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1. The CHAINAN (Nigeria): I declarc open the 47lst plenary nceting of the

Conference of the Cormitice on Ziscrioment.

2. Defore calling upon the first specker on 1y 1list I wish to draw attention to o
stotenent made by the Seceretary~Gencral of the United Nations on thc occasion of the
forty-fifth anniverscry of the signing of the Gencva Protocol (SG/Ski/1282),  lerbers

of the Comnittee ney find thot steto.ent interesting, and coples have been circulated.

AN}

i lir. 4YBYISKXI (Polond): At the outset ucy I, on bohelf of the Polish

dolegation, welcome the ncw leeder of the Bulparien delegetion, Ambassador Petrov, the
new lcader of the Mongolian delegation, Auibessador Erderbileg, and the new leader of
m

T
fulfilnent of the tasks centrusted to this Comiittee, I should like to cssure thern of

the Japanesc delegation, émbrssador Teoncka?  Wishing then o1l possible success in the
the sincere co-opcration of the Polish delegation in the achievenient of that aim.

b in its statcient todeoy the Polish dolegation wishcs to concentrate on the latest
revised text of the joint draft treaty on the prohibition of the emplacencnt of nuclear
weapons ond other weapons of nass cestruction on the seca-bed and the ocecen floor and in
the subsoil thereof, presented by the co-Cheirmen on 23 April (GCD/269/Revi2). . I
should like to congratulatc thc co-Chairmon on the timely presentation of that document
which allowed every delcgation to study it in depth during the reccss and to present
the opinion of its CGovermmcnt in a relatively short tinc. It is the sincere wish and
hope of ny delegation tlict the vouiittee will soon reach cgrecient on a widely-
acceptable text which could be subnmitted on behaif of the Cowxmdttee on Disarmanent to
the next session of the General Assenbly. We are hopeful of such o result, fully
avare o8 we arc of the fact thot the text now before us is the result of extensive

negotiations in which, in onc way or another, =l:ost cvery nicmber of this Comittee

Q

participoted, Ve ere indced cwarc thot corcful scrutiny was node of the criticisms
end coiments nade here at the ond of last year's session and ot the twenty-fourth
session of the Gencral Assenbly.

5. As is well !mown, the Folish delegation is vlayin; en active role in the
Comnittec's debates concerninz the problen of reserving thce sea-bcd and the

occan floor exclusively for peaceful purposcs. It might 2lso be receolled that
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Poland was the first country to advocate the establishment of a nuclear-free zone
in a populated area (ENDC/C.1/1). It will therefore be understood that my country
attaches special importance to any international netion lecding to the creation of
additional areas where nuclear arms ~nd other weacpons of mass destruction will

be prohibited. The eliminction of wecpons of mass destruction from militery
arsenals has been and remains one of the principal goals of my Government's
foreign poiicy,

6. In the view of the Polish delegation the signing -nd ceming into force of - i
treaty bamning the use of the sea-bed and the ccean floor for the emplocement of
nuclear weopons aond other wecpons of mass destruction is of unusual importonces

the sooner we reach agreement on this question the better. Through such a treaty
mankind will be given an invalunble guarontee cgeinst the extension of the arms
race in weapons of mass destruction to o geographical srec where the installation
of such devices would be extremely dangerous. We cre gratified to note that in

its article I the droaft treaty prohibits the setting-up of structures and launching
installations designed for nucle~r missiles os well os conventionnl arms. It

might be remembercd thot the Polish delegrtion drew the attention of this Committee
to that question at the very outset of our discussion (ENDC/PV.399, para. 66).

7. The renunciation of nuclear wearons on the sea-bed ~nd the ocean floor will

no doubt promote the utilization of thnt vost port of the globe exclusively for
peaceful purposes ond the exploitation of its resources in the interest of

menkind, hoving in mind first of £ll the interests of the developing countries.

The early entry into force of the trecty before us would certainly net os an
impetus to 2 prompt solution of the difficult problems fnced by the Commititee on
the question of the reservotion exclusively for penceful purposes of the sea-bed,
the ocean floor and the subsoil thereof,

8, Of course Poland, as o strong supportecr of the complote demilitarizotion of the
sea-bed, considers the draft treaty before us os a first step in that direction.
Although the draft does not give us full sotisfoction we note, with some hope,

that its preamble expresses the prospective signotories' determination to continue
negotiations concerning further mecsures leading te the exclusion of the sea-bed

and the ocean floor from the crms roce. We regret thos the co-Chairmen hove not
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found it possible to includc in the dralt the provisions contained in the Swedish
paper (CCD/2?1). Understonding tho nced for a2 soluticn based on corefully-
negotiated compromises, my delogntion will not oppose the present wording of this
preambular paragraph.

9, At the same time we would urge this Committec to keep on its agenda the question
of the demilitarizotion of the sca-bed and the ocean floor as formulated in -the

1968 report to the General hAssembly when o programme of work (EHDC/QBé, p.3) for
this Committee wos csiouvlished nfter the signing 7 ithe none-prolifezation Treaty
(ENDC/226%), In that way members of the Commitice may raise the question of further
steps leading to the demiliterizotion of this important area whencver they see that
a question is ripe for discussion, without waiting for the roview confercnce as
provided for in article VI of the draft before us. In this perticular case we
believe thot what are gencrelly called "conventional” amacments can be dealt with

in a seperate document,

10, I should now like to turn to the question of wverification. During our
discussion of the draft submitted by the co-Chrnivmen on 7 October (CCD/269) and the
rovised draft presented to this Committee shortly before it adjourned on 30 October
(CCD/269/RGV.1), as well os during the debote in the First Committee of the General
Assembly, most of the criticism wes dirccted townrds the question of verification.
It is understoed thet Tor every government acceding te o treaty dealing with
disarmament or other preventive measurcs in this ficld, the question of verificetion
becomes a very importent issucs. 4s lies been indicatoed in our previous stotuments on
this guestion, our primary consideration in this regord is thoat the systom of
verification should be-cempﬁﬁiblc with the chorocter and scope of the obligation

to be agsumed under the treaty and sheuld zlso correspond to the geographical orea
of application of *his agrecconent, while teking fully into account the norms of
international law.

11l. As an example of that policy we may soy thnt we shared the view that there was
no need for verification machincry in the Moscow Treaty on the partial test ban
(ENDC/lOO/RQV.l) and in the outor-gprce Treaty (General hsscibly resolution

2222 (XXI)). Weo were among those who advocnted strict international contrel and

efficient internationsl mochinery for the implementation of the non-proliferation
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Treaty; and it is also well known that Poland tock the initiative in proposing
(CCD/285 and Corr.l) a system of complaints to the Security Council as a realistic
safeguard against possible breach of a2 complete ban on chemical and bactericlogical
means of werfare.

12, So far as the sea-bed treaty is concerned, the criticism of the provisions
for verification contained in the previous drafts was concentrated on two principal
issues: first the request to spell out more specifically the coastel States!
exclusive right of exploration and exploitation of their respective continental
shelves and to affirm the right of the coastal State to consent to or participate

in any verification procedure which mey take place on its continental shelf;

and second, the request for the establishment of international machinery for
verification as a result of the fact that the immense najority of countries
possessing sea coasts are not technologically or financially in a position to
verify by themselves any violation or presumed violation of the treaty.

13.  In the view of the Polish delegation the first of those points has been
adequately taken care of in the new draft submitted to us on 23 Lpril. This

fact reflects the desire of all those who contributed to the final draft, whether
directly or indirectly through consultation, to contribute as effectively as
possible to the successful conclusion of an adequate and effective treaty
eliminating nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass destruction from the sea~bed
and ocean floor.

14, As far as the second point is concerrd —— the question of establishing
international machinery for the verification of possible violations of the
provisions of the treaty -- my delegation continues to belicve that the establishment
of such machinery is premature, if not altogether unnecessary, The arguménf has
been advenced that what is satisfactory for the main Powers may not necessarily
be admissible for the remaining ones. £lthough at first sight there seems to be
some logic in that way of thinking, one must take into account that the main
military Powers are not the only Powers with advanced maritire technology and
possessing the appropriate equipment for carrying out cffective verification on
the see-bed should the need for it arise. Therefore a division on this question

along such lines does not seem to be relevant.
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15. On the other hand, the method of observation, assistance and co-operation
between States parties to the treaty containg en impertant political factor as
regards ways of solving differences between States, Kutual assistance and
voluntary international co-operation promote better understanding among nations,
thus strengthening the climate of confidence which we so badly need if we want to
achieve substantive progress in the field of disarmament.
16. Approaching the problem of verification with a sense of realism, with a
determined wilil to arrive at aa cgreemont, we must resist the tempiation to
exercise excessive and complex control, which in the last analysis would be
extremely costly. Should international machinery for conirol of this treaty be
established, that machinery would heve to be preperly equipped in order to perform
its functions independently., Who is going tc secure the sophisticated equipment
for that and who is goins to pay for it? ‘The funds at the disposal of the United
Nations and other international organizations are already insuffiicient for carrying
out the desired programme of assisbtance to the developing couniries and other
programmes of technical assistance. As we were reminded at the Conference of
Non-Muclear Weapon States by the Director-General of the International Atomic
Energy igency, Mr. Sigvard Eklund, the Agency which he directs has elaborated a
nunber of important programmes of assistance to the developing countries in the
field of the peaceful uses of atomic energy. The only thing that prevents their
being carried out is the lack of funds. fan we in those circumstances suggest the
spending of a considerable amount of meney on a scheme which has no prectical
utility for the time being?
17. Having in mind that the drafi treety provides in article VI for a review
conference five years after its eantry into force --

. in order to review the operation of this Treaty with a view to

agssuring thet the purposes of the preamble and the provisions of the

Treaty are being realized. Such review shall take into account any

relevant technological developments" (cCrn/269/Rev.2)

it seems to us that the provisions for verification contained in the newly-drafted
article III are fully adequate at ihe present stage of technological development.
18, Before leaving the area of verification I would like o say a few words about
the statement made by the representative of Canada, Mr. Ignatieff, on 28 April.

I shall quote the following; passage from that statement:




CCD/BV. 471
10

(Mr. Zybylski, Poland)

"While welcoming these developments in the thinking of the co-Chairmen
as reflected in the latest vreviged dvaft, T have to note also an important
omission in the present draft as regards verification. The present draft
text mekes no provision for recourse to appropriate international procedure
or good offices -~ including those of the Secretary-General of the United
Nations." (CCL/PV.468, vara. 8)

I have dealt at length with the question of internatiocnal machinery for verification

of this treaty. I need not go into Ifurther detail., LAs for the good offices of
the Secretary-General, my delegation sees in this proposal a limitation that
harrows this widely~-recognized international procedure. Conflicts may arise in
situations where the good offices of another political or moral authority may
prove more desirable and more effective. The result of the good offices of
Soviet Premier Hosygin at the meetiny in Tashkent where a solution for the 1966
conflict between India and Paikistan was elaborated speals in favour of not
limiting the exercise of good offices to the United Hations Secretary-General and
not incorporating it in the text of the tréaty.

19, The arguments of the Canadian and other delegations dealing with those
gpecific points of the verification system provided for in the treaty before us
dicd not convince my delezation. I hope that the clsrification I have tried to
furnish to this Committee will help members to understand the vposition of my
Government.

20, My delegation fully endorscs the view cipressed by our Zoviet co-Chairman
whern he described the new drafi of article III as "a synthesis of the views

and positions of States on the problem of control ..." (CCD/PV.467, para. 15).

We are happy to note that the main ideas formulated in the amendment submitted

by the delegation of Argentina a2t the twenty-fourth session of the General
hssembly (A/C.1/99T) have in substance been incorporzted in the new draft. We
also welcome the new article VIII as an encouragement for the establishment of
zones Iree from nuclear weapons.

21l. The Polish delegation congsiders the new draflt treaty on the prohibition of
the emplacement of nuclear weapons and other wespons of mass destruction on the
sea~bed and the ocean floor and in the subsoil thereof to be a document containing

all the elements necessary to make it universally acceptable. We are fully
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aware that o document based on a compremise cannot teke acccunt of all the
suggestions put forword during the Ziscus.l.i of <his item in this Committec and in
the First Conmittce of the United Natisns General Assembly. We arc happy to note
that the great majcrity »f them feund their way inte the new draft.

22. But before concludinz may I be permitted to guote the representative of the
Unitod Kingdom, Lerd Chalf:nt?  Whon speaking abeut the verification procedurc
of this treaty in the First Committee at the twenty-fourth session of the Generzal
Assombly, he said:s Wif the parties to any agrecment of this kind demand complete
corteinty on this scers, then e probebility is theu Uwro w52l be ao agroumont

at 2ll ,..". And he went cn %o soy: Plo one is going to ¢ 2ll he wants; but

this is what negotiation is all ebmut, and this is what intcrnational agreement means.”
(A/C.1/PV.1594, provisisnal, D.23) Moy I add that this is exactly what we mean by

a compromise solution?

23, e still have some very importent itoms on our agenda at this session. Let
us complete this one successfully oo that we con tacikle the others as soon as possible

in order to be able to report honourably on the result of cur work for the twenty-

fifth anniversary of the Unitcd Hations,

2l Mr, TALKA (Japan): PFirst of all I should like to express my deep
appreciction fer the worn wielcome cxtonded tc me by menvers of this Cormittee. It
is indced o greot pleasure fir me to be able to take nart in the discussiocns of this
Cormittoe at the very time when it is taking an important step towards the goal
of the Disarmomont Decade; ond T will de all in my peusr tc co-oporate with the
sther members of this Committee to make cur discussions even more fruitful.
25, The United Nations General assenbly adcpted last year resolution 2602 B (XXIV)
(CCD/Z?E) relating to the Disarmement Decale, in which it requested the Conforence
the Committec on Disermemont to werk out a comprehensive disarmanent progrouuie,
dealing with all aspects of the problen of the csgsation of the arms roce and
senercl and cemplete disarmencent under offoctive internaticnel control, and te
report thersen to the Genercl Assembly ot its twenty-fifth scssion. In response

tc thet request a mumber of invalueble suggestions vore put forwerd at tac last
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session of this Cormittee, WNow, during this session, we are to proparec a progromue
to b submitted to the General Asscnbly of the United Hations.

26, In formulating a disarmanent programae we nced te moke a clear-headed
assessment as tc how much headway it will be possible for us to moke in the coning
Gecade towards general and complete disarmament. I have to note in this context
that one of the fundamental facturs which make the achievement of general and
complete disarmament difficult is that not 211 of the militarily-important S:.ates

have yet taken their seats ot the nesstistine table. Nevertheless, some of the
y i > b}

neasures enviseged in the preposals on soncral and complete disarmament submitted
in 1962 by the United States cnd the Soviet Union respectively have been achieved.
For instance, the prohibition of nuclear weapon tests has been partially realized
(ENDC/lOO/Rev.l], and treatics on tho peaceful usc of outer space (General Asscnbly

nuclear weapons

Fy

resclution 2222 (XHI), Annex) and or. the non-proliferation o
(ENDC/226%*) have also boen conecludad, We regard those neasures as important
milestones towards general and completc disarmament. Toking these circumstances
into consideration I submit that whot we should do urgontly in the Disarmanent
Decade is te deal energetically and in o cencrete noanor with such disarmoment
measures as can be takeon even before 211 the militarily-important States are
participating in disarnanent negetiations; and T feel that this is a realistic
apprcach.

27. The Committec has rccugnized that it is necessery to give highest pricrity to
further effective measurcs relating to the cessatiun of the nuclear arms Poce at

an early date and to nuclear disarmanmont. First, as for the prohibition of
underground nucleer weapon teste, much doponds upon the political decisions of

the two super-Powers; and that is part of the renson why we must solve the problem
of how to discover adequate means of verification which will ensurc compliance with
a treaty relating to this question. In order to nekc progress in cur efforts to
solve this tochnical problem the United Haticns Gonerel assenbly adopted last yeer,
on the initiative of Canada, a resolitisn calling for the subnission of data on
naticnel seismograph stotions (2604 L (XXIV); CCD/275).  4s onc of tho
co=sponsors of the resolution, my country cannst holp expressing its regret that

a certein nunber cof States have refusod to supply the Tata requested. Since we are
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requested by tho General Assembly to submit te it a special report on the results
of cur delibverctions relating to the bamning of underzround nuclesr wespon tosis,
and since we alss nced to makc o fullow-up study of the date suppliel by various
countries, I fecl it is necessary for us to consider how te decl with the prosent
question, taoking into cccount the vicus of oxperts.

28. The problen of verificaticn again presents o great obstacle in the matter cf
the halting of the producticn of fissicnablc matericls for use in weapons; but I
believe thot it must be possible to apply as a verificaticsn ncasure in this case

a systen of safeguards simdlar to that which is te be opplied to non-nuclear-weapon
States by the Internaticnal Atemic Enersy Agency under the Trenty on the Non-
proliferation of Nuclunr Weeopons. I there are States which £ind that viow
unaccentable, I think they sh:ouwld submiv provcsals of their cun.

29. Since our werk on dreouing up a treoty prcohibiting the emplacenmcnt on the seo-

9 o

bed cf nuclear weapuns cnd othor weep:ins of mass destruction has entered its final
stage, the nonber States of this Committee shiuld moke a wmited effort to complete
the formulation of a dreft treaty at the coarlicst possible dave,
30, It might be difficult, gencrelly specking, to toke nen-nuclecr disarmamont

maasures sefore cll the militorily-imnortont States are particinoting in disarmamcent
Fh g 1 {207

negcoticticns, VWhile admittin: thot, I should like to suggest thet, among non-
nuclear ncasurcs, the prohibiti.n of chomdeal and biol-pical weansns could bhe achieved

at o relatively corly daote. That is beecouse 2ll the militerily-inmportant States
have undertaken, cither in internaticael instruments or in gevernment statements, to
refroin from the first use of poisinoue goses and bactoericlozicol weapens. On

21 May this ycor Japen dcoposited with the French Gevermment its instrument of
robification of the Geneva Protoc.l .f (n/7575, Reov.l, Annex VI) without attachin
any rescrvation. It is well known, hewever, tht nany States have attached
reservationg tc the Protoecl, notebly rezorvetizns relating te the retaliatory

use of such woopuns. fo hoone that thosc States will withdraw thelr reservations

as susn as pecoitle. At ths sane time woe should moke even nmore strenusus cfforts
towards bomning the developnent, prcducti n and suzckpiling of chemical and

bi~zlegical weopons, te emsure thet reccurse will never, in any circumstances, e

had to such ucopons.




CCD,/PV.471
T

31l. We should aolsc do our utnest to cchieve univorsel acherence to the trectics on
arns cuntrol or disarmement which have GS2cn concluded in the past. The Treaty cn
the Non-Proliferation of Bucleor Wespons cutered inte force on 5 March this yeor;
but the safeguards agrecments te be concluded with the International Atomic Energy
Agency in accordance with article III of the Treaty still depend on future
ncgotiaticns, I should like to point out, in that connexion, that in order to
nake the non-proliferation Treaty effcctive the perticipatiin of as many States

as possible, especiclly all the pstenticl nuclecr-wecp:on States, is essential.

That is part of the recsun vhy we concider that safoguords agresments should be

so formulated as tc be acceptable to those States wnich are promoting the peaceful

uses of nuclear conergy. As cne of the mojor industrial Prwers, Japan attaches
great importance to the pregress and resulvs of the ncgotiaticns rolating to the
conclusion of safcguards asresnents.

32. It is indewd weleome that stratosic arms limitaticn talks hove Dheen initiated
between the United States and the Scvict Unicn with a vicw te achieving the cessa
of the nuclear crxms race at an early dote; and we sincerely hope that the twe

States will push forwoerd in their pursuit .f the cf the negetiations

vithout being influenced by ncnentory fluctuatiscns in the international situction,

The success of those talks would certeinly contribuic e the lesscning of teonsicons
in Best-Wlest relations and, furthermove, te the strengthening of the sceurity of

States thrcughout the werld. I believe, therefore, that the entire world

cagerly desires th. success of the thl¢\, =1l I eorncstly hoy 2 thot the Governments
of the United States and the Soviet Union will nov isappoint the hopes of the
world.

2. While generel ani complete Cisarmament is the cornost wish of humanity, I

believe, that my ccuntry, which firmly acheres te its Constituticon, which renounces
wor, is in a positicn to pley a unique role in achieving that cbjective. Ve are
well awarc that disarmament and sccurity arc clescly interrclatel and we have no

intention of turning our eyes awey froa the hard fact that the national sccurity

cf the States of the world is depenicnt upon ths of a military balance;
nor can we deny that therc are extronely difficult »rctluems invelved in achieving

1

gencral and complete discomament.
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34. Onc »f the prerequisites for atteining the goal of gencral and complete
disarmament is the perticipation of all the nilitorily-inportant States; ond
we hope that the Governnents of the People's Republic of China and the Republic

of France will {akc pert in internaticnol disarmament negotiations as soon as

possible. DPending the porticipaticn «~f those twe Siaves in this Committee, we

should welcome the helding of talks betwoon States outside the Committee for the
relaxaticn of internaticnal tensicn and the achievement of various disarmemcnt
measures. With the deveclopnent of weopons of mass destruction there has evolved
anong the nilitorily-impoertont States a sense of mutual restraint with regard to the 5
use of such weepons; anl ¢ll these States now hoave biloterel chonnels of cammunicatioﬁ

I an convinccd that it is the strengthening »f such channels and the evoluticn of

a scnse cof cellective responsiivility for internaticnzl security without regord to i
differences in social systens or to the cenflict of naticonal interests that will

| B

direct us towards the way to generel ond complote disarmoment.

35. The questin of verification hos in the past nrovonited tho achievement of measures

cf disarmamcns, While differcnces in esnditions between States are primarily
responsible for sur failure to solve the verificat.on problem, technieal doveloprents |
in rceent yeers have provilcd us with s.ne of the answers t@ that problemn.  Moreover, |
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increcased commmnication through-ul the werld is an irvevorsible trend.  The decade

of the 1970s, vhich hos boen deelarsd the Disarmonent Docode, will alss be o tinme of

",

rapil change. It is ny firm belict that the replaccnent <f suspicion and distrus

by the principle =f gopenness and the spirvit of interncticnal solidority is the koy

- .
36. The CHATRMAN (ifiseria): In vicw of the roquest contained in General

[
to the attaimment of gencrol an? complote 2iscrmencat.

|

|

Assenbly rosolution 2603 B (XXIV) {(CCD/275) callinz upen all Statos which have not

yet dene so to accoede to ratify the CGeneva Prtoccl (4/7575/Rev.l, anncx VI)

H

~

in the ccursce of 1970 in comonecraticn of the foriy-fifth anniversary of its signing
and the twenty-fifth ammiversary of the United Notions, I am sure I shall be speaking
cn behalf of all nembers of the Cromittec if I roquost Anbassedoer Tancka toe convey |
our congrabtulati-ns te the Government of Jopan,

37. M, ROSHCHIN (Union of Scviet Sceialist Republics) (translation from Russian)
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Cne of the inportant results of the discussicn of chenleal and Lactericlagical weopons
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at the twenty-fourth sesgiza o iesenbly was its adoption

of a rescluticn inviting -
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"... all States which have nct yet done so to accede to or ratify the
Geneva Prct col in the course of I 770 in commemcration of the forty-
fifth anniversary of its signing and the twenty—-fifth anniversary of
the United Nations" (2603 B (ZXIV), CCD/275).

This is the resolution to which you ycurself, Mr. Chairman have just referred.

38. Yesterday, 17 June, was the forty-fifth anniversary, tc¢ the day, of the
signing cf that agreement. In this connexion we would gay, first of all, that

Wwe have noted with interest the statement made by U Thant, the Secretary-General

of the United Nations, on the forty-fifth anniverssry of the Geneva Protocol fer
the prohibition of the use in war ¢f asphyxiating, poisoncus or other gases,

and cf bacteriological methcds cf warfare (A/7575/Rev.l, Annex VI). That
statement concerns an important questicn, the prchibition of the use of chemical
and bactericlogical weapons, and we shall study it with due care. In connexion
with yesterday's forty-fifth anniversary of the signing of the Geneva Protocol
we would observe that the Prctoctl gave expressicn tc mankind's desire to
consolidnte, in the form of a treaty between States, the prohibiticn of the

use of those agents for military purpcses. Of course, the use of chemical and
bactericlogical weapons in war has always been ccndemned. The history of
international relations provides clcar evidence that prchibition of the use of
chemical and bac“ericlogical weapors fc¢~ military purpos:s has become =2 generally-—
recognized rule cf international law. The Geneva Protoceol of 1925 reflects this
universal awareness, which is why the Protccol states that its purpose is "that
this prohibition shall be universally accepted as a part of International Law,
binding alike the conscience and the practice of nations'. .

39. The signing of the Geneva Protoccl cf 1925, soon after the end of the First
World War, reflected the pecples' condemnation cf the use cf chemical weapons
during that war. The wave of revulsion caused throughout the world by the use
of chemical weapons called for a juridicnl confirmaticn ¢f what was already
unchallenged politically and morally: the prchibition of the use of chemical
weapons. At the same time a provision was insertsd in the Protocol extending

the prohibition to bacteriolegical methcés of warfare.
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40. The past forty-five years have convincingly demonstrated the impcrtance of
the Geneva Protoccl, which lies abeve all in the fact thiat the Protocel has
served and continues tc serve as an important means of preventing the outbreak
of a war invclving the use of chemical ~nd bactericlogical weapcens. Who can
say what disasters might have befsallen mankind during the Second World War if
chemical and bactericlegical weapons had been widely used in it7?  Hitlerite
Germany dared not disregard the warning of the allied Powers that the use of

such weapons in warfare could nct be tclerated. That warning, as we know, wns

based on the Genevi Preotoecl of 1925,

41. The Prctocel is beceming even more important in cur day. The progress of
chemical and biclcgical science, which has brought great benefits to mankind,
has at the same time made it possible tc create types of chemical and
bactericlogical agents whose use might not only inflict encrmous loss of human
life and incalculable economic damage but might even adversely affect the future
development of human civiliz~ticn. In that cconnexiocn it is particularly
significant that the prchibiticn 1aid down in the Geneva Prctccol heas = universel
character, comprising ~ll forms ¢f chemical and bactericlogical weapcns without
exception. In its resclution 2603 A (XXIV) the United Nations General Assembly
designedly drew the attention of States thrcughout the werld to this fact by
stating that the Geneva Protocol —-

", .. embodies the generally reccgnized rules of international law

prohibiting the use in international armed conflicts of all biolcgical
and chemical methods wnrfare, regardless «f any tschnicnl

of
developments" (CCD 2?5).

This resoluticn undoubtedly put ~n end te all attempts to pleace any cther
construction ¢n the contents of the Geneva Protocol or to minimize its
gsignificance.

42. The Soviet delegation notes with satisfaction thot in recent years many
States have acceded tc th> Geneva Protoccl, thus bearing witness to the
effcctivensss and importance ¢f that international instrument. Unfortunately
it must be noted that not all the ccuntries of the werld have decided to condemn

the use of chemical and bactericlogicael weapons cutright. The United States,
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a Power of very great military importance, has not yet ratified the Geneva
Protocel. The concern Telt by the pecples of the world on that account is
increased by the knowledge that thc United States possesses a large arsenal of
the types of weapcns prohibited by the Protocol.

43. The Geneva Protocel of 1925 was actually the first agreement prohibiting
the use in war of one ¢f the weapons of mass destructicon. In thet sense it is
a truly histcric document. The conclusicn ¢f the Protocol demonstrates that
it is possible to reach effective agreements prohibiting weapons cf mass
degstruction and to define clearly the c@urse tc be fellowed tc achieve that end.

That is particularly important at this moment, when we are ccnducting negotiations

for the conclusicn of an internaticnal conventicn cn the prohibition cf the
production and steckpiling of chemical and bactericlogical weapons. As many

delegations cbserved at the Disarmament Committee's last series of meetings,

the Geneva Protoccl should become the starting peint fer further measures
designed to achieve the complete elimination ¢f chemical and bacteriological
weapons from the 1life c¢f human scciety.
| 44. The draft convention on the prohibition of the development, producticn and
' stockpiling of chemical and bacteriological (bioclogical) weapons submitted by
the socialist countries (3/7655) and now before the Committee on Disarmament
proceeds from those very premises. Under the preamble tc the ccnvention the
parties would recognize the important significance of the Geneva Prctocol of 1925,
; reaffirm their adherence to the purpcses and principles of the Proteccol and
condemn all actions contrary to it. he Convention, like the Protocol, ccvers
both chemical and bacterioclogical weapons. We take this opportunity to express
cnce again our conviction that the conclusion of an international agreement based
on the text submitted by the soccialist countries will complete the woerk begun
by the Geneva Protoccl.
45. On the occasion of the forty-fifth anniversary of the signing of the Protocol,
we express the hope that the Committee cn Disarmament will speed its work on the
problem of freeing mankind from the threat of warfare with chemical and

bactericlogical weapons. This weuld be the best continuation of what was

started in 1925 and wculd meet the responsibilities placed upon our Committee.




The Ccnference decided to issue the felleowing communigué:

"The Conference cf the Ccmmittee on Disarmament today held its
47lst plenary meeting in the Prnlais des Nations, Geneva, under the
chairmanship of H.E. Ambassador Sule Kolo, representative of Nigeria.

"Statements were made by the representatives of Poland, Japan
and the Union of Scviet Sceialist Republics and by the Chairman.

"The next meeting of the Conference will be held on Tuesday,

23 June 1970, at 10.3C a.m."

The meeting rese at 11.35 a.m.




