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· CONFERENCE OF TEE COMMITTEE ON DIS..ARMAMENT. ' ·.. ~ ., •· '', .. 

The C~nference of the Committee on Disafu.a~E!mt. today held its 639'th plenary: 

/ ·meeting in the Palais des Nations~ Geneva~ under the chairmanship of H.E. lll:nbassador 

Brajesh. C. Mishra, representative of India. 

Members of.the Committee observed a minute of silence in honour of the memory 

of the late President.:of the Republic of Argentina, Juan Peron. 

Statements were made by the Chairman and. by the. representatives.:of the: United 

States of America, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Sweden, Argentina, 

Yugoslavia and Brazil. 

·Note ;as taken that on 23 May 1974 the following documents had been submitted 

by ·the delegation of India: 

·"TeXt of the official announcement made by the Department of Atomic _Energy, 

Government of India, regarding the underground peaceful nuclear explosion experiment · 

conducted on 18 May 197411 (CCD/424). 

"Statement made by the Minister of External Affairs of India on 21 May 197 4 

on the peaceful underground nuclear explosion conducted by the Atomic Energy 

Commission of India on 18 May 1974" (CCD/425); and by the delegation of Canada: 

"Text of a statement by the Secretary of State fnr External Affairs of Canada, 

The Honourable Mitchell Sha~, 22 May 1974" (CCD/426). 

The dele~at.ion 'Jf Sweden subrni tted the following document: 

"Some observations o:n the Draft Convention on the Prohibition of the .. Development, 

Production and Stockpiling of Chemical Weapons and on their Destruction presented 

by the delegation of Japan on 30 .April 1974 (CCD/420)" (CCD/427). 

The next meeting of the Conference will be held on Thursday, 4 July 1974, at 

10.30 a.m. 
-)(-

* * 
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The CHAIRMAN: .As. vl~ meet tod~y, a pall of :glo<;>m,hp.s been cast over the 
' ···-· .· .. . ..' . ...., ...... :...: .. ~ .. :. ~--:·· ...•..•. ..:_ .. .... :.-:r.·.,... .... · ...... · --· ... ··-····I .... 

international colll.lp.un_;_ty .. by' the--·~em:i.se C?f. cine of thE!: most extraordinary .ahd dist'inguished 

figur.es :of'' Iiai;iri 'lmeric~~ I ~ s~e i' ~ speak:L.ng for al;L :the Q.;i.s;tinguished delegates . . . .' . . 

he.re. iihen t e~tend our deepest condolences to. the deleg~t;ion. o.:t: .A:Rgentina on the. passing .... :.. . . . 

away of their Head of Stai!e 1 PresideiJ.,t Pe;rop. : .1;11ay .I .invite distinguished delegates to 
. . ; '. . .. 

observ~ a minute's silence to l!onour .. the memory. of -the late ·President Peron? 

The members observed·one minute's silence • 
. ' 

The. C:a:AiiBMA.N: It is my ".Pieasure ~d privil~ge, as Chairman of the .day, .:to . 

welcome back all the distinguished delegates to the Conference of ~he.Committee on 

Disarmamemt. :on; behalf· of all or' us, I' should also like to ~xtend a warm we:J.~0~e to our .. ~. . 

tvTO new colleagues, . .Ambassador Lalovic of Yugoslavia and .Ambassador .Alvares Maciel of 

Brazil. I wish them all success. :We . are happy to. h~ve among us a~'a.:i-n ·. 
. ..· .. 

i •. 

Ambassador :PastinE=m;· the Special Represent·ative of the Secretary-Gerie:ral~ and ho~.e. t9,. 

enjoy the same efficient support and co-operation froni his colleagues in the Secretariat 

as in the :past. · · · 

Before I conclude, it would ·nat·-be out· of 'place to remember the great hopes pl,aced 
.. : 

by the -world ·community' on this ·conference to· work out disarmament measures. Let. us 
.•· 

hope. we. c.an live up to this expectation. 

Mr. MARTIN (United S:tates .. of· America) g• Like you,' Mr. Chairmar{, 'we we·re 

sad<;l,~:t:J. .. E?d to 1~,13-:rn of .~he. death of t.he very .d.i.s.tinguished PresidGnt of· .Argentina·, 

General Peron_,_ who for so many years played a ma;-Jo:t:.,.Tole not .only· in the affairs '·of hi·~ ,. 

country but in those of ~he wor)..d at large. . Oil.l>.ehalf of. my :delegation I shcniid like 

to eJI:t.end our ve:py since!e .. al),-d:_heartfelt condolences to our .Arg.e'nti:ile colleagues. 
. . .' .. . 

On a happier note I should like to take this opportunity to extend a personal 

welcome to two leaders of delegation who are with us today for the first time: 

ltmbassador Maciel, Permanent Representative of Brazil, and .Ambassador Lalovic ,, 

Permanent Representative r,f Yugoslavia. These two diplomats have both had long and 
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(Mr. Martin, United St_ates) 

distinguished careers and are well known to many of you. I know that they will make 

valuable contributions to our efforts, and I am looking forward to working closely 

with them during the summer session. 

It is once again my very pleasant task to extend our greetings to 

Ambassador Pastinen, Special Representative of the Secretary-General, and to 

Mr. Corradini, Alternate Representative of the Secretary-General, to Mrs. Gill and to 

the other members of the Secretariat, whose expert assistance and services are such an 

invaluable aid to us all. 

Today as we resume our work the leaders of my country and those of the 

Soviet Union are completing the third of a series of historic meetings. In our view 

these meetings at the summit provide an important opportunity for the leaders of our 

two countries to exchange ideas and perceptions about international affairs. They 

also offer an opportunity to deal with bilateral issues in the field of arms control, 

more particularly by attempting to limit the arms race through effective arms-

control agreements. Thirdly, the two sides seek to work out co-operative arrangements 

in various fields designed to give each side a stake in a moderate course and in a 

constructive foreign policy. The work in the field of arms control is, of course, 

of the greatest interest to this Committee. I hope to be able to report to you on 

the course of the Moscow discussions on this subject at an early date. 

I should now like to turn to two subjects raised by members of the Committee in 

the spring session. At our 635th plenary meeting· the representative of Sweden, 

Mrs. Thorsson, stated her Government's belief that confidence between States could be 

promoted by more openness as regards defence expenditu~es, and that this increased 

confidence could then lead to me0sures of disarmament. She suggested that the 

Corn.rnittee·examine the possibilities of bringing about an inquiry among States about 

their willingness to account in comparable terms for their defence expenditures and 

explain how these expenditures have been assigned to different purposes. The Swedish 

delegation also submitted a useful. working paper (CCD/421) analysing data on defence 

expenditures that could be made generally available in order to increase mutual 

confidence. 
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.. .:. .. : ... Ther.e .. :d • .s., .. :.of~-c-ourse, as Mrs. Thorsson noted, a. problem in establishing the 

compa.ra.bili tY: of budget information which might be provided. . This pro1Jlem. is currently 

under- study b;y:: an expert group convened by the Secretary-General pursuan~ '.to 

General Assembly resolution 3093B (XXVIII). vli th respe.ct to this group 1 s ivork, v1e 

agree entirely with the remarks ma.de to the General Assembly by the representative of 

Hexico. Mr. Ga.rc.:j.a Robles said that 

"Among th!p various points -Ghat th~ report. should endeavc;mr to .elucid~.t\3, 

.it would be desirable to give prominence to the criteria. that should ·be 

applied in order to a~~ri ve a.t a generally-accepted definition of v1ha.t is 

to be understood by military budgets 11 (A/PV.2179). 

We sincerely hope that the Secretary-General's study vTill arrive at such a. definition,. 

as we believe. that it is only by .such an approach that we can hope to make possible 

the serious_a.nd thorough consideration of this important aspect of woik in the 

disa.iJ;nament field. 

r!J:eanwhile my delegation vrelcomes the suggestion for more openness in .defence 

expenditures. .we %"T~e that greater lmovlledge a.'Qout the defence exJ?endi tures of .. · 

various countries could promote confidence among States by allaying concerns that .a~ise 
. . 

out of suspicion and misunderstandings. Such info;rrnation could .also be very usef\]].. 

in approaching tl;le important question of effective restraints. on conventional v1eapo.ns. 

lo'fy delegation was also interested to hear the repre~enta.ti ve of Nigeria., ·l1h~~ Gla.rk, 

say in his intervention of 23 May that his Government intends to look aga_in. a.t · the 

1964 Declaration of ·the OAU rega~~ding a. nuclear-free zone for Africa.. Connni ttee 

members ma.y recall that ·the proposal about which l-1r. Cla.rk spoke wa.s endm~sed in .. 

resolution 2033 of the t>·rentieth sess~on of the General Assembly. In indicating 

support for tha:t resolution the United States representative to the First Committee 

said that the United States welcomed the ini tia.ti ve of the States of Africa., and a. 

concurrent initiative of the States of Latin AmE?rica., in undertaking studies with a. 

view to achieving and maintaining a. nuclea.r;free status- for those regions. 

Since that time ·the Latin-American Nuclear-Free Zone ·has become a. reality 1-Tith . . . . . . . . . 
negotiation. of the Treaty of Tla.telolco, to which~- majority of the States of Latin 

America. have ~.dhered and ivlrlch a m.ajori ty of nuclear Powers have agreed to respect 

through their adherence to its additional Protocol II. If Afric-an nations should 

decide to re-examine this question, my delegation believes that that could lJe a. 

constructive development. 

the 

In 1965 the United States delegation suggested four criteria for the establism.ent 

of a nuclear-free zone, whetb.er in Africa or elsewhere. The proposed criteria, which 

were further refined in the· following year, were that the initiative should be taken by 

the States in the region concerned; the zone should preferably include all States in 
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the area whose participation is dee~ed important; the creation of a zone should not 

'.disturb necessary secm·i ty arrangements i and provision shouici be made rfor adequate 

verification2 vrhich \vould include procedures for follov1-up of. alleged viola.tions to 

give reasonable assm~ance of compliance. V.ty Gove:mment would be interest'ed in further 

expressions of vie>·rs on this subject. 

I should no\v like to turn to one of the priority. interests of this Committee -'·­

our work toward the objective of effective restraints on qhemical weapons (GVl). 
During our. recess my Government continued its studies of C\1/~ and ive i·rill participate 

with experts in the informal meeting beginning on 17 July. 1;/e plan to submit at that 

time working papers based on our studies which I believe will be of interest to the 

Committee.. We hope .that· the work of this ~ession will bring us closer to solution of 

the difficult problems inherent in GV/ 2 particularly those of verification. 

My colleagues i·Till· recall. that in our Sl)ring session I counnented briefly on 

non..,.proliferation in the light of the Indian test of a nucleru.·-e:x::plosive. device. I 

should now like to reaffirm to the Committee that there has been no change ivhatsoever 

in the long-standing policy of the United States. against the. proliferation of nuclear­

e-xplosive dev;i..ces. 1'/e continue to support the Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) a.s ·one 
• • I • • j 

of the most significant contributions to disarmament and world peace. We therefore 
.. ' 

continue to urge those states which have not adhered to the Treaty to do so. 

I should also like to mak;e it clear that there. has been no change in the view of 

the United States .regarding the relationship l)etwE!en nuclear-explosive devices for 

peaceful purposes and nuclear -vreaponf:?. My Government stated this view on many 

occasions during the negotiation of the NPT 2 and also in connexion ivi th the Treaty of 

Tlatelolco: Thus our instrument of ratification of additional Protocol II of the 

Treaty of Tlatelolco states that the United States Government "Considers that the 

technology of malting nuclear-explosive devices for peaceful purpo·ses is indistinguishable 

from the technoloc,y of making nuclear vreapons. 11 - .. 

We have placed on record in the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) the 

understanding inherent in _all our bilateral agreements for co-operation in the nuclear 

fie-ld that the use of any·material or equipment supplied by the United States under such 

agreements for ru~ nuclear-explosive device is precluded; and the Ul1derstanding2 

inherent in the safeguards agreements related to such co-operation agreements 2 that the 

IAEA would verify inter alia that the safeguarded material was not used for any 

nuclear-explosive device. The continued co-operation of_ the United States with other 

·countries in the nuclear field is depend~nt ·on the assurance that these understandings 

·will continue to be' respected in the future •. 
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·- 'Mr.·:·:ROSHCHINC{Ba::J.i"Crti. of, Soviet .. Socidist· Republics)~ : ~· ·Chcirmnn,- the 

Soviet dolegf!;tfon·~ adds it;s:. dondoloiice·s -to yours on the death of tho P~esiderit 'of. tho 

Argentine ·:Republic~ ·-ju.:.:iJ:,Peron •... We offer our deep syupathy to the Argentine 

· · delego..tion ·in this Coilltri t:f;'8e ... 

\ve should like to vmlcone our new colleC4::,ouesg · Ambass2.dor Jorge Maciel, 

represento..ti ve of Bre;zi:t; and ..llBbass2.dor Milos Lalovic ~ represent~ti ve of Yogoslavia, 
·, 

to 1;-rhom. we >·7ish all :success in their vrork on this Cormi ttee. We also. greet· 

Ambas-sador Illka P2.stinori, representing the. Secretary-General, and his staff, and all 

our fellovr members of tho ComL.li ttt3e on :OisnrmiJ.ITlent. 
,. __ ,· 

Today the Conmi ttee on Disarin.3ment .is resuming its deliberations aft·ei ·b: brief .. 

recess. It 1vil·l conti'i.-me its vmrk in .the atmosphere of further intern~tiortci:t .; ._._,_ 

detente. Durin{:( the period bet1wen the spring and·_ summer sessi·ons of the' ·cdtrmitte~, 
events took .place whicl:(attest:the steady improvement of the international climate 

and the· normalization of the·· -vmrld situation. These events include the· cessni:Lon of 

host-ilities between Syrin and Israel' tmd the conclusion of 'the agreement on militn.ry 

' disengagement'.· The conflict· iri the Middle Enst is nm-r re2.ching the stage of 

political settlement. The favournble process in preseni-.:·d;iy' intern2.tiono..l affN.rs 

.is f11cili tated by the further pcisiti ve development of relntions b'et-vmen the 

Soviet Union and the United Sto.tes of illlerico., 1vhich is reflected by the meeting' and 

talks. now being concluded bet1·reen Jl.1:r. L.I. Brezhnev, Ge:riero.l Secretary' of-· the 

Central· Commi-ttee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and 

President Richo.rd Hixon of the Uni·l:;ed States. 

The detente must become irrev:ersible end its politice,l character must be 

supplemented by :a roi.li tary detente. . In ord\')r to vonsolidate this process in 
I • , ' . ' 

',,'· ·: 

Europe·~ the site of h.;o l·rorld 1-rars and· of the· l2.rgest concentration of arms 2nd .armed 

-f'orces~ the Conference on Europ8cn Security and Co-opero..tion- is continuing its 

delibero..tions, 11nd the talks. .on the reduction of 2.TI.1S end armed forces in Centre.l 

Europe e;re:·being ca;rried on in Vienn2. • 

. These important developments in internation2.1 affoirs create better. 

prerequisites for talks on disarmament problems~ including those held within the 

Coruui ttee on· Dise..rmament, 1vhose · sess,ion is opening todo..y. 

At-its pres·ent session the' Committee is to.continue negoti2.tions on the 

prohibition of chemical -vreapons. This question.-inv<idably attro..cts the attention of 

o.. large nur.J.ber of Sto..tes. The 'Sd;Viet Union,- ci.f potrrse, advocates the complete . " •. ~ . . . 

prohibition of chemical megns of ,.idi-fare. ·This -USSR position· is reflected in' th~ . . . , .·,;. . 

o..raft convention of the socialist countries submitted to the Comnrittee by seven of 

its members on 28 Narch 1972 (CCD/361). 
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We note >vi th satisfaction that the draft convention on the prohibition of 

chemical weapons introduced. by Japan in April (ctm/420) contains provisions similar 

to those,already included in the draft of the socialist countries already mentioned. 

The Japanese draft provi.des for a:n undertc:ldng by all States never in Dl1Y 

ci'rcumst~~ces to develop~ produce, stockpile or othervrise acquire or retain . ' . . . 

chemical weapons, equipment or means of _delivery _designed.to use such iveapons for 

militalJT purposes • J3ut;; ~nlike the draft convention of the socialist countries, the 

. Japanese draft ·contains an. article IV which stipulates that the parties may t"c:l-ce 
. ;.:( 

1-reapons. The Japanese draft convention does not 

answer" this question. The States -vrhose approach is talcen into consideration by 

article rv; permitting limitations and exemptions from the prohibition of chemical 

>-rea pons~ have not yet· defined their attitude on the exact scope of the prohibition 

of "such weapons. It is therefore not clear to -vrhat extent and in i·rhat direction 

those States intend to make use of the provisions of the article. 
I 

1.1/e are a-vraiting an ansHer to this question from the United States and other 

vJestern countries to enable us to state our attitude touards the basic provision of 

the Japanese draft convention regarding the scope of the prohibition of ci?-emical 

i·reapons. When the position of the United States and other Western countries on the 

scope of the prohibition of chemical weapons :hG,s been defined, it vrill l::>e possible 

to judge if there exist favourable prospects for progress in the negotiations on the 
• I ' • • . ' 

problem of prohibiting chemical means of warfare. .At the sununer session of the . . ·, . 
Committee~ efforts should be made to advance the negotiations for reaching a~eement 

·on the draft convention on the prohibition of cher:rical weapons. · 

Closely connected 1vith the problem of such prohibition is the task of bringing 
. . 

the international Convention on the prohibition of bacteriological (biological) . 

weapons into· operation as rapidly as possible. flistorically the prohibition of 

chemical Wi(apons and the prohibition of bac-teriological weapons W,?re discussed as 

interconnected problems. The conclusion. of the Convention on bacteriological 

w·eapons -vms vie-vred as a step tovrards the prohibition also of chemical >·reapons. This 

step met everyv1here a very positive response as a neastrre of practical disarmament. 

To put that measure into effect·at ·an early date~ the Ste,tes.depositaries of the 

Convention on bacteriological -vreapons EJUst speed the process of its ratification. 

For our part vTe should like to inform the members of the Co:mmi ttee that the 

Soviet Union intends to ratify the Convention this year. 
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An-important task before the Committee is to continue the search for a solution 

to the problem ·or the reduction and removc:~l of the danger of a nuclear-missile 1var. 

An agreement on the cesse.tion of nucleax-vreapon tests 1vould be an important step in 

this direction~ The Soviet side considers that nuciear-vreapon tests, iricludiri.g 

undergroU11d.tests, should be discontinued ever~vhere 'and by all. The Soviet Union 

is maldng efforts in this direction both in bilateral negotiations and in 

multilateral bodies. Referring to the negotiations ovith the United States on this 

problem, the General Secretaxy of the Central Comtlittee of the Con~unist Party of the 

Soviet Union, L.I. lh~ezh.11ev said in his speech of 14 JU11eg 11We are in favour of the 

United States and the Soviet Union shovring, by mutual agreenient, maximum restraint 

in the further development of their armaments and reaching an understanding ~<rhich 

vmuld make it possible to prevent the creation of ever nev1 systems of strategic 

vreapons. . We are prepared to come to an agreement 1vi th the United States immediately 

on the limitation of 1mderground nuclear vreapon tests pending their complete 

cessation within an agreed time''· 

The question of control over underground nuclear tests has been discussed for a 

nunilier of years. The Soviet side cru1not agree to the unsubstantiated claim that 

coni:;rol over the ces·sation of such tests should be exercised through international 

on-site inspection. This claim blocks progress in the_ negotiations on the problem. 

·As the Soviet side has repeatedly stated, the national means of' detection and 

identification of underground nuclear eArplosions provide the necessary facilities 

for revealing violations by States of their obligations to end underground nuclear 

tests. 

lmother importg.nt task in curbing the danger of >var, and above all of nuclear 

"\•Tar, is to achieve agreement on other measures related to disarmament and arms-race 

limitation.· A number of important international agreements have l)een concluded in 
I 

this field, without vlhich present-day international affairs 1-rould be difficult to 

imagine. These are the treaties providing for the banning of nuclear tests in three 

media~ in the atmosphere, in outer space o.nd under vmter, for the non-proliferation 

of nuclear 1veapons o,ncl for prohibition of the emplacement of nuclear I·Teapons and 

o-r;ner 1:1eapons of mass destruction on the sea-bed and the ocean floor. Efforts 

should be made to enlarge participation in these treaties. The accession of a large 

number of States to these international instruments 1·1ill make them more effective and 

vrill ensure that ·the objectives Hhich the participants set themselves >vhen concluding 

these important international instruments are fulfilled·. The attempts by the 
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representatives of certa.in States to belittle the .significance of the treaties 

concluded in the nuclear field and to -misrepresent their purposes are not _?ompatible. 

with the task of str-engthening peace and se9urity, easing international- tensions and: 

advancing the disarmam~nt talks. 

!n spealdng about the significance of internatio~al disarmament agreements, 

special mention should be made of the Treaty on the Non..:Prolifera.:tion of Nuc1:.ear 

Weapons added in March 1970 to the inte:rnational documen~s and. agreements in force. 

This treaty deals vrith the very critical and pressing problem ·of preventing the 

spread of nuclear VTeapons. Failure to implement it .vroul'd be· fraught w.;Lth .. 

far-reachirig adverse consequences. We regret to note that a number of ~mportant 

so-ce.lled near-nuclear States have not ;1ret become p~rties. to .the Treaty. Next 

spring a conference of the parties to the treaty is to be. convened to revie1-1 its 

operation -- hmr its purposes and provisions are being realized. That conference 

should consider measures to ensure a gr~ater participation of States in the 

non~proliferation Treaty. 

At the last session of the Disarmament Committee the representatives of Mexico, 

·s,-reden. and Poland raised the question of the implementation of measures for the· 
. . 

further demilitarization of the sea-bed and the ocean floor. As you will recall, as 

far back as 1969 the Soviet Union submitted to the Committee.on Disarmament a draft 

treaty providing for the complete demilitarization of the sea-bed .and the ocean floor. 

The negotiations on that pr~blem resLlited in a partial solution ~d in the 

conclusion of the Treaty prohibiting the emplacement in the said environment of 

nuclear and other weapons of mass destruction. Hmrrever, the question of the complete 

demilitarization of the sea~bed is by _no means disposed of 7 and_ the Soviet proposal 

of 1969 still stands. The USSR delegation vrould like to point out that the s8a...,.bed 

Treaty, which entered into force in 1972, obliges th.e pe.rt~es to continue 

negotiations on further.measpres for the demilitarization\ of the sea-bed. rt· .is the 

opinion of the Soviet side that the negotiations on t4is QUestion should begin this 
-. 

very year. The time is approaching for convening a conference to revieH th~ 

operation of the treaty. The obligations under that trea.ty, including obligations ... 
to continue negotiations on ,further demilitarization of. the .se.a-bed, must be strictly 

observed. 
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In r.e.cent years the United Nations General Assembly has discussed and adopted 

on the initiative of the USSR a number of important recomraendations. Thus in 1971. 
it declared, on behalf of its Member States, that they -vrere renouncing the use of 

force in international relations and the>.t the use of nuclear -vreapons vas 

permanently prohibited. For its part 1 the USSR declares that it is ready to enter 

into multilateral or bilateral negotiations to conclude an agreement on this 

question. Such an agreement· >vould' do· much to •reduce the threat· of nuclear >·rar and 

ensure ·internatio·nal security. 

The USSR proposal to convene a 1vorld disarmament conference has gained -vlide 

support among States. Such a confere.nce would give a new impetus to the adoption 

of further measures in the field of disarmament. Nevertheless, some States continue 

to impede the convening of such a conference and thus create obstacles preventing the 

development·of broad international co-operation in disarmament. 

The incessant growth of military expenditure indicates the acceleratia.n of the 

arms race. To curb this race it >vould be important to implement the 

General Assembly recommendation on the reduction of the military budget's of the 

five permanent ·members of the Security Council by 10 per cent and the use of a part 
' of the funds thus saved to provide assistance to developing countries. But >·re have 

to ailiait that there are great difficulties in the way of carrying out this vital 

recommendation of the General Assembly because of the opposition on the part of some 

permanent members of the Se~urity Council. . The States interested in the 

termination of the arms race and in obtaining additional resources for economic 

development will have to make major efforts to eliminate the obstacles to a reduction 

of the armaments of the militarily most important States, 1vhich bear a special 

responsibility for preserving peace and international sec~rrity. 

The Soviet Union is a champion of international d~ente. It advocates real 

changes in the field of disarmament. We consider it necessary to develop broad 

co-operation in,the field of disarmament based on the principles of equal security 

for all States, >vi th no unilateral advantages for some countries to the detriment 

of the interests of other parties to the agreement. At the same time vle note with 

regret that the arms race ·continues.. Referring to the arms race, L.I. Brezhnev 

said in his speech of 14 Juneg "The generally-lmown facts indicate that the arms· 

race, the rivalry in·the creation of the most dangerous types of vreapons of mass 

destruction vrere imposed on us. It vras not vre 1vho started to create atomic bombs, 

submarines '\Jith strategic missiles, multiple 1,1arheads and many other vreapons!.1 ~ 
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At the Disarmrunent Cormnittee session vrhich is opening today, as at its_ 

previous sessions, the Soviet delegation v1ill, make every effort t9 ~ont;ribute to 

progress in the disoxmament negotiations, mindful, of .coLu~se, _that these 

negotiations can be successful only if there is good 1vill and readiness on the part 

of all States to put a~ end to the arms race and to carry out 'realistic measures in 

this field. 

-

I'<Tr. ECKERBERG ( S1-reden) ~ Mr.. Chairman, pel~mi t. me first to associate myself 

and the .Si•red~!3h delegation with :Jrour 1-rords of condolence to the ®legation of 

Argentine at the sad occ.asi'on of the death of President Peron • 

. .. life also join you in uelcoming to our Committee the ne1-r representatives of :Brazil, 

.Ambassador }fu.ciel and of Yugoslavia, Ambassador Lalovic. We lrish them success in 

their efforts here and look fonrarcl to vorking vrith them. 

Members of the Committee have fm..md on the table today a S>·redish \1/orking Paper 

entitled "Some observations on the draft Convention on the Prohibition-of. the 

Development, Production and Stockpiling of Chemical weapons and on their.Destruction 

presented by ·the delegation of Japal1 on '30 April 1974 (CCD/420)". The Paper has 

been given the number· CCD/427 and I have asked for the floor in order to introduce it 

briefly. 

As you Hill recall, Mr. Chairman, the leader of the Suedish delegation, 

Madarae Thorsson, proposed in Hay that the CCD :;;hould hold informal meetings this 

summer together vri~h experts on the questi0n of the prohibit::.on of chemical weapons. 

The first such info:rmal meetL1g has been set for 17 July. 
- -

The Committee's spri!Jg session vras not, very productive, but one positive feature 

1-.ras the draft convention On chemical 1·reapons \vhich the delegation of Japan ·presented 

at the end of April. ' This proposal \vas 1-rel~omed _by all delegations. vrho connnented 

on it. However, the very interesting solution 1-rhich our Japanese colleagues 

proposed in regard to the scope of a prohibition has raised a number of CJUestions. 

In the Swedish delegation we have felt tbat it would be valuable to have an exchange 

of vievrs ·on these questions betvreen members of the ComrJi ttee and experts. This \'las 

the main reason why lYiadame Thorsson suggested that the informal meet1ngs be held and 

it is also· the reason 1·rhy the Svreclish clelegation tables this l•rorki:ng paper. 
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I shall not go into the substance of the paper today -- it will· be introduced 

in detail on 17 July. Suffice H to say that it is a modest attempt to interpret 

and discuss the different possibilities v1hich the Japanese proposal offers in regard 

to the scope of a prohibition. In the first part of the paper three somewhat 

primitive dravrings -- or perhaps I should rather call them illustrating figures 

are included, 1-rhich vre hope our colleagues will put up 1·rith. There is also a general· 

discussion on the scope, \·lhich I hope you vJ'ill not find equally primitive,- even 

though most 6f it might be quite elementary. The second part of-the paper consists 

of a number of questions, i·rhich we '\vould like to discuss Hi th our collea.c,oues and 

vrith the experts during the infornal meetings. For some of the questions ;-re think 

that we knmv the ansvTers 1-re prefer -- as regards several others the Si-redish delegation 

has not yet tal~en a position but vie hope that the viei•rs and contributions of others 

vJ'ill clarify the problems. 

Mr. -BERASATEGUI (Argentina) g Ivtr. Chairnan, on behalf of my delegation I 

desire to acknoHledge most gratefully your condolences on the sad death of his 

Excellency the President of the .Argentine Nation, Lieutenant-General ]). Juan Peron, 

and also to thank ~he representatives of the Soviet Union, the United States and 

Sweden, Ambassadors Roshchin, Martin and Eckerberg, for the condolences that they 

have addressed to the delegation of Argentina. I vrill communicate to my government 

and to the people of Argentina the sentiments of solidarity eJ~ressed by this 

Committee. 

Mr. LALOVIC (Yugoslavia): JVIr. Chairman, I vTish to join previous speakers 
I 

in expressing my GovernmE;!nt's sincere condolences to the. delegation of Argentina 

upon the sad demise of the President of the Republic of Argentina, Juan Peron, a. 

prominent vrorld figure. 

I also vrish to thank you; lVIr. Chairman and the distinguished .Ambassadors of the 

United States, USSR and S-vreden for the 1-.rarm _vrelcome you have extended to me as a 

ne~r member of the Committee, and to assure you and the other distinguished delegates 

of my delegation's desire to continue fruitful co-operation 1·ri th them all. r-tr 
delegation 1rill do its utmost to contribute to the successful uork of the Committee. 
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JYfr. HACIEL (Brazil)~ I I·Tish to asscciate myself vTi th the other spea};:ers 

who have expres'seCi. to the delegation of 1b:gentina their condolences on the death 

of President Juan Peron. 

I also v1ish to thank you, Mr. Chairman 9 .Ambasse.clor Eckerberg the delegate of 

Sweden, Ambassador Roshchin the delegate of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, 

and Ambassador ~furtin the delegate of the United Ste.tes of 1rraerica for their kind 

vmrds of -vrelcome. I ivill endeavour to co-opere.te Hi th all members as my 

predecessors have done. 

The meeting rose at 4.10 p.m. 

/ 




