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Communique of the Meeting 

The Conference of the Committee on Disarmament today held its 656th plenar,y 

-·meeting at the Pal~s des Nations, Geneva, under the chairmanship of 

Mr. Vicente E. Berasategui, representative of Argentina. 

Statements were made by the representatiVes of Sweden, Canada, Irari'and Romania~·· 
and by the Chairman. 

The delegation of the.United States of America presented a document entitled 

"Message froni. the President of the United. States of America" ( CCD/447). 

The next meeting of·theConference will be held on Tuesday, 11 March 1975;· at 
10.')0 a.m. 

* 
; : ... ·. 

* * 

: "'· 
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The CHAIEfviAN (Argentina); Before calling on the first speaker on my list, may I 

take advanta~e of my positio:r;:t as Chairman to extend, on behalf of the Arg:entine delegation, 

a most cordial welcome to the representatives of the five States participating in the work 

of the Committee during this period of II!eetings? They are Ambassador Fartash of 

Iran, Ambass9-dor Alzamora of Peru ".Vhose presence is of particular significance to my 
. ' . ' • • • I • • 

delegation because he is the representative of a country which nas long been lipked 

to Argeptina by historic .s,nd fraternal ties and I am •t~ell acquainted vli th his personal 

and professional. guali ties also Mr. Moldt, Deputy Minister of Fol,'eign Affairs of the 

German De_mocratic Republic; Ambassador Schlaich of the Federal Republic of Germany, 

whose mastery of Spanish will no doubt greatly assist the Spanish-speaking de~egations 

on the Committee; and Ambassador Kasasa of Zaire. 

I should also like to extend.a cordial welcome to the new representative~ of 

Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Morocco, the Netherlands, Pakistan and the United Kingdom. 

My delegation pledges its co-operation to all those I have named in the forthcoming 

work of the Committee. 

Mrs. THORSSON (Sweden): The nations of this earth should not be allowed to 

forget that this decade, the decade of ev,ent s of decisive importance to the future of 

mankind, is pronounc~d to be the Disarmament Decade as well as the Second Development 

Decade. The Swedish delegation to the Committee has come to this spring session 

impressed and encouraged by the breadth and the vreight of the debate on disarmament 

matters at the 29th session of the United Nations General Assembly, and determined to 

do its utmost to contribute to having this year 1975, at the mid-term of the 70s, 

marked by some amount of real progress in disarmament. 

After all, we live on an earth where human beings are plagued by the mental 

anguish and the staggering economic burdens of the armaments race. We live at a time 

when millions, even hundreds of millions, are impoverished and sent to starvation 

through the incapacity of the present world order to provide properly for the 

inhabitants of our one and only earth. 

Since the end of the 29th session of the General Assembly I have travelled to 

meetings inside Sweden and internationally, and talked with people about the crushing 

global problems of our time. Although well acquainted with the impressive amount 

of constructive common sense among citizens· eve:rywhere round the worldf I have been 
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struck by the intensity of feeling for the urgency of genuine and tangible disarmament 

that I met vJherever I went. The immense uselessness of the armaments costs are put 

against the urgent request to meet the basic human needs of its people which confronts 

every national government today. And let us agree that, for every year that passes, 

effective disarmament measures become for every conceivable reason even more urgent. 

People all over this world of ours request a stop to the armament race and a sensible 

and humruL use of increasingly scarce resources. 

The spirit of detente which continues to characterize mru'!y aspects of international 

relations is a welcome achievement. The lack of progress in curbing the dreadful arms 

race, on the other hand, understandably gives rise to serious reactions among all 

peoples. Accordingly the Swedish delegatio~ belongs to those who persistently urge 

the t~10 most powerful nations on earth, the United States and the Soviet Union, to take 

the necessary steps. to-vrards real disarmament, thereby leading· the way for others to 

follow. 

The Vladivostok summit meeting last November has undoubtedly contributed to 

creating,a strategic parity which hopefully reduces the likelihood of nuclear war. It 

would be vTrong to state, h01vever, that the agreements reached represent a contribution 

to disarmament. On the contrary, they permit further increases in the already 

formidable strategic missile forces, and almost unlimited possibilities for qualitative 

developments aimed at greater destructive capability. In fact, they seem to render 

meaningful disarmament measures improbable for a considerable time to come. We 

appreciated, however, the statement made at the opening session by the representative 

of the United States, Mr. Martin, indicating that bilateral negotiations on reducing 

the force ceiling might start in a not too distant future. 

The Non-Proliferation Treaty Review Conference, which convenes here in Geneva on 

5 May, will provide an opportunity to assess the effects of this state of affairs on the 

non-proliferation regime. We feel that, if the Review Conference is to have a chance 

to be successful, the nuclear-weapon States must give evidence that they take seriously 

their obligations under article VI of the Treaty relating to disarmament. The manifold 

problems connected with non-proliferation of nuclear weapons are now being actively 

considered in many capitals in preparation for the Review Conference. As a forum \vi th a 

global ~andate in the.field of nuclear disarmament, the CCD will of course have to pl~ 

an important role in the follow-up of that Conference. 
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Regrettably,- no progress has been achieved in the efforts to obtain a comprehensive 

test ban.- A- wealt-h of mate:rial covering all possible aspects of this question has·· been 

produced over the. years in the CCD.- The Swedish delegation has again and again· 

p:;:ovided concrete ideas in order to contribute to a posi1tive development. I do not 

intend to prolong my statement by repeating them here and now. -What has been lacking 

so far is a politi-cal -vrill· to- reach agreement on a CTB among those nuclear Powers who

have, a.fter all, signed and ratified first the 1963 Moscovr Treaty· on the Partial Test 

Tian (EriDC/100/Rev.l) and then the ~WT (ENDC/192/Rev.l). After all 1 both these 

Treatie.s contain commitments to proceed towards a complete test ban. An agreement to 

this end would represent the indispensable step towards implementing article VI of 

the 11FT. The CCD nO\v has a renewed mandate to give the highest priority· to the 

cor.,clusion of a· GTB agreement. The CCD has indeed a serious responsibilit-y to complete' 

soon this item of our agenda. 

The Peaceful nuclear explosions (PNE) problem is a related one which in the past 

year has for obvious· reasons attract.ed renElvied attention. The CCD was given the·task 

by the General Assembly at. its-last session to consider the arms~control implications or 

this problem. The Swedish delegation is prepared= to assist in any possible way i.n this 

consideration. The International Atomic Energy Agency will report on its studies to 

1 the General-Assembly, and the CCD has been asked to take into account the vievrs of the 

Agency •. ·. It is also .possible that the NPT Review Conference -vrill transmit its views on 

';he .matter to the-· Ge:i.1eral Assembly. It would seem appropriate that this question be . 

given a.detailed_consideration at the summer· session of the CCD. It is thus our hope 

tl1at -Ghe General.'"il.ssembly at its 30th session this autumn, through the process enforced 
-.:'-

by its resolution 3261 D, will have the opportunity toreview the entire PNE question. 

In o·c1r v,iew this should hopefully form a basis for a much-needed international regulation 

of PNB._ 

The Swedish -·delegation raised a matter during the ·last session of the CCD and again 

:::.:1 -l:ihe General Assembly 1·rhich in our view must be dealt with urgently by the internationaJ 

community. - Lam re~erring to the fact that the nuclear proliferation problems will 

rrro,,r more complex. and sinister -vri th the rapid expansion of civil· nuclear-power programmes 7. 

lJarticularly :the ·equally rapid increase in· the production of plutonium. Through this 



---------------- -

CCD/PV.656 
9 

(Mrs. Thorsson 2 S1veden) 

development nuclear explosive potentials will be created in m~ny countries. In this 

context we listened with particular interest to the statement by the representative of 

the Soviet Union~ Mr. Roshchin 1 voicing similar concern. 

It is clear that what has been done so far to regulate nuclear explosive 

technology internationally is not enough. The main instrument in this regard, the 

NPT, has only partly fulfilled its aim. Furthermore~ the IAEA safeguards systems are 

designed only to detect 1 but not to prevent physically, diversions of fissile material 

to nuclear-explosive uses. Also? international rules for the physical protection of 

nuclear facilities and of nuclear material during storage and transport are lacking. 

Projections of the rate of increase in the s'ize. of the problems involved are terrifying. 

The S\vedish delegation put forward some views on possible solutions to these 

problems at the General Assembly last year~ and '\ve intend to take up these matters again

at the NPT Review Conference. The purpose of my mentioning them here is to continue 

the discussion on the possible role of the CCD in this area. The Swedish delegation 

looks forward to hearing the views of other delegations on: the subject. 

The General Assembly at its last session also devoted much attention to matters 

relating to nuclear-weapon-free zones. The Swedish delegation supported the proposal 

for a coffiprehensiv·e study, under the auspices of the CCD, of the question of nuclear-· 

weapon:....free zones in all its aspects. He believe that such a study '\VO't.lld be useful in 

clarifying many of-the complex issues involved. It is clear that this item must be 

given a high priority if we are going to meet the request of the General Assembly 

ex-pressed in resolution 3261 F'. An expert group should be set up as soon as possible 

for this purpose. - He understand that the co-chairmen have considered the matter and 

will consult with members of the Committee shortly. 

Another new and important item on our agenda at this session is of course the 

prohibition of action to influence the environment and climate for military and other 

hostile purposes. The Swedish delegation took an active part in the consideration by 

the General Assembly of this question. The General Assembly managed to make clear that 

the CCD should concern itself only with environmental modifications for military and 

other hostilepurposes. · Still 1 several questions of hoH to delimit civilian aspects 

of these problems, v!hich should be dealt with, for example~ by the United Nations 

Environment Programme, will continue to demand attention. An effective co-ordination 
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between the CCD and UNEP . .is important in this conne.xion. Moreover, UNEP would have to 

be asked to_ provide substantive inputs to the QCD in .i.ts dealing with the task entrusted 
,. 

to it. It must also be clear that existing international- effort-s to regu.l~~e. 

activities in this area must not be negatively influenced by the worl;c on.whi,ch the CCD 

is now em~~rking • 

. It , seems tp us that th~s highly complex problem will require detailed expert 

consideration.by the CCD before any substantive results can be achieved. The subject of 

an ~.xperj;_study wcmld be the Soviet draft convepti0n already before us and other 

materi,al .which might be put forward. The Swedish delegation intends to revert to this 

m?-tter at a la:ter stage of our deliberations. 

It is indeed gratifying to note that t1'-1'Q. ,of the Depositaries of the Conver1tion on 

the P:tohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological , 
.··.• . I • . . 

(Biological) and Toxin Weapons have now ratified the Convention_. I understand ,there is 

reason to believe that the third Depositary Power, the United Kingdom, _which put forward 

the initial propo$al for·a convention in September 1969, will soon follow suit, so that 

the Convention will enter into force. 
:_ ' 

·- -.The. St;redish Government, has until recently vri thheld its Gignature from this 

Conventiqn. We found, and still find, it unsatisfactory that even the investigation of 

a complaint against a State for an alleged breach of the Convention can be vetoed in the 

Security Council of the United Nations. At the same time vre find that the Convention 

as such will serve a useful purposey as it does contain measures of disarmament. 

therefore signed the Convention on 27 February 1975 . 
. One cannot, however, watch without distress the present stalemate in the 

negotiations for a similar prohibition of chemical means of warfare. It is no 

Sweden 

exaggeration to state that no substantial pr9gress towards such a treaty has been 

achiev~d in this forum despite strenuous efforts by many delegations over the years. 

We have of course noted that contacts have been established between the Soviet Union and 

the United States concerning a joint initiative in this Committee for an international 

agreement. prohibiting the most dangerous lethal means of chemical warfare. 

Against the bac~ground of statements made two days ago by the representative of the 

Soviet Union, Mr. Roshchin 7 concerning f~ther steps to be taken in this matter, we should 

be ip.'terested- to learn ·from the. representatives of the two great Powers at vrhat time the 

"active search for mutually acceptable solutions of these questions" which was agreed on 
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at Vladivostok last autumn will result in proposals to the CCD for a convention. vle 

hope that such a proposal )'!ill be acceptable to. all nations conce:rned. We attach . . . . . 

particular i:nJport®,9e to. the verification clauses, v,rhich should not be copied from those 

of the B-weapons Conv.ention.. In our view the highly interesting Japanese draft 

convention introduced on 30 April 1974 (CCD/420) provides a valuable basis for negotiation 

in this .respect. 

In concl~ding, let me once again state that the disarmament negotiations find 

themselves in .the year .of the mid-term revievT of the achievement of the 1970s in a state 

of critical .appraisal by conc·erned citizens all round the world. We,. tl:;le authorized 

delegates of States members of the CCD, and also the Governments which have sent us 

here, will be the.subjects of such critical appraisals. It is of the utmost i!Ilportance 

that we respond positively and constructively. In this spirit the Swedish delegation 

to the CGD.has arrived here in the hope that this session will contribute something of 

value and thereby promote the cause of real and genuine disarmament. 

Mr. BARTON (Canada)~ As this is the first time the Canadian delegation has 

intervened in the regular discussions at the current session of the CCD, may I begin by 

warmly welcoming the new delegation members to our Committee? We are pleased to have 

with us the distinguished representatives of the German Democratic Republic, the ~ederal 

Republic of Germani, Iran, Peru and Zaire, as well as the ne1.r members of the other 

delegations. Their contributions to our discussions will be valued by all of us. 

We are all aware that demanding new issues have been referred to this Committee by 

the United Nations General Assembly. We must 9 of course,_ maintain the momentum of 

debate and hopefully of negotiations in the vitally important areas of a comprehensive 

test ban and chemical warfare which· remain constant priorities in our deliberations. 

\ve should respond effectively to these challenges, but equally we must ensure that we 

.justify the confidence in this Committee demonstrated by the General Assembly when, at the 

29th session, it asked us to address ourselves to the issues of nuclear-free-zones, 

environmental warfare and the arms-control implications of peaceful nuclear explosions. 

To address ourselves adequately to all of these subjects and to report at least a 

degree of progress on a number of them to the 30th session of the General Assembl1 means, 

in the view of my dele~ation, that an orderly approach to the work of this Committee is 

imperative. 
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vle have six to eight weeks remaining at the current session, with perhaps a 

similar period of time during the second·' CCD session. If we· continue our 

traditional unhurried and u..'1.structured pattern of lvork, this could mean a total of 

only thirty to·· forty meetings to come to grips '-with all of the issues ·- traditional 

and new-- which the Assembly has referred. to us. Let me refer to each one of these 

issues briefly. 

Our instructions from the Assembly with respect to the study of nuclear-weapon-free 

zones were that this work should be ·carried out· by a qualified group of governmental 

expe:t;'ts under the auspices of the CCD. This raises a number of questions: (a) How 

large should ;the group· be to 'ensure that it vri1l take into consideration the v ievTs 

of all Governments interested in the study? (b) What sort of meetirig programme do 

we envi·sgge? (c) ... What guidance to the group should be considered rega:cling the 

genera,l·tepns ·of reference set out in the resolution? (d) What is the role of the 

CCD in respect of the 'experts'' . final report --do ive simply transmit it to the United 

Nations, or do we have a responsibility to make comments on it? 

My delegation's view is that we must make a conscious effort to fulfil our 

mandateon;this subject. One approach would be to encourage the Secretariat fu 
the early preparation of a factual "history" of nuclear-weapon-free zones proposals. 

The experts· would then have a common base for their discussion.s. l!,rom this base, and 

their om· iri:dividual and collective research, they might draw forth whatever observations . 

they would agree upon. As we are well aware, approaches to NWFZ have varied and 

likely will contmli.e ·to vary as relationships between States change; therefore 

it may prove'ilifficult for e:icperts to determine firm "c:i:'iteria" or ·even "guidelines", 

fer present and future proposals for NVJFZ. Be that as it may, in the view of my 

delegation it should be p·ossible to prepare a useful study of NWFZ in a :reasonably 

short period-of time'giveri the goodwill and openmindedness of experts apJ?ointed. What 

is important, in our view, is that we. 'Qegin now to esta~lish t;b.e working group and have 

it' 'function 'as ·-soon as possible in order that the report >vill be available to the. thirtieth 

Session of ·the Ge..rl.eral Assembly. 
' 

As the debate in ·the First CommHtee last fall· clearly indicated, there was common 

agreement that the subject of environmental -&a~fare required study. We have been requested 

to ·proceed as soon as possible to achieve. agreement on the ·text of an appropr~ate 

intemationaf' convention to adopt effective ~ea:stires to prohibit action to influence 

the environment and climate for military and other hostile purposes which are 

incompatible with the maintenance of international security, human well-being and 

health. Here >ve are moving in to unexplored terri tory, the dimensions of which are 

uncertain and indeed could be lirni tless. 
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We should focus in the first instance on the best -vray to approach the problem 

and how to define it in sufficiently precise terms. In this way vre may be able to 

work subsequently to much [,'Teater effect in carrying out the terms of the Assembly's 

mandate. One way to bec;in 'lvould be for an inter-sessional meeting of governmental 

experts. They might be requested to meet as soon as convenient to examine the 

dimensions of the problem and to identi,fy specific areas in which prohibitions or 

restrictions might be consiclered. Information then is 1o1hat we first may need; thEm 

agreement on what constitutes a real danger to mankind in the terms of the United Hations 

resolution; and finally hmv those dangers can be contained in the terms of a 

universally-acceptable inte:rnational agreement. 

This Commi. ttee has also been asked by the Uili ted Nations General Assembly to study 

the'arms-control implications of peaceful nuclear explosions, with our deliberations 

to fs:)rm part of our Report to the United Nations General Assembly on our efforts to 

achieve a CTB. My delegation believes that discussion of this question could best talce 

place during the second session of the CGD ~ after 1ve have had the benefit of discussion 

of Article V of the Non-Proliferation Treaty at the Review Conference 9 by l·rhich time 

the United States and the USSR might be in a position to inform us of their progress 

in discussing the role of Plills under their proposed partial underground test ban. 

We continue to attach t:;Teat importance to the achievement of a comprehensive test 

ban (CTE). I am sure all delegations '..rill be interested in learning about further 

bilateral discussicns betHeen the United S'cates and USSR in regard to the nuclear testing 

issue. It continues to be, our hope that they will bear in mind the interests of other 

countries in participating in an exchange of scientific data, especially, seismological 

and geophysical infcrmation, on nuclear test ex-plosions. In this regard, seismological 

experts of Canada, .Tap211 8lld SHeden vTill be meeting in Canada next month to discuss 

further the state of seismological techniques for the detection and identification of 

man-made disturbances of the earth's structure. vfuile we doubt the need for a meeting 

with experts during the sumn1er session of the CGD for a formal exchange of vie1o1s on 

seismological verification, He hope delegations will take the opportunity to circulate 

papers on any significant developments in this field. 

In July of last year, Hith the encouragement of the proposal made by Japan, a very' 

useful informal exchanG~ of views among experts took place on the subject of chemical 

weapons. lYfy delegation noted that there appeared to be a general, if not yet completely 
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unanimous,. acceptance. of th.e idea of a G'vl treaty which,· at least to begin vTi th, might 

involve agreement to partial measures •. On 16 July we spoke at length on this aspect 

in term~ of. _a "phased comprehensive. agreement 11 , and we would \velcome comments from 

delegations. on this matter. 

Canada welcomed the ne1·1s that the United States recently had ratified the 1925 

GeneYa Protocol <?-Tid the BU Treaty •. \lfe remain cori.fident that, given this positive· 

step, it will now be possible ·for those countries· which command such, a pr6minent 

position in ·the-field of armaments to move further towards a common approach, and 

hopefully a definite solution to the vexing question of G'vl. 

Clearly we have our i·TOrk cut out for us this year. Having in mind all· the 

considerations to which I have alluded, I suggest that, without limiting the 

traditional privilege .of delegations to talk about what they want when they vTant; and 

without any suggestion that •·re should move tmvards the constrictions of a formal agenda, 

we should attempt a·s a first order of lJusiness to deal vri th the pr~cedural· issues I 

have mentioned today. If \Je· can get. these matters sorted 'out, it should 'greatly 

facilitate our work behreen nm., and next September; and my delegation, 'for one, vrould 

be prep~ed to meet more frequently than twice a \·reek- for this purpose • 

. Mr. FA..'R.TASH (Iran) g On behalf of my delegation I. should like. to thank the 

·previous speakers' for the many kind welcoming i·TOrds we have heard this morning. \'le 

-vrill try hard to live up to the· hopes -vrhich have· beel} express>Jd regarding our 

participation. Today I should like to outline the policy of Iran tovards.disarmament-, 

as well as its posi ti~n on certain sp-ecific items before our Committee. 

Iran's commi.tment to disarmament is ~ply supported by the record. l>'Iy Government 

has signed and ratified every international arms-control accord pertinent to this area . . ' . . 

of endeavour. ·We are a party to the pai·tial Test :San Treaty as vell as to the 

Non-Proliferation Treaty. Through these t1vo treaties Iran has renounced .the 

nuclear-~,.-eap_on option. At the present time Irari is .deeply concerned, as .are many. other 

countries, with the search foJ.~ future sources of energy, and for thi$ ·purpose ha~ .'sought 

· to develop an cxpiillded programme of' peaceful nuclear energy. We· in this room ro~e 

especially aware that any such benign and beneficial plans entail ominous 'military 
. ~ .. . . . . 

With this in mind my country has concluded vri th the Internatiorial 

Atomic Energy Agency the. safeguards agreement required by a;r.ticle III of the· . 
.. 

Non-Proliferation Treaty. This agre.ement came into force in May 1974, and Iran's 

emergent peaceful nuclero~ projects 1·1ill thus· be subject to international control and 

inspection. 
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Complementing its pledge undertaken in the NPT never to accept or to manufacture 

nuclear weapons, or other explosive devices, my country has also ratified the Treaty 

excluding nuclear' weapons from. the seabed, ocean floor or subsoil thereof. This 
. ' 

Treaty represents another important step to check the arms race through. the preservation 

of definable areas free of nuclear weapons. We hope that it will soo~ be possible to 
I 

attain the larger goal specified in the body of the Treaty, to take further measures 

tmva:rds preventing the arms race in this environment. 

Iran has always favoured measures designed to reduce the actual level of armaments. 

Therefo:r·e we >velcomed the, Convention to prohibit bacteriological and toxin weapons and 

did net hesita~e to adhere to it. We note with satisfaction that the United States 

and the Soviet Union have now ratified this Convention, and ·we trust that it will soon 

enter into force. 

In addition to adhering to those measures which have already been realized in 

treaty form, my country has taken an active p,a.rt in furthering other proposals at the 

United Nations. We have taken a. strong interest in the idea of a. World Disa:onament 

Conference, a proposal which has been before the General Assembly for several years •. 

This yea2· the Ad Hoc Cornmi ttee on the World. Disarmament Conference, under the 

chairmanship of our Ambassador to the United Nations, concluded its work by submitting 

a highly ~s'?ful report. Now it will be necessary to consider the next step. There 

· ~re at least two essential ingredients in planning this meeting. One is the 

all-important factor of 'Qlliversal participation, the other is the need for careful 

preparation. We shall have to proceed slowly and .cautiously. It is evident from 

the report that there are differing attituqes towards such a conference, and it would 

clearly be _counter--productive to attempt to press forward too quickly. 

Although the World Disarmamer;.t Conference is not on the agenda of the CCD, it· is 
. :' .. ' ·.· 

impossibl8 to overlook its relevance to our Committee's work. The functions of the 

two cor,£erences are not identical, yet there vrould be a distinct similarity in intention. 

If carefully prepared and truly universal in co~position, the World Disarmament 

Conference could become a turning point in the history of disarmament efforts. 
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As a member of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean, which was established 

after the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace, my country is anxious to 

see progress made on this issue in line with the Committee's mandate. We have also 

exPressed our intere~t in measures to curtail the use of napalm and other incendiary 

weapons; they will be considered again in a sequel to the Lucerne Conference on this 

subject sponsored by the International Committee of the Red Cross. 

The various advances made to temper the arms race, or at least limit its 

geographical reach9 have also helped to create an atmosphere more receptive to further 

disarmament. However, not a single nuclear weapon has been destroyed. The world 

still lives under the threat of nuclear holocaust despite the temporary remission 

offered us by _an,imperfect detente. One approach which has persisted over the years 

as a possible answer to the need for States to ward off the danger of nuclear war has 

been that of denuclearized zones. With world attention increasingly riveted on 

regional rivalries, and the fears aroused that nuclear weapons might penetrate into 

these local conflicts, such zones have again become highly relevant. 

Moreover, an even more urgent situation has been created now by the diffusion of 

nuclear technology. I have already had occasion to point to the dangerous potential 

for increasing nuclear-weapons capabilities offered by the spread of peaceful nuclear 

energy. Deeply concerned about this new dimension to the nuclear problem, our leader 

the Shahanshah renewed at the 29th General Assembly his proposal made several years 

earlier for a denuclearized zone in the Middle Eastern region. Expressing his motives 

in a message to the Assembly, he noted that 11Atomic Science repre.sents man 1 s best 

hopes for survival and his worst fears of doom". 

May I take this opportunity to say that my country was deeply gratified by the 

response to our proposal co-sponsored by the Government of Egypt, and in particular 

by the ove~vhelming vote in favour of the resolution urging the establishment of a 

Middle Eastern nuclear~weapon-free zone? Our objective is to prohibit the manufacture, 

acquisition, testing, stockpiling and transport of nuclear arms in the region, vri th an 

effective control system to assure compliance. An· essential part of this arrangement 

would be a pledge by the nuclear Powers to respect the zorie and never to use or threaten 
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to use nuclear weapons against any States parties to the agreement. Such pledges 
... , .... ···~···· ......... ~¥·--·-.. .-· .. 

by the nuclear Powers would also buttress the Non-Proliferation Treaty by providing 

the needed assurances to non-nuclear States that they would not be the victims of 

nuclear attack. 

A nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East would supplement the objectives 

of the Non-Proiiferation Treaty in many ways. It would spare the world the dire 

possibility of a local nuclear war; it would avert the dangerous instability which 

the acquisition of atomic weapons by one country of the region would generate; and 

the co'untries of the zone would avoid the devouring demands made on their economies 

as a result of a nuclear arms race. 

In presenting the outlines of our proposal at the United Nations 9 the leader of 

our delegation stressed the flexibility of our position as regards the method of 

attaining our goal. The States involved will have to deal with the specific 

political 9 strategic and technical problems of the area. Iri the Middle East these 

factors are highly complex and controversial, and we well realize that many 

difficulties will slotf our progress. We truce heart,·however, in the successful 

accomplishment of the Latin American countries in establishing a nuclear-free zone 

on their continent; and -r.ve hope that our ivork will culminate in a similar display of 

admirable statesmanship. 

We shall of course watch and support efforts to implement the Declaration on the 

Denuclearization of Africa. We shall follow with equal interest the development of 

the proposals for nuclear-weapon-free zones in South Asia, as well as in other 

regions of the world. In this Committee we shall be considering the General Assembly 

resolution introd.uced by Finland calling for a study by governmental experts 'of the 

whole problem of nuclear--.veapon-free zones under the auspices of the CCD. 

Having spoken of measures which oan help to attain the aims of the 

Non-Proliferation. Treaty, I should like to speruc briefly about the Treaty itself, a 

subject which will receive fuller treatment at the Review Conference in May. As my 

country welcomes the development of the peaceful atom, we should lDce to see the 

broadest possible' realization of the promises contained in Article IV of the Treaty 

to further the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. Similarly we should like to see 

progress made on the question of peaceful nuclear explosions. This Committee has 

been requested by the General Assembly to report on the arms-control implication of 

such explosions in the context of a comprehensive test ban. In view of the fact 
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that the "Threshold" Test Ban agreement does not prohibit peaceful explosions, and 

that nego~iations have been recently held in Moscow on this subject, we hope that 

this Committee vrill be informed of the results of these negotiations. Both ~he 

Non-Proliferation Treaty and the Threshold Test Ban provide for an international 

agreement on peacefu~ nuclear explosions. It is important for our efforts towards 

a comprehensive test ban that work on this subject be actively p~rsued and completed. 

There is no doubt~ however, that the most effective and immediate way to reinforce 

the Non-Proliferation Treaty would be ·f9r the nuclear Powers. to fulfil their 

obligations undertaken ur1der Article VI. In this context we note the understru1ding 

reached between the United States and the Soviet Union in Vladivostok last November •. 

The SALT negotiations have now resumed, and the technical details of the agreement 

will presumably be formulated into a treaty. I need not stress the anxiety generally 

felt over the high ceilings permitted by this nm.;. agreement. Ample comment has 

already been made on this issue. Suffice it to cite only_one editorial from the 

Ne1o1 York Times concerning the Vladivostok accords: 

"Unless discussion is opened soon on constraints for the dangerous nuclear 

arms buildups that the military on both sides have planned for the next 

six to eight years, the possibility of effective arms control will be 

hopelessly compromised." 

We hope that the apparently 1vide latitude still availab],e to the nuclear Povrers 

for continuing their nuclear-weapons programmes :will.rapidly be narrowed by further 

agreements. We understand that there is now a commi.tment to continue negotiations 

immediately upon conclusion of this agreement with a view to reducing the established .. 
. ·. . . . . ' . 

ceilings. Without wishing to underestimate the hard work needed to succeed in this 

quest, we would urge both major nuclear Powers to redouble their efforts~ and 

especially to apply their combined political wills, towards this goal so that a 1o1orld 

which is still grappling with the problems of hunger, pollution and economic 

development may at last escape from the threat o~ nuclear annihilation. 
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I come now to the immediate work before this Committee. There are on our 

agenda two very important steps which could reduce the dangers of 1var ~ · They are the 

main subjects of our deliberations here; a comprehensive test ban treaty, and a ban 

on the production, development and use of chemical v1eapons. We have followed the 

debates on these items with great interest and will do our utmost to help achieve 

progTess. ~ country has in the past expressed its disappointment over the problems, 

related to the verification issue on both these items., We look forward to some signs 

of flexibility on the part of the major-nuclear-weapon Powers 'so that we may soon 

witness satisfactory progress on both items. 

The history of the test ban negotiations is familiar to us all. The use of the 

vlOrd "h.istory" _is appropriate~ as this subject has been under active discussion for 

more than _fifteen: years'~· during \vhich time the number of test explosions has only 

increased. The effect of a comprehensive test ban in arresting the arms race and in 

curtailing the development of nevr nuclear weapons has been fully documented. The 

fact that radioactive substances released from underground testing are less 

detrimental to health than t;hose released in the atmosphere does not make such 

testing any more desirable'1 The inability of the main nuclear-weapon Powers to 

resolve their differences over inspection remains the stumbling-block. My delegation 

has stated m:my times that the evident advances in seismological techniques as well 

as the auxiliary possibilities of satellite observation have weakened the arguments 

for on-site inspection. 1:Je have been especially impressed by the contributions of 

Sweden~ Canada and Japan in proposing measures to enhance detection and 

identification capabilities through exchanges of seismological data. 

The Threshold Test Ban Agreement sigr.ed in Mosco1v last summer is in our view 

·too vreak an effort on the part of the two nuclear super-Powers. life are not happy 

with its permissive ·range for underground tests and its lax dateline for taking 

effect. It can be regarded as useful only if it prompts both sides to persevere 

towards a more effective ban and does not serve as an excuse to evade further 

discussion of the issue. 

I have already spoken of the negotiations on peacefu 1 nuclear explosions within 

the context of the Threshold Test Ban Agreement. It is imperative that such 

peaceful explosions shall take place only under the most stringent internation~J. 
. I 

procedures along the lines of those established by the IAEA. The relationship .between 
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a cessation of nuclear-weapons testing and peaceful nuclear explosions is a delicate 

one. In the opinion of my Government such explosions need not be detrimental to the 

aims of a comprehensive test-ban agreement provided that they are subject to strict 

arrangements for international observation. 

We have thus welcomed the General Assembly resolution which requested our 

Committee to consider the arms-control implications of peaceful nuclear explosions, 

taking into account the views of the L!iEA. The resolution asked the I.AEA to continue 

its studies on the peaceful applications of nuclear explosions. We look forward to 

the Agency's J..~eport on this subject, which 1vill certainly facilitate our discussions 

in the · CCll • 

.An area of perhaps greater hope-- because some ·flexibility has already been . 

exhibited-- is that of the prohibition of chemical weapons. Several positive steps 

have been taken in this direction. We a1vai t a sequel to the announcement made by the 

United States and the Soviet Union last summer that they would undertake a joint' 

initiative in this Committee tmvards a convention 9 as a first step, on prohibition 

of the most dangerous lethal chemical agents. At the same time we have studied with 

great care the interesting draft convention submitted to the Committee by the 

delegation of Japan.· We are aware that many questions still remain unresolved. Some 

of these were tackied by the experts who met in July 197 4; and we were encouraged to · 

learn that there was some concurrence of opinion • · 

It should not be impossible to pToceel.. further tovrards the goal of a chemical

weapons ban. Such an agreement would represent a milestone in the work of this 

Committee. Taken ivi th the convention on bacteriological 1veapons, it would represent 
,. 

the first real arms~reduction measure~ the first step which would go beyond a freeze 

on actual 1veapons levels· and Nou.ld usher in a reversal of the arms race. This issue 

has been recoilli1lended to· our Committee by the General .Assembly as a matter of high 

priority. The time has now come to try to make headway towards the final resolution 

of the difficulties involved before the same incrustation of positions develops as 

with the test ban. 

The most recent item on our agenda is the very interesting proposal put forward 

by the Soviet Union at the General Assembly concerning ''The prohibition of action 

to influence the environinent a.11d climate for military and other purposes incompatible 

with the maintenance of international security 9 human 1-rell-being and health." An 

Assembly resolution has asked ouJ..~ Committee to work out a convention on this subject. 
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We have noted the announcement made in Moscow by the United States and the 

Sov:Let· Union last summer to .the effect that the: tWo countries intended to study measures 

to avert use of environmental modification methods for military purposes. vle have 

also looked carefully at the text of the draft convention submitted by the 

· Soviet Union and will make more comments on this pertinent document at a later meeting. 

Th.e growth of man's knowledge about the causes and processes of natural phenomena 

will hetp him' to avoid their sometime~·. disastrous consequences; but the inevitable 

companion to this knowledge is its potentially hostile use as. welL A .carefully-: 

f~rmulated ·agreement ensuring that such frightening purposes can never ·be served would-. 

make a marked contribution to reducing the dangers of war·. 

This, then, represents the general outline of Iran's policy towards disarmament. 

and the specific issues we shall be discussing with our eminent colleagues ·at this 

table. ·. We intend to participate fully in tl1e work before us and to use our energies 

and capabilities towards the attainment of our goals. 

·· Mr. ENE (Romania) g Nr. Chairman, I asked you to be kind enough to call on. Pl!3 

at this stage in order that I may express some thoughts on certain procedural matters 't'Thich 
. ·.· . ' . 

in the view of my delegation might improve the organization of our work and also the 

effectivenes~ of our Committee. I must say that I have been encouraged to do so by 

the very pertinent comments made in this Committee at our last meeting, among others, 

by the distinguished representative of Mexico~ Ambassador Garcia Robles, and referred 

·to again today by·the distinguished-representatives of Sweden, Canada and Iran. 

I have in mind the relation between the resolutions of the General Asse~bly on 

disarmament issues, and the work of our Committee. This guestipn arises in a formal 

manner in connexion with the task entrusted to this Committee by the General Assembly 

of offering its auspices for a comprehensive study of the que-stion of nuclear-weapon

free zones by an Ad hoc Group of governmental experts. My delegation will have mo;re 

to say· on -this subject when the Con~ittee concentrates 'On .discussion of the concrete 

procedural arrangements for such a group; and I ventl::tre to think that an informal 

meeting of the Committee on this specific matter, with the participation of all its 

members;. might prove at least as productive as the informal meetings we have had in 

the past. 
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I refer to this matter now only to stress, as other delegations have done, before 

nie' that we should be careful not to reopen and, moreover, revise in this Committee 

questions which. have a·lready been decided by the General Asseml:lly. For my delegation, 

what the General Assembly has asked the Committee to do has been to offer its auspices 

to the above-mentioned Group in order to study the q~estion, and later on to transmit 

thq,t particular study to the General Assembly. There is no doubt in my mind that the 

various aspects of the framework in which the Ad hoc Group should conduct its work 
' ---

have either been settled by the General Assembly or will be given more precision by 

the Group itself. I believe, for instance, tha.t the autonomy of the Group. has already 

been deoided upon by the General Assembly, since the Committee was only requested to 

offer tb,e Group its auspices. I believe also that the openness of the Group t~ 

"the interested governments".-- those are the words of the resolution-- i$ also a 

settled question. There are other.aspects of the same nature which we should also take 

into account. 

The purpose of my intervention, however, vras more general. It would be to some 

extent in line with what the representative of Canada has just said. Much stress has 

been.lald and rightiy·---from the very beginning of our proceedingS last Tuesday 

on the large number of resolutions adopted during the last session of the 

General Assembly concerning matters related to disarmament and therefore relevru1t to 

this Committee. An important number of them are specifically transmitted for action 

to the. Conference of the Comril.i'ttee on Disarmament, which is entrusted with the task· of 

giving proper consideration to certain issues and then reporting to·the General Assembly 

on the results of its work. 

What are we going to do with those resolutions, and how are we going to discharge 

the task entrusted to us? To my delegation this is a matter of principle which derives 

from the consideration which 'our Committee is.bound to.give to the expressed will of 

the General Assembly and there is no other forum able to give expression· to the 

concern and the will of the entire international community than the United Nations --; 

and also from the need continuously to improVe the organization and the effectiveness 

of our work, a task vrhich is long overdue. Th our view there is both a legal and a 
. . ' . 

moral obligation on our Committee to give the G~neri:Ll Assembly Is will due attention. 

The unusually large number of General Assembly resolutions on disarmament ·addressed 

to our Committee this year and transmitted to us by the United Nations Secretary-General 

with his letter CCD/446 has prompted my delegation to think over the manner in which we 

have treated such resolutions so far. 
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First, we never know for certain whether, when and for how long our Committee 

will be convened alter the end of the General Assembly sessions.· All of'us know, for 

instance., from ·the discussions in the ccirrido~'~ that···this wlis ·specifically true this 
: ; ·.. ..., . 

year. 

'secondly, irrespective of the natu're', scope or number of the requests we have 

receiyed in the past from the General Assembly; we have always" organized em~ work· in 
' . . . . ' . . 

the same manner. Thus matters wb.'i'ch h~:;,e takeh ilie Ge~eral Assenibiy ~eeks :or 
. , .~ ' , 

deliberation ~ay very easily be Overlooked by this c;mmittee ~, 
.'' • I ' '' • ' • . .,. ' 

The Romanian dei,egation therefore believes' tliat.there are.at least two things that 
;: I, ' .: :;,!,' 

1¥e could do. I 
;, . 

, ' 
The first is to decide. that the 'coinmi ttee has· ·tli.e duty to meet as soon· as po:Ssi:Ole 

after the end. of each General Assembly' session, ili ·6rder a.til.ong other· things; to continue·. 

or start consideration of the issues transmitted to it for negotiation. It should · 
. •, 

also feel obiiged' to. report on._i ts work to the General Assembly iri due time, so 'that 

all Member States'may.be properly informed of the manner 'in which it has dealt with 'the 

topics it has received. 

There u.;J,re practical reasons for that also. I believe that many of us ·who ~apperi 

to deal not only with disarmament matters need to know long in advance at least the 

approximate timetabl~ of our .-vrork. This is the more necessary for. those of us who 

stay in .G~neva, in splendid. isolation from l:JOme capitals \-There such decisions are 

taken. If this is possible f.or other international bodies and conferences, we do not 
. ', 

sea \-Thy the Committee on. Disarmament canna t do the same • 

In fact we witness an ingenious arrangement through which consultations are 

conducted somewhere else. The un·i ted Nations Disamament Division is stationed in 
• . ......... '· .• ••. •<' ••• ·.,·, ·' .. 

New York -- and we miss its presence and sup.port here between our sessions. The 

Committee is convened in Geneva; the debates on disarmament during the 

General Assembly sessions take place in New York 1.-ri th only a few of us from here beirig 

able to attend them. It appears t:b..at good care has been taken that the whole shall 

be divided into pieces. One unit does not know exactly what the others do. 

Secondly, we think that the Committee would improve its working and also show due 

consideration to the requests it receives from,the General Assembly if it established 

at the beginning of each ne1-T round of negotiations some kind of framework or structure 

·.to ensure that the main issues dealt with by the General Assembly and found necessary 

to refer to it for concrete action are given due attention. I do not state now what 

those issues should be. 
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This would also help to diversify our 'work and enable l!s. to examine at the same 

time more topics in an organized maimer, with beneficial results for our work 1 s 

effectiveness. The practice we have followed so far of c_oncentrating on one or two 

topics only 9 quite often not the most urgent ones, has brought us --at least in the 

last three or four years -- to a deadlock. 

I understand that these are procedural matters which may nbt be decisive for the 

final res\llts of the work in' our Committee. There are also othe.r aspects of o~r work, 

perhaps of much more substance, which I do no~ want to enter into now. But I believe 

that the aspects to which I referred have a value of _principle for our Committee·· 

vis-a-vis the United Nations General Assembly. They have a practical importance. tOo. 

It is our duty in this Committee to deal with them before the General Assembly itself 

does. 

These are rpy comments for the time being. The Romanian delegation will certainly 

refer to the'' substance of the tasks of this Committee on another occasion. 
,.'· 

The CHAIRMAN (Argentina): The representative of Burma 9 who is Chairman for 

the week of the Group of fifteen countri,es, has requested me to inform the Cornmi ttee 

that the delegations which attended yesterday's meeting of this Group wish the 

Conference of the Committee on Disarmament to hold an informal meeting next week to 

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

of Governmental Exrerts referred to in resolution 3261 F (XXIX) of the 

General Assembly. 

The meeting rose at 11.55 a.m. 

\ 




