully highlight‘the achievements since the beginning »f
the ”Disarmament Decade", and problems which should be solved in the remaining
five years. While we hope to hear the resulfs of the "Mid-term Review”_in due course,-
. there ie hardly any question about what are the important tasks facing us now.

I should first like to touch upon the strategic arms limitation talks now
being conducted belween the United States and the Soviet U'nion’e It ishtrue that
these talks are bilateral. Nevertheless; in the light of the grave effects which
they mey have upon internaticmnal relations, if is only natural fhet concern over
these talks should be aired at this Commlttee.

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 and missiles equipped with MIRVs. In sqylng this, I am qulte

|
|
\
aware of the'crltlclsm that the celllngs, espe01ally the ceiling on the number of
missiles'equlpped with MIRVs, are too high. However, even the limitation with the |
ceilings which may be criticized as being toodhigh is far preferable to a state
where there is no limitation at all. For that reason I'welccme the agreement of last
NOVember between the United States and the Soviet Union, in the hope that a formal
agreement w1ll be concluded at an early date, and would like to put on record the
statement made by the President of the Unlued States at the news conference on
2 December last years: "We have created the solid ba51s from which future arms

reductlons aan be negotlated”
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(Mr. Nisibori, Japan)

At the same time, I'believe it incumbent upon both the United States and the
Soviet Union to recali the undertaking made under the Non-Proliferation Treaty to
pursue negotiations in good-faith on measures relating to nuclear disarmament;‘and to
negotiate in a positive manmer various other measures of arms control and disarmament
in order.to.-shift the.easing of tension on to a more solid basis. In oy opinion, such
measures should include.a limitation upon flight tests of missiles. Accordingly T
would strongly urge the United States and the Soviet Union to agree upon a. ,
wide—;angingxprogramme of disarmament negotiatioos concerning the measures I have
mentioned on such occasions as future summit talﬁs.

Next is the question of a nucieer'test ban. VWhile this question is closely
interrelated with the limitation of nuclear weapons, it must be recognized clearly that
the absence of a comprehensive test ban twelve years after the conclusion of the
Partial Test Ban Treaty in 1963 is the main cause of the lack of faith of public
opinion-in disarmament negotiations.

ft_ie fresh in our memory that agreement was reached last July between the
United States.and the Soviet Union on a.tartial ban of underground nuclear weapon tests.,
I reiterate on this occasion the point I reised last summer at this Committee, that
both the United States and the Sov1et Union 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 Pebruary states that both
Governments\"will work for agfeements limiting the number of underground nucleer 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 nuclear weapon testings, it will certainly improve. the internationali
situatioﬁ, even if some countries might refuse. to accede to such a treaty. Also for
this reaeon, I fenew my call upon both the ﬁhited States and the Soviet Union to make
a decision on the matter. i

At the same time, I appeal to any country attempting to conduct atmospheric
nuclear weapon tests to desist from such tests, and the nuclear weapon States which are
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 impoitent.u- Last year we became

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

'testings, including that of India. The peaceful use of nuclear energy is rapidly
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a&&gﬁé‘£o its importance, due to the energy crisis and the problem of resources.
Uﬁdefsténdably, fhis peaceful use of nucléar energy entails a poténtial dangér of
F nuplear proliferation throughout the world.
Under the circumstances, the first step to avert a crisis is to recognize its
i existepoe: In this context, I would emphasize the significance of the fact that the
United Natiéns 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 préliferation. The 111 votes in favour thus represented the will of alm?st
the whole world on this question. The adoption by such an overwhelming majori+y of
the resolutlon on the prevention of nuclear proliferation manifested clearly the need
recognlzed by the whole world to make joint efforts to eliminate the danger of nuclear
prollferatlon.
In this critical situation, I myself have been encouraged greatly by this fact.,
This resolution was intended, among other things, to focus 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 Natlons pointed out the danger of peaceful nuclear
exp1081ons 1ead1ng to nuclear weapons prollferatlon, and suggested that the guestion of
peaceful nuclear explosions in all its aspects should now be the subject for internaticnal
consideration. Following these remarks, operative paragraph 3 of the resolution ealls
- 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
éxpiosions aéAa part of sﬁch international consideration.
On the bééis of this resolution, I suggest now that this Committee should examine
at the earliest.opportunity the modalities of such gonsideration.' That is to say, |
Q 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 NonsProliferation Treaty in May. I earnestly hope that, through this oons1derat10n,
some satlsfactory 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 prollferatlon.. The establlshment 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.

O
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' I wéild recall also that last” year the Unlted Natlons General Assembly adopted
unanimoysly* resolutlon 3261F (XXIX) Goricern ng 'Strengthenlng the seourlty of i
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use of ruclear weapons” Operatlve paragraph 2
of thig resslition ”Recommends to Member States to oons1der 1n all approprlate forums,

without loss of tlme, the questlon of strengthenlng the seourlty of non—nuclear—weapon

" States™, . Theé - fadt that' this questlon has been ralsed in ‘the form of such a resolutlon

is good svidence of ‘the gravé concern of many non«nuolearsweapon States. .

This questlon hav1ng an 1mportant bearlng upon that of preventlng nuclear
prollferatlon, T oons1der that the Review Conferenoe of the Non—Prollferatlon Treaty is
thesiitable forum for its” discussion.” The prov151onal agenda of the Conferenoe are
known to- include the oons1deratlon of resolution 255 (1968) of the Unlted Natlons
Security Council. If further effective measures are taken through such dellberatlons
and as a result remove the anxlety of these non-nuolear—weapon States, I belleve that
the Non—Prollferatlon regime will be strengthened further. N ]

‘My country views with great apprehen51on the trend toward nuolear prollferatlon,

and accordingly intends to- co-operate posltlvely with any 1nternatlonal efforts for the :

_prevention of nuclear proliferation. My ‘Government has oonduoted with the IAEA on
‘several separate occasions preliminary negotlatlons for concluding an agreement on

o safeguards preparatory to’the ratification of the Noanraliferation Treaty. As a

restlt of the last prellmlnary negOulatlons undertaken in February, we were able to
agree upon  the’ oontents of +the agreement and 1n1t1alled it. l am dellghted at the
news that the Agréemint was approved by the Eoard of Governors of the TAEA on 5 March.
After making other neoessary arrangemenus, therelore, the Japanese Government 1ntends
to take the doméstic meastres requlred “for the ratlflcatlon of the Non—Prollferatlon
Treaty as early as possible. ' '

Last but not ‘least is the questlon of bannlng chemlcal weapons. As to this
question, -I wish first o express my sincere pleasure at the fact that the United States

has reoently ‘completed the stéps requlred for its ratlfloatlon of the Geneva Protoool

of 1925 Thanks to this action of the United States, 1t may be deemed that the

universality of the Geneva Protocol has been fully ensured and 1t can safely be said

that the objective conditions have been met for prooeedlng towards bannlng the )

: development, produotlon and onckplllng of chemlcal weapons. - E
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My delegation submitted to this Committee on 30 April last year a draft
- convention for banning the development, production, and stockpiling of cﬁémical

weapons (CCD/420), with a view to making it a basis of the negotiations on:.the question.
Also; during the summer session of this Committee, informal meetings with phe
rarticipation 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. v ‘

In this context, I regret that we have still to hear about the joint lnltlatlve
referred to in the 301nt communiqué 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-.
communiqué certainly has the effect of back-pedalling the discussion on this gquestion;
which had just started moving forward. ' Therefore I desire earnestly that both the
United States and the Soviet Union will present to this Committee their initiative on
the basis of our draft comvention as well as the views and-suggestions made 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 connexioh, 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 Govermments —-— haVe‘réoently
completed the measures required at home for the ratification of the Convention of 1972
on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiliﬁg of Bacteriological
(Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on their Destruction, and accordingly that the entry
into force of this Convention is only a matter of days. I am giad to inform you that
my Government is also preparing to ratify the Comvention; I earnestly hope that it
will come into force at an early date. ‘ | '

At the beginning of the sprlng session of- this Commlttee, I have emphasized the
urgent need to take concrete steps for disarmament in the dlfflcult 01rcumstances
surrounding us. I am convinced that these views are not only those of the Government
and people of Japan, but also reflect the desires of the peoples of the world May I

end my general statement by empha3121ng that this year must be the year of action?



my friend Mr. Nisibori of Japan. He mentioned the danger of nuclear proliferation and
in that context referred to India's nuclear test. Whatever the subjective
considerations which persuaded the delegation of Japan to believe .that India's peaceful
nuclear. explosion of May last year has added to the danger of proliferatipn'of nuclear
weapons,. there "is not the slightest objective evidence to indicate that this is ithe
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 explosion? We firmly and sincerely believe thatlto treat India's
peaceful nuclear explosion on the same .level as the weapons tests eonducted by other
States is me;ely to divert attention from the éll-important task of preventing the

nuclear arms race.,
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Mr, MISHRA. (India): I have listened very carefully to the statement of
Mr, GARCiA ROBIES (Mexico):  The representative of Argentina, in his
capacity as Chairman of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament; made the
.follow1ng statement at the end of the last meeting:
_ ”The representative of Burma, who is chairman for the week of the
Group of Flfteen Countries, has requested me to inform the Commlttee that the
delegatlons Whlch attended yesterday's meeting of this Group wish the Conference
of the Commlttee on Dlsarmament to hold an 1nformal meeting next week to examine
1 certaln questlons ooncernlng the organlzatlon and work of the ad hoc Group of
- _Governmental prerts referred to in Iosolutlon 2261 F (.XIX) of the.
| General Assembly.",

My delegatlon w1shes to know whether the Chairman can tell us now whether it w111 be

Phe CHATRMAN: I have been asked to read the following statement on behalf

pOSSlble to meet thls request by the Group of Fifteen Countries.
|

of the Co=-Chairmen:
' "After oonsuiting other Members of the Cohmittéé,'the Co—-Chairmen proposé
that the informal meeting requested by members of the Grodp of Fifteen Countries
" . be conveneéd on Friday, 14 March, at 10.30 a.m. to examine éertain questions
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.






