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KNAPALM AND OTHER INCENDIARY WEAPONS AND ALL ASPECTS OF THEIR POSSIBLE USE: REPORT
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CHEIMICAL AND BACTERIOLOGICAL (BIOLOGICAL) WEAPONS: REPORT OF THE CONFERENCE OF
THE COMMITTEE ON DISARMAMENT (A/9708)

URGENT NEED FOR CESSATION OF NUCLEAR AND THERIONUCLEAR TESTS AND CONCLUSION OF A
TREATY DESIGNED TO ACHIEVE A COMPREHENSIVE TEST BAN: REPORT OF THE CONFERENCE OF
THE COMMITTEE ON DISARMAMENT (A/9593, A/9650, A/9698, A/9T708)

IMPLEMENTATION OF GENERAL ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION 3079 (XXVITI) CONCERNING THE
SIGHATURE AND RATIFICATION OF ADDITIONAL PROTOCOL II OF THE TREATY FOR THE
PROHIBITION OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS IN LATIN AMERICA (TREATY OF TLATELOLCO): REPORT

OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL (A/9718, A/9Y97)

IMPLEMEKRTATION OF THE DECLARATION ON THE INDIAN OCEAN AS A ZOWE OF PEACE: REPORT
OF THE AD HOC COMMITTEE ON THE INDIAN OCEAN (A/9585, 4/9629)

WORLD DISARMAMENT CONFERENCE: REPORT OF THE AD HOC COMMITTEE ON THE WORLD
DISARMAMENT CONFERENCE (4/9590, A/9628, A/9636)

GENERAL AND COMPLETE DISARMAMENT: REPORT OF THE CONFERENCE OF THE COMMITTEE ON
DISARMAMENT (A/9698, A/9708) “
IMPLEMENTATION OF GENERAL ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION 2286 (XX¥II) CONCERNING THE SIGNATURE
AND RATIFICATION OF ADDITIONAL PROTOCOL I OF THE TREATY FOR THE PROHIBITION OF
NUCLEAR WEAPONS IN LATIN AMERICA (TREATY OF TLATELOLCO) (A/9692)

ESTABLISHMENT OF A NUCLEAR-WEAPON-FREE ZONE IN THE REGION OF THE MIDDLE EAST
(4/9693 and Add.1-3)
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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 (A/9702 and Corr.l; A/C.1/L.675)

DECLARATION AND ESTABLISHMENT OF A NUCLEAR-FREE ZONE IN SOUTH ASIA (A/9706)
Mr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia): I should like to join the numerous
speakers who have preceded me, in welcoming the fact that the principles of
beaceful coexistence of States with differing social systems are being implemented
more and more in everyday life. The debate in the plenary meetings of the current
session of the General Assembly as well as in this Committee has shown that
practically every delegation -~ with the exception of one -- has analysed the
situation in a similar manner in stating that a ﬁrdcess of détente is taking
bPlace in the world which is favourable for maintaining peace and international
security, favourable for the life of mankind and of all the peoples. We have
heard from practically all the delegations that made their statements here --
.agaiﬁ with only one exception -~ that détente .in the politiga;_figldrhgs to

be supplemented by détente in the military sphere. Practicelly every ‘
delegation ~- with the exception we have mentioned -- has appealed TCr an increase
in the efforts in disarmament negotiations. All positive proposals in this

regard have been welcomed, including the new Soviet initiative which does not
relate to any imaginary melting of glaciers as someone is trying to convince

us here, but concerns on the contrary one of the fields that is vital in its
importance for the future of mankind. We have already had after all an opportunity
to comment on this question in detail. Who is then speaking the truth? Is it

the delegation of a certain Power which does its best to convince us that all
things are different from what the overvhelming majority of the others regards
them to be?

The future fate of the whole of mankind depends on the solving of disarmament
cuestions, as well as on the political and economic conditions under which it will
live. That is why the representatives of many countries rightly ask that
all States,and particularly the nuclear Powers bearing the main responsibility
for maintaining world peace and international security.participate in the talks

on disarmament and in its solution. The questions of disarmament pertaln not
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s
only to the maintenance of the security of every individual country but also to
other important fields and therefore all whom they concern should participate
in seeking solutions to these questions. Some speakers have called disarmament
the problem of problems. The continuing arms race
financial and irreplaceable human resources from the non-military sphere and all
the negative consequences inherent in this process are a convinecing proof of
what we have said above.

It has become an established practice for the most important problems of
world significance and scope to become items on the agenda of world
bodies and conferences ,where the representatives of all countries have an
opportunity to speak on these questions and to contribute to their solution.
Lately, problems pertaining to the law of the sea, the world's population, the
living environment and others have been dealt with this way. It is regrettable
that eamong the few questions that have not yet been under discussion in &
world body in a special conference is the complex of questions pertaining to
- disarmament, although their importance has been recognized practically by all
tates in the course of a few past decades.

That is why in 1971 we supported the proposal of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics to convene & world disarmament conference and voted in favour of
the adoption of resolution 2833 (XXVI) in which the General Assembly expressed its
conviction that it was most desirable to take immediate steps to consider carefully
the convening of a world disarmament conferernce and in which it recommended certain
further concrete measures. A year later, we supported the adoption of resolution
2930 (XXVII) setting up a speciel committee to examine all the views and
suggestions expressed by Governments on the convening of such a conference.
The Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, being a member of the Special Committee,
has always favoured such a course of preparations for the conference as would
permit its convening as soon as possible. The deliberations of the Special
Committee, which was enlarged at the preceding twenty-eighth session of the
General Assembly in accordance with resolution 3183 (XXVITI), were more
favourable and we should like to express our particular apprecistion of this

fact. Under the excellent chairmanship of Ambassador Hoveyda, the Committee
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has held a number of businesslike sessions and has successfully fulfilled the
mandate entrusted to it by the above-mentioned resolution. The Committee prepared
its report, contained in document A/9628, and this has become a basis for our
deliberations on the questions pertaining to the preparations for and the convening
of a world disarmament conference. We view as a positive side of the Committee's
work this year the fact that two more Powers have started a relatively

active co-operetion with this body. Regrettably, certain Powers which are not

in favour of the idea of convening a world disarmament conference still stand

aside.
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The waer which comes out most strongly.of all against the convening of
the world disarmament conference, the People's Republic of China, does not
varticipate in any of the disarmament talks and obviously intends to boycott
‘hem in the immediate future also. However, We should not remain idle but,
on the contrary, we should\continue our efforts to succeed with the idea of
the world disarmament conference despite all this.

The results achieved in the work of the Special Committee show that
Li.izrous questions pertaining to the preparations for and the.convening of
ihe world disarmament conference have been singled out and that some of thenm
have been solved in preliminary way. They include, for example, the guestion
¢. varticipation in conference, which has in the past caused certain difficulties.
Furthermore, there are the questions of the preliminary draft agenda of the
cenference, its relationship with the United Nations,K its adequate
praparation and so on. l

The work of the Ad Hoc Committee should not be considered as concluded
with the submission of its report. On the contrary, the Committee has won
the confidence of States and created the groundwork fér future activities
by gaining valuable experience and by establishing contacts with three of the
ruclear Powers. The Czechoslovak delegation is of the opinion that it would
ve useful if the mandate of the Ad Hoc Committee were to be
enlarged to enable it to begin specific preparations for the
convening of the conference. Sooner or later it will certainly be necessary
tL entrust some organ with the preparations for the conference. The Ad Hoc
“ozmittee, composed of representatives of all geographical groups, could
Troperly be regarded as the body that should be given the task of preparing the
vorld disarmament conference.

An important role in the field of disarmament talks is played by the

Geneva Conference of the Commiitee on Disarmament, which has submitted its

i

erort on this year's activities in document A/2708. The Czechoslovak

(47}

¢cialist Republic is a member of that main body where multilateral
licarmament talks are held and I should therefore like to make a few brief

comments on the Conference®s getivities.
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As may be seen from the report, the conference has discussed a whole
series of disarmament issues, starting with partial measures and ending with
the complex of questions pertaining to general and complete disarmament. The
work done by the Conference this year may be evaluated, on the whole, as
positive,in spite of the fact that no agreement has been worked out that would
finally settle some of the Specific questions of disarmament. It is well known
that the Conference has not succeeded in bringing to a successful conclusion
it5 deliberations on the banning of chemical weapons. The Conference has held
several technical meetings with the participation of experts, including a
representative of my country. Those deliberations of experts have assisted
in singling out certain problems which still stand in the way of solving the
question of banning chemical weapons as 2 wholes>and at the same time they
have helped to make more precise the positions taken by the individual
governments of countries, which will be decisive for the adoption of a specific
agreement in the near future, and for the scope of such a measure.

The deliderations have.préved that the majority of States, members of
the Conference gre of the opinion that a relevant agreement should be worked
out as soon as possible and that it should involve from the very
beginning the banning of the production, development and stockpiling of
as large a number as possible of chemical substances that could be used for
military purposes, as well as the destruction or transfer to peaceful uses
of all banned chemical substances. The trend prevailing in the Committee has been
to deal  with the complex of questions relating to the banning of chemical
weapons gradually, as was proposed in a draft convention submitted by Japan
in April this year. Although we made certain critical comments on the Japanese
proposal in the Geneva Conference --- comments which still remain Qalid - Ve
have on the whole welcomed the pro@osal 2s a realistic effort in seeking
possible ways of solving this important complex of questions.

Because of the possibility of a joint initiative of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics and the United States of America on the question of banning
the most dangerous kinds of means of chemical warfare, announced in the
Conference of the Commjttee on Disarmament, real hopes have been raised for

a successful continuation of the Conference's deliberations on this issue.
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In our opinion, the Political Committee should recommend the adoption of a
resolution requecsting the Committee on Disarmament to continue its deliberations
on the banning of chemical weapons as a guestion of special priority, and to
submit a report on its activities to the thirtieth session of the General
Assembly. )

The Conference of the Committee on Disarmament has focused particular
aliention also on the problems relating to the non-proliferation of nuclear
weapons, which, as is evidenced by the deliberations of the First Committee
is becoming ever more urgent, due to the increased possibility that a number of
Stetes may‘be able to produce their own nuclear weapons. Further progress in
tue field of the peaceful uses of nuclear energy is taking place in the worlg,
which is a logical and useful process and one that may greatly assist the needs
of States? particularly developing States. On the other hand, this favourable
process is logically accompanied by certain unfavourable factors, and if those
factors are not properly regulated, and regulated in time, they might aggravate
the situation prevailing hitherto in the field of disarmament and increase the
number of countries possessing niucléar weapons. The necessity has therefore
arisen, at the present time perhaps more than ever before, to prevent such a
further proliferaticn of nuclear weapons. .
One of the realistic ways of achieving that aim would be to strengthen

the régime of non proliferation of nuclear weapons and to secure the

iversality of the non-proliferation Treaty, to which up to now more than

52 States have acceded.  Although that number represents the majority of

States in the world, it does not include many States, that are important from the

wilitary and economic points of view, and thus which have at their dispésal every

~conomic, technical and scientific potential for producing their own nuclear weapons.
The evaluation of the five years' existence of the Treaty on the

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons will be carried out by the conference of

Ry

)

rticirants to the Treaty which is scheduled to be held in May 1975 in Geneva.

Ihe preparation of the conference will be carried,out, in accordance with the
velevant resolution adopted at the twenty-eight session of the General Assembly, Dby
the Preparatory Committee, which held two meetings this year. The results achieved

in the Committee’s work indicate that the conference will be well prepared in
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every aspect and that it will be able to fulfil its main task, of further
strengthening the régime of the non-prolifergtion of nuclear weapons and
the Treaty itself.

This year's deliberations of the. Conference of the Committee on Disarmament
have dealt also with the question of enlarging the rembership- of that body.
As may be seen from the report, the German Democratic Republic, the Federal
Republic of Germany, Iran, Peru and Zaire have been admitted as new members.
The Czechoslovak Socialist Republic supported the admission of those countries,
being convinced that their participation in the work of the Conference would

r

contribute to making its work even more active and energetic. The
activities of those new members during this year's session of the. General Assembly
indicate that they will spare no effort within the framework of the Conference
of the Committee on Disarmament in Geneva towards reaching a solution on
further important disarmament issues. The enlargement of the Committee by
five ‘additional members.bears,witness to the fact that the Committee is regardeqd
as an important organ for the holding of multiléterai talks on disarmament and
that its work and the results it has achieved are viewsd by the world in =
favourable light.

However, a very detrimental approach on the part of certain Governments
hes made impossible the normal funcﬁioning of the Special Committee established
in accordance with General Assembly resolution 3093 A (XXVIII) on the question
of the proposal to reduce the military budgets of States permanent members of
-the Security Council by 10 per cent and to utilize part of the funds thus saved
to provide assistance to developing countries. As may be seen from the letter
sent by the President of the twenty-eight session of the General Assembly of
the United Nations, Ambassador Benites, to the Secretary-General (A/9565),
the group of Western European States has not appointed a representatiye to

that Committee, thus paralysing its activities.
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it the sane time, that is o question which was ~ertinently discussed 'in the
~lenary General Assermbly last year, and the relevant resolution on'the question
was adopted by en bverwhelminq majority of votes.

In accordance with part B of that resolution, a rroup of exverts wa
established, and it considered this commlex of geustions from every anrle and
ossisted in the preparation of the Secretary-General's remort (A/9770) entitled
"Reduction of the military budgets of States nermanent Mmembers of the Security
Council »y 10 per cent and utilization of mart of the funds thus saved to
rrovide assistance to develoning countries'. wvhich includes additional States
with larse economic and military notentinls.

The renort ~ives a hi~h assessment of the sirnificance of the Soviet
rroposal and dimplicity calls for the implementation of resolution 3093 A (XXVIII),
alopted on the basis of the Soviet proposal. The remort touches also on the
so-called technical rroblems, bLut thosc relate to tresties officially concluded
emons; States and therefore are not connected with the reduction of
rilitary budnets under the Soviet resolution, which, as a matter of fact,
c2lls for a &oiuntéry uniléterai deéiéioﬁ ;td Ee madé byrevery country.

The report underlines also the sinnificance of the reduction of military
rxrenditures for economic nromress, there™y showins the sinnificance of
all disarmament measures for international security and for econcmic and
soeial mrogress. The vrerort states, as a conerete cxample, that if six
*f the larnest Powers of the world reduces® their military buldzets hy

-C mer cent and provided 10 mer cent of the means thus saved for economic
"ssistance to the develcning countries, a sum of $2,000 million would

e saved which mi~ht serve to finance important economic projects in a
rumbher of States that are in marticuler neel of such assistance.

Questions rertaining to Aisarmement have annually occupied one of the
ust important places in the asenda of the United Nations General Assermtly .
nat is a lorical vhencrenon, since the rerticular place of these questicns in
‘e comnrlex of measures desisned to Prescerve worlAd meace and maintain
“vternational security is determined by the fact that the solution of these

-
1

“estions would eliminate or at least narrcw the material and technolo=ic=l
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basis from which wars originate and are wared, irresrective of thcir kind

or scope. DMNankind resards disarmament as the most effective way to ~suarantee
neace, as the most effective means to eradicate militarism and get rid of

the heavy »Murien represemted LY enrrmous military expenses. Our deliberaticns
should therefore result in the adortion of such measures as would provide
these nrercquisites for conductinz fruitful talks on disarmament issues next
yeer also, in every orszan that has dealt with the rroblems of disarmament

from one an~le or another.

Mr. AL-MASRI (Syrien Arab Remublic) (interpretation from Arabic):

If the balance of terror , as it is called, has so far enabled the world to
avold the catastrophe of a horrible nuclear war and if the trend towards
international détente has pgiven the international community some hone for

a future based on security and peace, neither has in fact been able

truly to rrotect mankind from the impact of the armaments race. That race
affects the economic, social, rolitical and human conﬁitioﬁé in all
countries of the world, whether advancz? or developing., The economic and
nolitical crises we are witnessing in the world today are nothinag but
reflections, direct or indirect, of the armaments race and the escalntion of
arsression.

No one can douht that what is called the balance of terror, based on
huge stockniles of nuclear weapons and advanced conventional weapons, cannot
rive the world eny real guarantee against the eru~tinn of a nuclear war that
would annihilate mankind and destroy the humen environment.

What is of great concern in comnexion with the fate of mankind is not only
the ever increasing stocknilins of nuclear weasnons on the territory of the
nuclear States themselves, hut the increase in the stockpiling of such weanons
on imperialist military hases scattered throush various parts of the world;
that constitutes a ~rave threat to world neace anl sccurity.

There is no doudbt that e mistake or a miscalculation could hrins the
world to the catastrovhe of a horrible nuclear war, which would vput an. end
to human existence and destroy human civilizetion. Man's exrerience during

lons history of bitter wars has proved that such mistakes or miscalculations

o
(4
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are not impossible; rather, they can happen at any time in e world whete tension
has increased as a result of the escalation of aggression and disregard for the
legitimate right of peoples to their homeland, and particularly the right to
self-determination.

In this connexion I should like to remind members of one of the decisive
moments lived through by mankind in modern history, when the whole world was
brought to the brink of a2 horrible nuclear war. I am referring to what happeneq
late laét year when the United States of America placed its military'forces in
all parts of the world in a state of alert, when all its-ground, alr and naval
forces, nuclear or conventional, were put in a state of preparedness for a
world war if the situation made that necessary. The United States.did that
not to defend its national security -~ certainly no one was threatening its
security -- but to defend the racist, exrensionist Israell régime in occupied
Palestine and encourage it to continue its aggressive policy and strengthen
its grip on the occupied Arab lands, and also to help it achieve its expansionist
programmes by force and continue the genocidal rolicy it has launched agzinst
the militent Arsb Palestinian people. ‘ ‘ - i

That clearly shows that in the eyes of imperialism the armaments race
must be continued in order to ensure imperialism’s military supremacy, not
to establish a balance of terror with the other military Powers in the world
but to ensure the continustion of imperialism's domination of the world and the
maintenance of its resources, to protect its interests and the interests of the
aggressive, exransionist, imperialist, racist régimes it has established in Asig,
Africa, the Middle East and other varts of the world as bases for action against
the liberation movements of peoples and as centres to safeguard its interests,

The so-called balance of terror, alleged to justify the armaments race,

is actually a lie and a distortion of history and logic.



BHS/bg A/C.1/PV.2013
- 16

(ifr. Al-Masri. Syrian Arab Republic)

This is so because such a balance, even if it has prevented a silitary
clash between the big Powvers, has not by any means spared the world from
local wars, which are no less serious than the events that humanity
witnessed during the two world wars.

The conclusion that we reach as a result of all this is that the armaments
race 15 not the path to the realization of world security, but rather
1s the path towards war and destruction. The wars in Viet-Nam, in the
Middle Last and in Africa have proved the fallacy of the imperialist concept
based on force and the armanments race, because in spité of the wvast quantities
and sophistication of the armaments of the United States , the Israelis,
the imperialists and the racists, they were unable to crush the will
of the Viet.-Namese people, or of the people of Palestine, or of other
Arab and African peoples. On the contrary, those peoples were able to destroy
the imperialist nyth of force based on aggression and terrorism. .

One of the contradictions-on the international scene
today is the lack of a link between disarmament and internationai péace;an&
security, a fact which has rendered all the discussions and negotiations on
disarmament fruitless and has led them into a vicious circle. We ask ourselves
vhat is the value of those discussions and negotiations if they do not take
into account the emancipation of humanity from fear and terror and the
restoration of the legitimate rights of persecuted peoples to their homeland .
as well 25 the elimination of aggression and all its conseguences, the
liquidation of all forms of foreign military intervention,and the cessation of
the production of nuclear weapons and barbaric conventional weapons, such as
napalm and other incendiary weapons, as well as chemical and biological weapons,
anG the destruction of their stockpiles, fhe banning of all nuclear tests
" conducted for military purposes and the subjection of all nuclear tests for peace™
purposes to international control.

- Mankind cannot overlook the bitter facts which prevail in the world
today, where international tension is gathering momentum as a result of the
armaments race and the escalation of aggressive wars in nany parts of the
world, at a time when discussions and negotiations on disarmament are taking
place in an academic atimosphere remote from reality, or within the framework of

the narrow selfish interests of certain countries.
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Despite the conclusion of agreements and treaties on a partial nuclear
test ban and the non proliferation of nuclear weapons , a number of countries are
still disreparding those treaties, and the growine proliferation or nuclear
arms and tests in various parts of the world is causing grave concern awons us.
The question "of establishing nuclear-weapon-free zones deserves our careful study,
if its objective is to bring about the non proliferation of nuclez weapons and
tests and thus to protect humanity from the consequences of armaments.

The Syrian Arab Republic, which joins the efforts of all peace-loving
countries to establish the complete and comprehensive prohibition of nuclear arms
in the world, welcomed the partial nuclear test ban Treaty and the
non-proliferation Treaty, and hastened to sign and ratify
them. e believed that although those two treaties fell short of the
expectations of all peoples, they still constituted a satisfactory beginning
andg made a constructive contribution to the development of international

co-operation designed to achieve the comprehensive and complete banning of

and of the production and acquisition of nuclear weapons. Therefore,

nuclear tests
we believe that the signing and ratification of those two treaties

is indispensable in working for the establishment of such nuclear-
Vveapon-free zones.

The growing technological progress in the development of conventional
weavons and tie continued supply of those weapons to the aggressive, expansionist,
imperialist and racist régimes to help them carry out their
expansionist designs to conguer peoples of the world and prevent them fron
enjoying their right to self determination is something which is not less
dangerous than the development of nuclear weapons and their proliferation and
acquisition by many countries of the world. This fact calls for decisive,
serious and speedy action to limit the development of such weapons, and
Prohibit their use or the threat of their use in the furtherance of aims that
are incompatible with the principles of the United Hations Charter and international

law, We must also prohibit the use of such barbaric types of weapons as napalm and

o]

other incendiary weapons.
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It is indeed deplorable that the Diprlomatic (Conference on the Reaffirmation
and Pevelopment of International Humenitarian Law Applicable in Armed Conflicts
has not been able to achieve positive steps towards the prohibition of such arms.
Durin, the past year the world has witnessed a dangerous escalation in the use
of nepalia and other barbaric weapons in the aggressive wars launched by
imperialism and its colonialist settler and racist régimes in the world against
the nmilitant peoples and movements of national liberation. Ivery day news
agencies carry reports about the continued use of napalm by the Israeli racist
settler régime and of its repeated terrorist attacks on the camps of
Palestinian refugees in Lebanon. It is evident that that régime would not
have dared to use such barbaric weapons indiscriminately against military and
civilian personnel alike to carry out its expansionist terrorist plans in the
region had 1t not been for the leniency of the international community in not
prohibiting the use of those weapons,and had it not been for the assistance and
encourazement that Israel has received, in particular from the United States.
The United States is supplying that régiﬁe with such awésome weapons.. The
barbaric effects of those weapons on the environment and on man can still
be witnessed in the Palestinian refugee camps and in my country -- the results
of the use of napalm and other incendiary weapons and time -bombs by the Israeli
forces in the wars of 1967 and 1973 and the repcated terrorist attacks on the
Palestinian refugee camps. All this makes it imperative for the international
community to give a high priority to the cguestion of adopting suitable

international rules to prohibit the manufacture, use and stockpiling of those

weapons.
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The Soviet proposal last year to reduce the military budgets of States
permanent members of the Security Council by 10 per cent and use‘part of the
funds thus saved to provide assistance to developing countries is fully in
keeping with the objective that the international community aspires to achieve,
namely the transfer of expenditure on armaments and on the produéfion of méané
of murder and destructicn to constructive uses in order to save millions of human
beings from the catastrophes of famine, disease and poverty. A simple comparison
between the enormous funds spent by the big Powers on their armament budgets
and the funds which could be saved as a result of a reduction of those military
budgets by 10 per cent shows just how bright world prospects could be if this
reduction were effected in the interests of developing countries and programmes
of peace.

No one can ignore the facts of irmperialist policy that reveals itself in an
encouragement of the spirit of malice and-murder in most parts of the world and
‘in the priority accorded this activity over the promotion of peace and the

provision of a dignified 1ife for all mankind. It is sufficient in this
connexion to recall what the Israeli racist settler régime obtained in the
course of a few days only during the war of last October by way of military
assistance from the United States of America: this included the most up-to-date
and barbaric weapons, such as Phantom aircraft, napalm, and so on, that would help
it to concentrate its aggression and increase its ability to murder, destroy and
terrorize the region. The value of that assistance was estimated to be
$2,500 million. This must be compared with what is needed by more than 30
developing countries in the form of aid for an entire year to save them from
difficult economic circumstances and enable them to maintein the level of their
basic imports of food-crcp fertilizers, which has béen estimated at $3,50. million.
If we make this comparison we realize the crisis of conscience faced by
imperialism and the different aspects of the sorry atmosphere in which our
discussions are taking place today.

We hope that the obstacles which prevent the achievement of the objectives
of General Assembly resolution 3093 (XXVIII) will be overcome and that the
international community will work in unanimity for the realization of the new,
humane objectives embodied in the proposal for the reduction by 10 per cent of the

military budgets of the big Powers.
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A new item entitled "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" has been added to
the agenda of the present session on the initiative of the Soviet Union.

This deserves our careful consideration and the delegation of my country,

which has welcomed this proposal from the beginning and joined in sponsoring the
draft resolution on this question (A/C.1/L.675), is pleased to note that this
proposal is meeting with wide support from the majority of the delegations

which have participated in the discussion so far. This wide support and the
excellent presentation of the draft resolution by the representative of the
Soviet Union, Mr. Malik, makes it unnecessary for me to repeat the arguments
put forward by others or to reaffirm the importance of this draft resolution.

The continuocus deterioration of the international situation caused by
the nuclear and conventional arms race and the challenge to the h'man
race represented by tﬁe use of naﬁaiﬁ and other incendiary and berbaric -
wveapons by certain countries and régimes, together with the increased danger
facing mankind a2s a result of the proliferation of nuclear tests and the
acquisition of nuclear weapons, emphasizes the need to convene a world disarmament
conference as soon as possible. The convening of such a conference is not
impossible if there is sufficient good will and good faith and if we really
want our discussions to break out of a vicious circle. We are convinced, as
are others, that adequate preparations for that conference must be made in

order to ensure its success, but we believe that those preparations should rot be

i

used &s an excuse to waste time and rrevent the convening of the conference.

.

The holding of the conference and the participation in it of all countries
are the only means of pursuing a positive course towards the realization of
the desire of mankind for general and cormplete disarmaitent and the building of

an internationzl society free from terror and the balance of terror.
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Mr. DRISS (Tunisia) (interpretation from Frencn): It is a particular
vleasure for me to address to lMr. Ortiz de Rozas the congratulations of the
delegation of Tunisia. His high moral and intellectual qualities, his
diplomatic skill and his experience in dealing with international problems
five us the assurance that in our debates we shall together arrive at
encouraging conclusions. We also congratulate you, Mr. Chairman, and the
other officers of the Committee, in particular our Rapporteur,

Kr. Antonio da Cos*ta Lobo, whose presence in that post is a symbol of the
changing times.

Some days ago I spoke in the Fourth Committee and pointed out the
irrortance of the presence of the representative of Guinea-Bissau as Rapporteur
of that Committee, a presence which is a symbol of the progress achieved by
our Organization in the field of decolonization. Those forces newly born
frorm the struggle for liberation are added to the forces of progress which
ererged aflter the Second World War, and it is their task to work relentlessly
to save succeeding generations from the scourge of war,which twice in our
lifetime has brought untold sorrow to mankind", as is rightly stated in the
Freerble to the Charter, and, in érder to aftaih the noble oﬁjéctivés'of that
Charter, peace is the essential condition which will make possible the enjoyment
of political, economic and social rights, an enjoyvrent that is hampered, if not

seériously Jjeopardized, by unbridled arming.
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A mere reading of the list of items now on our agenda shows to what
extent the disarmament problem constitutes one of the major concerns of the
international community. For many years already, our Committee has been meeting every
session to consider one of the most complex and serious questions of our time.
The question of disarmament, because of its political, econéﬁic, legal and
social implications, is difficult to solve. It is also a field wherein the
international community must act speedily, because any delay in arriving at en
agreement proumctes the rapid increase of military arsenals and thereby
complicates our task.
The Tunisian delegation, in speaking at an advanced stage of our debate,
will limit itself to stating its views on some of the items on our agenda.
Preceding speakers have sufficiently emphasized the dangers of the arms
race which we are witnessing. The astonishing growth of military arsenals of
all kinds constitutes a permanent threat to international peace and security,
vhich are indispensable conditions for the founding of an era of development and
prosperity. _ 4 - S 4 .
On this occasion I should like to add my voice to those of other speakers
who have emphasized the important role of the United Nations in seeking a
solution to the disarmament problem. The United Wations, particularly for the
smaller countries, is the ideal framework for the preparation and adoption of universa
measures in the disarmament field. Disarmament is a problem which is of concern to
all the people of the world without distinction, because, while all countries
do not participate in the manufacture of these weapons, it is now obvious that
in case of war they would all fall victim to then. Thus, it is our duty to make use
of very possibility open to us to arrive at a satisfactory solution to this
grave problem. All means likely to bring us closer to our goal should be explored
with the utmost seriousness and cbjectivity.
It is in this context that we again support the idea of convening a world
disarmament conference. We consider that this provosal, made by the
Soviet Urnion three years ago and echoing the concern of the non-aligned
countries since the Belgrade Conference of 1961, constitutes a positive susgestion

which deserves particular attention from the international community. My delegation
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is aware of thg difficulties which are impeding the convening of such a conference.
These obstacles are essentially political. May I in this ccrnexicn be allowed
to emphasize the important role of the Ad Hoc Committee and, in particular,
of its Chairman, my friend Ambassador Hoveyda, in seeking a solution to the
various problems raised with regard to the convening of such a conference.
Tunisia, a member of the Ad Hoc Committee, has taken note with interest
of the constructive attitude adopted in varving degrees by the nuclear-weapon States.
The active participation of the Soviet Union, France and the United Kingdom
has largely facilitated the task of the Committee. The wainenance of contact with
the delegations of China and thke United States of .merica leads us to Lore that
faviuravle progress will be made in the preliminary consultaticns for the
convening of the world disarmament conference. We belive that, more than ever,
it is necessary to continue consultations, so as to persuade all the nuclear Powers
tc participate in the preparatory work for the convening of this conference,
the success of which will in the first place depend on the attitude of those
Who possess nuclear weapcns. The convening of this -conference constitutes
for the countries of the third world an element of hope in the struggle which
Ve are waging ageinst the horrifying increase in armaments.
Indeed, the developing countries consider that the arms race in general,
and thxc rvclcer arms race in particular, has become a technological race which could
continue indefinitely, unless it is stopped by appropriate political actionm.
Despite the repeated pronises and solern declaratiors of the nuclear
Pewers, they have so far given wot few concrete proofs of thelr political
will to adopt effective disarmament measures.
It goes without saying that this situation creates the greatest anxiety
for the non-nuclear States, which are thus placed in permament insecurity because
there is no international provision assuring them that they will nct one day
be the victims of a nuclear attéck or of the threat of the use of such.weapons
by a neighbouring or distant State possessing these terrible instruments of
mass destruction.
However, we are bound to mnote with satisfaction the statements made by
President Giscard d'Estaing in his press conference of 24 October 19Tk and
by the French Senator, Mr. Taittinger, in the course of our debate, according

to which French nuclear weapons would be used only for purposes of legitiumate
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self-defence. Such declarations constitute the minimum commitment which the
nuclear Powers should publicly undertake, so as to create an atmosphege of
reciprocal confidence among themselves and circumscribe the threat which
haunts all our countries.

Consultaticns should be undertazken to draft an appeal and, in due course,
a draft declaration with such an aim.

The non-nuclear States have always shown a particular interest in initiatives
taken with the intention of removing from the field of application of nuclear
weapons a group of countries or entire regions, by the establishment of nuclear-
weapon-free zones. As we all well kncw, the question of denuclearized zones
is not new; it was discussed for the first time in 1950 and since that time
many propcesals have teen put forward for the creation of such zones in various
parts of the world. Thus, international agreements have already been concluded
regarding the Latin American continent and the Antarctic region. Similarly,
in 1965 the General Assembly, endorsing the declaration on the denuclearization
of Africa published by the -Heads of State apd_Gove?nment of the African States,
adopted a resolution calling on all States to respect the African continent
as a denuclearized zone. Furthermore, in 1971, the General Assembly adopted
& declaration making the Indian Ocean a zone of peace,

It is noteworthy that the agenda of the present session of the General
Assembly includes four or five Items dealing with the establishment of such
zones. My delegation is pleased with the Finnish proposal for the speedy
initiation of a complete study of the question and concept of denuclearized
zones. We hope that this work will provide us with specific information
regarding the attainment of such a goal,

In the meantime, we must deal with the other diverse and constructive
proposals which hove been submitted to us for consideration this year. The
number and the quality of these initiatives not only bear witness to a deep
desire for peace and security but are also the result of the concern which
all Governments feel because of the persistence of tension throughout the world.

Last year the delegation of Tunisie emphasized the explosive situation |
prevailing in the Middle Fast. Besides the alarming declaraticns which emanate frcﬂ
this region regarding the imminence of a new war, the warning expressed by the ’
illustrious American Senator, Mr. Fulbright, in a recent press conference ou tne

occasion of the 1((+h anniversary of Winston Churchillt's birth, should urge
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us to take seriously the risk of a conflict Praurht with grave consequences for
international peace. The unprecedented stockpiling of military materiel in that

region constitutes cre of the .cst sericus tkrea®s to peace at present.

¢

It is our duty to make every effort to put an end to this danéeroué military
escalation by the just solution of problems and the adoption of preventive measures.
Iy delegation welcomes with great interest the initiative taken by Egypt

and Iran regardin- the inclusicn in the agende of an iten ertlitled

it

o . . . < - 51
Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-Iree zone in the regicn of the Middle East'.
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We consider that the establishment of such a zone will be a positive
contribution, not only to peace in the region but alsc for the security of
mankind as a whole.

-~  Tunisia unreservedly supports the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free
zone in the region of the Middle East. Ve listened with interest to thé
important statement made in this Committee by Her Imperial Highness,
Princess Pahlavigwho did not fail to emphasize some of the practical
difficulties involved in that proposal. Tunisia considers that the
establishment of this zone requires a coherent framework which will
take into account gecgraphical and political imperatives. In that connexion,
we wonder whether the Mediterranean should not be included within the limits
of this zone. In any case, we consider that extending this zone to the
Mediterranean could but consclidate the advantages of the Egypto-Iranian
initiative. It would, Turthermore, make it rossible to put an end to the
nilitary escalation in the Nedlterfanean and would facilitate the establishment

of an era of co-operation and peace among the countries of the region that love

peace and justice. We believe thet this task should be inspired by
the conclusive experience of the Latin American States which, by sustained
efforts, managed to set up & system which guarantees the total absence of

nuclear weapons in their region. The positive results which the Latin American
countries have achieved are encouraging. On thisz cccasion we wish to express to
them our best wishes for success in thic noble task.

It is the principle of Tunisia to support every initiative intended to
promote peace and security throughout the world. It is in this context that

we likewise support the Pakistani proposal to establish a nuclear-free zone

W

in South 4sie. I am sure that this initiative will constitute the indispensable

cmplement to the Egvpto-Iranian proposal.

We are pleased to take note, too, of the reiterated statements of

regarcing the peaceful uses of its atomic energy.

rity wh

Concurrently with the establishment of zones of peace and security

are free from nuclear weapons, the international community should redcuble its

feS S

efforts to prchibit the manufacture and use of chemical and bacterio

[N
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weapons. We hope that in the near future the international comrmunity w

to conclude an international convention prohibiting chemical and
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weapons. Ve must urgently prohibit not only the use but above all the .
reanufacture of such weapons which endanger the very existence of human life.
My delegation notes with horror the rapid development in +the world
of all kinds of sophisticated and deadly weapons. At the request of the
Soviet Union, a new question has been included in the agenda, namely, the
prohibition of action to influence the envifénment and climate for military
and other purposes, incompatible with the maintenance of international
security, human well-being and health.

Lt seems to me that that proposal deserves to be considered. The
incalculable threats to mankind and its environment because of the discovery
and improvement of these new technigues, requires that we be continually
vigilant. A thorough study of this new Soviet proposal is necessary,
rarticularly at a time vhen we are endeavouring to protect man and hnis
rvironment. The world has known, and is still experiencing, sufficient natural
catastrophes fTor the international community not to remain indifferent at
the deliberate use of the climate and natural phenomena for military purroses.

Tt is painful to note that,at a time when all energy should bé’
robilized to combat underdevelopment throughout the world, certain
countries continue to ‘invest considerable sums for the improvement and
manufacture of devastating weapons. Would it not be more logical to devote
that capital and the recent.technological gigcoveries to the improvement of
the human condition?

In condemning nuclear tests we must think not only of the elimination
of the danger which threatens our planet, but also consider that this scurce
of energy would be more profitable were it to be used solely for peaceful
and creative purposes. The purpose of our action must be the econonic
develcopment of man and human progress. KNuclear energy used for peaceful
purpcées could be an invaluable support in accomplishing that task. We are
convinced of the usefulness of nuclear energy as an instrurent for development
anh progress. Our opposition to nuclear testing is not addressed to the

source of energy but is directed against its use for military purposes..

.
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We wish to ouote the following paragraph from the introduction to the report

™

of the Secretary-General tc the Assembly at this session:

"The hope has been widely expressed that the gradual improvement
of the international situation would lead to more decisive progress also
in the field of disarmament. It is certainly true that the last few years\
have seen a proliferation in the number of bodies dealing with disarmament,
both inside and outside the United Nations. But the increased activity
has not led to the kind of effective action that is so urgently needed.’
(A/9601/6dd.1, p. 15)

The conclusion on which Mr., Kurt Waldheim invites us to meditate has been

confirmed once again by our debate. An impressive number of pronosals have
been submitted to our Committee this year. That is proof of the profound
concern of Governments regarding military steck-piling. A1l spezakers who have

preceded me have without exception spoken of the growing threat which endang

m
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the int e?nﬂtlonal conmhnlty

However, there are profound &wvcvpen es ﬁ'er'it coﬂes to breséribing a
remedy. It seerms To us then that the difficulty resides in the choice of the
method 1o be followed to resolve this grave problem. From our debate,it
is clear that there is almost unanimous agreement in regard to the following

dez
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First, the arms race continues to absorb immense resources and efforts
at the expense of the economic, social and cultural develorment of peoples.
Secondly, this situation is a result of the continuing tension which
prevails in international relations as a consequence of the persistence of
conflicts in the Middle Last, Asia, Africa and elsevhere. Thirdly,
any effective action in the field of disarmament reguires the active
participation of all States, partlcularlv those possessing nuclear weapons.
Fourthly, until & gilobal solution is reached it is urgent to implement whatever
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proposals are made, even if
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It is indispensable to move forward. The establishment of denuclearized
zones or the prohibition of certain types of weapon might enable us not

to remein in a dangerous immobility.

o
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The problem of disarmament, as the debate this year once again proves;
reguires a common will without which no serious achicvement can be
contemplated. It seems that we are all in agreement on the objectives
tc be reached, but there are divergences in the ccurse to be followed.

Ve believe that the adoption of an effective and realistic method depends

on pclitical agreerent whic% is at present lacking, particularly among

the nuclear Powers. The absence of political agreement among the nuclear
States is a major obstacle to the convening of g wsorld disarmament conference.
e believe that the international ccrmunity shbuld at present direct its
ef'forts tc achievines a meeting of minds among the nuclear Powers. And finally,
success depends largely on our ability to prepare a common political

latform which would be the basis of our future work.

o]

The CHATRMAW: It will be great pleasure for me to convey the

kind remarks made by Ambassador Driss to Ambassador Ortiz de Rozas.

Mr. RAHARIJAONA (Madagascar) (interpretaticon from French): This

is the second time I have spoken in this Committee and I cannot refrain
from expressing to the Chairman of the Committee, yourself and your fellow
officers the sincere and very warm tribute of the delegation of Madagascar
because of the authority, competence and effectiveness ¥ith which you have
been conducting our proceedings.

On the eve of the closing of the general debate on the 12 agenda items
submitted to our Committee under the general title of "Disarmament™ the
delegation of Madagascar does not wish to give way to concern or even to

anxiety mixed with indignation or to discouragement.
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Are we once again going to confine ourselves to a reiteration of energetic
recomrendations, when we well know nothing very concrete will ever be
done about them? Are we, in ingenuous enthusiasm, going to adopt resclutions
that will‘simply swell the fileé of moral decisions that are entirely
unenforceable and to which we can unfortunuaiely only epply the lapidary phruse
used by Cardinal de Retz concerning non-applied juridical rules: “Unenforceable
laws fall into disrepute.”

Are we once again going to put on our blinkers in the presence of facts
s0 obviocus that we need no expert report to corroborate them? And are
we merely going to devote ourselves assiduously to the study of the future
hypothetical dangers that will provide more than one committee with
inexhaustible material for endless discussions? ‘

Certainly, kowever scant they may be in this vital area, grounds fer
satisfaction should not be overlooked. My delegation sets a very high value
on the proéer funétidning of international institutions_and the strengthening
of international security -- too high a value to refrain from mentionihg‘
certain facts which may give rise to some hope.

Thus, among other things, the Madagascar delegation has noted with
particular interest the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on the World Disarmament
Conference, which was presided over with such distinction and competence
by Ambassador Hoveyda. We pay a particular tribute to the authors of that
report, which we very much hope will constitute a decisive stage on the way
towards the rapid convening of a world conference, which has been recommended
by the non-aligned countries since 1961.

The Madagascar delegation has also noted with rcatisfaction the resumption
of the Strategic Arms Limitation Talks in Geneva, and has noted with irterest
the texts of +the international agreements between the United States and
the USSR, arrived at between 27 June and 3 July 1974, on iimitations on the
underground testing of nuclear arms, the limitaticn of anti-ballistié missile
sysbems, and the use of the most effective measures te eliminmate the dangers

presented by the use of technigues of influencing the envircuizent for milivary

purposes.
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The lulugucy delegation also considers interesting the initiative taken
;0 trin- about a prohibition of action to influence the enviromment and climate
for military and other purposes incompatible with the maintenance of international
security, human well-being and hewlth. We rezerve cur richt to rc oo b
e ticrn at oa later stage.

Generally speaking, the international community zan tcke some sat'sfacticn
in the »rogress achieved in recent years in the area of peaceful coexistence and

tente, in the reasur~s dcal-rned to limit or prevent the use of certuin wearons,

in verticular bacteriological wcarcns, and in treuties such as, in particuvlar,

Q

r=toorchibiting the erplecem-nt of arrs of rusg destiruction cn the sgea-be
4 tke ¢eean floor.
IT those facts can to any extent give us hope, they do nothing whatecever
20 relieve the concern of the lalugusy delegation -- concern, even anxiety,
shared, I am convinced, by the entire international cormunity, and particularly

v the poorest countries.. How can ve. suppress our concern when we see the vast

-~

nd 21 ccwing far retween the wiskes of cur ccuntries and the
resolutions of our Assewbly, on the one hand, and the actual state of aifalrn 4in
he field of disarmament, on the other?
The main danger we now face is that posed by nuclear arms. On
5 Ocicher 1972, addressing the Ceneral aAgcerbly, Ccrrander Didier Ratsirake,
“te ludarzccar Minicter for Torelgn affalrs, stated:
" while we note with roticsfecticn the lLoscow Agreerent of May 1972
on the limitation of strategic weapons, it still is a fact that the
limitation on the instaellation of anti-ballistic missiles and the
establihsment of a numerical ceiling for offensive missiles should have
been accompanied by a concomitent limitation on the qualitative increase
in the'nuclear arsenals of the super-Povers.
"In other words, we whole-heartedly insist upon ... TEC Urgent need
for general and complete disarmsment. e also advocéte the holding of a
world conference on disarmament the main objective of which would be the
destruction of all nuclear weapons and all weapons of mass annihilation,”

(2055th meeting, Fp- =6-41)
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On 3 October 1973, he again expressed his concern by stating:
"We are ... gratified that a bipartite agreement has been reached
between the Soviet Union and the United States on the prevention
of nuclear war., But here again we carnot give way to unqualified
Jubiliation. That agreement does not in particular solve, in a
global way and with respect for the sovereignty and equality of
all States, large, medium-sized or small, the preblem of the
diversification of nuclear weapons and weapons of mass destruction
or their stockpiling, nor does it solve the problem of nuclear
testing. In this connexion, we expect the SALT negotiations to
produce more positive results; otherwise security may well turn
out to be an illusion.” (2139th meeting, p. 59-€0)

He added:

"Since disarmement is something that concerns us all, not only
the super-Fowers and the military blocs, we are more than ever
convinced of the nced to create co%ditions that will be propitious-
for the achievement of complete and immediate disarmament." (Ibid.)

And it was at its last regular session, in 1973, that the General Assembly
in resolution 3078 (XXVIII), ccndemned nuclear-weapons testing and, in
resolution 3184 (XXVIII), once again appealed for general and complete
disarrerent. Since then, rot only has progress been disappointing but the
daxiger itself bas grown. How can we suppress our anxiety when we learn of
the composition of the nuclear-arms arsenal of one of the super-Powers; when
vie learn that one of the super-Powers has increased the number of its

land-based ballistic missiles, while the other has considerably improved the
f
)

|

gquality of its armaments by developing multiple independently targeted re-entry
vehicles; when we see that the military budgets of the two super-Fowers have

been growing from year to year to an extent clearly out of proportion with

o

=
‘.l

ising prices or the needs of national security, and when we see the guantitati
increase in arms being accompanied by, if one may so put it, a qualitative

improvement in armaments?
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the cloistered, serene but often wholly unrealistic atmosphere which prevails
in our disarmament discussions while the facts themselves contrive to make our
task ever more difficult.

But this is a task ocur Organization must carry through to its final
conclusion: general and complete disarmament. In that context, the Malagasy
delegation repeats its support for proposals for the creation of a nuclear-free-
zene in the Middle Fast and proclamation of a denuclearized zone in South Asia.
We shall support any effort to make effective the denuclearization of Africa,
WJould draw to the attention of the international ccmmunity resolutions
3079 (XXVIII) and 2286 (XXII) concerning the signing, ratification of the

Additional Protocols to the Treaty of Tlatelclco.
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This Treaty provides inter alia for formal commitment on the part of the States
parties not to acquire and not to manufacture nuclear arms, and Zor

the pcssibility of carrying out explosions of nuclear devices for peaceful
Purposes -- measﬁres which are likely to commend themselves to nations which - -
are concerned to create "peace zones" within their resiective regions.

The Madagascar delegation has always placed a very high value on the
permanent, close and logical link which should exist between the strengthening
of international security, disarmament, the liberation of territories under
domination, economic development and the establishment of a new economic order
in the cense of the resolutlons adopted by the Ceneral Ascermbly at its
sixth special session.

It is within this context that we have studied with interest the report of
the Secretary-General submitted at the twenty-eighth session on the economic
and social consequences of the arms race and military expenditures and the
report of the Group of Consultants submitted by the Secretary-General in document
A/9TT0.

But we must cnce more express our concern when we see thet here,
too, hopes are scanty if not non-existent, andithat the Special Ccommittee created
to distribute the funds released has not held any meetings, nor does it seem
likely that it is going to be able to in the future, we are
to believe the report sutritted bty the Secretsry-General in
document A/9800.

This failure among so many others comes at a very bad time, at the very time

when the internationsl community hes to face up to & particularly serious
economic situation, of which the poorest will agsin be the main victime.
ive to the

on to

Iy
}_}
o

Is there no other encouragerent or other ceonsola

countries which are calling in a cpirit of economic Jjustice for the establishrernt

of a new economic order than this modest phrase which find in resoclution

3075 (X0IIT) of the General Assembly:
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"Considers that the constant awareness and the continuing review of
the effects of the arms race and of military expenditures, especially in
the nuclear field, could facilitate future negotiations on disarmament:"
(Gqural Assembly resolution 3075.(XXVIII), para. 3)

We refuse to believe that the international community can long content itself
7ith such euphemisms, and we are convinced that it will provide a courageous
and just answer which the developing countries are looking for.

Now, and to keep to essential matters, how can we fail to express our
disappointment, how can we suppress our anxiety when we see how little progress
has been achieved within the framework of the Conference of the
Committee on Disarmament.

One of the gquestions of the greatest interest to the Madagascar delegation
is that of the application of the Declaration of the Indien Ocean as a
ere cf FPeace.

Speaking in the Assembly on > October 1973, the Foreign Minister of

scar rziged this fundzmental problem for the first time, in these terms:

o

foul
Q
m
ir. p]
o

"The creaticn of zones of peace similar to that which is planned
for the Indian Ccean would undoubtedly be one of the instruments which we
could use to achieve our goals of disarmament, peace and security.
Actually, in the case of the Indian Ocean, the creation of a zone of
peace would make it possible for the countries concerned to get together
in order to establish co-operation based on genuine mutual trust.

"Outlawing the preseat race -- which in fact éravs heavily on the
theory of spheres of influence -- would make it possible for the
utilization of the material resources of the countries in that area for
purely peaceful purposes. It would make possible the guarantee of
independence and the genuine sovereignty of those countries without risking

Girect or indirect interference.” (4/PV.2139, p. 61)
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That statement still remains the underlying foundation of the unvarying
attitude of my country to the question of the Indian Ocean as a zone of peace.
My delegation would like to take the opportunity to pay tribute to the hard
work done by the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indien Ocean. We have noted with
interest the information gathered under the Committee's directives. Alth;ugh
we were somewhat surprised by the nature of the sources of information used,
we recognize that the subject 1s not an easy one to comprehend, and that in any ¢
the information gathered in this way will help to strengthen its conviction

o

that the Indian Ocean continues to be ihe chosen arena for the rivalry of the
great Powers.

It is incidentally with this in mind that my Government published a
communiqué which was issued following the announcement of the United States-
United Kingdom project to expand port and air installations on the
island of Diego-Garcia. That communigué was distributed as a document of our
Assémbly in document A/9585. I will remind the Committee of its concluding
words:

"The Government of the Malagasy Republic:
"Reaffirms its most vehement opposition to any policy of ‘zone of

influence' and hegemony and also to any construction of military bases

outside natinnal territory.
"Appeals to all the forces of peace and progress throughout the world,
particularly to the non-zligned countries and to the members of the OAU,

to bring pressure to bear on the United States of America and the United

Kingdom so that they abandon their project.
"Requests all the great Powers and the 'super-Powers' to do everything

they can to strengthen peace and security in the zone of the Indian Ocean -

which has so far escaped military conflict -- particularly at a time when
active effcris are being made to restore peace and tranguillity in the

nzizkhouring area of the Middle East." (A/9585, Annex, p. 2)
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Confirming the terms of this communiqué, our Head of State, Gererel
Gabriel Ramanantsoa stated at the second summit meeting of the Crgarization of
African Unity in Mogadiscio:

"Scre great Powers are trying to disturb the tranquillity of the
ocean which surrounds us contrary to the decision of the United Nations
making a zone of peace out of this ocean. In injecting their quar-els
between the rich nations, they are trying to force us against our will to
defend a cause which is not our own."

Our geographical position and the value we place on our security have
pronpted us to make our ccntribution to this work here, without pr Judize,
however, to the debates and discussions which will be taking plece in specialized

bodies or committees.

Fa

My delegation feels that we have now arrived at the stare of Aic~nesin
modes of action, and we suggest four guiding principles for
future action in the area of the Indien COcean:

Firsé, the probleirs of the Indian Ceean-must not be Triton oo
and studied plecemeal. They should be approached in a global fashion. But
with regard to disarmament, priority should be given to measures tc cnsure
security and maintain peace, without losing sight of the developrent Lceds
of the countries concerned.

Secondly, initial efforts should concentrate on concerted sction on the
part of the countries concerned ~- the coastal and the hinter
which bear the primary responsibility, with a view to creatin. - NS

genuine ard mutual confidence.
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Thirdly, it is necessary to_work-on the clarificetion of certazin definitio:
for example, the definition of a denuclearized zone, s land-locked country, angd
on -- and also on the geographical delimitation of the region concerned. i

Fourthly, henceforth any &dctivity for military purposes which is liable
to jeopardize peace and security in the area should be prohibited.

The delegation of Madagascar is in any case convinced that the creation
of peace zones can constitute an effective means of Strengthenjng international
security and cannot possibly be, as some pecorle have said here, = limited and
partial measure contrary to the international practice of the law of the sea
or 'a discriminatory one.

Obviously it is not possible to cover in a single statement all the importe
items before uc. Howevgrg I should not like to pass over in silence the propose

designed to achieveaprohibition of action to influence the environwent and

climate for military and other purposes incompsitible with the meintenancs of ‘
international security. humen well-veing and health., Tnat proposal will receive
ire sunmort of our delegation. I shall Jeave it to those who are better guelif:
tnan T em to corment on the draft convention before us znd particularly to analy
its scienti®ic and technical aspects.
I should 1ize “¢ Zrev the attention of the Committee to the danger which

may exist for the develoning countir’es which are anxious to protect their
neturel resources and to motili.. . 1 exclvzively for the well-being of their

own people and of mankind, the danger of {ue pcssible developrent of meteorologi

gecophysical or other scientific procedures wi:ich could dawaze, modily, divert or
annihilete portions of those natural resourcss, whether thsy we OO
in the sea. The same danger, incidentally, may threaten the zesocur.es recently
defined in a General Assembly resclution as constituting part of the comron
heritage of mankind. That is why the iadagascar delegation believes that we
should condemn or prohibit not only all actions for military purposes but also

any economic aggression the effect of which might be a reduction of the ecconomi

potential of a nation,
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The delegation of Nadagascar has not %Tfempted to concer . 1o coozern anxiety
¢nd scepticiem regarding the continuing efforts, stubborn but futls, of the
internstional community to banish from our universe military rivalrie-, terror
end the perpetual threat of a conflagratior which might very w:11 - <the lasgt,
but we should like in-.conclusion to reaffirm,ogr great confidence in intexnacicnal
instituvions. We are perfectly well aware, as indeed many delegatiors have
reminded us here, that the essential elements of & real solution for ilz problems
of general and complete dissrmament are to be found in the will of the super: Fowers
10 respect the wishes of the vast majority of mankind and to seck security, nocce
and ecconomic Justice.

However, we cannot concede that those who have neithoer the meais nor the
desire to devote themselves to an arms race should be excluded fror the
international debate on disarmament. We therefore endorse the reeffirmation
in General Assembly resolution 3185 (XXVIII) that

"... all States have the right to participste on a basis o. zguality in

the settlement of major international problems in accordance with the

Principles of the Charter so tnat peace and security will be based on -

effective respect for the sovereignty and independence of cach State

and the inalienable right of each peovle to determinc its own destiny

freely and without outside interference, coercion or pressure'.

We shall continue to seek, alongside the countries of the third world,
particularly the African States and countries of the non.aligned group, any

solution vhich could make our common work significant end geruinely

- The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of !ladagascar for the kind

words he addressed to the officers of the Committese.

[P

there have been continuous rounds of negotiations for ending the arms racs,

Ir. AIWAR SANI (Indonesia): Since the end of the Second World War

Hundreds ¢f meetings have been held , at which millions of words have been
uttered. There have been negotiations on disermeament and ayws limitiation in

Geneve, in Helsinki, in Vienna there have been discussicns in this Ascerbly
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and elsewhere. Efforts are being made fpr the convening of a world disarmamen
conference and the membership of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmamen
has been enlarged.
All those diplomatic labours have indeed not been without positive achieve

They have resulted in such arms limitation agreements as the 1959 Antarctic
Treaty, the 1963 pertial test-ban Tresty, the 1967 outer cpace Treaty, the 196¢
non--proliferation Treaty, the 1377 Convention on the Prohibition of Bioclogical
Weapons, and other agres=ments. I would be the last to say that those achievemer
were not imyportant. However, they are not really disarmament treaties. Angd,
whatever their virtues may be, it is a fact that they have failed to prevent
a very high increase in the stockpiling of armaments. While we are talking
about disarmament, arms expenditure is doubling every 15 yesrs. Nuclear
testing has been stepped up since the 1963 test-ban Treaty. While the

trategic Arms Limitation Talks have been taking place, the nurber of delivers

Amerlcan and Soviet warheads has increased drarstically and the systems of ‘

d=_ivery havQ become 1ncrea51ng1v so%r ticéted. In short, the results of the
eftorts Lo coptrol the arms race, including the much heralded Strategic Arms
Timitazicon Ta.<s, have in reality been illusory as far-ss their effect on
real Gisayuamerst . ~oucevned.

It has become mc:e and 7ore difilcull to escape the impression that

Lol

discussions on disarmament i: tr..° waitteze. and Tor that matter in any other
forum, may perhaps be just an exercizeo i1 7. 1ity. Tn this Organization, we
have, year after year, gone through the =ity . of pskine statement after

statement repeating more or less the same arguments, rc’loved by the adoption
of resolution after resoliution, a~rd *the only result has hezis th=z lnoressing
intensification of the arms race, not only quantitatively but alsc
qualitatively as to the destructive capemcity of wezpous.

There are certainly well -founded reasons for blaming the big nuclear
Powers for the failure sc far to achieve real disarmament, since those Powers
have continued not only to pile up more arms, nuclesar as well as conventicnal,
but also to imprbve con the deadliness of the weapons they already possess.
However, we would be less than candid if we failed to point out that wany
medium--sized and smzll nations have also, each for its own reasons, found

it necessary to increase their armaments as soon as they have had the means

bete

or the cpportunity to do so.
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As I stated earlier, efforts towards disarmament &nd arms limitation
undertaken since the Second World War have not been without results, though

N0t 50 much in the sense that the world has indeed started to disarm or that

we have really succeeded in limiting arms. The big Powers are apparently aiming

rore at achieving perity than at disarmament. The m=in results of disarmament

efforts gre perhaps to be found in the fact that to a certain extent they have been

instrumental in preventing the outbreak of armed conflicts between the big
Povers and have helped to create a certain atmosphere of détente. Though
Thysical conflicts between the big Powers have been avoided, apparently nothing
mucn can be done to prevent the outbreak of armed confrontations between the
Em"lle: nations, as if making those smaller nations the testing grounds for

new types of weapons.

All those factors have led my delegation to wonder whether the continuing
discussions on disarmament in this Committee can realistically be expected ever
to achieve their aims, since apparently every country which is in a position
or has the opportunity to do so continues to increase its armaments. That lerds
Iy delegation to wonder whethérroﬁr proceedings are merely intended to give _
an opportunity for us to air our feelings of impotence and frustration, without
our being convinced of their practical usefulness towards real disarmament.

We continue to express our concern about the increasing arms race and we continue

to talk about disarmament,while in fact we should like to arm ourselves as soon

as we have the means or the opportunity to do so.
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My remarks may have a pessimistic ring, but I should like to assure the
Committee that Indonesia is genuinely interested in the continuation of secrious
efforts towards achieving concrete disarmament, both in the sphere of nuclear
weapons and in that of conveéntional arms. iy delezation believes that in order
to proceed in a more fruitful manner we should not fail to recognize our
failure so far to achieve real disarmement. Ve should, furtlhernmore, devote
our efforts to analysing our failures and formulating concrete measures to
overcome them. Perhaps the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, now
that 1its membership has again been enlarged, will be able to pley more
effectively the role that has been assigned to it.

It is in that spirit that Indbhesia expresses its continued support for
further efferis to achieve disarmement, efforts that we hope will lead towards
sreater security for nations, big and small towards the elimination of vars,
big and small:, and towards arrestins the continued increase of the =
and sale of weapons that have so .gravely prejudiced the ‘seAcuri‘ty of

Indonesia, like any other developing country, cannct but be in
genuine disarmament. Ue need the means and resources at our disposal
development purposes, in order to bring about material and spirituz
for the people in the implementation of the principle of social
has been one of the promises of independence.

Allow me now to make some remarks on the question of tne
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fy delegation has on earlier occasions already expressed its support for
the idea of convening a world disarmament conference. I had the opportunity to
elaborate on my delegation's views before this Committee during the twenty. seventh
session of the General Assembly. Those views remain valid. It is the opinion
of my delegation that we should not act with undue haste but should convene a
vorld disarmament conference only after vwe are reasonably assured, on the basis
of careful preparatory work, of its chances 0f success. At the same time,
we strongly believe that we should continue to make serious efforts to achieve
concrete progress in this admittedly difficult preparatory work. We believe,
furthermore, that if the conference i5s to produce constructive results, the
participation of all nuclear Powers is an absolute necessity. What is even more
important is the readiness of those Powers not only to participate but to do
so in good faith. t is generally recognized that the main cause of lack of
progress in disarmement has been tue lack of any genuine effort on the part of
the big Powers. One of the basic requirerents for achieving meaningful progress
in disermament is the existence of a genuine political will among the nuclear
Powers. They should agree on the Leasures necessary to abolish all weapons of
nass destruction, as a first ster towards general disarmament. It has been said
that once the political will exists, the forum for negotiation is irrelevant.
The absence of such political will, however, would make the efforts of this
Cormittee irrelevant.

tlay I nowv comment on the draft resolution aiming at the reduction by
10 per cent of the military budgets of the permanent members of the Security
Council and the utilization of part of the funds saved to assist developing
countries. iy delegation continues to support the idea. At the same time,
we riaintain our scepticism, which ve expressed in last year's debate, with
regard to the practicability of the idea so long as its implementation is made
conditional on the agreement of all the permanent members and none of them is
prepared to give the good example without waiting for the others to do so.
Another item which is of great concern to my delegation is the implementation

of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace. My delegation notes

&

with satisfaction that some procress has been made by the Ad Hoc Committee

not only in prepering its report bul alsc, end perticulerly, in adopting by
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consensus the draft resolution that has been submitted to this Committee. Such
progress has been made possible by the able guidance of the Chairman of the
Ad_Hoc Committee, Ambassador Amerasinghe , and the co -operation and understanding
of its umembers.

The progress achieved so far on the guestion of the Indian Ocean as a zone
of peace has not, I regret to state, been as rapid as we might have wished.
For example, the consultations between the littoral and hinterland States and the
extra -regional Powers envisaged in operative paragraph 3 of teh Declaration
in resolution 2832 (XXVI), proclaimed three years ago, have yet to take place.
lioreover, as the statement of the experts indicates in document A/AC.159/1/Rev.l,
during the past few years there has been a substantial increase in great-Power
naval activity in the Indian Ocean. That activity is inconsistent with the
Declaration, which calls upon the great Powers to halt ‘the further escalation
and expansion of their military presence in the Indian Ocean” (resolution

2832 (XiVI),-para. .2 {(a)).

. Should that escalation continue, it will inevitably

blace the entire concept of the Indian Oceanias a zone of veace in serious
Jeopardy. Vhat is needed now is an understanding between the littoral and
hinterland States and the extra regional Powers to avoid another upward spiral
of pig Power naval rivalry in the Indian Ocean.

It is from that viewpoint that Indonisia Tully endorses the recommendations
contained in the Ad Hoc Cormittee’s report (A/9629) and the draft resolution
adopted unanimously by the members of that Committee. Of particular importance
in this respect is paragraph 4 of the recommendations contained in the revort
and operative paragraph 4 of the accompanying draft resolution, whicn, in
pursuance of the Declaration, requests the littoral and hinterland States of the
Indian Ocean to enter as soon as possible into consultations with a view to
convéning a conference on the Indian Ocean.

The primary objective of such consultations among the coastal and hinterland
states would be to endeavour to define broad areas of agreement among them,
and to formulate a common viewpoint , shared by all, on the implenmentation of the
Decicration. That common viewpoint would become the basis for consultations

and negotiations with the big Powers and the major maritime users of the Indian

Ccean.

—
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I have to admit in all sincerity that the formulation of such & cormon
viewpoint among the littoral and hinterland States will not be an easy task.
Tor will it be easy to bring to a successful conclusion the consultations and
nezotiations with the big Povers and the major maritime users. However, if we
are all earnest enough in;r ouz: ae/s,'ire to put into effect the principles enunciated
in the Declaration, we shall ultimately be able to reconcile our differences
and to establish an acceptable basis for common action. But we must make a

concrete start.
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Another question of considerable importance is the issue concerning
the creation of nuclear-free zones. It is encouraging to note that at the
Present session of the General Assembly we are discussing, in addition to
the establishment of a nuclear-free zone in Latin America, the concept of
establishing similar zones in the region of the Middle East and South Asia.

My delegation welcomes the initiatives taken by the delegations of Egypt,
Iran and Pakistan.

As has been indicated in the past, my delegation has consistently supported
the concept of the creation of such nuclear-free zones. It is the opinion
of my delegation that the establishment of nuclear-free zones in various
parts of the world will make an important contribution to the limitation of
the nuclear arms race and will thus constitute a significant step towards
the strengthening of the structure of peace and security at the regional and the
global level.

It has always been the view of my delegatign that co-operation and
agreement between the countries in a region should pléy'a crﬁcial role in the
attainment of regional objectives. Therefore, the establishment of nuclear-free
zones will ultimately depend upon the co-operation and understanding among
the countries of the region concerned. It is for this reason that wy
delegation would suggest that the countries of the region shculd enter into

consultations for the purpose of implementing that concept. Those consultations

could deal, among other things, with such problems as the geozraphical definitiow
J

of the zone, the rights and obligations of the parties involved, the security ‘
interest of the countries in the region and other relevant problems. As far
as Indonesia 1s concerned, it has always been our position the when confronted
with issues concerning s region we are primarily guided by the vievs
of the countries of that region. With rsgard to the specific proposals to
establish nuclear-free zones in the liiddle East and South Asia, we ars very
much interested in hearing the views of zll the countries of those regions.

In conclusion, I should like to address myself briefly to an item which
ny delegation considers to be Very important, namely, item 103, on the
prohibition of action to influence the environment and clinete for military
purposes incompatible with the maintenance of international security, human

well-being and health, which has been put on the agende on the initiative of

the Soviet Union.
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The significance of this item has been thoroughly and convincingly
éxplained by Ambassador Malik of the Soviet Union. Indonesia considers the
Soviet proposal to be an important initiative as it deals with a problem which
is of great concern to the international community, namely, the preservation
of the environment for all mankind. Such measures for the preservation of
the environment, if adopted, would at the same time constitute another step..
forward in the efforts to limit the arms race.

Indonesia has no difficulty in supporting the Soviet proposal. The
draft convention annexed to the draft resolution merits serious study. My
delegation would like to stress that nothing in the proposed measures should
impede the efforts of States in the field of economic, scientific or
technological development for the purpose of the preservation and improvement
of the environment for peaceful purposes.

In this connexion, my delegation would iike to draw the attention of the
Committee to the remarks made by Ambassador Yango of the Philippines in his

statement in this Committee on the destructive potential of tropical

storms which have so often caused great destruction in his country.

Mr. DOSUMU-JOHNSON (Liberia): Permit me, Sir, through you, to

add the voice of my delegation to the V;}ces of those that have congratulated
fmbassador Ortiz de Rozas on his elevation to the chairmanship of this
prestigious Committee. We supported his election in the firm conviction of
his ability and sagacity to lead our deliberations to a successful conclusion,
and his performance since then has strengthened that conviction. We wish also

to congratulate you personally, Sir, and your colleagues, the other Vice-Chairman

and Rapporteur. We assure the officers of the Committee of our whole-hearted

co- oneration.
Let me say at the outset that full and complete disarmament by a new

approach is the highest aim of the Liberian Government, for we do not think

that one can put new wines in old wineskins.
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In the history of human society one of the most instructive lessons is
that the idea of getting together, knowing each other, and working as a team in
co-Operation is & necessary factor in all areas of development. HNevertheless,
man's inveteraterang implagable foe throughout his period of evolution is his
refusal to subordinate self to the interest and well-being of mankind generally,
a refusal that gives rise to misapprehensions, avarice, national political
confrontations, distortions and wars.

To correct the political and social imbalance aggravated by two world
wars, the United Wations, as an idea, as a movement and as an institution, was
born to challenge old habits of thought and to redirect or reform existing
conditions to the end that peace and abundant life might prevail over the
cruel forces of national prestige, racial hatred and discrimination, want
and war.

In advocating the universality of the United Nations. the founding fathers
envisaged its survival of the rigours of mediaeval ideological dissension
=né ushered in among men a new world order in whichi that larger part -
of humanity which used to be passive sufferers might become active
participants and effective actors in the pursuit of global peace. _

But as we listen to the opinions of warious delegations, especially

those of the nuclear Powers, we are dismayed. When on 31 October one
representative of a nuclear Power referred to the non-proliferation Treaty

as “a discriminatory, misleading, illusory and in the end, ineffective
instrument” (2005th meeting, p. 21) after six years of its existence; when

we heard the diatribes of two permanent Powers of the Security 7~ '1cil here

in this Committee on 4 November - we cannot believe that their aim is to defuse
the merils of nuclear or bacteriological extermination of the human species.

At the heart of the disarmament problem, in my opinion, is the tendency to
put the cart before the horse, instead of moving beyond cold war fears and
creating the means of achieving new attitudes for the elimination of fears and
netional rivalries -- in essence, a call for self-scrutinizing understanding
of the psychological aspects of the armament dilemma. Disarmament can be

secured only if we first seek confidence, if we first seek trust and mutual

understanding.
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You cannot understand the appréhension of small nations like my own which
Fﬁ no kind even of small arms for police service. Mature reflection '
¢n leads me to the conclusion that smell rations do not have a foreign
blicy in the sense of flexible alternatives: they have merely a molicy
Jf existence, and this policy of existence ultimately depends upon the

¢le of others. Ard these others, as members of the world community, should

r2ke their actions and performences defensible, conscionable and worthy.
Havinz spoken on this issue for many years vast, and relying nov upon

iie dlernosis  of abler speakers before me, it would be superfluous for

“& tc cccupy the Committee's time with a further recital of the history

enl stzatistics of this issue, and I shall refrain from doing so unless

forced Ly future developments. I shall therefore be very brief.

Herbership in the world community implies constructive accowmodation

2% a creetive relationship with all States in the search for a new approach

to werld disarmament on the basis of mutual respect and humanitarianisnm

rethier than ideclogical confrontation and the use of cliché opinions.

-he zlternative to coexistence is co-destruction: Priendship in theory must

rarslated .into friendship in vractice for the good of all menking.

o o+
o

The items on disarmnment on the United Nations agenda since 1945

have been most controversial and will so continue. unless we act like

ven of thousht. . Article 26 of the Charter states:
"In order to promote the establishment and maintenence of
international peace and security with the least diversion for armaments
of the world's human and economic resources, the Security Council shall
be resvonsible for formvlating, with the assistance of the lilitary Staff
Committec referred to in Article 47, plans to be submitted to the Members

of the United Nztions for the establishemmt of a system for the resulation

of armaments.”
However, national prestice has seeminzly negzted this greest ideal.
In the intervenin~ years meny conferences have bteen held and proposals

submitted, YUY Decause of bis-Power rivalries and smell-Power jezlousies no

able formula has been agreed upon and the discussions and debates

ceeome more volitical and sterile. It is now obvious thet the
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responsibility for total and complete disarmament, which is my delegation's
highest priority, rests in the main with the super-Powers which make most of the
deadly weapons of war. Among the super-Powers I include all nations possessing
the potentialities for the manufacture of unconventional arms and nuclear
weapons, for peaceful purposes or for war.

The discussions on a comprehensive nuclear test-ban treaty, the
non-proliferation Treaty and other aspects of disarmament have resulted in
many resolutions., My delegation thinks that the billions of dollars
spent annually for arms should be diverted to the peaceful use and
benefit of a1l renkind, thus suving succeeding generations from the scourpe-
of another world war.

Work for peace and security is the responsibility of the United Nations,
but Members must divest themselves of bLloc influences or regioral solidarity
so as to understand the raticral will to power or the paranoid delusions
of heads of Covernments. It is not encush to encourage teqhnolpgists to
look at humen problems in disinterested ways. What is necessary‘poday
is a technology of behaviour, a reccnstructed view of goels cnd priorities.
The fate of this world is determined by the values which govern the
decisions of the super-Powers. We have talked too long on test bans,
on nuclear-free zones, on the Strategic arms Limitatiop Talks (SiLT) and on
"other aspects of war. Let us row find a .new approach to peace end confidence,
for in times of emergency ro area will be free, even in terms of ccnventicnal
1zeans. The Second World War was fought in Europe, but what did we see? The
Graf Sree was scuttled in the weters off Montevideo.

Because disarmament involves moral, economic, strategic, political-
and diplomatic implications, it is difficult to achieve instantarneccus
agreerent. The agreements that are achieved are rot always kept for long, but

persistence in the search for an accepteble modus vivendi is a primz facie

assumption  of the merit of our efforts.

The Stratesic Arms Limitation Talks between the United States and the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics will not solve the disarmament problex.

They will arcuse suspicicn and fear of blackrail cn the part of other

|24
D
»
[

States. Hence the tendency to meke various resions nuclear-free zones may

ultimately to horme-mzde bombs.
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D3 . . . }
Different States may project different perspectives of arms control and

AT & ma - . <« . . . . .
@sermament and of the stratesic arms limitation negotiations in progress,

and this is understendable considering pcliticel concerns; geographic

clrcumstances and economic ties. SALT may not allay the fears or

fulfil the hopes of many States, or chanre political atiitudes or slow down

Drogress in veanons development. It is difficult to solve great
intellectual

internatinnal rroblems: +to think otherwise would bhe

arrorance. The most we can do is hope to survive worid problems and

entertein hopefully the confidence that these telks will contain
veapons develorment a2t the margin and, by some personal diplomatic

ocess, increase the depree of control of national Goveraments over
They should never

7

IR

the course of events in their respective countries.

be viewed in the context of attemrting to keep any nstion or State

berrzanently in a position oft political inferiority. If anything, they should

°ring nations closer tosether and ensure their naticnal security.
The urcency of the present situation demands thet immediate steps

-& taXen to convene a world disarmament conference, which my,delegation

vacleheartedly supports, to deter States with nuclear capabilities from

ons from secking, through

W3
€]
o+
o

developing their own stockriles and small

fear, develoyment protection on a recional basis. But, most important, it

wiuld serve as a conference in szarch of the means of ensurins and
;”“”Vl“b trust, confidence and the social development of States without

viich no global disarmament is possible in our time.

Africa hes a great stoke in Aisarnsment and confidence is the key.

cur pguarantee is global Securdiity in which every nation is protected by all

el

other nations.
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While my delegation supports, and should support, all resoluticns on - .
disarmament, however innocuous, and, ipso facto, all declarations and conventions
for regional nuclear-free zones , the impending escalation of nuclear capability
in a world of doubts and distrust should make imperative,-as -the best safeguard
against the annihilation of the world,‘a vigorous effort to make the whole world
a nuclear-free zone, Regionalism invites suspicicn, fear and distrust, especially
when of different ethnic affinity.

Money or, if you will, great wealth is the kingpin to the acquisition of
techndlogical exﬁertise and, thereby, nuclear capability. Oil is an important
factor in the accumulation of national prestige, wealth and power, and with it
a new form of geopolitics. In this context Mexico, Iran, the OPEC States, the Ncrth
Sea ccuntries, Nigeria, Indonesia, South Viet-Nem, Malaysia, Taiwan, to name only & :
few, are all destined for the super-Power club because of their expected wealth,
Unless we are wise and act now to ensure world.confidence to direct these new oil

‘States to help mankind to live-better, their natural resources may in time be

applied to the prestigious production of bombs and weapons of mass destruction,
despite assurances of their peaceful uses. In the constants of history, there ave
ever-present temptations to make treaties worthless, unless these treaties are
internationally maintained.

If, as the Founding Fathers conterplatedy the voting patterns in the United
laticas were on merits rather than on polarized ideological blocs, a moratorium
on disarmament discussions would e suggested in favour of a vigorous prosecutic:z
of food-getting and its distribution, on the assumption that no State would vent.r-
to make war on another MNember State with impunity. Nevertheless, when it is
realized that ﬁunger and famine and their concomitants of malnutrition, disease
and death are as challenging as the ravages of war, the great Powers of our world
may be induced to reconsider their disarmament conceptions and subordinate their
great -Power influence to make war to the production and distribution of food
as their highest national and international priority. Altruism is the hallmark
of civilized society. In an interdependeﬁt world, resources must be shared and

concepts of altruism adjusted. The nations of the world need food, shelter and

clothing, not war machines.
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According to former Chancellor Willy Brandt, when hé spoke in the General
| /ssembly in 1973,

"... morally it mekes no difference whether a man is killed in war

or is condemned to starve to death by the indifferenée of others.”

(4/Pv.2128, p. 17)

A moratorium on arms production would generate thousands of millions

cf dollars to create the social and economic revolution necessary to reduce the
stranglehold of third world poverty:; and this is possible only from the idealism,
seifesacrifice, and dedication of the super-Powers in co-operation with the
éev-loping world.

It is a tragedy of our humanity that, even though we know that the road which
vwe have been following is not the right road, we none the less persist in
f21lowing it.

There would have been no super-Powers adamant on a ban of anuclear weapons, if

thecs guper-Powers did not have satellites among the developing States to support

VISTLT

e-4 cordore *heir -every.act on ideological or so-called ncn-aligned bases. In other
words, they main®ain their super-Pcwer pcstiure técéuse they have iaflexidle - - -
gz 1o encourage treir intransigence.

hile it is the prerogative of each State to do as it pleases within its
national hegemony, as mermbers of the world community they are in the exercise of

‘heir sovereignty cormitied to the well-Teing of the world within self-imposed

It is the considered judgment of my delegation that the five permanent
~exlers of the Security Council, and all prospective nuclear Powers, will participate
£41%y in the work of the coming disarmament conference as an earnest indication
of their genuine interest in the social, economic and peaceful pglitical benefit
:nd security of the third world and so cbviate some of the extravagant
sreculations engendered by misplaced confidence and divisiveness.
Disarmament, I assure you, will not with the best intentions be easy
i. achieve; it may be traumatic, even catastrophic, with great stress on the

Lo

iu- cyrnationzl political fsbric. The crucial thing to do now is to create a

cacaful order for an increasingly interdependent world. This will require a new

Lo

on of leadership, understanding and generosity of spirit without parallel

m
n
N
M
+
&
[

i +he history of internaticnal political practice.



RG/16
68-70

A/C.1/PV.2013

(lr. Dosumu~Johnson, Liberia)

Permit me to close my staterment with a story entitled "Dedicated to

those in search'':

"Once our Master, Rabbi Hayyir

"A man had been wandering about in the

o f Zane,

3

told us this parable:

forest for ceveral days

to find the way out. Finally, he saw a man approaching him in the
distance. His heart was filled witl ‘"o eas T OsRGLI surely find out
which is the right way out of thic forcc* | he thought Lo himself. VWhen

they neared each other, he asked thve man ,

‘Brother, will vou please tel]

me the way out of the forest? I ho teen vandering abouy in he.e Jov
several Cays and I am unable to fir.d ry way out.’

"Said the other man to-him, 'B: :ther, I do not know the way out
either, for I too have been wandering about in Lere for meny Gays.
But this much I can tell you. Do not po ti: e, that I have gere, ior
I know that it is not the way. WNow wome, let s seaich for the weay ~uk
together.’

."Our Mas-ter édded: Sc it ds with uS Lo Atlxin‘g} thet each cne
of us knows is that the way ve have beer gct ..~ 177 novw 1s not *re vay,
Now Come, let us join hands and lecck for the wey tcgether.’

While reserving my delegatior's riglLt to

if it

draft resolutiocns tecomes noliosary, id

Conference of the Committee or IMoarmarment wi

of disarmament conferences and instiuuticins and evcive

rie

)

e
S

Zd

C

genuine disarmament and internstional
nd

world polarized between cormunism a C

political nomenclatures, disarmament demer 3s

apital

spearn again on the relevant
hat the

voat wisi

in the lst rinth

is our fer

11 rut its hapds

vays to global détente,

Heari in mind that wz live i.

R b

r ooy
TN s

ism, =clantific socialism ar  cother

delicale hendling and altruism.
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The CHATRMAN: I thank the representative of Liberia for his

very kind words addressed to the Chairman and officers of the Committee. We

heve thus concluded thé list of speakers for this morning's meeting but,
Anbassador Templeton of New Zealand has asked to speak, in accordance

with the procedure established by the Committee, in order to introduce a draft
resolution which was distributed this morning. I therefore callgonh;he

representative of New Zealang.

Mr. TEMPLETON (New Zealand): Mr. Chairman, as this is the first

cccasion on which my delegation has raised its voice in this Committee this

vear, I should 1like to congratulate all its officers most warmly on their

election.

I am grateful for the opportunity to speak very briefly at this stage, in
crder to introduce, on behalf of the sponsors, the draft resolution in
document A/C.1/L.6E83.

I do not‘propose during this statement to discuss at length the
reasons why my.deiegétioh has again this year considered it necessary to
teke part in the preparation of a draft resolution on the testing of o
nuclear weapons. I shall have an opportunity to say something more on
this subject in the remarks which I hope to make later in the general debate.

At this moment I should merely like to express my great gratification at the
Tact that 15 countries have. so far joined in sponsoring the draft resolution.
There are three countries from Africa, three from Europe, three from Latin
America, three from Asia and three from the South Pacific, namely, Australia,

lew Zealand and Fiji. I should mention that, since the draft resolution was

submitted, the delegation of Colombia has confirmed its intention of becoming
2 sponsor. The geographical spread of this sponsorship is sufficient indication,
I believe, of the fact that the problem of continued nuclear-weapon testing

remains one of deep world-wide concern.

A second feature which gratifies my delegation very much is that sponsors
cf both of last year's draft resolutions have come together to discuss a
single text. I should like to express my delegation's thanks especially to
the delegation of Mexico, which made a number of valuable suggestions
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about the wording of our draft, and is one of its sponsors. My delegation would
very much welcome further éponsors, when delegations have had the )
opportunity to study the text.

I do not think it is necessary for me tc explain ecach parazraph in
the draft resolution, since many of them are in fact self-explanatory. The
preamble sets the scene, as it were, for the operacvive parc, and explains
the reasons why we have found it necezgary Lo Uul :uiw.sd a wraft resolutics
#n such strong ferms. We believe that the world is gravely concerned that

weapons tésting continued in 1974 withoui any siacrening. we velicve that
testing intensifies the arms race and {acilitates thue defelvfmSAt and
proliferation of nuclear-weapons capaci +y. This, in turn, increases the
threat of nuclear war. We are faced. moreover, with the rask that
radio-active contamination frem nuclear expicel ong will lLLave Ccols Guecaces
an irreversible nature for the health of iranrizd, hoth now and i+ ths “uturs.
The operative part of the draft resolution begins by condemning all
‘nuclear tests, wherever thiey may be conducted. -1 -4 ow-iha. sume delegations
will feel that this is strong language 12 use addui <a activity zngaged in
by countries with which many of us have clicse and friendiy relations. 1
wish therefore to make three points about this paragraph:
First, we are not condemning any Government. What we arc condemning
is the holding of nuclear-weaponr tests. Secgndly, ciur draft tlrovghout

is absoclutely fair and even-hansed, It is directed against all testing,

in vwhatever environment it may be condu.tac. raiw. iy, the Assomu..y cGoptsd

a resolution last year by a large uwajoricy weiiu cordemned with the
utmost vigour" all nuclear-weapon tasts. Some may feel, thereiore. that
the language of this paragraph in our draft resolution is excessively
moderate.

The second operative paragraph reflects deep concern that, while testing
continues, we must again record "no progress"” towards a comprehensive

test ban. While we take note of the special report which the Conference of

the Committee on Disarmament

that it has not been able to do more, and especiallv in regard to the

drafting of a comprehensive test-ban treaty.

has made, we must, I tnink, record our disappointner?
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The third paragraph of the draft resolution therefore, as an interim
measure calls upon States which are not yet Parties to the partial test-ban
Treaty to adhere to it. This call has been méde in many previous Assembly
resolutions. My delegation for its part, is very conscious of the
linitetions of this Treaty. Nevertheless, the Treaty exists and is in
force and, pending completion of a comprehensive treaty, an increase in
the number of countries adhering to the partial test-ban Treaty, together
with a voluntary moratorium on all testing in all environments, as envisaged
in operative paragraph 6 of our draft resolution, offers the best opportunity
of making immediate progress towards our final goal of a complete and
comprehensive cesgsation.

The core of our draft reéolution is contained in operative paragraphs b,
>and T. In those paragraphs we emphasize the urgency of concluding a
comprehensive test-ban treaty: we remind the nuclear-weapon States of
their special responsibility to initiate proposals for such a treaty; and
we request the Conference of the Committee on Disarmamen§ to give the
nighest priority to this task. | _

It is our earnest hope that 1975 will be the year in which substantial
rrogress is made towards the conclusion of & comprehensive treaty. It is

in this hope that we commend the draft resolution to the Committee, and

gsk for the widest possible support.

The CBAIRMAN: I thank Ambassador Templeton for his kind words

addressed to the officers of the Committee. I have also noted that

Colombia has become g Bponsor to the draft resolution in docurment

A/C.1/1..683.

I call on the representative of Israel who wishes to exercise his

Mr., ERELL (Israel): It will have been fairly obvious to 2ll those wio

rave listened this morning to the representative from Syria that the mein purpose

cf nis intervention in the debate, if not the only purpose of that intervention,

4
1]

ive the Committee hig views and his feelings on Israel. As is

155 to g
v tion

customery with Syrian representatives there was a noticeable lack of nodera

and civility in the extreme language he used. I trust that for this
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he will be commended by his superiors. It is perfectly clear that he
and the people who sent him here are very sorry that Israel exists and
it is &lso clear that they will do everything they can to bring about

Israel's demise.

The CHAIRMAN: T call on the reﬁresentative of Syria on a point

Mr. AL MASRI (Syrian Arab Republic) (interpretation from Arabic):

The Israelil representative is using language that has no relation
whatsoever to the item being discussed by the Committee and therefore I

ask you, Mr. Chairman, to call him to order.
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The CHAIRMAN: T should like to draw the attention of the

representative of Israel to the remarks Just made by the representative of
the Syrian Arab Republic. I hope he will concentrate on the items under
discussion here in the Committee. As the Cheirman said a few days ago,

ey 3 H
<ty reguire a very constructive approach.

Mr. ERELL (Israel): Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I assure you that

as I proceed my remarks will be at least as constructive as those of

D

e representative of Syria, and I shall certainly refer to

j

disarmament .
The question of Syria's policy with regard to Israel has a very great deal
to do with disarmament, as anyone will readily appreciate. In October 1973,

the Syrian Government and another Government -

The CHAIRMAN: T cell on the revoresentative of the Syrian Arab

Fepublic on a point of order.

Ir. AL-MASRT (Syrian Arab Republic) (interpretation from Arabic):

L) by . - - . - o
The items we are discussing in this Committee are related to disarmament, not

to the foreign policy of specific countries. If the representative of Isreel

vishes to speak on the policy of Syria towards Israel, that subject does not

corcern the Committee at the present time.

The CHAIRMAN: Once again I reguest the representative of Israel to

note the wishes of the Chair. The discussion should and must be concentrated

cn the items under discussion.

Mr. ERELL (Israel): Thank you, Mr. Chairmsn. I should like to

1l

gassure you once again that my remarks will be as clesely related to disarmament

I should 1like to explain that the chances of disarmement in the l’iddle East

ere constantly undermined by the policies ¢f the Syrian Government, vwhich are,

I think is clear to us all, aimed at the destruction of the State cof Isrzel,
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My Government sincerely hopes that the day will come when the Syrian
Government will understsnd that the people of Israel also has the right to exist
and to exercise self-determination. We hope that the Arab empire will one day
appreciate that it has plenty of territory and plenty of opportunities for
peace and for progress, and that it must recognize that the people of- the ‘Bible
has a place to live and flourish in the land of the Bible.

I do appreciate that the fact that Israel continues to exist in all
probability does something to unbalance the minds of certain people in Syria,

If so, T can only regret it. But I assure the representative of Syria that
Israel has no intention to disappear, and it would be well for his Government

to make up its mind that peace and security in the Middle East --

The CHATRMAN: T call on the representative of Syria on a point of

order.

. Mr. AL-MASRL (Syrian Arab Republic) (interpretation from Arabic):

Unfortunately, although I have drawn the Chairman's attention to a point of
order, the Israeli representative continues to disregard the rules of procedure of
the General Assembly. That is nothing strange to the pelicy of his Government,
vaich is known to disregard international law and the Charter of the United
Nations by using napalm and other incendiary weapons.

In my statement I spoke very clearly about the use of napalm by the
Israeli forces against the refugee camps, the Syrian people and other Arab
peoples. That crime is by no meens different from other crimes of
war. It comes within the framework of the agenda items we are discussing.

The CHAIRMAN: I call upon the representative of Israel, who wishes

to speak in exercise of his right of reply.

Yr. ERELL (Israel): What I shall say now will be very brief and very
‘relevant to the items on our agenda.

I should like to remind +the Committee that in 1948 the Secretary-General of

Arsbt Leasgue informed the United Nations officially that the Arab countries

O

th

[
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vere proceeding to launch cn Israel a war it described in a telegram in the
following terms:
"This will be a war of extermination and a momentous massacre which will
be spoken of as the wars of the Crusades and the massacres of the
Mongols.” T
It is obvious from the interventions of the representative of Syria that that
renains the policy of his Government. So long as it does, disarmament in the

Middle East will have little chance of success.

The CHAIRMAN: T call on the representative of Yemen, on a point of

order.

Mr. TARCICI (Yemen) (interpretation from French): I am making this
roint of order to recall once again that a delegate who represents the
authorities that obliterated the name of Palestine from the face of the

earth by the forcé of arms has no right to speak of either peace or disarmament.

The CHAIRMAN: T call on the representative of the Syrian Arab

Republic, who wishes to exercise his right of reply.

.

Mr. AL-MASRI (Syrian Arab Republic) (interpretation from Arabic): Once

egain the Israeli representative is trving to divert the attention of world public
opinion from the terroristic reality of Israel, which was brought into existence
through terrorism and violence. He has again failed to speak ¢f napalm. I

challenge him to deny before this Committee, if he can, that Israel has used

napalm against civilians and against refugee camps in Arab countries.

The CHAIRMAN: I call on the representative of Israel, who wishes to

exercise his right of reply.

Wy, ERELL (Israel): T should simply like to refer the representative of
Svria, who has just asked me about the use of napalm, to tne statements I made
treviously in this Committee on that guestion. Tney are in the record, and I

invite him to read them.
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The CHAIRMAN: I call on the representative of Syria.

Mr. AL-MASRI (Syrian Arab Republic) (interpretation from Arabic): The

statements to which the representative of Israel has referred cannot give the
lie to facts, and the effects of napalm are still to be seen in refugee camps

in Syria and in Egypt. Through such lies he cannot and will not-be able to
divert the attention of world public opinion from the Israeli authorities' crime

of using napalm.

The meeting rose at 1.30 p.m.






