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.. · ·· · -':' · . : Coinmuniqu~ of· the· meeting ' · ·· 

· :·:The.: 06nference 'o.f the· Coinmi tt~e :orl·Disarmameiit today<held i·ts 687th ·ple,~ar.y meeting 

in the··Palais·des·Nations;~·G~neva/:u~der.thecha:ir~anship of H.E. Ambassador G.A:.Maciel, 

reprer:ienta tive ·of' Brazil~ ·' :: · ·' -' , · ·· ' 

· ...... 'S:f;atements -were:·made. by the rep'resenta tives of Hu~gary, the Federal Repub'lie of 

Germany;- ·the Uniori·:of ·soviet SoCialist Re}.:ru:lilics; th~ United States of .America, India, 

Romania, 'the ·umted :Kingdom and Canada,- and by the Chairman.· 

·.·.The. Co-Chairmen ·,.submi tied' the fo.litwing documents: · 

.:''·'Draft. Report··'to 'the' United 'l!Tat{ons General Assembly and to the United' Nations 

Disarmament :cotnmis-sioh11 . '( CCD/ 469). 
. . 

11-J)raft Special Report of the ·conference .of the Committee on Disarmament· transmi tt.ing. 

a comprehensive ''study ·of the. question 6£: nuclear-weapori-fre·e zones· in ·an- of its'· . ··: 

aspects 11 (O.CD/475). . ·.•·=. 

,After ·considerin~:the JJraft Special·Report, the Committe~ adopted its:,special 

Report trans\llittinga comprehensive study of the question·of nuclea~weapon-f~ee zones 

in all. of .. its aspects,:.(CCD/476);. ···. 

After considering the Draft Report, the Committee adopted. its Repo.i·t·:to -the · -.= · 

Uni;t~d-Nat,tons General-Assembly-and the Urllte'd Nations Disarmanient.Comni:iss.ioTI: (:CCD/477). 

· . .cThe C.onf.erence wilL·reconvene On 'Tuesday, 17 ·February 1976, ·at ·3. 00; :P·.~. 
' . . ·' .. ~, 

i·. 
. ':'· . 

. ,•'. 

-; 

,·· .. ; ·. 

. ' 

•',1,·• 

,;.. .. 

. . :-
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Mr. DOMOKOS (Hungar,y)g The .reason_ wh~ I took the floor tod~ is to raise 

some issues relating to disarmament and to express the point of view of my delegation 

on it. . But before turning to the issues a Jve, I would like to make some brief 

comments on the recently and I dare s~ successfully completed Conference on Security 

and Co-operation in Europe as has been done by a number of my distinguished colleagues. 

It is well known that the European socialist countries, initiating the Conference, 

had the solid imagination to outline and to suggest a new perspective of a collective 

security system that would basically differ from the present political and militar,y 

arrangements. This concept envisages essential changes. The peace and stability of 

the continent has to be based on peaceful coexistence, mutual trust and economic 

co-operation among States instead of the present balance of power. It is natural that 

the realization of these aims can only be achieved gradually in the course·of a 

historical process by the joint effort and active participation of all States. 

'Jlhe Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe has opened a new period, 

a period in which the possibilities of the development of peaceful relations and 

co-operation have increased among the nations. Concerning the mili tar,y aspect of • 

European security, the Final Act of the Conference declaresg 

"The participating States recognize the interest of all of them in efforts aimed 

at lessening military confrontation and promoting disarmament which are designed 

to complement political ftetente in Europe and to strengthen their security. They 

·are. conv.inced of the necessity to take effective measures in these fields which by 

their scope and. by their nature con;:;tiJ~.~u.~e steps towards the ultimate achievement 

of general and complete disarmament under Rtric+, and effective international 

control, and which shouldresult in strengthening peace and security throughout 
the ':mrld. 11 

One of the experiences gained from the Conference is that to get adv~~ce in 

military issues demands a lot of time and patience on all sides because the basic 

security interests of States are affected" It became evident that disarmament or 

arms control agreements have to be based on compromises of such a nature that the 

balance of interests of all States or groups of States are J.'espected. 

The political and militar,y aspect of security and that of detente are in close 
interrelation. The political arrangements ru1d solutions have to lead to disarmament 

agreements, and disarmament measures will provide further progress in the improvement of 

the political atmosphere. 
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The political achievements and the progress in military aspects of the Conference 

on Security might favourably influence the Vienna talks~ too. The consoiidation of 

detente among European States would have a posi t:i.ve effect in other regions as well. 

The Hungarian delegation notes with satisfaction the successful conclusion of the 

work of the Ad Hoc Group of Governmental Experts who prepared a comprehensive study on 

nuclear-weapon-free zones. In an observer capacity my delegation followed with 

interes·c the efforts that •rere needed 1 and wishes to express its appreciation to the 

experts and to Professor Keijo Korhonen of Finland, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc ·Group, 

as well as to the Secretariat for its valuable work. 

Consider-ing the content of the study~ we believe that it covers a wide range of 

extremely complex problems. In a remarkable part of the questions consensus could be 

reached but in connexion with a number of important problems carefully balanced and 

contrasting views had to be included. After a preliminary analysis of the non-consensus 

parts of the study we have the impression that divergencies on major issues m~ not be 

really as numerous as it would appear on the basis of conflicting statements. Some 

experts were thinking not only in general terms but they quite understandably had in 

mind particular problems of their respective States and regions and they tended to the 

generalization of their specific experiences and views. 

It was obvious from the ver,y beginning of the work of the Ad Hoc Group that 

different views -vrill occur. Therefore it is laudable that the Group was able to 

establish a considerable number of generally acceptable principles. 

The establishment of a nuclear--r..reapon-free zone in our opinion requires that its 

creation and provisions should integrate into the complex system of international 

relations. In this context three main aspects can be identified. 

First} the establishment of a ~~Z and the provisions of the zone treaty should be 

in acco::cdarwe with the generally recognized norms of international la>-T. 

Secondly 1 as one of the specific measures of disarmament, the zone l1as to be an 

integral part of the system of existing arms control and disarmament agreements and 

treaties. 

Thirdly~ it cannot be in conflict 1.U th existing security arrangements and with the 

interests of parties to these arrangements. 

In connexion with the first aspect we could see in the relevant part of the study 

an attempt for the selective application of the generally recognized norms of 

international la-vr. Some are considered essential for the establishment and functioning 
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of NWFZs, others are a.isputed: by a :number O'f experts. . We cari' agree only vli th a 
.. 

consequent approach, i.e., the full respect and obser-vance of ail of the international 

legal norms • . •· · . - ... ~-- ... '"• . 

.Another ·element of the legal aspects involved is the scope of authoritY of the 

General Assembly in connexion with the establishnient of nuc.:Lear-weapon-free zones. My 
. . . 

delegation is .of the opinion that it is not advisable to attribute more and new 

authority to the General Assembly which would be in contradiction with the 

United Nt:~.i;ions Charter and 1-JoulcF exceed the recommending role of the General Assembly. 

Concrete regulations and provisions of a zone treaty should be negotiated and finalized 

among the interested States-of a given zone. 
''t'' 

As to the second aspect, the treaty establishing a zone has to be iri confom ty 

wi'th the existing multilateral disarmament. and arms c'ontrol. agreements and treaties • 

. In ·this connexl.on we stress the necessity of full harmony with the Non-Proliferation 

Treaty. · · Priori ties concerning the aims and significance of the NFW"Zs may differ from 

region to region or from State to State, but the nuclear-~oreapon-free zones, in our 

opinion, should supplement the non-proliferation regime. · 
-,:.: 

: \ :· 

.1\.s far as the third point is concerned, the significance of the compatibility of 

the zone with existing security arrangements is self-evident. Assuming that the basic 

objective of· the zone is to strengthen the security of its member--States, as well as 

regional and global security, its establishment must not affect. adv-ersely the seGurity 

of other States. 

T do believe that the study on the table provides an appropriate basis for all 

States for consideration· of the subject of the NWFZ at the next session of :the 

General Assembly and offers useful guidance for ·countries interested in the ··creation of 

· :suc];i z.ones. 

Our.! Committee conducted a very useful discussion on the arms control implications 
l 

of peaceful nuclear expl0sions." The report on this i tern ·certB.inly wili help 

delegations in the General Assembly ·to have more clear idea~ on this important subject. 

The discussion within the CCD in some respects went beyond our immediate task~. 

touching questions of techriical development of PNEs~ their feasibility and ·potential 

application. 

The dual-face of the atom, the threat and promise of its military and peaceful 

application, is perhaps most apparent in the case of PNEs. Therefore, in a p~riod ... 
·when interest in this problem was suddenly revived, it was a useful exercise to 
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clarify the arms control aspects involved. \men thinking of the potential benefits 

of PNEs~ we have alvmys to bear in mind the risks also. 

I can suwmarize our views on this subject in the following way. It seems to be 

important, even from arms control considerations~ to keep open the practical 

possibilities for the implementation of article V of the NPT, including possibilities 

for technical progress. The Final Declaration of the NPT Review Conference stated, 

inter .alia that all the non-nuclear-weapon States, whether parties or not to the NPT, 

should have access to the potential benefits of PNEs when further technical and 

scientific progress makes it feasible. It is important to provide a technical basis 

for this promise. \ve welcome the statement of the representative of the USSR made at 

the 673rd meeting infornung us that the USSR is conducting a programme of scientific 

research and design work on the subject of the peaceful application of nuclear 

explosions and is actively participating in the preparatory steps to provide service in 

accordance with article V of the NPT to non-nuclear-weapon States. 

At the same time it has to be ensU2·ed that the solution of the question of PNEs 

should, on the one hand, not lead to the spread of nuclear explosive capabilities and, 

on the other hand, it should not inhibit progress towards CTB. 

My delegation agrees with the view of the majority of speakers who emphasized that 

indigenous nuclear explosive capabilities -- prohibited under the J:iTFT ---- can in no ~ay ~be 

made compatible with the over-all interest of non-proliferation. Therefore, we 

consider that the basis of handling the questions of PNEs can only be article V of the 

NFT, and its practical implementation should. be solved within the IAEA. I should like 

to emphasize the full agreement of my· delegation with those speakers who firmly opposed 

the idea of an alternative international solution outside of the non-proliferation 

regime. 

In our view, the Committee made.very important progress in its summer session 

towards the elaboration of a convention on the prohibition of military or any other 

hostile use of environmental modification techniques_. The discussion on this subject 

and the information of the members of this Committee were usefully helped by the experts 

participating at the informal meetings·. My delegation would like to express its 

gratitude to the experts who shro·ed their experience and knowledge with us. By the 

participation of a Hungarian expert we also ;,-ranted to make a modest contribution to the 

achievement of better understro1ding of this highly complicated issue. 
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As a conclusion of the discussion on this subject~ it seems' to us that there was 

a considerable degree of common understanding. As far as my delegation is concerned~ 

it summarizes the :result of the meetings above as follows: 

(a) Although there were no identical opinions and views about the feasibility and 

militar,y application of the environmental. modification techniques, no one has denled 

that the hostile uses of environmental modification techniques cru1 be considered as a 

serious potential danger6 Considering the pace of technical development~ indicated 

by the widespread peaceful research and experimentation in a number of States, preventive 

action is urgently needed for prohibition of the military and other hostile uses~ 

(b) Some of the envisaged modification techniques could be developed as new kinds of 
.·· 

weapons of mass.dE3struction that could be dangerous for both the militar,y forces and the 

civilian population. Even more 9 in the case of comparatively small States having 

special geographical~ meteorological, hydrological or other conditions~ environmental 

warfare could result in a national catastrophe. 

(c) .The existence ofsuch special conditions might serve as a temptation for the 
. ,. ~. ·. 

application of envi·ronmental modification techhiques. In the absence of an effective 

convention 9 a natural disaster might cause the' suspicion that it was originated by 

hostile uses of modification techniques.·. 

(d) One cannot exclude the possibility that a large-scale hostile environmental 

modification action would result in irreversible changes in weather and climate 

patterns. 

To sum up~ the discussion with the participation of experts pointed out clearly 

.that~ convention .of a preventive nature is urgently needed. In our view, such a 

convention would be an effective means of controlling the development of environmental 

modification techniques at an early stage. 

My delegation welcomes the .J,dentical draft conventions submitted by the USSR and 

the United States and considers them a substantial contribution to the final solution 

of the problem. Their submission was a major event of this session and we noted it 

with deep satisfaction. My Government 1rill take· a definite position after careful 

study and consideration of the draft .•. · At this stage I should like to express m..v hope 

that next ;year the CCD vrill be able to' elaborate a final draft convention on the basis 

of the identical .Soviet-United States·drafts. 

As far 'as the 1·rork of the CCD is concerned~ I believe that this year we have 

accomplished much more than at the previous sessions. The CCD proved ag~.n to be 

able to negotiate successfully on ver,y complex and delicate questions. The lack of 
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progress in some areas is due to the lack of political will by some States and not to 

the organization of the CoTILrni ttee. Let me add_ tbat our work -vras better organized than 

previously and in the meantime it did not lose its flexibility. 

Mr. SCHLAICH (Fed era~ Republic of Germany)~ The delegation of the Federal 

Republic of Germany welcomes ivi th satisfaction the fact that this year 1 s summer session 

of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament has brought along with it considerable 

progress in the field of the prohibition of environmental warfare. Thus an essential 

precondition has been created to enable the CCD to complete the corresponding task 

conferred upon it by the United Nations General J' ssembly. 

From the very beginning, my GoverP~ent has thoroughly manifested its interest in 

the discussion of this subject; it has particularly done so by its active 

participation in 'the informal CCD meetings (4 to 7 August , 19~(5), reinforcing its 

permanent delegation by two experts and also expressing its view in these meetings. 

On that occasion, -vre stated that a broad range of possibilities of influencing and 

modifying environment, weather, and climate are conceivable, a wide range of 

possibilities stretching from already existing ways of local weather modification to 

the not less interesting field of science fiction. Our experts, therefore, doubted 

the utility of a detailed list and categorization of all imaginable possibilities of 

far-reaching, long lasting and severe measures of environmental modification. For 

this reason, we expressed ourselves strongly in favour of restricting the corresponding 

mention in the envisaged convention to a 1nore general clause. It seems that 

considerations of this l<ind also underlie the drafts introduced by the Soviet Union and 

the United States. The working papers introduced by Canada, the Netherlands and 

Sweden have certainly not only enriched our knowledge but also cleared the path to this 

result. The expert meeting helped to clarify the ideas existing on this hitherto 

-scarcely explored subject of negotiation. 

We welcome the fact that the Soviet Union and the United States came to terms on 

the lines of a convention; we also appreciate the fact, resulting therefrom, that they 

express this agreement by presenting identical drafts on the su.bject of a "Convention 

on the Prohibition of Military or any other Hostile Use of Environmental Modification 

Techniques". 

Notwi thstanding 9 I need not stress particularly that governments will have to 

enter into a detailed examination of the draft-- my Government is in the process of 

doing so-- and that further discussions and negotiations at the next sessions of the CCD 
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are necessary. The negotiating task of the CCD is essential. I exp~~ss rolf. conviction 

that all the parties concerned remain open-minded.for certainly still possible 

improvements of the draft. 

:But~ as already pointed out, we have the impression that this new draft~ if compared 

with former proposals, contains a series of improvements. ll.m.ong them· one irriprov em en t 
. . 

. deserves a special remark: a very ·significant aspect of the new draft resides in 

admitting not.only peaceful activities of environmental modification (to be. dealt 

~oli th among others by agencies like the United Nations Environment Programe and the 

Wor~d Meteorologic!=ll Organization), but also all ·corresponding research and development. 

We consider it of part~cular importance that this door_into the fut~re remains open. 

Nobody is yet in _a position to say ivhether the complex and difficult task of .assuring 

not_only_ the survival of mankind but also of further improving its guali ty of life \olill 

at least be, very much facilitated by new lmowledge in this field and its peaceful 

application. 

On earlier occasions we have already expressed our interest in and our ·paid tive 

attitude towards.reaching an international agreement on the prohibition of 

environmental warfa:re. \r/e have also underlined the importance which we attach to the 

wise and timely prevention of possible future disastrous developments.. On this· 

occ~s,ion_I·:ffiay repeat our opinion that efforts in the field of disarmament and arms 

· cont:rol should not only comprise ·existing "Vmapons and other means of ~orarfare, but': 

should also anticipate future dangers and protection against them. 

On the other hand, the importcmt event of the introduction of the draft before us 

must not divert our attention from the over-8.11 necessity to halt the world-wide arms 

race in the field of weapons already known and test~d, be they conventional or not; 

neither must it prejudice the efforts to attain further tangible and effective progress 

in di s_armamen t, but rather spur them on. 

This draft is to be considered, therefore, in the framework of·the over-all 

picture of general, complete, and balanced di-sarmament in all its aspects.. It is in 

this context that I may be permitted to r~call the. Final Declaration of·the Review 

Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, 

and especially its passages ori the review of article VI of the NPT. 
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Todey, the Connni ttee on Disarmament ends its ··suinriler sessi'on. :nu·ring this session of 

the Corinni'ttee there took place an important historical event, in· the form of 

the completion· at Helsinki of the Conference of tbirty-five· States on Security and 

Co-operation in Europe. This Conference constituted a major landmark in the history 

of intra-European relations~ It establishes the ba~is and lqys down the principles 

for a new stage in those relations in conditions of interna.tione~ detente and 

co-oPeration among the States Parties to the agreement. The agreements reached as a 

result of the·Conference marked the beginning of a new stage in the process of detente 

and thus represented an important ~tep on the road to-vrards the strengthening of the 

principles of peaceful co-existence and the· general establishment of relations of 

equitable' co-operation· among States >vi th differing social systeins ~ 

It is not the European States alone which should view the principles of 

international relations evolved. and' a,pproved. at the Conference as matters of great 

importance. Detent~ must expand;' deepen and extend to all regions of the World. 

is important that those principles should be reinforced and given effect in 

international life. And, of course 9 political detente must be supplemented by 

It 
. I 

military detente, for the most pressing requirement of our age is to limit and 

subsequently to halt the arms race? as a means. of moving towards general 'and complete 

clisarmament. . Application of the principles approved at the all-European Conference is 

bound to have considerable influence on progress towards the a.pproval and implementation 

of arms-limitation and disarmament measures both' in Europe and uni.versally, in the other 

continents of the world. 

In this connexion, we should like to point out that due attention was given to 

questions pertaining to disarmament in the Final Act of the Conference. Hence~ it is 

stated in that· document that the States Parties thereto >·rill "take effective measures 

[ •••• ] which by their scope and nature constitute steps towards the ultimate 

achievement of general and complete disarmament 'under strict and effective 

international control". 

Reference to the importance of achieving disarmcillient and to the· direc't link 

between that goal and the lessening of internationai tension was made by tlie · '· ·· 

General Seo;retary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party· of the Sovie·t Ur..iori~ 

Mr. L.I. Brezhnev ~ in his· statement at the all-European Conference ori 31 July.. He 

said~ 
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"In our view, thE?. most import9Ilt re_sult of the Conference is that international 

detente is incp~asingl;Y being given concrete material substance. It is indeed the 

materialization of detente which is at the·heart of_the matter and the essence of 

·all that will make peace in Europe truly firm and lasting. And we give pride of 

_place in this respect to the task of halting the arms race, to achievinggenuine 

;results in the sphere. of disarmament" (Pravda, 1 August 1975). 

Turning to the actual work of the Co~nittee on Disarmament, I should mention the 

fact that this summer session took place shortly after the Review Conference of·the 

P~rties to the. Non-Proliferation Treaty. That Conference \'i'as an important link in the· 

process of the development and consolidation of the nuclear 1Y'eapons non-proliferation 

regime based on the Non-Proliferation Treaty, a process on which the reduction and 

elimination of the threat of nuclear war largely depend. The Soviet Union and numerous 

other State13 made substantial efforts to ensure the success of that Conference and 

welcomed its results and the final declaration it adopted. 

The statements made in the Committee on Disarmament on the que.stion of the 

non-proliferation of nuclear weapons and the results of the Review Conference of the 

Parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty are of great interest. The Soviet delegation 

notes with satisfaction the statemf?nts of those many delegations which called for the 

strengthening by all possible mean~ of the Non-Proliferation Treaty and supported the 

finat declaration of the Conference of the Parties thereto. That declarations· which 

sums up the vrork of the Conference, expresses the participants' concern at the danger of 

the spread of nuclear weapons in the world and their earnest desire to seek effective 

means of stren.:,ai;hening the non-proliferation regime for such weapons. 

Considering as it does that the securing of the non-proliferation regime is one of 

the most importa..nt goals of. our time, the Soviet Union places considerable emphasis on 

securing the accession to the Non-Proliferation Treaty of the greatest possible number · 

of countries and of all the important militar.y Powers. The universality of· the 

Non-Proliferation Treaty w.ould be the best guarantee of the effectiveness of the nuclear 

weapons -non-proliferation regime. In this connexion, the USSR delegation would like to 

stress yet again the great and positive significance of the accession-to the 

Non-Proliferation Treaty in the spring of this year of the non-nuclear countries of · 

EURATOM and of a number of.other States,.an event which confirms the Treaty's vitality 

and its great international importance for the reduction of the threat of nuclear·war •. 



,;..,. ............ ~ ·. 

CCD/PV. 687 
15 

(Mr. Roshchin, USSR) 

During the consideration of disarmament matters in the Committee, a great deal ·of 

a~tentiC?n was given ·l"o .. the questio~ of ensu:ring the security of States. The USSR 
' .. ·. ·. . '· 

delegation would like to point out the great importance which the Soviet Union attaches 

to this question in the solution of the problems of disarmament. It is· irilperative that' 
·· .. 

no one's secur~ty should suffer through the adoption and implementation of disarmament 

measures. .. . . . ~ 

On the contrary 1 such measu:res must benefit all States which share in putting 

them into effect. That is an indispensable prerequisite for successful progress in the 

spherl:'). _()f arms limitation, in the cause of disannament. All efforts to resolve the 
I , ·, :.. . . ·:. 

problem through the elaboration of disarmament agreements contrar,y to this principle, 
. . 

and the efforts of the representatives of some States to insist on agreements which 

ignore this principle, are clearly doomed to failure. It is the task of all'the organs, 

including the Committee on Disarmawent, which deal with disarmament problems to find· 

ways C?f solving them -r,.rhich •rill not harm anyone 1 s security, but 1<1ill be of benefit. to, 

all. The Soviet people, which twice within a single generation has suffered thr:: ravages 

of world wars and which lost in those wars many millions of human lives, is deeply 

anxious that the proper security of States should be preserved in the solution of 

disarmament problems. It has every justification for insisting on "the observance of 
·. ' 

this principle and for rejecting ru~ proposals and projects for the solution of the 

problem which ignore "the need not to harm the security of the States participating in 

the implementation of measures to limit armaments and achieve disarmament. 

The summer session of the Committee on Disarmament has been a very full and 

effective one. Together wit~ the large amount of attention gj.ven to the general· 

problems of arms limitation and disarmament, there 1·ras detailed consideration with the 

help of e:xperts of such topics as peacefu:::.. nuclear explosions and the prohibition of·.· 

·action to modify the environment· for rni.litary or other hostile purposes. As a result 

of theso e:xpert consultations, the members of the Committee gained an understanding of 

the substance and significance of a number of the problems discussed and were able to 

e:xplore possible ways of solving them. A study was made, under the auspices of the 
. :,. 

Comillittee on Disarmament, of all aspects of the question of creating nuclear-free zones. 

In addition, consideration was given to other matters,· including the barining of chemical 

and nuclear weapons. 
'. . ' 

In conne:xion with ~he submission to the Cornrr~ttee by the Group of Governmental 

. E:xpert s on Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zones of the Gl"oup 1 s report on that topic, tlie USSR 

delegation would like to e:xpress its gratitude to all the Group's members. We should 
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like .to.: mention ·-the great contribution made to the work of the Group by 

Professor Kqrhonen,- ·the .expert from Finland, whose untiring efforts were largely 

respon.sible .for .t.he successful. conclusion of the Group 1 s labours. The ·usSR delegation 

would·li~e to convey to him its thanks for his work as Chairman of-the·Group and as the 

expert from F~nland. 

An important positive feature of the summer session of the Committee on Disarmament 

was the submission by the Soviet Union ru1d the United States of America for consideration 

by the Committee of a draft convention on the prohibition of military or any other 

hostile use of environmental modification techniques. The submission of this draft 

opens .the way to agreement ·\'rithin the Committee on Disarmament on .an international 

agreement concerningthe prevention of the use of geophysical and meteorological.means 

, o.f wa.rfare. ·The adoption of such .a measure -vrould constitute a significant st.ep fowards 

towards limiting and halting the arms race in an area in which there could be 

substant·ial weapons development, vri th all the dangerous consequences that implies for 

.mankind. The consideratio;n and adoption of.the draft convention which has been submitted 

to th~ Committee would. encourag~ the elaboration of further measures to curb the arms 

race and achieve dis.armament. 

Although no agreed draft on disa:Cmament matters is being submitted to the 

General Assembly as a .result of the summer session of the Co~~ittee on Disarmament, the 

Committee does now have a real basis .. for agreement at its next session of a draft 

convention co!lcerning the prohibition of l1armful environmental modification techni'ques. 

The Soviet delegation would.like to express the hope that the discussion of disarmament 

problems which ha.s taken p:,La.ce w·ithin the Committee and the studies made of. some of 

those problems will ensure progress in futu:i:·e negotiations on arms limitation and 

disp.rrnament. 

The active and detailed consideration of disarmament problems by tlie Committee on 

Disarmament is an indicati.on of the interest States have in matters pertaining to the 

limitation and halting of the arms race, and shows the need for broader efforts by the 

members of the Committee tq solv~ the problems before them.· The st.rengthei:ring of peace 

and international security~ and the well-being of all countries and peoples, largely 

depend on success in. this matter. 

In conc~usion, we should like to thank the Acting Special Representative of the 

Secr-etary-General of the United·. Nations, Mr. Bjornerstedt, and all his colleagues in 

the Secretariat, including the interpreters and translators, for .their great and 

effeci;.ive .efforts to ass~st the Committee on Disarmament in the discharge of its mandate. 
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Mr. MARTIN (United States of America)g As the CCD concludes its summer 

session, it is worth-while to review briefly some of the more significant developments in 

our work this year. Before turning to specific developments, however 1 I would make the 

general observa.tio·n that the Committee in 1975 has been marked by a renewed energy, which 

my delegation welcomes. The infusion of new members and new subjects has clearly been an 

important factor in this regard. 

A new subject on which progress has been made this summer is the question of 

restraints on military environmental modification activities. Last week the Soviet Union 

and the United States tabled, in parallel, identical draft conventions on the prohibition 

of military or any other hostile use of environmental modification techniques. In our 

view this action represents an important step toward effectively precluding the dangers 

of the potential use of such techniques as .methods of warfare. Earlier this month, the 

informal meetings with experts added substantially to the technical information needed 

for further consideration of the subject. In particular9 the meetings provided useful 

insights into the present state of the art·. of environmental modification. We look forward 

to beginning concrete negotiations, in which we hope all delegations will participate at 

our Spring session next year. 

Also prominent among the results of this year's work is the study of 

nuclear-v.•eapon-free zones prepared by the Ad Hoc Group of Experts under CCD auspices. 

I w·ould like to express my delegation's appreciation to the experts who participated in 

the study and to commend the Chairman, Professor Korhonen of Finl~~d, for his effective 

leadership in successfully completing the task. We also owe a debt of gratitude. to the 

Secretariat for the invaluable support and assistance it provided to the experts. The 

result of the hard work by all concerned is a truly comprehensive study of the question 

of nuclear-weapon-free zones in all of its aspects. 

Several delegations have co~~ented on the approach, adopted in the study, of 

including differing views wherever·consensus was not reached. This procedure was adopted 

by consensus in the CCD and included in its mandate to the experts. We believe this 

procedure was not only proper but essential in order to assure a thorough exploration of 

the many complex issues involved. It is important to recall that a substantial number 

of the issues that the experts explored in detail either had never surfaced before or had 

been addressed only in a general way. Their consideration in the study is an important 

achievement. We are pleased that the experts achieved consensus on a number of important 

points in each section of the study. vle do not feel that the fact that consensus was not 
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reached on other issues should detract from the value of the study. On the contrary, 

.the presentation by the experts of their divergent views on many difficult questions 

contributes to a better understanding of the. 'nuclear.;.;weapon-free 'ZOne concept, of :.fts 

feasi·bility, and of its potential value as a means of promoting rion-prohferation 

:.object,tves and stre.ngthening regional and international security. vie. believe that the 

·:study w.tll· be useful to the States which are 2 or may be, considering the establishment 

of a nuclear-vleapon-free zone in. their region and to other interested States throughout 

the ivorld. : 

Ou~e summer session .has also seen constructive developments in other a,reas. Ainong 

these, . the Committee 1 s informal meetings with experts on the arms control implications· of 

nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes 1vere particularly significant. ·These meetings· 

did not, of course 2 provide answers to all the questions i'rivolved, but they d:id allow·us 

to focus, on the basic problems and to clarify further a nuinber of critical issues.· • We 

consider especially noteworthy the general agreement.that, from a technological pbiht·of 

view, it is. not possible· to develop. the. capability to carry out nucle·ar explosions for 

:peaceful purposes without in the process· acquiring a nuclear \-reap on capability. The 

informal meetings also helped increase awareness of· the problems involved if PNEs vrere 

to be accommodated under a comprehensive test ban. 

Last month my.delegation put forwarc;l the suggestion that the CCD·undertake an·effort 

to resolve·the problems·involved in the d.efinitioh ahd comparative measurement of 

military expenditures. :We noted that success in ·this effort would coristi tute a 

significant·forward·step in bringing about conditions that would permit serious 

consideration of international measures for limiting such expenditures~' : We also noted 

.that such· a study would conform to the step-by-step approach suggested by the: Group of 

Consultant Experts to the Secretary-General in their report on the reduction of mi1itary 

budgets. 

vle have been. gratified by expressions ·of support for this approach by the 

delegations of Sweclen;'the Netherlands, and the Federal Republic of Germany. In 

reflecting on c·oiNnent& made by thost:J delegations, we agree with the view that an effort 

to resolve the important issues involved could best be undertaken bya small group of 

experts, perhaps drawn from CCD member States. It seems to us that a group of qualified 

experts could· contribute significantly to our common u ... "lderstanding of this complex area. 

vle .. would .preferi that such· a group be composed of economists or budget specialists vrho 

would be ·able to· devote a's much tiine as necessar-y to an intensive study of the issues. 
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In our view the General Assembly could give impetus and direction to such a study 

by ad~pting ~generally, acceptable· resolution on the ·subject 'at its session this fall. 
. .. -

The resolution should? among other things, take into account the replies of governments 

to the Secretar.y-General's request for views concerning the 1974 experts' report on the 

reduction of military budgets. lV"Jy Government will give careful consideration to those 

replies. We look forward to workin~ with other delegations at the Assembly in developing 

an appropriate resolution. 

MY delegation continues to believe that the COD can make an important contribution 

in the field of conventional arms restraints. Our interest in giving serious attention 

to this subject'was reflected in our intervention at the end of the Spring session. We 

regret that during this session there has been so little discussion· concerning our 

presentation, although comments by the representatives of the United Kingdom and Sweden 

have provided a starting point for further consideration of the matter. For example, 

concern was expressed over the implications for national sovereignty of one of the 

illustrative principles we suggested in our presentation -- the principle concerning . 
consultations between a State acquiring arms and other interested States that might 

consider' such B:n acqulsitiori as adversely ~feoting their security. It \vOUld )'lOt be the 

inte~tio~, of su;,h::'i pri~cipie ·to give outside States a basis to int~rfere in a. pa,:r:tlc~lar 
State's decisions regarding its security ;equirements. Such decisions are indeed a 

fund~ental matter of n~ti~~al policy.· R~ther, we believe that con~ultations. along the 

lines sugge~ted in· this principle could help reduce uncertainties and suspicions 

regarding arms acquisitions. This in turn could create more favourable conditions for 

mutual self-restraint by the States participating·in such consultations. 

During the course of our meetings this year, a number of de~egations have expressed 

concern about the slow pa~e of developments in the CCD regarding chemical weapons. 1le 

believe that the Committee's continuing consideration this year of various complex 
' 

technical factors have made significant contributions to the resolution of OW issues. 

For example, this summer several delegations -- the Federal Republic of Germany, Sweden, 

and Japan -- have presented working papers contributing important info~at~on related to 

the question of definition of prohibited agents. 

In our view, one particularly significant development over the past . .yea.r has be.en 

the increasing acceptance of the idea that a phased approach to OW limHations may 1vell 

be the most realistic one. This approach has been advocated by Japan and.supported, with 

some suggested modifications by Canada. A key consideration in establishing the extent 
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of an initial prohibition is the nature of agents in national arsenals~ Proposals have 

been made to deal initially only with supertoxic agents. Othe~ proposals envision 

coverage of all lethal_agents. There are arguments in favour of each of these approaches. 

On balance, however, we believe that an initial prohibition should deal >vith all 

lethal agents. Restricting coverage to supertoxic agents vrould no.t equally constrain all 

countries having CW stocks if, in addition to supertoxic agents, some of these countries 

possessed lethal agents not usually considered supertoxic, ~uch as hydrogen cyanide. 

Furthermore, it is important to remember that in some regions the po~session of less 

toxic agents and not supertoxic agents -- represents the real threat. 

On another major CW issue, my delegation has noted with particular interest the 

working paper submitted by Finland (CCD/453). The paper reports the effort under way< 

by the Finnish Government to develop a CW verification capability for possible future 

international use. We consider this effort to be an especially valuable contribution in 

a critical area of chemical arms control, and look forward to further reports on its 

progress. 

Before concluding, I would like to express the great appreciation of my delegation 

to Dr. Bjornerstedt, the Acting Special Representative of the Secretary-General, who has 

displayed once again his excellent abilities on behalf of the Committee. Special thanks 

are also due to Mrs. Gill and all the other members of the Secretariat for their efforts. 

Like many other delegations, I would like to pay a particular· tribute to the 

interpreters, who did so well for us in the long and complex informal meetings, both of 

this Committee and of the Ad Hoc group of experts, where most of the interventions were 

extemporaneous. 

MY delegation firmly believes that the results of our work this year have amply 

demonstrated the continuing vitality of the CCD. We look forward to w·orking with other 

members of the Committee at the General Assembly this fall on preparations for what 

promises to be an active and productive session in 1976. 

Mr. MIS}ffiA (India): My delegation is one of those which have not yet had the 

time to formulate views on the study prepared by the qualified governmental experts on 

nuclear-weapon-free zones. However, I would like at this stage to join other speakers 

who have paid ·well-deserved tributes to the experts and, in particular, to the 

Chairman of the Group, Professor Korhonen of Finland. I believe that the Group has 

done the best it could do, given the short time available to it and given the 
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I should also like to offer our thanks to the 

Acting Special Representative of the Secretary-General, lVJ:r. R. Bjornerstedt, ·and the · 

members of tlie S~creta:riat, without whose valuable assist~ce the study could not have 

been presented to us last week. 

The meeting ~as 'suspended at 11.50 a.m. and reconvened at 4. 20 p.m. 

Mr. ENE (Romania):. Before I give IDlf delegation's consent for the adoption of 

the report of ·the Committee· I am instructed to make the following statement g 

The Romanian delegation expresses its'discontent with the manner in which the 

annual report of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament for the current year has 
' 

been·p:repared and drafted. Its dissatisfaction stems from the following reasons: 

·. l. The , format of the report has been changed without prior consultation of all 

the members of the Committee. ·No unanimity of views existed with regard to the changes 

which have been proposed.· .A majority of members of the Committee has requested 

therefore that the format of the report for the current year be considered provisional 

.and that this question should be discussed and decided upon a democratic basis 1 with the 

participation of all members of the C~mmittee, at the beginning of its next. session, in 

February 1976. 

2. The report as drafted this year does not allo1-r adequate reflection of the 

basic positions taken by all delegations on the issues· before the Committee. The 

Romanian de1egation is not satisfied wi tli the ,.ray in· which the basic positions· it has 

pursued in the Committee in 1975 are reflected in the report. It felt· therefore that 

it was its right to present ·amendments to the' text of the report inasmuch as it referred 

to the stand taken by .Romania in the CCD. The propo·sed amendments have not been 

accepted, 4owever • 
.. , .. , .. ·• . ..-•,, 

We. wish to reiterate our vie\v that, the CCD being a negotiatirig bodY ·a.na not a 

debating organ, ;its annual reports are ,required .to reflect the basic positions of. the 

negotiating parties. Besides, disarmament being a matter of deep concern to alf States, 

the governments which are members of this Committee should,. in our view, feel 

responsible vis-a-vis other governments which are not members of the CCD for the work 

they perform. Therefore the report of the CCD, when addressed to the General Assembly, 

also constitutes an instrument for the information of other governments on the situation 

in the field of disarmament negotiations. 
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The new format .of the report, as conceived this year, substantially weakens its 
-'., . 

information value and may contribute to .the further isolation of the CCD from the 

United Nations.General Assembly and-- for that matter-- from the international public 

opinion. 

3. The report is unbalanced. The first half of the report, which contains 

issues of special interest to some delegations, is more detailed and the views of the 

delegations thereon better reflected than in the second half, which contains~ in our 

view, more fundamental issues related to disarmament. 

Despite all these reservations, in a spirit of conciliation, the Romanian · 

delegation has not opposed this year the necessary consensus for the adoption of the 

report. It is its understanding, however, that the report as drafted for the current 

year does not create any precedent for the future .and that ,the whole question of the 

procedure to be followed in drafting the Committee's report from now on as well as of 

its format and. content will be' tho.rougb.ly discussed and decided upon next year. 

I ask that this statement be properly recorded. 

Mr. ALLEN (United Kingdom)~ Before we bring down the curtain on the summer 

session of the CCD, my <J.elegation would like to associate itself with those other 

delegations who have expressed their appreciation of the work of Professor Korhonen of 

Finland, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc G::coup on NWFZs, and that of all the other experts 

in the Group. . vJe believe Professor Korhonen carried out a difficult task w·i th a 

commendable combinauion of patience and determination, and we regret that the CCD has 

not been able to agree on the text of a letter to him expressing its corporate 

appreciation of his and their -vmrk. 

Mr. ROSHCHIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Russian)g 

After discussion at unofficial meetings of the Committee on Tiisarmament on the question 

of the format of the Committee's annual report to the United Nations General Assembly, 

the Co-Chairmen, by agreement with the members of the Committee, have agreed that the 

following sentence should be included in the current report to the General Assembly at 

the end of paragraph 13 (page 3 of the English text)~ 

"Recognizing that the format of the present report has been adopted only for this 

session, the Committee, after-unofficial consultations, agreed at the 687th plenary 

meeting, held today, 28 August 1975, that the question of the format of its future 

annual reports should be discussed and dec.ided at the beginning of its 

1976 session." 
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Mr. BARTON (Canada): In the regrettable absence of a formal expression of 

thanks from the CCD to the Chairman and members of the Ad Hoc Group of Governmental 

Experts on Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zones, I should like to express the appreciation of my 

delegation for.their labours, and to express the hope that the Secretariat will ensure 
I 

that the Chairman of the Group receives copies of all records of meetings containing 

references to the Group's report. 

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee now has before it for final adoption the Draft 

Special Report on the question of nuclear-weapon-free zones in all of its aspects 

(CCD/475) and the Draft Report to the General Assembly and the United Nations Disarmament 

Commission (CCD/469). 

I will first take up the Draft Special Report and invite your comments. 'If there 

are no comments, the report is adopted. 

It was so decided. 

Next, I put before the Committee for adoption the Draft Report to the 

General Assembly. If I hear no objection, I shall declare the Report adopted. 

It was so decided. 

I also wish to inform the Committee that the Secretariat will follow the practice 

established in previous years of forwarding advance copies of the Committee's report for 

circulation at United Nations Headquarters in New York. 

The meeting ro3e at 4.45 p.m. 

L_ ____________________________________ __ 
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