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Communique of the meeting 

The Conference 0f the Committee on Dis8:rmament today held its 556th plenary 

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

H.E. Ambassador Ernesto de la Guardia? representative of Argentina. 

Statements were made by the representatives of Bulgaria, Sweden, Italy, Argentina 

and Brazil. 

The next meeting of the Conference will be held on Tuesday, 18 April 1972, at 

10.30 a.m. 
~-

Mr. TARJ11?.A.NOV (Bulgaria) (translation from Russian): The resumption of the 

session of the Committee on Disarmament enables us to make a closer study of the 

possibilities and prospects of solving the tasks facing this important organ of the 

international community in the field of disarmament in the light of its ten years 1 

continuous activity. My delegation has already had an opportunity to submit some 

observations on this subject for the Committee's consideration during the first part of 

the session and I shall not now revert to the specific matters dealt with in my first 

statement. 

There are however some general considerations that deserve serious attention and 

I shall try to discuss some of them. In their statements both at the opening of the 

session and subsequEntly, the representatives of the countries participating in the 

Committee's work briefly summed up achievements in the field of disarmament during the 

past ten years. The general picture is not very encouraging; the opinion is virtually 

unanimous that the results of the Committee's work do not justify the initial hopes and 

expectations of world public opinion and of the world community as a whole. 

At the time the Committee was established, most of its members had great 

expectations, as did the international community as a whole. The resolution on general 

and complete disarmament, which was adopted in 1961 and served as the foundation for 

working out the principles that provided a basis and guidance for the negotiations at 

their start filled public opinion with hope and mobilized the energies and strength of 

the peoples in the struggle for disarmament. 
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(Mr. T arabanov, Bulgaria) 

Before the adoption of the resolution on general and complete disarmament and 

again after the start of the Committee's work, some Western delegations expressed 

doubts about the possibility of achieving substantial results in the field of 

disarmament. There were voices which proclaimed that, in view of the existing features 

of the international situation, it was scarcely possible to expect any advances in this 

field. 

Despite these gloomy forebodings, the overwhelming majority of delegations set to 

work in earnest and made purposeful efforts to achieve the results expected of them by 

the peoples of the world and by world public opinion. These efforts led to the 

conclusion of the Moscow Partial ~est Ban Treaty, the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation 

of Nuclear Weapons, and the Convention on the prohibition of bacteriological weapons, 

which was opened for signature two dqys ago and has already been signed by a large 

number of countries. Real though they are, these results of the Committee's work look 

unimpressive against the background of expectations and hopes --- they are not such as 

to cheer the heart of the peoples. 

The delegations of the socialist, developing and some other countries have not been 

discouraged by the ·somewhat insubstantial results of vrork on specific disarmament 

problems. On the contrary, they have been conscious of the need to mobilize all forces 

in the search for new possibilities, means and methods of solving disarmament problems, 

which must be available by the time mankind is confronted with the choice between moving 

resolutely and rapidly towards disarmament and facing the abyss of destruction. 

Being aware that the arms race and the intensified stock-piling of means of mass 

destruction present a mortal threat to all life on earth and being convinced that the 

human race cannot and will not wish for destruction and will take all the necessary 

steps for the adoption of decisive measures with a view to disarmament, these delegations 

have been led to stress the importance of a constant search for. possible solutions. 

But today as in the past, there are "realistic 11 delegations which, though compelled 

by the General Assembly resolution to recognize that the Committee's urgent and 

immediate task is general and complete disarmament, nevertheless believe and proclaim 

that it cannot be achieved in our lifetime and that the problem should consequently be 

left to be solved by later generations. They even maintain that the premature 

establiShment of this objective mqy lead to an unprofitable period in the Committee's 

work and cause it to take an unproductive direction. At the same time, some delegations 
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(:Mr. Tarabanov, :Bu~_g§-ri_~) 

point out with unnecessary zeal that sovereign States cannot be compelled to disarm. 

It should not, hovre'rer, be forgotten that i''e negotiations arn bound to create a moral 

atmosphere conducive to disarmament, in pdri,icular, with respee-l; to weapons of mass 

destruction, both nuclear and chemical, as viell as general and complete clisarmc:unent. 

To proclaim that general and. complete disarmament is impossible in our lifetime is to 

call off the Committee l s efforts to find vrays a.r1c! means of disarmament, of de1:ivec."i~16 

the vrorld from the nightmare of no-called_ armed security. 

Such assertions take us far back into the past. The Committee is not at present 

setting out to discuss vrhether general and complete disarmament is possible or :1ot. 

':'his question has long since bee"Yl anmwred in thE.: affirmatives and for a nu...mber of yea=:-s 

the General Assembly of the United Nations has been repeating 2nd reaffirming 1'1ith 

increasing emphasis that this task of general and_ complete chsarmament is in fact the 

main purpose of the Committee and of the negotiations on disarmament. 

It is of course possible a:o_d e'.-en proba:ole that the colossal stockpiling of arms 

is still necessary to some r2alists'' for certain purposes. They are even novi using 

huge quantities of arms and military equipment against peoples fighting against colonial 

dependence and for national liberation and 1.mity. v!e need only take a look at the 

lJP8.illines on the front pages of the nmvspapers or a passing glance at the television 

screen to realize the purposes for uhich the enormous qu;:mtities of arms amassed ':Jy some 

countries are being used. 

To prolong such a situation uould rm1 comple-';ely counter to the interests o:: thE:: 

peoples, and the >wrld community c:md to thlc Cha,rter of the Ur.lted Nations. On the 

contr2.ry, the peoples are anxious for the immediate cessation of acts of aggression 

against colonial and dependent peoples 5n various parts of the vrorld -- in the Indc--

~:1insse peninsula, particularly 1n Vie-t-N81Il; in tbe Near East i and in other part.c; of 

Asia and Africa, The;y are cal11ng for the elimination of the existing tension t~•rout;l'l 

destruction of the means and possibili 1:;ies for ar·med inte:r:vention and for intimidation 

by force, particularly by armed force. 

\Io are all mrare of the diss2.tisfct.c-tion caused by any departure from the straight 

course of general and complete disaTmament. Both in the Committee and at sessions of 

the Genera,l Lssembly there have been incessant and urgent appe2cls for renevred efforts ·co 

achieve general 2nd complete disarmament. This has been the subject of the strongest 

and most frequent criticisms of the Committee at sessions of the United Nations in recent 

years. It is therefore more than necessary that the Cormnittee, too, should endorse the 

nniversal and general desirG that our negotiations should be vie\ved in this light, 

regardless of the existing difficulties. 
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Atte:mpts are being made to contrast disarmament with security and to justify the 

arms race by a concern for security. To explain the lack of prJgress tovrards 

disarmament, assertions such as the following are being made: "Al1 countries are 

armed and the armaments they have stockpiled give them some guarantee of security", 

or "Armaments are connected with the absence of a peaceful situation but do not as 

such necessarily lead to iJr~s PNppeara..Dce", a,nd the like .. 

But the present si tua-~ion, chare,cterized as it io by the colossal stockpiling of 

weapons of unimaginable destructive force, refutes this vray of thinking and the policy 

based upon ~t. If it is really believed that the stock~iling of armaments is a 

guarantee of security, then disarmament negotiations do not warrant the interest 

displayed in them by the great majority of countries and all the peoples of the world. 

The truth is entirely different: the state of alarm in which the world is now living, 

tho state of continuous insecurity, are in fact due to the existence of huge stockpiles 

of armaments. The stockpiling of modern types of vmapons is the source of the greatest 

threat to security, and not only to the ~1ational security of countries; it threatens 

o'8mething more --- })eace througho,~t the 1vorld, the life of every human inc1i vidual, all 

peoples, all mankind. 

11r. Banerjee, the rspresentative of India, rightly pointed out at the meeting 

0~,1 23 lllarch~ 

II There are several elements on vrhich' an impo:ct<=mt consensus seems to be 

clGI..·eloping wit.hin the internA-tional cor:m:u..'l'lity. 

!'In the first instance, the realization is growing that lasting global 

security could only be aehieved through disarmament, and that no matter hovr 

long and difficult the road, the inte:r:national community has to persevere in 

its noble task of achieving lasting security. The so-called theory of the 

balance of deterrence cannot be a basis for aehieving international security. 

''Disarmament in this nuclear age can only be conceived of in terms of 

the goal of general and complete disarmament under effective international 

control. The advent of nuclear weapons and the development of the other 

Heapons of mass destruction have left the international community with no 

choice except total and comp-rehensive disarmament." 

I v 
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(Mr. Tarabanov, Bulgaria) 

The need to achieve substantial results in disarmament was expressed with 

partinular clarity at the last two sessions of the United Nations General Assembly. 

One of the most remarkable documents of the twenty-fifth session, the Organization's 

jubilee session -- that is, the Declaration on the Strengthening of International 

Security -- categorically confirms the existence of a close link betvJeen the 

strengthening of international security and disarmament. It emphasizes that any 

achievement in the field of disarmament is an achievement strengthening international 

security. It therefore --

"Urges all States particularly the nuclear-v-Teapon States, to make urgent 

and concerted efforts vri thin the frame>.vork of the Disarmament Decade and 

through other means for the cessation and reversal of the nuclear and 

conventional arms race at an early date ••• " (resolution 2734 (XXV), 

paragraph 20). 

In this context the convening of a world disarmament conference on the proposal 

of the Soviet Union may be a veritable turning-point, a decisive stage in the 

disarmament negotiations carried on so far, to which it may give the nevl impetus 

required by the crying need for the earliest possible achievement of substantial results. 

After all, is it not rather strange that, despite the tendency to a joint approach to 

problems of common interest, and the tendency to convene international conferences on 

specific matters -- both tendencies characteristic of the development of international 

relations at the p:r. <::sent time -- no world l -:Jnference has yet ")een devoted to the 

problem of disarmament, the most vital problem of our epoch, on which the fate of 

mankind depends? 

It may be asked what purpose will be served by the most admirable resolutions of 

all other vwrld conferences if military expenditure, VJhich has already reached 

~~204, 000 million, continues to grov from year to year; if the peoples have to live 

under the terrible threat of the destructive weapons that have accumulated and are 

still accumulating in arsenals. 

A world conference on disarmament will concert the efforts of all countries in 

the spirit of General Assembly resolution 2833 (LXVI), whether they are now Members 

of the United Nations or not; it ,,rill create more favourable conditions for the 

participation of all nuclear Po1-rers in the disarmament negotiations, will attract nevJ 

forces to these negotiations, and will give a fresh impulse to the Committee's activity. 
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(Mr. 'rarabanov, Bulgaria) 

The urgent n8ed for the nuclear Po1vers to undertake concerted efforts for a 

cessation of the nuclear arms race and the Llimination of other weapons of mass 

destruction, a need referred to in the Declaration on the Strengthening of International 

Security, is also brilliantly reflected in the Programme for Peace adopted by the 

twenty-fourth Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union. Clearly, 

implementation of the proposal to convene a conference of the five nuclear Powers 

the USSR, the United States, the United Kingdom, China and France -- \WUld be the most 

realistic approach to ensuring progress in the field of disarm&~ent. 

In fact, prior agreement among the five nuclear Powers on nuclear disarmament .. 

questions vrill be a powerful lever for furthe:c 1vork on disarmament and on the 

elimination of all types of ueapons. The Committee's quest and its efforts should be 

concentrated in this direction~ whatever is necessary must be done to convince the 

other nuclear Powers which declare that they, too, are in favour of disal~ament -

that any serious effort in that field is doomed to failure if they continue to oppose 

the achievement of an agreed decision on disarmament in the first instance among the 

States possessing nuclear veapons. 

Our delegation 'vrould like to put forvrarci certain ideas on the vmys of approaching 

and the methods of discussing and deciding matters which may considerably advance the 

solution of specific problems. A nwnber of rlelegations persj::Ji;ently suggest that the 

Committee should adopt a technical approach to the discussion of the items on its 

agenda, and that it should ask experts to pPss judgement on the methods of adopting 

decisior1c... The de2_:~ga+~ -ns of ,~.:n·ta_':t •·mFJ tern countries are particularly attracted 

to this approach. 

Our delegation and the delegations of the other Socialist countries have alvays 

opposed this approach. "vie consider that the Cormnittee has been instructed to discuss 

and consider political problems and that the decisions to be adopted on these 

questions are above all political decisions. This clearly-8xpressed position is 

not always correctly understood and is sometimes v:rongly intel"preted. 

To avoicl any kind of misunderstanding? I vvish to state that vre have the greatest 

respect for experts. There can be no doubt as to their willingness or ability to give 

assistance in the solution of certain questions, provided that there is a need for such 

ass is ta..'1ce. The question is vrhen their assistance may be necessary and useful. VIe 

consider that experts should be consulted after a political decision on the matter in 

hand has been adopted. 

lead novhere. 

To consult them before such a decision has been taken vould 
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\·Jhat is more, the question is complicated by the fact that the situation is 

p~esented in such a way as to give the impr"'lssion that a political decision on the 

question has already been taken 7 thg,t only technical o_ifficulties prevent a solution, 

so that it is time to invite experts. In fact there is no political decision, and 

co:1sul ta.tion of experts serves only the purpose of justifying the absence of any 

dacision and of delaying it. 

A significant example in this connexion is provided by underground nuclear weapons 

tests. Some of the experts consulted last year expressed the view that the detection 

~1d identification of underground explosions by seismological methods is unreliable and 

that on-site inspection -vtas therefore necessary. A number of representatives, also 

referring to the experts' opinion 9 argued that in view of the perfection of 

seismological methods the problem required a political rather than a technical solution. 

A special report of the Federation of American Scientists published in January 1972 
2nd signed by eight United States specialists, to which Mr. Nisibori, the Japanese 

representative,referred, stated categorically that there was no need whatever for 

on-site inspection to verify implementation of an agreement on the complete prohibition 

of nuclear weapons. We shall not dwell in any detail on the United States arguments 

for the continuation of underground tests, which in the view of those scientists are 

carried out in order to develop new types of weapons 9 to test existing weapons and 

to maintain laboratories in good 1wrking order. 

It should be emphasized only that those experts are people whose scientific 

competence in the rr.-'-tter cannot possibly be disputed, who hav<c held responsible posts 

Jn t~1e past and some of l·rhom are now professors teaching physics and branches of 

teclm_ology at higher educational establishments. The question is which experts we may 

an~ must believe in the present instanceg those who affirm that on-site inspection is 

"1c;cessary, or the others who consider that there is no need for it? 1:/e do not wish to 

dispute anyone's scientific competence or intellectual honesty; we do not intend to 

cLiv ide experts in to good experts and bad. In many cases everything depends on what the 

experts are to prove, what tasks they have been set. It is precisely here that we 
' 
approach what we call a political decision. If such a decision exists or has been 

adopted at a particular time, the experts -vrill be consul ted in accordance with that 

decision and will be asked to develop methods and find technical solutions corresponding 

to the task before them. 

'-
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In re5o.rd to chemical ueapons 11e encounter the same approach: experts are 

consul ted to shmv hmr difficult and even im::>ossible it is to decide a particular 

QUestion. Document CCD/360, submitted to the Committee on Disarmament by the United 

Stc,tes delegation, is truly discouraging for everyone: it contains a list of 

difficulties sufficient to suggest that prohibition of chemical veapons is utopian. 

Prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of chemical 1treapons is 

one of the most complex of the questions nmr ripe for solution. As I have already 

pointed out, the Conver1tion on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and 

Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) cmd Toxin 1deapons and on their Destruction 

was opened for signature in the capitals of three countries, the USSR, the United 

States and the United Kingdom, on 10 April. I take this opportunity to state that the 

I1inister of Foreign Affairs of the Peo:ple' s Republic of Bulgaria vras one of the first 

to sign the Convention in HoscNT. This document merely completes the first stage in 

the efforts to solve the general and indivisible problem of the complete prohibition of 

chemical and bacteriological vreapons. During the discussions on this question its 

substance and the organic and legal link behreen chemical and bacteriological lveapons 

Fere fully explained. The overuhelming m2,jority of delegations both here and in the 

United N2.tions unreservedly supported a simult.:meous over-all solution of the problem. 

It ''as only for reasons of a different kind that the Convention on the Prohibition of 

Bacteriological 'deapons 1Jas prepared as a first step. 

The countries 1·rhich signed the Convention on 10 April and those which 1vill 

subsequently c:-ccede to it 1rill undertake not only to destroy bacteriological 1·1eapons; 

they will all undertake to give effect to article IJ~ of the Convention, under v1hich all 

countries must aim at the effective prohibition of chemical 11eapons and to this end 

undertake to continue negotiations in good faith v1ith a vieu to reaching agreement on 

the subject. 

The Socialist countries, which did everything in their pouer to conclude the 

Convention on the prohibition of bacteriological veepons, have taken a nevi step towards 

that goal. On 28 r1Iarch r1r. A.A. Roshchin, the representative of the Soviet Union, on 

behalf of the sever ... Socialist countries members of the Cormni ttee end of the Byelorussian 

SSR and the Ukrainian SSR, Fhich had joined them, submitted in this Committee a draft 

convention on prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of chemical 

\'lea pons and of their destruction ( CCD/361). 
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This new step taken JY the Socialist countries is fully in line with the numerous 

resolutions adopted by the United Nations General Assembly on the matter. I would 

merely refer to the last of these: resolution 2827A (XXVI), which in its operative 

paragraph 2 requests the Committee on Disarmament to consider the question of chemical 

weapons as a high priority item with a view to reaching early agreement on effective 

measures for their prohibition. 

As the representative of the People's Republic of Bulgaria, one of the countries 

co-sponsoring the draft convention submitted to the Conference of the Cow.mittee on 

Disarmament (CCD/361), I would make some l)reliminary observations. 'Jihe main principles 

underlying the text are set forth very clearly in the preamble. i'he first four 

paragraphs link the concrete task of eliminating from the arsenals of States one of 

the mcst dangerous types of weapons of mass destruction with the whole process of 

negotiations on general and complete disarmament, and also with the·- Convention on the 

Prohibition of Bacteriological Weapons. 'l'he fifth, sixth and seventh preambular 

paragraphs stress the importance of the 1925 Geneva Protocol and base the proposed 

solution of the problem of the prohibition of chemical weapons on absolute adherence 

to its principles and objectives. · The eighth, ninth, tenth and eleventh preambular 

paragraphs express a conviction with which, we feel assured, no one will quarrel: that 

the signature of such a convention will contribute to the strengthening of confidence 

between peoples and to the general improvement of the international atmosphere in the 

process of the further realization of the. purposes and principles of the United Nations. 

I would remind you that twelve neutra~ ..:ountries members of the Committee recognize 

the need for the early conclusion of an agreement on the complete elimination of 

chemical weapons from the arsenals of States (CCD/352). 

All the conditions required for an active discussion of the question therefore 

o:..-::i3c. We hope that the majority of the countries paLticipating in the Committee's work 

will use these favourable conditions for fruitful work. 

The prohibition of underground nuclear weapons tests --- the subject of three 

resolutions adopted at the twenty-sixth session of the United Nations General Assembly 

o.f course commands the Committee 1 s attention. ·J.lhe main obstacle to the rapid adoption 

of a decision is the position of one of the nuclear Powers carrying out such tests. 

Its pretext is thatthe conclusion of such an agreement would require on-site inspection 

to verify its implementation. 
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I have already pointed out that according to the categorical opinion of scientists 

from many countries of the \vorld there is no need for on-site inspection. They 

have demonstrated that what hampers the solution of the question is not technical 

obstacles or the need for verification, but the desire to continue tests in order to 

complete a testing programme for the purpose of developing neiif types of weapons. 

Precisely for this reason the situation created is extremely serious. The 

continuation of tests means the continuation of the arms race in its most dangerous 

form: the perfection of nuclear Heapons. This is why negotiations are of such 

great importance, both for the prohibition of chemical vreapons and for the issue I 

am discussing novr. 

At the present stage of seismological development there is no need for on-site 

inspections to identify and locate nuclear explosions; if violatior1s of an international 

agreement occur they caur1ot be hidden. However 5 vrhen one of the countries does not 

desire to take the necessary political decision~ no arguments, wherever they may 

originate and whatever scientific authorities or experts have supported them, can 

change the situation. 

Some delegations-- obviously because of the difficulty of reaching a decision 

and in order to move negotiations forward -- propose a partial solution limiting tests 

by their yield, that is by the introduction of a testing threshold. 

We appreciate the efforts of our colleagues and their desire to overcome the 

deadlock; but we carmot agree to this proposal. Our reason is not that we are 

guided by the principle of all or nothing, but that in our vie-vr such a compromise 

cannot solve the problem. 

vle do not wish to dwell here on the argumen,ts advanced by the representative of 

Japan and others whose statements also contain solid arguments ~gainst a yield 

threshold, despite their desire to demonstrate the contrary. vle merely 1vish to 

emphasize that the purpose of the complete prohibition of nuclear weapons is the 

elimination of the dangerous variety in the qualitative escalation of the nuclear 

arms race; and this is precisely what cannot be achieved if high-yield tests are 

abolished while those of less power and not exceeding an agreed threshold are permitted. 

The establishment of a yield threshold for underground nuclear tests vrould 

create the impression that vre adopt a position demonstrated as false by scientists 

throughout the world that underground nuclear tests cannot be detected and.identified 

by seismological means. This >vould undoubtedly enable the governments concerned to 

persevere in their refusal to take a political decision on this question as a whole. 
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The same objections apply also ·Lo ot:i.1er suggestions for the partial limitation 

of tests by a5reement between countries concerning their number. The arguments in 

favour of such a partial solution of the question are undoubtedly dictated by a 

sincere desire to take at least one step fonrard in the negotiations i but they carry 

no conviction. This approach would merely create the illusion of a solution, while a 

complete and definitive solution, for which the question is ripe, would be indefinitely 

deferred. It would merely play into the hands of those who desire to continue under

ground tests, and vrould not promote the cessation of tests or of the axms race. 

The Bulgarian delegation is convinced that the Committee on Disarmament has 

great opportunities for a searching discussion of the questions before it, particularly 

those relating to the prohibition of underground >veapons tests and the prohibition and 

destruction of chemical -vreapons, and that •vork on these matters can be advanced. 'vle 

again express the hope that the Committee will not fail t6 take advantage of these 

opportunities. 

Nr. ECI{ERBERG (Sweden): Today I should like to take up the question of 

chemica] vreapons. The leader of my delegation, Nrs. H;yc:·dal, spoke on this subject a 

month ago. Since then a number of other delegations have contributed to our 

discussion and understanding of th~ issues involved, and-l·ib.at I think is particularly 

important- h<To -vrorking papers have been tabled, one· by the delegation of the 

United States and one by the seven Socialis+ States members of the Committee 

(CCD/360 and CCD/361). These contributions have inspired my delegation into offering 

some further·comments on this subject. 

First of all, I should like to vrelcome both working papers. My delegation feels 

+:hat Fe now need concrete discussion and negotiation in order to make progress. The 

different views presented in the Committee this year- including these papers- show 

that the task given to the Conmri ttee to prohibit the production and stockpiling of 

chemical weapons is not impossible. We believe that there is sufficient political 

vrill on all sides in favour .of such a measure, and that vre must try to combine our 

ideas into a generally-acceptable solution. 

The goal we have set ourselves is to prohibit the development, production and 

stockpiling of all chemical vreapons and to prescribe their destruction. This is also 

the scope set out in the draft treaty text CCD/361, even though the sponsors have 

preferred to use the phrase 11 chemical agents of types and in quantities that have no 

justification for peaceful purposes 11
• 

L 
! 
' ; _, 
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A convention pi·ohibi ting the development, production and stockpiling of all 

chemical vrec;.pons and prescribing their destruction vill, i·rhen agreed upon, be an 

Lllportant element in a treaty structure, serving the purpose of preventing the use in 

armed conflicts of biological and chemical agents of 1rarfare. The basis of this 

structure is the Geneva Protocol of 1925, Hhich in our vie1v already outlavrs the use in 

1.var of all biological and chemical v1eapons Hi thou·t exception. 

Even if there exists a degree of consensus concerning the comprehensive goal of 

C-disarmament to be attained, 1.re all lmou that the difficulties in the C-field are 

considerable. The \Iork Programme presented to us by the United States delegation ,... :" 

( CCD/360) is also proof of this. The S11eo.ish delegation still holds the viev·r that the 

Committee should org2nize its uork to-vrards a comprehensive treaty in ste.ges, in order 

to make it more manageable. 

Large stocks of chemical Feapons exist today, e.nd many ne.tions possess lmovrledge of 

hou to manufacture and use them. 1\. right for the parties to a C-convention to engage in 

certain verification measures is therefore indispens2.ble, in order to give them 

reasonable assurance that agreed obligations are complied 11ith. Let me try to explain 

what the Sv1edish delegation is aiming at. 

The representntive of CzechosloveJ.da, Nr. Lahoda, at our last meeting referred to 

the terms conditional' and · unconditione.l prohibitions in a vray 1rhich makes me fear 

that my delegation has not succeeded in clarifying vrhat ue mean uhen 1.ve use those terms. 

There are different chemical agents from the point of vie'.v of veapons purposes. Of 

these militarily-interesting chemicals some have no civilian use -- their production 

should be unconditionally prohibited. Others have recognized peaceful uses. Their 

production 1.rill of course continue. It ie their production for 1reapons purposes vrhich 

will be prohibited, in other -vrords a conditional prohibition. That is what 1.,re mean 

1rhen vre use those terms. 

Verification is especially important uith regard to chemical agents the production 

of which should be unconditionally forbidden. 1uite another problem is the verification 

of the conditional prohibition concerning production etc. of substances having peaceful 

uses. In the case of these substances the need for international verification should 

not be over-emphasized, inter alia against the background of present intensive 

developments concerning the national and international regulations of the handling and 

use of chemical agents. I am of course referring to environmental, food and drug 
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control, etc. Hm-.rever, 1-.re feel that it vvould be valuable to have these questions more 

thoroughly explored and presented to the Col.1.'lli ttee. The prohibition concern.iJ?.g these · 

substances which also have r~cognized peaceful uses might be covered by a general 

article in a treaty text, perhaps similar to CCD/361, v:ithout detailed provisions for 

verification. The national control could be supplemented by statistical reporting by 

the parties to an international agency and, in the final instance, by a complaint 

procedure. 

In this connexion, I should like to repeat that the Svredish Government does not 

consider the control and complaint formula of the :B-convention as a suitable precedent 

for the C-field, primarily because the control problem regarding chemical 1veapons is 

even more important. .P...nd -- as Ilfrs. Hyrdal emphasized once more in her statement on 

14 1'1arch this year -- in the B-Convention the teclmical imr~stigation has been mq,de 

dependent on a decision in the Security Council instead of preceding a complaint to the 

Council. Partly in reply to the statement of the representative of Hungary, IVlr. Komives, 

of 6 April, I should like to explain that in our vim-.r this problem is of a hrofold 

character. The first element is a question of fact of a possible violation, to be 

investigated by an objective method, preferably by the Secretary-General or some other 

United Nations organ, but preceding "· complaint to the Council. The other element is 

the assessment of the facts that have thus been estabJished, possibly involving a 

judgement. This is clearly a matter of political importance, for Hhich no other organ 

than the Security Council can be competent. 

My Government r s assessment of the :B-convention vrill therefore be influenced by 1·1hat 

1vill take place in the Security Com10il vhen, in the near future, it cdll take up the 

draft resolution on various aspects of a practical nature concerning the complaints 

procedure. 

Returning to the C-field and the super-toxic agents 1·1hich have no significant 

civilian use, my delegation believes that a convention text must include specific 

references to them and special provisions for the control of their production, etc. It 

should be a priority task of our Committee to agree on such references and provisions. 

As is evident from Hhat I said a moment ago, this naturally does not mean that the 

Sv·redish delegation proposes to exempt the large category of -vrhat is referred to in 

CC:0/360 as :1dual purpose agents;· from a prohibition for ueapons purposes. Hmrever, it 

seems clear to us that the development, production etc. of the super-toxic agents, which 

have an almost exclusive use as potential means of Harfare, require closer international 

attention than the case of the more common and less toxic agents. 
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The most important types of chemical warfare agents, i.e. the super-toxic 

compounds, should be identified and satisfactorily characterized by different means, 

such as toXicity limit, principal structural formulas, etc. This should cover the 

nerve gases, the mustards and probably low molecular toxins and the carbamates. In 

any case, adjustment for possible future developments must also be provided for. The 

production of super-toxic substances should in principle be fully prohibited, and any 

deviation from this rule -- e.g. for scientific reasons -- should be reported 

internationally and, if necessary, acted upon. 

I want to re-emphasize that the Sivedish delegation wants a comprehensive 

prohibition. In order to settle the special question of ho>v to characterize those 

substances which need more specific verification procedures, several delegations, 

including the Sivedish delegation, have recently proposed that our Committee arrange 

further expert meetings. Their purpose would be to provide an adequate technical basis 

for our work and thereby smooth the 1vay for political consensus in the Committee. In 

this respect I have to differ from the opinion expressed by the speaker preceding me 

today, the Deputy Foreign 1linister of Bulgaria. The Swedish delegation firmly believes 

that the political decision of the Committee in a field as complicated as the C-weapons 

must be based on expe~t knowledge and advice, and that we therefore need the experts 

before that decision. This is not said in order to delay a solution; on the contrary 

we wish to speed up our work. In order for such meetings to produce concrete results 

this year, it is an urgent task for the Committee to specify before the end of this 

session what issues the experts should discuss. A precise agenda is necessary to enable 

the experts to prepare themselves adequately. Such an agenda might include the 

following main items: 

(l) 
(2) 

Criteria to be used to characterize the super-toxic agents. 

A technical evaluation of different methods of control for the various groups. 

of chemical agents. 

(3) Possible supplementaFf control procedures for binary chemical weapons. 

(4) A review of the situation vli th respect to national and international 

regulations concerning use, production and handling of chemical substances. 

In conclusion, I should lll<e to propose formally to my colleagues in the Committee, 

and to the Co-chairmen, that the Committee convene one or several expert meetings this 

coming s·wmmer, and that we define before the end of this session a precise agenda for 

the experts. 
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statement by the r.presentative of Sweden hat the Committee .1rrange expert meetings 

to discuss and clarify the technical aspects of the problem of prohibition of 

chemical vJeapons. The vie\vS of the Italian delegation on this matter are very close 

to those of the Swedish delegation, though they may slightly differ in regard to 

procedure. 'rhis closeness has already been reflected in the statement made by 

Nrs. T'Iyrdal on 14 I'1arch ( CCD/PV. 549). 

Since 1970, in its >wrking papers CCD/289 and CCD/304, and more recently in my 

i'1terventions of 7 l!farch (CCD/PV.547) and 23 I'1arch 1972 (CCD/PV.552) 9 the Italian 

cleL~gation has suggested that the Committee set up a group of experts v1hose task 

-vmulcl be to study the technical questions connected with the problem of the 

verification of prohibition of chemical vJeapons. 

I agree 1vith the representative of Bulgaria that a treaty on the ban of chemical 

weapons is a political act; but I 110ulcl like to make a clistinction between the 

political will of reaching such a treaty, which has been already expressed by the 

great majority of the members of this Committee, and the political decision of 

accepting any treaty lan6~age before exploring carefully all its technical 

iH]Jlications. 

In order to give a concrete follovJ-up to the SvJedish I 7 therefore, suggest that 

this Conrmittee hold an unofficial meeting on Wednesday 26 April to discuss the 

problems connecteC' with the ban of chemicc-1 1reapons. 

~IT. TARAB.ANOV (Bulgaria) (translation from Russian): I should like to 

reply shortl;r to t£1e representative of Svmclen 9 11r. Eckerberg. \1/e also listened with 

interest to the declaration of l1r. Caracciolo 9 the representative of Italy, that 

the Italian delegation was ready for a political solution to the problem of the 

prohibition of .cheoical vreapons. 

I should like in relJly to stress once Elore that the Bulgarian delegation has no 

objection to the participation of experts in the preparation for signature of a 

convention bannint;' chemical vreal)Ons. But >·ie 9 like the representatives of the other 

socialist countries 9 object to the shelving of this problem of the first importance 

on the ground of the complexity of its technical aspects. As I have already 

emphasized in my speech 9 tl1is problem essentially requires a political solution, to 
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provide favourable condi"Gions precisely for the vrork of experts vrhen they have to 

d3vise .a technical process. It is regrett~~.Jle that a desire .1:or a political 

solutioJ.1 of the problem has so far been expressed by the delegations of certain 

1-restern countries only .in thelr S})eeches 5 end has not taken practical shape in any 

srlecific docmnent. 1:'!o hope that .just such a text? in a political document of the 

iv-estern countries, will eventuall;y IJe submitted to this Committee for its 

Gonsideration. 

l'1.ir. CARACCIOLO (Italy): In order to avoid any misunderstanding, possibly 

due to the interpretation, I want to stress that my suggestion of holding an 

infornal meeting oi the Corrrrnittee on \·Jednesday 26 April is related to the last 

Pentence of the speech of the representeti.ve of Siveden. This political unofficial 

;neeting of the Committee which l propose 1rill enable all delegations to make clear 

their views on the probl21Y! of chenical vreapons. 

The CIJ;:p:RivUii_T (lll't:,enti:ra) (translation fron Spanish): If no one \vi shes to 

l:l'eak, I should likt:; to say a. fe'..: vrords as the representative of Argentina. As you 

h1ow 1 ~~ ho.ve been pr--:Ovented from a.tte:':lding the present session by my functions as 

;oui~Jassador to a co'!lm~r.'{ vJhich bas co-ope1.'ated so fully in the Committee's work, 

YLlgo8lavia, my neighbour to thG right 1 a.nd by other duties entrusted to me by my 

Gov,c;rnrnent in connexlor'. vlj_th tho st::ttlr?ment of an international legal dispute. :My 

first •rords must thccei'ore be t0 greet the [_,,Jmmittee, each of che delegations 

composing it, and the Secretarlo~t, at the })resent session, which marks the tenth 

c:n::.Yi.vorsary of its 1-rcrk- Jfy l:1:3t •.mrd.s mus~-~ be to bid it farevrell, since a 

clecisj_on of my GoverrllliAnt re!]_uires me to devote myself exclusively to the other 

cL.ltj_es to 1;-hich I h:1ve ~iust r-efEJr-:red. 

F:r·cm a profe8sior:,al point of v2.evr, I arcl gratified that my experiences in this 

Committee have been so intere<>tine;, because of the ir.1portant subjects handled here 

and the particular llroc2du:re s vihere ty they are handled. I a.rn very glad to have 

been able to participate L1 the Co1:1mi ttee 1 s work at the particularly important time 

oi' the preparation of the Convention on Bacteriological Weapons, 'vrhich Has opened to 

State<> for gj_gnature three days ago. I understand that E1Y Government is taking the 

nece.ssa:cy stel)S to acconplish this formality shortl~r. 
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Personally, it has been a particular pleasure for me to share this work with 

such a distingu.isL~d body of colleagues, o.;.nong whom I have f und old friends and, 

I hope, made new ones. 

Until the end of this session the representative of Argentina 1rill continue to 

be my colleague ~lr. Delpech, whom you all know well and vrho has been acting so 

efficiently in this capacity. I cannot give the name of my successor, because his 

appointment has not yet been approved; but I know that he is a distinguished 

colleague of considerable attainments. I hope that the Committee will afford him 

the same personal co-operation as I have enjoyed. 

The Committee will continue to handle its difficult subjects and contribute 

further to the cause of peace. I am convinced that it will have success, slow but 

sure, in the future as it has had in the past. I vJi sh it well in this work, as I 

wish each one of you every good fortune and happiness. 

1<lr. GUER...~IRO (Brazil) (translation from Spanish): Vtr. Chairman, my 

dear friend Eduardo de la Guardia; may I say briefly hovr much we regret that your 

work in this Committee, vrhich has always been so effective, has come to an end. 

\ve wish you continued success in your new duties. 

'rhe meeting rose at ll. 50 a.m. 




