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Communiqué of the Meeting = .
-The Conference of the Committee On Disarmanient today held its 656th plenaxy

-'meeting at the Palaig des Nations, Geneva, under the chalrmanshlp of

Mr, Vicente E. Berasategui, representative of Argentina.

Statements were made by the representatives of: Sweden, Canada, Tran’ and Romanla,”"

and by the Chairman.

The delegation of the United States of America presented a document entltled
"Message from the President of the United States of America! (CCD/447)

- The next meeting of the Conference will be held on Tuesday, 11 March 1975, at
10.30 a.m.
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The CHAIRMAN (Argentlna) Before calling on the first speaker on my list, may I

take advantage of my position as Chalrman to extend, ‘on behalf of the Argentlne delegation,

a most cordial welcone, to the representatives of the five States partlclpatlng in the work
of the Committee durlng thls period of meetings? They are Ambassador Fartash of
Iran,_Ambassadof Alzamora of Peru whose presence is of particular significance to my
delegation because he is the representative of a country which has long been linked
to Argentina byAhistorié and fraternal ties and I am well acquainted with his personal
and professional qualities also Mr. Moldt, Deputy Minister-of_Foreign Affairs of,the
German Democratic Republic; Ambassador Schlaich of the Federal Republlc of Germany,
whose mastery of Spanish will no doubt greatly assist the Spanish-speaking delegatlons
on the Committee; and Ambassador Kasasa of Zaire. .

I should also like to extend. a cordial welcome to the new representatives of
Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Morocco, the Netherlands, Pskistan and the United Kingdom.

. My delegation pledges its co-operation to all those I.hayg 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 events of decisive importance to the future of

mankind, is pronounced 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 weight of the debate on disarmament
matters at the 29th session of the United Nations General Assembly, and determined to
do its utmost to contrlbute to having this year 1975, at the mid-term of the TOs,
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 aoquainted with the impressive émount

of constructive common sense among citizens everywhere round the world; I have been
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struck By-fhe intéhsi%yvof feeling for the urgency of genuine and tangible disarmament
that T met wherever I went. The immense uselessness of the armaments costs are put
against the urgent request to meet fhe basic human needs of its pepple 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 human usg€ of increasingly scarce resources.

The spirit of detente which continues to characterize mahy aspects of international
relations is a Qelcome achievement. The lack of progress in curbing the dreadful arms
race, on the other hand, understandabiy gives rise to serious reactions among all
peoples. ) Accordingly the Swedish delegation belongs to those who persistently urge
the two most powerful nations on earth, the United States and the Soviet Union, to take
the necessary steps towards 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 wrong to state, however, 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 gqualitative
developments aimed at greater destructive capability. In fact, they seem to render
meaningful disarmament measures improbable for a considerable time to come. Ve
appreciated, however, the statement made at the opening session by the représentative
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 thez
non-proliferation regime. We feel that, if the Review Conference is to have a chance
to be successful, the nuclear—weapbn States must givé'evidencé that they take seriously
their obligations under article VI of the Treaty rela%ing 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 with a
global mandate in the.field of nuCleaf disarmament, the CCD will of course have to play

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-wealth of material'bovefing all possible aspects of this guestion has been:
produced over the. years in the CCD.- The Swedish delegation has again and again -
provided concrete ideas in order to contribute to a positive development. I do not
intend to prolong my statement by repeating them here and now. - What has been lacking =
so far is a political willlto-reach agreement on a CTB among those nuclear Powers who-
have, after all, signed and ratified first the 1963 Moscow Treaty on the Partial Test
Ban (ENDC/100/Rev.l) and then the NPT (ENDC/192/Rev.l). After all, both these
Treaties contain comﬁitments to proceed towards a complete test ban. An agreement to
this end would represent the indispensable step towards implementing article VI of
the NPT.. The GCD now has a renewed mandate to give the highest priority to the
conclusion of a £TB agreement. The CCD has indeed a serious responsibility 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 attracted renewed attention. The CCD was given the task
by the General Assembly at.its last session to consider the arms-control implications of
this problem. The Swedish delegation is prepared:- to assist in any possible way in this
consideration. The Internat;onal-Atomic Energy Agency will report on its studies to
the Geuneral Assembly, and the CCD has been asked to take into account the views of the
Agency. .-. It is -also .possible that the NPT Review Conference will transmit its views on-
she matter to the-General Assembly. It would seem appropriate that this gquestion be
given a . detailed consideration at the summer session of the CCD. It is thus our hope
that the.Gene;al.Assembly at its 30th session this autumn, through the process enforced
by its resolﬁgion 3261 D, will have the opportunity to-review the entire PNE question.

In our view ithis should hopefully form a basis for a much-needed intermational regulation
of PNE. -

The Swedish-delegation raised a matter during the last session of the CCD and'again
in the General Assembly which in our view must be dealt with urgently by the international
comnunity. - I.am reﬁerring to the fact that the nuclear proliferation problems will
grow more. complex.:and sinister with the rapid expansion of c¢ivil nuclear-power programmes,

particularly :the equally rapid increase in the production of plutonium. Through this
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development nuclear explosive potentials will be created in many countries. In this
context we listened with particular interest o the statement by.thé representative of
the Soviet Union, Mr. Roshchin, voicing similar concern. .

" It is clear that what has been done so-far to regulate muclear explosivé
technology internationally is not enough. The main instrument in this regard, the
NPT, has only partly fulfilled its aim. ‘Fﬁithermore, fhe IARA safeguards systems are
'designed only to detect, 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 tranéport are ladking; '
Projections of the rate of increase in the Sizerf the prbblems involved are terrifying.

The Swedish delegation put forward some views on possible solutions to these

problems at the General Assembly last year, and we 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 CCDvih this area. The Swedish delegation
ilooks 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 thé proposal
for a comprehensive study, under the auspices of the CCD, of the question of nuoléar~'.
weapon-free zones in all its aspects. We believe that such a study would be useful in
clarifying many of the complex issues involved. Tt is clear that this item must be
given a high priority if we are going to meet the request of the Generai'Assembly

expressed in resolution 3261 F. An expert group should be set up as soon as possible

- for this purpose.- We 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 enviromment and climate for military and.othef
hostile purposes. The Swedish delegation took an active part in the consideration by
the General Assembly of this gquestion. The General Assembly managed to make clear that
the CCD should concern itself only with environmental modifications for militany‘and
other hostile purposes. Still, several questions of how to delimit civilian aspects
of these problems, which should be dealt with, for example, by the United Nations

Environment Programme, will continué to demand attention. An effective co-~ordination
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between the CCD and UNEP.is important in this connexion. Moreover, UNEP would have to
be asked to provide subsfantive inputs to the CCD in iﬁs.deaiing with the task entrusted
to it. It must also be clear that existing international~efforﬂs to regulate-
activities in this area must not be negatively influenced by the work on.which the CCD
is now embarking. o _ ;

wIp,seems to us that this highly complex problem will require detailed expert
consideratién,by the CCD before an& substantive results can be achieved. " The subject of

an expert study would be'the Soviet draft convention already before us and other

' material which might be put forward. The Swedish delegation intends to revert to this

matter at a later stage of our deliberations.

It is indeed gratifying to note that two of the Depositaries of the Convention on
the Prohibition of the Development, Production and §togkpiling of Bacteriological.. .
(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 proposal for a convention in September 1969, will soon follow suit, so that
the Convention will enter into: force. '

- .The. Swedish Government.has until recently withheld its signature from this
Convention. 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 we find that the Convention
as such will serve a useful purpose, as it does contain measures of disarmament. Sweden
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
exaggeration to state that no substantial progress towards such a treaty has been
achieved in this forum despite strenuous efforts oy many deiegations over the years.

We have of course noted that contacts héve been established between the Soviet Union and
the United States conqerning a joint_initiative'in this Committee for an international
agreement. prohibiting the most dangerous lethal means of chemical warfare.

Against the background of statements made two days agd by the representative of the
Soviet Union, Mr. Roshchin,  concerning further steps to be taken in this matter, we should
be-interested<to_learnmfrom.the,représentatives of the two great Powers at what time the

"active search for mutually acceptable solutions of these questions" which was agreed on




0CD/PV. 656
11

e S e Dot e e (MI'S; Thorsson, Sweden)

at Vladivostok last autumn will result in proposals to the CCD for a convention. We

hope that such a proposal will be acceptable %o all nations concerned. We attach
particular importance to the verification clauses, which should not be copied from those
of the B-weapons Convention.. In our view the highly interesting Japanese draft
convention introduced on 30 April 1974 (CCD/420) provides a valuable basis for negotiation
in this respeou. . _ ,

In concluding, let me once again state that the disarmament negotiations find
themselves in,the year of the mid-term review of the achievement of the 1970s in a state
of oritical.appraisal by concerned citizens all round the world. We, . the 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 importance
that we respond positively and constructively. In this spirit the Swedish delegation
to the CCD 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 Federal
Republio of Germany, Iran, Peru and Zaire, as well as the new members of the other
delegations. Their contributions to our discuSSlons 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, of eourse, 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.

We should respond effectively to these challenges, but egqually we must ensure that we
«gustify: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 BOth session of the General Assembly means,
in the View of my delegation, that an orderly approach to the work of this Committee is

imperatiVea
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We have six to elght weeks remaining at the current session, with perhaps a
similar period of time durlng the gecond CCD- se551on. If we- continue our
tradltlonal unhurried and unstructured pattem of work, this could mean a total of
only thirty to:forty meetings to come to grips:with all of the issues =~ traditional
and new—-— winich the: Assembly hasg referred to us. Let me refer to each one of these
issues briefly. | ‘ ‘

Our instructions from the Assembly with respect to the gtudy of nuclear-weapon—free
zones were that this work should be carried -out by a qualified group of goveimmental
experts under the auspices of the CCD, = This raises a number of questionsr(a) How
large should :the group-be to ‘ensure that it will take into COnsideration the views
of all Governments interested in the study? (b) What sort of meeting programme do -
we envisage? (c) .What guidance to.the group should be considered regarding the °
general: terms -of reference set out in the resolution?® (@) What is the role of the
CCD in respect -of thefexpertS'.finalvreport-;-do we simply trensmit it to theUnited
Nations, or do we have a responsibility to make comments on it? ' B

- My delegation's view is that we must make a conscious effort to fulfll our
mandate on’ this subJect. One approach would be to encourage the Secretarlat in
the early preparatlon of a factual "hlstory” of nuclearhweapon—free zones proposals.

The experts would ‘then have a common base for their discussions. From this base, and

their own ifidividual and collective research, they might draw forth whatever observatlonsA
they would agree upone As we are well awvare, approaches to NWFZ have varled and |
likely will continne'to vary as relatlonshlps between States change, therefore A_ _

it may prove*difficult for experts to determine firm "eriteria" or even "guidelines"

fer present and future proposals for NWFZ. Be that as it may in the view of my
delegatlon it should be possible to prepare a useful study of NWFZ in a reasonably

short perlod ‘of tlme glven the goodW1ll and openmlndednees of experts app01nted. What

is lmportant in éur view, is that we "begin now +to estab7lsh the worklng group and have
it function‘as soon as p0581b1e in order that the report w111 be avallable to the thlrtleth
Session of “the General’ Asoembly. ‘

-As "the debate in''the Pirst Committee last fall'clearly indicated, there-was common
agreement that the éubject of environmental %arfare required étudy. We have heen requested
to ‘proceed as soon as p0351b1e to achieve agreement on the ‘text of an approprlate
international™convention to adopt effective meagures to prohlblt action $o 1nf1uence
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 we are moving into unexplored territory, the dimensions of which are

ucertain and indeed could be limitless.
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" We should focus in the first instance on the best way to approach the problem
and how to define it in sufficiently precise terms. In this way we may be éble to
work éﬁBseQﬁently to much greater effect in carrying out the terms of the Assembly's -
mandate. One way to begin would be for an inter-sessional meeting of governmental
experté. ‘They might be reéuested to meet as soon as convenient to examiné the'
dimensions of the problem and to identify specific areas in which prohibitions or
restrictions might be considered. Information then is what we first may need; then
agreement on what constitutes a real danger to mankind in the terms of the United Hations
resolution; and finally how those dangerslcan be contained in the terms of a
universaily—acceptable international agréement.

This Committee has also been asked by the United Nations General Assembly to study
the'arﬁs—confrol implicationsvof veaceful nuclear explosions, with our deliberations
“to fpfm péft of our Report to the United Nations General Assembiy on ouxr efforts to
achieve a CTB. My delegation believes that discussion of this guestion could best take
place during the second session of the CCD, after we have had the benefit of discussion
of Article V of the Non-Proliferation Treaty at the Review Conference, by which time
the United States and the USSR might be in a position to inform us of their progress
in discussing the role of PllEs under their proposed partial underground test ban.

We continue to attach great importance to the achievement of a comprehensive test
ban (CTB). I am sure all delegations will be interested in learning about further
bilateral discussicns between the United States 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 explosions. In this regard, seismological
experts of Canada, Japan and Sweden will be meeting in Canada next month to discuss
further the state of seismological technigques for the detection and identification of
man-made disturbances of the earth's structure. While we doubt the need for a meeting
with experts during the summer session of the CCD for a formal exchange of views on
seismological vefifidation, we hope delegationé will take the opportunity to circulate
papers on.any significant developmehts in this field.

In July of last year, with the encouragement of the proposal made by Japan, a very
useful informal exchange of views among experts took place on the subject of chemical

weapons. My delegation noted that there appeared to be a general, if not yet completely
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unanimous, - acceptance of the idea of a CW treaty which, at least to begin with, might
involve agreement fo partial measures.. On 16 July we spoke at length on this aspect
in terms of. a '"phased conprehensive_agreement",'and we would welcome comments from
delegations. on this matter.

Canada welcomed the news that the Unlted States recently had ratified the 1925
Geneva Protocol and the BW Treaty. . We remain confident that, given this positive’
step, it will now be possible -for those countries which command such a prbminent
position in the field of armaments to move further towards a common approach, and
hopefully a definite solution to the vexing question of CW.

Clearly we have our work cut out for us this year: Ha.v:.ng 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 want, and
without any suggestion that we should move -towards the constrictions of a formal agenda,
we should attempt as a first order of business to deal with the procedural issues I
have mentioned today. If we can get. these matters sorted ‘out, it should greatly
facilitate our work between now and next September; and my delegation, for one, would

be prepared to meet more frequently than twice a week. for this purpose.

Mr. FARTASH (Iran): On behalf of my delegation I.should like. to thank the

previous speakers‘for—the many kind welcoming words we have heard this morning. We

will try hard to llve up to the hopes which have been express2d regarding our
part1c1patlon Today I qhould llke to outline the policy of Iran towards disarmamenty
as well as vts pos1tlon on certaln spec1flc items before our Committee.

Iran'’ s commitment to dlsafmament is amnly supported by the record. My Government

has e*gned and ratnfled every 1nternatlonal arms~-control accord pertinent to this area .

of endeavour. ‘We are a narty to the partial Test Ban Treaty as well as to the
Non—}rollferatlon Treaty. Through these two treaties Iran has renounced-the
nuclear—weapon optlon. At the present time Iran is deeply concerned, as are many. other

countr;es, w1th the search forx future sources of energy, and for this purpose has ‘sought

- to develop an expznded programme of peaceful nuclear emergy. We-in thig room are

espe01ally aware that any such benlgn and beneficial plans entail ominous milditary
lmpllcatlons. W1th thls in mind my country has concluded with the Tnternational
Atom:c Energy Agency the saleguards agreement reguired by article IIT of the-

Non—Prollferatlon Treaty. This agreement came into force in May 1974, and Iran's

. emergent peaceful nuclear projects will thus be subject to international control and

inspection.
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Complementlng 1ts pledge undertaken in the NPT never to accept or to manufacture
nuclear weapons, or other explosive devices, my oountry has 4156 ratlfled the Treaty
excluding nuclear weapons from, the seabed, ocean floor or subsoil thereof. Thl$’.
Treaty represents another importent step to check the arms race through the preser#ation
of definable areas free of nuclear weapons. We hope that it”will'soon be possible to
attain the 1arger.goal specified in the body of the 'I‘:tl‘eaty_y to take furfher measures
towards preventing the arms race in this environment.,

Iran has always favoured measures designed to reduce the actual level of armaments.
Therefore we welcomed'the_Convention to prehibitibacteriological and toxin weapons and .
did nct hesitave to adhere to 1it. 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 audltlon to adhering to those measures which have already been realized in
treaty form, my country has taken an active part in furtherlng other pxoposals at the
United Nations. We have taken a strong interest in the idea of a World Dlsarmament _
Conference, a prop0sa1 which has been before the General Assembly for several years.
This year the Ad Hoc Committee on the Wbr]d Dlsarmament Conference, under the )
chairmanship of our Ambassador to the Unlted Nations, concluded its work by submitting
a highiy peeful report. Now it will be necessary to cohsider the next step. There

‘are at least two essential ingredients in planning this meeting. One is the
all-important factor of universal 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 dlfferlng attitudes towards such a conference, and it wou_ld
clearly be counter-productive to attempt to press forward too quickly. _

Although the Wor Td Dlsarmamext Conference is not on the agenda of the CCD, 1t is
impossible to overlook its relevance to our Committee's work. The functions of the o
two conferences are not identical, yet there would be a distinct similarity in intention.
If qarefully prepared and truly universal in oomp031tlon, the World Disarmament

Conference could become a turning point in the history of disarmament efforts.
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is a member of the Ad Hoc Committee on the.Indian Oeean, 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 1ssue 1n line with the Committee's mandate. We have also
expressed our 1nterest in measures to curtail the use of napalm and other incendiary
weapons; they will be cons1dered ageln in a sequel to the Lucerne Conference on this
subjecf sponsored by the International Committee of the Red Cross.

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

geographical reach, have also helped to create an atmosphere more receptive to further
disarmament. Hewever; not a single nuclear weapon hés been destroyed. The world
still lires under the threat of nuclear holocaust despite the temporary remission
offered us by‘anaimperfeet 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 confllcts, such zones have again become highly relevant.
| Moreover, an even more urgent situation has been created now by the dlfrus1on of
nuclear technology. I have already had occasion to point to the dangerous potential
for 1ncreas1ng 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 messege to the Assembly, he noted that "Atomic Science represents man's best
hopes for survival and hisiworst 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 overwhelming vote in favour of the resolution urging the establishment of a
Middle Bastern nﬁclear—weapon—free gone? Our objective is to prohibit the manufacture,
acquisition, testing, stockplllng and transport of nucledr arms in the region, with an
effective control system to assure compllance. An essential part of this arrangement

would be a pledge by the nuclear Powers to respect the zone 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 nuéiéa;fﬁbwers 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_Ndn—Proliferation Treaty in many ways. It Wbuld spare the world the dire
possibility of a local nuélear_war; it would avert the dangeroué instability which
the acquisition of atomic weapéns by one country of the region would generate; and
the countries of the zone would avoid the devouring demaﬁds made on their economies
as a result of a nuclear arms race. -

- In presenting the outlines of our proposal at the United Nations, the leader of
our'déleéation 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 strategic and technical problems of the area. In the Middle East these
factors are hlghly complex and controvers1a1, and we well realize that many
difficulties will slow our progress. We take heart, however, in the successful
accomplishment of the Latin American countries in establishing a nuclear—-free zone
on their continent; and we hope that our work 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 Assémbly

resolution introduced by Finland calling for a'stﬁdy by govermmental experts of the
whole problem of nuclear-weapon-free zones under the auspices of the CCD.

Having spoken of measures which ban help to attain the aims of the
Won-Proliferation Treaty, I should like to speak briefly about thé Treaty itself, a
subject which will receive fuller treatment at the Review ConfefenCe in May. As my
country welcomes the development of the peaceful atom, we should like to see the
broadest possible’feéiization 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 negotiations have been recently held in Moscow on this subject, we hope that
this Committee will be informed of the results of these negotiations. Both the
Non—Proliferation Treaty and the Threshold Test Ban provide for an international
agreement on peaceful nuclear ekplosionsg It is 1mportant for our efforts towards
a comprehensive test ban that woxk on this subject be actively pursued and completed. -
There is no doubt, however, that the most effective and immediate way to reinforce
the Non—Prollferatron Treaty would be for the nuclear Powers to fulfil their
oblrgatlons undertaken under Article VI, In this context we note the understandlng
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 presumabiy be formulated into a treaty. I need not stress the anxiety generally
felt over the high ceilings permitted by this'new:agreement? Ample comment has
already been made on this issue. Suffice it to cite only one editorial from the

New York Times concernlng the Vladivostok accords

"Unless dlscus51on is opened soon on constralnts for the dangerous nuclear

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

s1x to eight years, the possibility of effeotlve arms control will be

hopelessly compromised." .

We hope that the apparently w1de 1at1tude stlll avallable to the nuclear Powers :.
for continuing their nuclear—~weapons programmes will rapidly. be narrowed by further |
agreements. We understand that there is now a oommltment to continue negotlat}ons ]
immediately upon conclusion of thds agreemenf wifh.a view to reducing the establighed. .
ceilings. Without wishing to underestimate'the hard work needed to succeed in this
guest, we would urge both major nuclear Powers to redouble their efforts, and »
espe01aily to apply their combined polltlcal wills, towards this goal so that a world
which is still grappllng with the problems of hunger, pollution and economic

development may at lasf escape from the threat cof nuclear annihilation.
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I oome now to the immediate work before this Committee. There are on our
agenda two very important steps which could reduce the dangers of war. 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 weapons. We have followed the
debates on these items with.great interest and will do our utmost to help achieve
progress. My country has in the past expressed its disappointﬁent over the problems
related to the verification'isuue on both tﬁese items.' We look forward to some signs
of flex1b111ty on the part of the magor nuclear—weapon Powers so that we may soon
witness satisfactory progress on both items. : _

The hlstory of the test ban negotiations is familiar to us all. The use of the
word ”hlstory” 1s approprlate, as this subject has been under active discussion for
more than flfteen years, "during which time the number of test explosions has only
1ncreased. The effect of a comprehensive test ban in arresting the arms race and in
curtailing the development of new nuclear weapons has been fully documented. The
fect that radicactive substances released from underground testing are less
detrimental to health than those released in the atmosphere does not make such
testing any more desirable! The inability of the main nnclear—weapon-Powers to
resolve their differences over inspection remains the stumbling-block. My delegation
has stated many 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. We 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 sigrned in Moscow last summer is in our view
'roo weak an effort on the part of the two nuclear super-Powers. We 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 move effective ban and does not serve as an excuse to evade further
discussion of the issue.

I have already spoken of the negotiations on peaceful nuclear explosions within
the context of ﬁhe Threshold Test Ban Agreement. It is imperative that such
peaceful explosions shall take place only under the most stringent internationa;,

prooednres along>the iines 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,
takiﬁguinto account the views of the IAEA. The resolution asked the IAEA fto continue
its é%udies on the peaceful applicatidns of nuclear explosions. We look forward to
the Agéﬂcy's report on this subject, which will certainly facilitate our discussions
in the CCD. R |

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 await a sequel to the announcemerit made by the
United States and the Soviet Union last summer that they would undertake a joint*®
ihitiative in this Committee towards a convention, 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 J&@éﬁ( We are aware that many questions still remain unresolved. Some
of these were tackled by the experts who met in July 1974; and we were encouraged to -
learn that there was some concurrence of opinion.’

It should not be impossible to proceew. further towards the goal of a chemical-~
weapons ban., Such an agreement would represent a milestone in the work of this
Committee. Taken With the convention on bacteriological weapohs, it would represent
the first real arms-reduction measure, the first step which would go beyond apfreeze
on actuél weapdns levels and would usher in a reversal of the arms race. This issue
has been recommended %o our Cormittee by the General Assembly as a matter of high
priority. The time has nbw come o 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 agends is the very interesting proposal put forward
by the Soviet Union at the General Assembly concerning "The prohibition of action
to influence the environment and climate for military and other purposes incompatible
with the maintenance of international security; human well-being and health." An

Assembly resolution has asked our 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
Soviet Union ‘last summer to the effect that the' io countries intended to study measures
to avert use of environmental modification methods for military purpdses. We have
also looked éarefully 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.
" The growth of mén's knowledge about the causes and processes of natural phenomena
will help him to avoid their sometimes. disastrous consequences; but the inevitable
compéﬁidn to this knowledge is its potentially hostile use as wells A carefully--
féfmulatedvagreemént ensuring that such frightening purposes can never -be served would..
make a marked codtribution to reducing the dangers of war. '
This; then, represents the general outline of Iran's policy towards disarmament . .
-and the.épecifid issues we shall be discussing with our eminent colleagues at this
table. We;iﬁtendlfo participate fully in the work before us and to use our energies

and capabilities towards the attainment of our goals.

-Mr. ENE (Romania): IMr. Chairman, I asked you to be,kind.enough to éall!qp me
at this stage in order that I may express some thoughts oncertain procedural matters which
in the view of my delegation might improve the organization of our ﬁork and also the
effectiveness of our Committée. 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, andlreferred
" to again today by the distinguished.represeﬁtatives of Sweden, Canada and Iran.

T have in mind the relation between the resolutions of the General Assembly on
disarmament issues, and the work of our Committee. This question arises in a formal
mannexr in connexion with the task entrusted to this Committee by the'éeneral Assembly
of offering its auspices for a comprehensive study of the gquestion of nuqlear—weapon—v
free zones by an Ad hoc Group of governmental experts. My delégation'will have more ‘
+0 say on this subject when the Committee concentrates -on discussion of the concrete
procedural arrangements for such a group; and I venture to fhink 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
me, that we should be careful not to reopen and, moreover, revise in this Committee
questions which. have already been decided by the Géneral Asgembly. 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 question, and later on to transmit
that 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 its¢lf. I believe, for instance, that the autonomy of the Group has already
been decided upon by the General Assembly, since the Committee was only requested to .
offef the Group its auspices. I believe also that the openness of the Group to
"the interested governments' ~- those are the words of the resolution —- is also a
settled gquestion. There are other .aspects of the same nature which we should also take
into account.

The purpose of my intervention, however, was more general. It would be to some
exteﬁt in line with what the representafive of Canada hds just said. Much stress has
been 1laid —- and fighti&”——“frbm the very beginning of our proceedings last Tuesday
on the largeknumber of resolutions adopted during the last session of the
General Assembly concerning matters related to disarmament and therefore relevant to
this Committee. An important number of them are specifically transmitted for action
to thé Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, which is entrusted with the task of -
giving proper'cénsideration‘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 ablé‘to give expréssion‘to the
concern and the will of the entire international commmnity than the United Nations ——;
and also from the need continuously to improve the organization and the effectiveness
of our ﬁork, a task which is long overdue. Ih our view there is both a legal and a
moral obligation on our‘Committee to gi%e the'Cénerél Assembly's 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 Uﬂited 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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E&zgi, we never know for certain whether, when and for how long our Committee
will be convened after the end of the General Assembly sessions.  All of’ us know, for
instance, from the dlscuss1ons 1n the corrldors that ‘this was’ spe01flcally true this
year. - S | ' B i

'Secondlv;'irresbecfive of “the nafdre; scope or number of the requests we have
recelved in the past from the General Assembly, we have always ‘organized our work in
the same manner. Thus matters which have taken the General Assembly weeks of -~
dellberatlon may very eas1ly be overlooked by thls Commlttee.

~ The Romanlan delegatlon therefore believes that there are'.at least two thlngs ‘that
we could do.° . ; ' ' R

i The flrst 1s to de01de that the Commlitee has “the duty to meet as soon-as possible .
after the end of each General Assembly sess1on, in drder among other things:'to continue-
or start con51deratlon of the 1ssues transmltted $0 it for negotiation. It should -
also feel obllged to report on 1ts work to the General Assembly indue time, so ‘that
all Member States may be prOperly 1nformed of the manner ‘in which it has dealt with ‘the
topics it has recelved. : . .

There:are practical reasons for that also. T believe that'man& of us'who happen
to deal not only with disarmement matters need to know long in advance at least the 1
approximate timetable of our work. This is the more necessary for those of us who
stay in. Geneva, in splendid isolation from some capltals where such de01s1ons are
taken, If this is poss1ble for other 1nternatlonal bodies and conferences, we do not ‘
see why the Committee on.Disarmament cannot do the same. ‘

In fact we witness an ingenious arrangement through which consultations are
conducted somewhere else. The United'NatiqnsﬂDisarmamenﬁwpivision is stationed in
New York -- and we miss its presence and support here between our sessions. The
Committee is convened in Geneva; the debates on disarmament during the
General Assembly sessions take place in New York with only a few of us from here being
able to attend them. It appears that good care has been taken that the whole shall
be divided into pleces. One unit does not know exactly what the others do.

Secondly, we thlnk 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 nev round of negotiations some klnd 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 heip to diversify our work and enable Ws to éxamine at the same
time more topics in an organized manner, with beneflclal results for our work's
effectlveness. The practice we have followed so far of concentratlng on one or two
topics only, 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 not be decisive for the
final results of the work in our Committee. There are also other aspecfs-of our work,
perhaps of much more substance, which I do not want to enter into now. But I believef
that the aspects to which I referred have a value of principle for our Committee
V1s-apv1s the Uhlted Natlons General Assembly. They have a practical importance. tooa
It 1s our duty in thls Committee to deal with them before the General Assembly 1tse1f
does. - o

These are:mj'oomments for the time being. The Romanian delegation will certainly
refer_to‘theﬁsubstauoe’of the tasks of this Committee on another occasion.

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

the week of the Group of fifteen countries, has requested me to inform the'Committee

that the delegations which aftended‘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 coricerning the organization and work of the ad hoc Group
" of Governmental Experts referred to in resolution 3261 F (XXIX) of the '

General Assembly. '

The meeting,rose at 11.55 a.m.






