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The CHAIRMAN: I declare open the 190th plenary meeting of the Committee ' on 
Disarmament. 

At the outset, may I welcome the presence in the Committee of ~he distinguished 
Vice-Chancellor and Federal Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Federal Republic of 
Germany, Mr. Hans-Di etrich Genscher . He is a well-known personality , for he has 
been his country's Vice-Chancellor ~ince May 1974. I am s·u~e .~hat ~il members of 
the Committee join me in welcoming him. 

May I also welcome Mr. Jan Martenson, Under-Secretary~General who is in charge 
of the new Department of Disarmament Affairs, and who· · b prea~nt ·today in our midst • 

.. 

I have on my list of speakers for today the representatives· of ·th-e' ' 
Federal Republic of Germany and Sweden. 

I now give the f1oor to the representative of the Feder.a~ .. R~public of Ge~m~ny, 
the Vice- Chancellor and Federal Minister for Foreign Affai.._rs . .t . 

Mr. Hans-Dietrich Genscher. 

Mr . GENSCHER {Vice-Chancellor and Foreign Minister of the Federal Republic of 
Germany) (translated from German): Mr. Chairman , may I first of all extend to you 
my congratulations on your assumption of the chairmanship of this important Committee 
for the current month. I should also like to extend to your predecessor, 
Ambassador Garc!a Robles of Mexico, my sincere congratulations on his receiving the 
Nobel Peace Prize . We ar e all aware that this distinction does honour not only to 
him but also to the noble cause of disarmament for which he has so tirelessly worked. 

Ladies and gentlemen, Mr. Chairman, it i s a special honour for me to address, 
during my visit to Geneva, this important forum in whose work the Government of the 
Federal Republic of Germany has participated actively and intensively ever since its 
accession in 1975. My visit occurs a t a time when this Committee envisages changing 
its designation to "Conference on Disarmament''· I welcome this intention because I 
regard the new name not only as due recognition of the practical work this Committee 
h~s performed so f ar but ~lso as r ecognition of th~ growing importance of this forum, 
which is layin8 important foundations for the long-term process of arms control and 
disarmament by negotiating new generally acceptable agr~ements. 

I wish you, Mr . Chairma n, and a ll the participants 0very succass in this work 
that concerns us all . 

The city of Geneva is a universal symbol of negotia tions aimed at strengthening 
peace and at be.nishing the horrors of 1-1ar. Ever since the Geneva Protocol of 1925 
banning the use of chemical 3nd b3cteriological weapons in wartime, this city has 
been inextricably linked ~ith internationa l arms control and disarmament negotiations. 
Today it is the site of sev~ral highly important ~rms control negotiations which 
people throughout the world are \-latching with gro\o1ing e:<p8ctations, this yenr in 
particular, and which they expect to yield t angible results as soon as possible. 

In this context, there is ~n inner link between the work of the world-wide forum 
represented by the Committee on Disarmament and th~ simultaneous United States­
Soviet negotiations on substantial t·8ductions in nuclear weapons. Together with the 
negotiations in Vienna and Madrid, they combine to form e. comprehensive dynamic 
negotiating proces~ of unprecedented intensity. 
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:Hr. Geriacber, Federal Republic of Germany) 

The Fecleral Gove~nilient:· ttierefore has great expectatioos with regard to further 
developmen~- dur:ing 1983. ·. ' . ..-. · 

. . . . .. ·.·.''. ··. . . . . ... ; .. '• 

It :is determined· to contribute to ensuring that g~nuiJ:le progresa ~curs on the 
way to co-operation, dialogue and disarmament • . . , 

, .. ' . . . 
Only if 'thls t.s achieved can goverrunente and peoples d~vo~~ tbemselvea to' the 

great taaka· fa~ins ' humanity: world-wide development, the struggle against huDser.and 
poverty and protection of the environment. 

.,. 
'the. policy pura.ued by the Federal Republic of Germany O.as . from the very outset . . 

been a ·policy ··ro'r peaoe; .'!'his precept is enshrined in the Ba~ic Law, o~r . . 
Constitution,.· · ' · · 

. 'I .... , ·. , . 

D~sa~ment· and a~s control . are ,integral parts of ~~~·s~uriiY· P91~9Y and th~t 
of the· alH.ance: · As early as 1954 the Fede.ral Reput;>~ic -of G~rmany ;ga~e . it~ .allies 
a contractUal anurance that it WOUl(i not lllanUfacture·. nuclear., .. bacteriolOs;lQal Qr . -.. < 

chemic'ai~··veapoms·. So ·that its renunciation .. or the manufacture· ~()~ , Chemt~l: .. we.ap.oria . ~ . 
can b~"ve-ri't'ied, the Fe<ieral Republ.1c .has ever since ,.then aoQe·pted•· inter.national , .. . , ·~· :. 
on-81t·4S insp·ect'1:6ns ~ which can be carried out without impairi,.ng ~he .. · legitimate ; .. . ·. -
intere$t in preseMin8' business secrets. · · 

The :p~c~ , note of 1966 ·.bY the then-Federal Government ·propo~ed, inter alia· •. the 
exchange of 9b&ervers at mano·euvres -- this was .nine years bef.ore such· a oonfidenoe-
buildins ·~a~·re .- was aSr-eed upQ&i :in the ,Helsinki Final Act. . . : " ,::· · .. · 

Tbe P'ederaf Republic. ~f Ger-~ny is co~itt~d to a col')sistent policy of t~e r. " 
renunelatit,~ ~or force. :·· :.As early as· 1954 , 19 -years before joining the United Nations, 
it sUted t~uit. -; it _would' frame · its policy in. accordance with the pr~n~iples of the 
United Nations'· Charter and committed itself to the obligation .. tO observe , the ban on 
force embodied in Article 2 or the Charter. 

. . 
· this ban on the ·threat or use of force was .the gu~ding princip~e of t~e 

arorementiqned German· peace note of 1966. It is also· a. fundamental 'element or the 
Final Ac~· or : the' Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe and our treaties 
with Mo~·60w~ Warsaw and 'Prague as. well as the Basic Treaty .. with the German ·oemocratic 
Republic. · ·· · 

• ••• 1~ . :; : • 

.. . ' 
·· But· 'lt i~· not sufficient to demand a, policy forswe~ring the use or force, 

embodied in sotemn declarations of . principle_. .. What matters is whether the ban on 
the use of force · is observed in practical . policy. ·: I cannot conceal my deep concern 
at the ract that, especially in th~ past few years, this principle has ~een seriousl1 
violated. A major task incumbent upon everyone responsible is to settle existing 
conflicts by m~ns of. · political soluti.ons -.- -here I have in mind Afghanistan in 
particulfito;. · · 

. ' . .. 
The ban on the use of force is comprehensive. It must apply between all 

countries and regions. It must include the use of force of every type, that is to 
say, it must prevent not only nuclear war but every kind of war. For my densely 
populated country at the interface of the two alliances in East and West, the policy 
of preventing war is a matter of life and death. 
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··· (Mr. Genscher, Federal Republic of Germany) 

I • " • • ~ 4o • • • • • ' . , ' , • ' • ' . • • •:': ' ' •' ! •' • 1 ; ' • • • • ~ '" . • 
''The ' principle ·of a ·comprehensive ban . on the . use of force eQ~.hrined ·in the ., ... .. . .. 

United Nations Charter is the fundament of the security policy. pursued by the · · 
a Atlantic alliance. This c.omprehensive ban on for:-ce mus~ . -9.e. .... applied in. relA-tip~. 

betwe~n ail' bouritrie~r'and r'egions. . . . . ··; ..... · .. ··:· :.. . ' . ., ' ·: 

At i~s ~upun~t . meetil)g . ~l.Q_ in ~OmJ; .On .lP J,tm.e ,198.2 '=- t.~~ .\~~st.~r':l all~~n~~ \', 
solemh~Y- r:'~?ffi,rm~d that· noiie of it~· we·apon~ will ev.er .. be useQ-except. .iP.· r.espo~.s~ , ..... 
to·. a tta' c· k' ·• · · .. . ' · · · · · · · · · · · · 

.~.::' . . 

!J,e ~e1~.9m~ t~e -~~!?~ ~t:t~t. , i .n .. ~he~r. Pr~~l;l.e .. decla,.tfition ' · t~e W,~r!?~!' , P<fc~1 c.ou!\tries 
took" ·uti' ·certain polnts of the :;Jolemn . stateJIIent. by the, .alliance . . ... The .North Atlantic 

• ' • I '. ~· ' f , ' 0 • ' • 1 ! • ' ~ , o ' : • o ,l . o , C • ,.1 , ' . • , _. ' ' , t, , ' ' • 0 
' ,' I 

defence alliance Hl "'ready to examine wnether the Warsaw Pact declaration oPens . . · I: . . ·:" , 

possibilities for applying the principle of the ban on force embodied in the .. · : 
United Nations . Charter even more consistently in relatipns among al~ .States. . . .. 
A r~fiewe<(bindin£(re~t'fiioin~tion . of tb·e . ban, on force co'uid. · c~ns.t'itute 'a cont~ibutio.n "> 

• ' • - •; \t •,, o'l ., : • f • ,' I ' •' • ! • • , •. ,. ,_ • ' • • ' • ' • • o 

to imp~~ving . ~he . +~~er~~ti~~atsitl:l~~i~n · j,f .. it is ob.se~v~~ .b!' ever:r S.~~t~ w_i.t~ _ .r~~a~~ .­
to ey~rY ... o~h~~! S~C1~~ w~tn~p.t . re~er~at~on ~ ~nd_ i .f, ~t th.e s~~e.-. ti~e,. pra~~~.C?l-. .-~t~ps __ ..• 
are tak~~ ·= ~o .. p~~- ~ri ,'.e~~ 

1 
~9 t~e_uae ~( . fprpe ~he~~ it stgl pre'{~ils •. . _. ~:·;~~n~i-~.te;t.~ , . .. . 

policy for .peace requ1.res ~he . reounci~tion ,of the threat of fo~ce .. for,. the . at.tairun~nt . 
of foreigh;_polfcy objective~ ... ': In :' addition./ the baQ.,Pn fc;>rce' . m~·st p~· : giv.en c·~n~·.r·e.t.e: . . :. 
substance by achieving tangible results at arms control negoti.'ations : .,, ' ., " 'I I; 

.. . ' ' ··. . . · . ·. · ·:; . . ·:. . . :: · .. : ( . . •. : •. · ~ .. :·; · . ~ ,r . · .• ! ~. 

Out' a-~m--ia-:-to. obtain.~ s~a~ili\:~y bqt;.h. in ~u~ope and worlqwi,.de at . th.e .. . ,l.,P)ole~t .. . ..... 
possible :'l~vei or· 'armaments:' p~ace ·,with ~v~r· '· rewer. ~eapori's •· - J\rms .. ,con_t .rql. .. a,pd'' . ··. . 
disarmament are the means of · achieving this 'aim. . Everyone making serious e'ff'of.'ts' -.· .. 
to achieve _,p~gre~~ ~t .. ~h~ . <;:urrent;. n.~got~~t~o!'ls, be ,;l.t .~n Gene'(a, V~enna, ... ~_drid or 
Ne~ . Y,o~k :, · k~ow~ '· Ho~(d+t~~<?.~it H~- ~~ ' to. ~ ~p.mina~e aia.tr~s~ . ari~ reconcii,e 40.ritt.t~~-~g~ · .. ' 
interest~ . . .. New .~fforts a:r.e needecl .to . c.reate confiqence. . Concrete .m~asures mus~-~ 
be a~~e~~ _ ..oh .that .,make · t.~e .';~~li~~rY; _c~pdu9,~ of States . c~lcul,able ~n<(thus : .. __ , .: : · - ~ .. · . 
syst~matically reduce distrust. , .. -... ;. 

We noted with s~t;.isfact~9n , th~t 1;he idea of coofidence-~uilding mea.~ur.e;:~ ~g~in 
• • ' , • •, • • ' • • • • ~ • '* \ • • I. \ • ) .. • 

met wi1;h general silP.port a:~ ,ttie .tl:ltr;-ty~seventh sessio~ of,.the Unite9 ija~~cms .... :- .,, ·:· 
General A.s~.em~'IY.: : . :The ,r~sol~tion .on . ~h,is subject ~ ~P~'ls.or~d .. i?Y ~he F,eder.a(~e_p-~kl~c~ . : ;; 
of ,Ge.rmany _toge~h~r with 3;~ . o~~er · <fO\l~Frie~ . ~as unanj,m~u.slr, .. ,adopted •. . .. we. r;~~t9· th~~- . 
as ·an encouraging sign. The -principles and guidelines for confidence-build~n~ . , : ... 
measures, which already enjoy extensive support by the international community~ must 
now be dis~:ussed ~n ~.t:t.e .. Unite~ .Nations ~isa~mament C.~~~-~s~on ~ ..... ,- .We . at~~-... s~_p.Pf.~me~ting 
these efforts Q.y ar:t ihternatio~~l · SYf!lPc;>sium to . b~ neld , .. in .. ,t.he . .E;edera,l ,.Rep~l;>lic of · .~- - =··· . 
GerD;~any i·~ May 1983' wni.ch wil.l ~fford'' scientists froni.'aii over. the'· WQricf, an . . . : .. • :: . 
opp_~·rtunJ.'ty ' to . el~bo.rate .. tt:t.e ~6ncept ot CQn(idence-bulldi~g . measu.re~ . and . in P~rticul.ar 
to conf?_i .der tne~r appl,ic'at1ori ·in .. inqiv:idl:l'l.l .r~gio'ris ~ · · " .. · · ' ... 

.. .. . . . . . . . 
. 4-·t; . . · .• .:...~~ . i_ .. •• • • .... •• 

Confidence-building is conditional upon maximum mutual openness. ··The mqr~ 
progress we make in this field, the more we oblige countries to confine themselves 
to an armament level r~ally needed for ~~lf~defence • . 



CD/PV.l90 11 . . 

(Mr • . ;G~Ssdj'l.tt;1 Fede£!iJ, Repub!"ic of Ge.rmany) 

W~ . advoC.ate . ~r.ansparency with reg~rd to world-w~de . expendi.ture . on armaments and 
) . . . ... . .. .. . . . . . . . . t . . . 

to t}?e r,ela.tionship .between arm~ spending and : ~xp~nditure on .. ~con9mic . ~nd .socie1l .. .. .., 
develo.pment.. · For this reason, I proposed to.~. the G(merai Assembly s~verai yea~s ago· 
that the United Nations establish a .. twofold register showins how mucb . each ind~~tf.~a~ 
country spends per capita, on the one hand, on armaments and, on the other, on 
development aid. ! . also s~ggested setting up a register on world-wide weapons 
exports and imports so as to be able to make this "grey area" of world-wide armaments 
activities more · t~ansparent. The Federal Repubi;ic of Germany has up ·to now · : ., · 
contrib~ted data in three ~uccessi¥~ .years to the regist~r that already exists at 
the. Unlted Nations in the form of .. a standa'rdized reporting systetn on defence . 
expenditure-• . H0wever, this system .can ,only prove a success if the Warsaw Pact 
count~ies ·p~rticipate a.s well in f~ture : At its thirty-~eventh session the 
General Assembly therefore adopted a r.esolution calling upon all States once more 
to participate in this first major step towards . tha reduction of defence spending. . . . . 

Confidence-building measures are nQt an end in themselves ; they. considerably 
facilitate progress towards the ~ttainment: of tangible and b~lanced .results in the 
field of disarmament and arms control. 

In particular, this also applies to verification of the observance of ,treaties. 
If col.,u1tries that sign a tr~a.ty do not po~sess the national _. means of monitoring its 
observance, .the treaty must provide for an impartial body 'of experts to examine any 
doubte ,or unciarified incidents. If necessary, . the countri~s must also be .lvilling 
to grant this independent body of experts access to their territory for the purpose 
of its examinations. · 

The Federal Republic of 'Germany has urged reliab~e verifi~ation simply .for the 
purpose of placing arms control agreements on a firm basis _and hence cont~ibuting to 
th~ success of the respectiv'e . treaty and of the subsequent disarmament and arms 
control efforts iri generai. · . . . I therefore welcome the remark in last month ,·s Prague 
declaration to the effect that the Warsaw Pact countries proceed on the understanding 
that all arms control agreements must, where ~ecessary, provide for . international 
verification of their implementation. 

I cherish the hope that this rema rk will soon be· reflected in concrete steps in 
the on~oin·g negotiations. · 

TQe efforts undertaken by the Federal Republic of Germany serve in partic~lar 
the cause of arms control and disarmament between East and -West. In the past few 
years the Warsaw Pact has made enormous efforts to increase its conventional and 
nucl~ar forces. This deeply disturbs us because the balance has been greatly shifted, 
to the disadvantage of the West. Imba l ance creates distrust and has an adverse 
impact on the endeavours for c-o-operation Flnd detente . 

We are especiatly concern~d at the Soviet Union'~ continuous build~up of modern 
land-based intermediate-rang~ missiles, the ·ss 20s. The West does not yet have · an 
equivalent capability. 'The Atlantic alliance, including the Government of ttie Federal 
Republic of Germany; · ha3 ; in pas't years repeatediy drawn attention to this development. 
In the end it was forced to react by means of its dual~track decision of December 1979-
Wi th this decision the \~estern alliance embarked on a completely new course: it was 
ready from the outset to make the necessary modernization of its weapons the subject 
of negotiations. The a lliance proposed negotia tions between the United States and 
the Soviet Union aimed at th~ir mutual, world-wide renunciation of land-based 
intermediate- range nuclear missil~s . 
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.:<Mr. Genscher, Federal Republic of Germany) 

.r· We:·regard this· zero. solution . for both sides as ·,toe b~st· ·and most desit'able 
outcome.' of .these·.aegotiations.. It would mean . tnat, in··an important : ar~r;. .. :of l'lU~).~ar 
arms, :agreement would be reached :IJot merely on . l:imi tins · 'Qut on elimina ting .. 9-!) ent ire 
category:·of weapons ,: in. other words; genuine disarmament; ·, 

. . . . :· •. 

The : Uni ted ,- ~tates, support~d by its allies, 1-1ill conHnue .·to-·n1al<e . every effort 
to ;achieve as. soon :.a s possible ·. j.n these. negotiations c<;mc~ete, balanced and · 
veri fiable results. Let there be no doubt th~t the W&st , cannot acoept the . 
Soviet Union acquiring a rnonopo~y. in land~based int~rmeqiate-range nuclear m~ssiles. 
I emphasize: we are ·firmly det~rmined to achieve concr~te negotiated results~ 
Every suggestion made by the Soviet Union at tne negotiating. table indicating,· . 
readiness . substantiall y to reduaei tnat is to say eliminate, modern $oviet land-b~sed 
intermediate- rangt= nuclear missiles -wotJld be a step in the right·• direction. Such a · 
reducti on:·in Soviet potential :would mal<e possibl<.! a reduction in Western 
modernization, based on the principles of equality and parity . This means that the 
West .·.is :prepared, as envisaged in NATO •s double-t.rack ·decision, to .·review its 
modernization ·requirement in the light of concrete negotiating results . 

The Government of the Fed&ral Republic of Germany also attaches great importance 
to the United States-Soviet negotiations on the !"eduction .of strategic weaJ'ons •. 
The ·United States has proposed 'making deep cuts in the arsenals of both sides · with a 
view to establishing a stable balance at a lower level. We. welcome ·tha remark made · 
by G~neral SecrGtary Andrapov in his speech on 21 December · l982 to the ~ffect · that the 
Soviet .. Union, too , is ready to .ngree on reductions going beyond SALT II. 

At the United States-Soviet START and INF negotiations, confidence-building 
measures in the nuclear fi eld are a lso being discussed. We · hope that the aim of 
creating more t r ust and tr.nnspar~ncy and thus preventing .misunderstandings and ·wrong 
assessments can soon be · translated into binding and ·verifiab l e agreements . 

"Concern at the ever-increasing gr01-ith of nuclear arsenals should not blind us 
to thG ·dangers posed by convention~! a rms . 

It i s imp~rativa tha t - - parallel to the envisaged increasing control over and 
reduction of nuclea r potentials - - a ll ways and means should be exploited. for 
intensifying the dialogue on ~rms control in the conventiona l field .and checking and 
reversing the world-wide build~up of conventional a rmnments : every year they deprive 
peoples of immense resources which are urgently needed for t ackling vital ·davelopment 
tasks. 

· The 'only fdrum existing at present on arms cdntrol in the conventiona l sphere 
nre the Vienna negotiations on mutual and ba lanced force reductions •. · 

Now it is essential to concentrat e in Vie:nna on the key questions that are still 
unsettled: finding a solution to .th ~ 'problem of starting data on forces and reaching 
agreement on associated measure~ doing justice to the r equirement ·of 3d~quate 
verification ~nd ·to the goal of confidence-building and stabilization. 
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We z;t?alize that, since they are. ~onfin~d in scope to. CentraL Europe, and in 
S1,4bstance.: to' force strengths, t he .MBFR negotiations can render . only a liJ:!li ted 

f' • . • • . • • • - -

contribution to~ards stabilizing the relationship of conv~ntional for~es . in Europe. 
Th~ need to comRlcment MBFR by means of an a r ms control forum oovering .the whole of 
Europe, from the Atlantic to the Urals, is met by the project of a Conference ·on 
Disarmament in Europe within the CSCE framework. This opportunity . should be t aken 
advantage of • . In .an initial. phase the Conference should ~egotiate. con~id~~e-

.. _.~uilding {lleasur~s t;ha~· ar~ m~l.i_t_arily_. signlf~cant ,. bi!lding ~ veri.fiab.le and .. ~-
ap,plicabl~ t~ the ~hole of Europe, . trom the Atlantic . to the Urals. , . 

~ · .. 

.. . 
. \ole are convinped that ~hese l!l~?sures .co~id ~k~ a'ri impor~an~ 

great er transparency and C?lculabiil~y ·in ' th~. military . sphere and 
of surprise attacks. 

qontributio~, to 

. . 
.. ~t . the .CSCE follow.:-up .meeting in Madrid we are therefore 

the ·f~amework of a balanced and substantive tinal document 
for convening the Conferenc~ 0.~ D~sarmament in Europe. 

reduce the. danger. 

. ... - ··-. . 
s.~rivlng ~- within 
for a preeis~ .. mand~:te 

.. 
the year· 1983 holds out great opportunities for the Committee o~ Disar~ent 

as well. The impulses provided by the second special sessJ;on o.f the . ~ . 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament l ast year 'need to be translated into practice • 

• New oppo.rtuni ties exist .for the Coriuni ttee, I feel, particularly in a field .. to 
which my cQuntry attaches no less importance than t .o the nuclear disarmament talks 
betwee"n the two Superpowers and to ·the MBFR negotiations in Vienna. My coun_try 
wishes a treaty on the complete and verifiable e limination of all chemical weapons 
to be concluded soon. It ; i~ high time that mankind be freed .from the ~p~eat posed 
by. cheinic~l.:. wea_poria . A co~~z;-ehensive _and ver.~fiabie chemic~l weapons ~ail,- ~P ~;11 . 
the more imperative now because there have r ecently .be.en inc~eas;ing signs of chemical 
and. toxib weapons··. being us.ed .~n ;Various crisis . areas o'n th~ Asian con~inen·t. 
I therefo~~.: .. appeal to· the Co~itt~e to expedite ita wo.rk .. irt this field .and draw up 
a treaty banning these weapons a~ q~i.ckiy as possible. 

I note w.ith satisfact~ori that t he negotiations .on a chemiC')l we~p~n~ ·b~n have. 
been greatly intensified during the past year. This affords a good basis for the 
Committee's work this year. 

The indispensable P.rerequisitea for such a ban a r e r eliabl e ver1r1cat1on 
procedures~ As we all Know, national technical means are absolutely .insufficient 
for verifying a weapons ban. Consequently, decisive importance a ttaches to an 
inter.national committee of experts with automomous competence, incl~ding .!1'?-.~.:rtght 
to carry out on-site inspections.· 

•:!,• a ,.. 

MY. country is the Of:llY one to pave .. directly ·experienced international: 
inspections in connection with the renunciation of the production of chemicalweapons. 
Proceeding from this experience, we presented specific, practical suggestions in 1982 
both at the second special session devoted to disarmament and in the Committee on 
Disar mament . I appeal to the Committee to examine these proposals carefully and to 
use. them as a basis for its subsequent deliberations so that -the negotiations can be 
brought to a successful conclusion as soon as possible. 

As regards a comprehensive nuclear test ban, the Government of the Federal 
Republic of Germany welcomes the fact that a working group is now dealing with 
questions of verification and observance of such a treaty. Great importance attaches 
to a comprehensive nuclear test ban in connection with article VI of the 
Non-Proliferation Treatv dealin~ with the obli~ation of nuclear disarmament. 
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Preci·sely because ··a · test ban is particularly sensitive in both mi'litary ···and 
security··ter'ms ·, its · strict· observance by · all contracting parties mus£·-':be ensu'r.ed l:?Y 
!lleans ·'of 'reliable veri'fication. We ·advocate an excha:nge of ·data froiD existing ·:· 
seismological stations; the seismological institutions in the Federal 'Rep·ublic of 
Germany are fully available for this purpose. · 

There is another area in which th'e 'committee Is work .is \-Tell advanced and i~ . 
which speed is advisable. I am referr'ing to tne prohioition of radiological ·weapons. 
We still have the·oppbrtlunity to tian, for the first titne ever, a· category Of weapons 
of mass destruction even before they are ready for deploy!ilent. My country's 
delegation, whiCh' ehaired the working group on radiological weapons in .1982, 'Will 
continue·· t 'o strive for the · early conclusion of such a!ri agreement. ·~ · - · · 

We sympathize with the proposal by a number of non-aligned countries tp 
incorpor·ate in :ah' agreement banning radiological weapons a pro_vision that prohibits 
attacks on civilian nuclear facilities and thus·· enhances ttre' p'rotection afforded to 
the facilities above and beyond the provisions of the Geneva Protocol. However, . 
this proposal creates so many technical and legal problems that it is questionable, 
in my view, whether· this ·sUbject should be combined with the subject-matter of an 
agreement on radiological weapons. · 

' ' ' ~ .. 

Finally, great importance also attaches, in my Government's view, to armS. 
control measures desfgne<:r to prevent an arms build~up in ·outer space. The Commit~ee 
on Disarmament will have to pay particular attention' to this field as well t'n the 
future • 

I wish the · committee on Disarmament and all its participants every a~ccess at 
thi~ sesaion. Here where nuclear-weapon States and non-nuclear~weapon States, where 
indust·ria:l and developing countries, where members of the world's two large military 
alliances and non-aligned countries sit at "the same table, the joint responsibility 
that we bear becomes apparent: we · must avert the dangers· p·osed · by the : arnis build~ up, 
eliminate confrontation and reconcile opposing interests by a mutual ··reatliness ·-ror 
compromise. In short, we must undertake every effort to make this world safer and 
more peaceful.. We must ~ndeavour~ to create ~eace w~ th ever fe~er w~apons ~ •.. 

May 19b3 bring us nearer to this great goal. 

The work of ·the Committee on Disarmament· can make a major contribution • 
. · 

The CHAIRMAN: . I thank the Vice-Chancellor and Federal Minister for Foreign 
Affairs of the Federal Republic of Germany f or his statement '· and-.for the kind words· · 
he addressed to the Chairman and this multilateral negotiating forum. I welcome 
the presence of the leader of the Swedish delegation and I give her the floor. 

,. 
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·Mrs. ~REORIN (Sweden): Mr. :Chairman, It is a great pleasure for me on: bebalf 
of the Swedish delegation· to extend a warm welcome to you, Ambassador ,·Er~em.bi~eg 
of Mongolia·, as Chairman· of this- Committee· tor the month ot Februar.y •. ·:. I · ~ \:;, . . 
c'orif1derit ·that· dul"iilg ·your ·' chairmanship. this Committee will: achieve substantive 
progress in its endeavours. . .. . . . . . 

I should also 'l1ke · to express.:. ou-r deep appreciation to your predeoessQr in 
. the. chafr, . Ambassador Alfor!s'O Garc!a · Robles · of ·Mexico. 

Allow me on this occasion, Mr. Chairman, also to thank you for the kind words 
of welcome you addressed ' to me 'personally at· our opening sessi on last .Tuesday. ·.. . : :. . . •,. , .. 

··.· The last few yea'rs have ·been an ext·raordinary period ~f popular and polit.ical 
.awakening to the dangers of· wal''. · The ·strong call for peace and disarma':Dent 
reflec~s the deeply rooted concern of many millions of people. It is a genuine 
expres!!iiori"or the a'nxiety they feel about . the danger .of a war of a magnitude 
never experienced · befcire • . ·statesmen arid poli·tical leaders must listen· carefully 
tb ·~he vo'id!s raised .. wfth inet-·easing strehgth in· support . of disarmament. I am 
cohvince'd that·the peace movement i's emet"Pgihg as an important politi'cal factor 

~1'n . .-r!Hhfy · co~'ntrfes. And it will in the long run prove to be bad politics to · 
und~~es~imat~ the kn?wiedge and the ·wisd6m of enlightened citizens and ·voters. 

Mankind· may finally become united ' in its fear of a nuclear war, · and united 
in ~ common effort to avert such a war. A new dialogue is starting over political 
and·:·ideologt-<::ai boUndaries, as ·shmin by religious movements and profess-ional 
g~O.~~s, ·such ' as phys~cians and medical students~ . 

Governments wilr have to respond ···to· the ·demands of ordinary people, who. 
prgtest a:sain~t the continuing arms race; with its inherent and growing dangers 
for. o~r surVival and the colossal waste of limited resources so badly needed for . 
ecoAomic ., ahd social . development. It is' liowever, not only a moral dilemma; ! t 
is a political necessity to move from words to deeds in the field of disarmament. 

The arms rae¢ is no law of riature; it ·is ·possible to stop and reverse ·it. 
It is ~·· qu·~stf(:m of political will. · The arms· ·race is the result of tensions, 
suspicfon·,. injustice :and the ·quest for· power·. ·At the same tiine the arme ·. race is 
aiso the . cause of its own· ·causes , which ere a te·s a vicious circle. It is· a t c.ause 
of the world economic crisis, of the widening gap between rich atld poor- count~ies 
and .of the morally upsetting abuse of vast economic and intellectual resources, 
desperately ne-eded for human· development. Common sense tells us that·' armaments 

+ • • > • ., • 
are an ecoriornic·' burden for the pe'oples. · · 

P.isarmamen·t and peace must be seen not only in an East-West perspeo.ti ve but · 
also in a North-South dimension. It is' not an exclusive affair for ·the two 
'military. bl-ocs: Ol." for the Superpowers. The growing capabili'ty for military power 
projection over long distances poaes · a real threat to all countr.ies. The ar~ race 
is a concern for mankind as a whole·. It is ' literally a matter of survival "for· 
millions -:-. not only in a thre.atening future. 

'• I ' • . . 
' : .· As a. European I· share the concerns an·d the fears of the ·peoples of our 
c.ontine~t:.· We have suddenly begun to reali·ze what ·a· war in Europe would mean and 
also .. that· -another devastating war may be fought here • . Not that tnere are any 
current con'flicts between European Stat·es which are· likely to escalate into full­
scale war overnight. But Europe is a potential battlefield. It is prepared for 
war and is constantly becoming more so, primarily through the nuclear build-up on 
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both sides. The latest phase is the deployment of ss·2o missiles and the pla~ned 
deployment of Pershing II an~ .. land-based cruise missiles.· It is the most 
thoroughly prepared battlefield in history,' with thousands of nuclear weapons on 
each side aimed at densely populated areas. No wonder that people are frightened. 

It is my conviction that po+itical and national leaders who are not responsive 
to public concern over the arms race will soon lose the confidence of their own 
peoples. I am furthermore convinced that this will prove to be true for all _States, 
irrespective of their political and social systems • 

. At the first special session of the United· Nations General Assembly .devoted 
to disarmament, the nations of the world agreed to seek security in disarmament. 
The~ furtner agreed that balanced reductions of armaments should be carried out 
on the basis of the principle of undiminished security. 

The -Independent -Commission on Disarmament and Security Issues concluded·, iri 
full harmony with these principles, that common security rather than mutual 
deterre-nce based on armaments should be the prime· basis for security in the world. 
Common security is based on th~ conviction that in this modern nuclear age, p~ace 
cannot be -achieved through military means. Peace is basically ~ political concept 
and must be sought by political means. It must be sought in a tireless process 
of negotiation and rapprochement, with the aim of removing mutual suspicion and 
fear.- ·· ·We face common dangers and must also promote our security in common. 

The United Nations has an important role to play in the efforts to promote, 
to develop and to implement the concept of common security . My Government finds 
it gratifying that the General Assembly has requested the United Nations Disarmament 
Commission to consider those recommendations and proposals in the report of 
The Independent Commission on Disarmament and Security Issues which relate to 
disarma~ent and arms limitation. We are confident that the Disarmament Commission 
will reach agreement on how to ensure an effective follow-up to those parts of 
the report. 

A central conclusion contained in that report is that the ~wo major power 
blocs can only survive tpgether. Security cannot be achieve against the adversary 
but together with him. There is no other option for long-term survival. This 
insight has not sufficiently characterized the relations -between th.e Superpowers 
in the field of arms limitation and disarmament. 

It is true, of course, that disarmament negotiations by their very nature 
are influenced by different international events. It is obvious that a ·certain 
:measure of trust and confidence among States is necessary for successful disarmament 
negotiations. Such a climate can be created in particular when .the major powers 

·. 'demonstrate both in word and deed that they are prepared to -agree on real disarmament 
· ·,measures. But even if .my Oov~rnment fully recognizes that a favourable international 

climate is important for progress in disarmament effor.ts, . linkages between arms 
negotiations and political events should be· avoided. 

This year .-- 1983 --will be crucial in the history of disarmament. It is, 
therefore, essential not to allow the current climate of confrontati~n to prevail 
and to lead to a continued unbridled escalation of the arms race, in particular 
as regards nuclear weapons. But this year also offers an historic opportunity to 
prevent the final establishment of a new generation of Eurostr~tegic nuclear 
weapoils . 
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The two Super.po.wers hold the fate ·of the earth _in· their bands. They have 
incomparably the :largest weapon arsenals. They bear the primary responsi·bili ty 
fpr assuring that ·a change of direction takes plac·e. · 

It is no longer possible for them to come to a well~informed public opinion 
with empty rhetor.i.c asking people to accept a further increase in · nuclear arms·. ­
People demand constructive proposals and concrete·· results from ongQ.ing negotiations. 
Proposals of a progandistic nature will be unmasked by an enlightened public -
opinion, which will hold their governments responsible for the future developments 
in· this field. 

I seize this opportunity to repeat emphatically the call on the _two 
Superpowers . to ·initiate a disarmament process now. 

The outcome of the bilateral negotiations between the United States and the 
Soviet Union on nuclear arms will be of decisive importance .for the prospects 
in general for arms limitation and disarmament. A breakthrough in these negotiations 
would be of utmost importance al-so to the worl< in other negotiation forums. 

r~ny people find it hard not to despair when speaking about the arms race. 
The attempts to .stop 'it have had no breakthroughs in the last few years. Many 
signs point to a continued escalation of the arms race, d·espite some brief moments 
of hopeful rhetoric. Yet we must not choose to despair. The conditions for hope , 
however, mus_t be clearly set forth. 

UnJ.ess some. real progress is made within ·the next few -months, the nuclear 
arms race will enter into a new and dangerous phase. My Government, therefore·, . . 
anxiously awaits a first decisive step to be taken in the field of nuclear 
disarmament. 

As a European country, Sweden is particularly concerned about nuclear weapons 
which are deployed and intended for use in .Europe and its adjacent sea areas. 
The S\{edish Gov~rnment does not believe that the deployment of SS 20 mis.siles on 
the OQe side and .the . deplqyment of Pershing II and cruise missiles· on the· other · 
has been-, _ is or will be necessary to maintain an equilibrium of nuclear forces in . 
Europe. In~toad, my Government considers that these deployments constitute 
another series of tragic mistakes which will leave both sides even more insecure 
and vulnerable than before. 

· . .. : : 

·. The Superpowers are now negot~ating bilaterally on a wide range .of nuclear 
weapons. The ongoing negotiations to li~it the Eurostrategic nuclear forces ar.c 
of cr~cial . importance. The nuclear arms spiral is most like~y to have serious 
negative effects on mutual confidence and might increase the risk of nuclear war 
breaking out. 

~le welcome the f<;\r-reachi~g propo_s<;\ls made by the Uni.ted .States and the 
~o,v.ic~ U!lion to reduce. ,~he number of such weapons in or aimed· at E1,.1rope. Although 
many points, in their, respective offer;:J .remain to be clarified, my Government 
hopes that they will con_stitutE?. a -substantive opening which could pave the way 
for agreement. This opportunity should not be lost. 
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It is the basic view of the Swedish Government that all categories of 
Eurostrategic weapons should be completely eliminated • . For practical and political 
reasons, first agreements between the United States and the Soviet Union -- which 
we would welcome -~ might fall short of this ~oal and thus permit the continued 
or ·future deployment of some of these weapons. If such partial agre8ment is 
reached, it should, in our view, be seen as an interim agreement, which should 
rater ·lead to a comprehensive agreement banning all relevant categories of nuclear 
weapons systems for Europe. 

The SALT II Treaty, which never entered into force, offers a good basis for 
negotiations on tha reduction of strategic weapons. According to the limited 
information available about the START negotiations, it s8ems that the positions 
of the parties ara still far apart. It goes without saying that every effort ' 
must be made to avoid the ~mergence of new genzrations of strategic weapons, which 
vlill merely increase the dangers and contribute to a further destabilizing of 
the present situati on. 

The Swedish Government has on numarous occasions stressed the need for 
disarmament and arms limitation measures regarding the tactical nuclear weapons 
in Europe and its adjacent sea areas. My Government has inter alia in this 
Committee.· suggested that a particular effort should be made in order to lower . 
the number of these weapons , with the aim of their ultimate abolition. 

Negotiations must now be initiated also concerning thes8 weapons. In the 
course of such negotiations it would be necessary to ansure that nuclear 
disarmament is accompanied by appropriately balanced reductions also in conventional 
mi1itary forces. 

The Swedish Government has approached the members of NATO and the Warsaw Pact 
as well as European neutral and non-aligned States in order to solicit their 
views on the idea of withdrawing in a first phase tactical nuclear weapons from 
an area 150 km 'Wide on each side of the East~Hest border, running through 
Central· Europe. The idea of such a withdrawal has been developed in the report 
of The Indep~ndent Commission on Disarmament and Security Issues . The purpose 
of this sounding is primarily to find out' hoN the gov<:rnments most directly 
concerned view the idea of such a nuclear withdra wal in Central Europe. 

It is too early to make nny general assessment of the responses received 
so far . The S~·Tedish Governm.::nt expects in the near future to be in a position 
to evaluate how this matter can best be pursued. It is our hope that the proposal 
made by the Commission 1vill initiate a · process of debate on the role and 
importance of tactical nuclear weapons in Europe which will gradually lead to 
their withdrawal and elimination~ 

The Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe is conditioned by 
the situation in general as regards East-West relations . Although many difficulties 
rema'in, my Government has the impression that a possiblE:: solution is within reach. 
This would, however, require that a certain degree of rapprochement takes place 
between the Superpowers and the military alliances. Together with the other 
neutral and non-align8d countries in the Conference on Security and Co-operation 
in Europe, Sweden intends to exert every effort in order to bring a positive 
outcome of the Madrid meeting, in particular as regards the convening of a 
European disarmament conference. Sweden has declarud itself prepared to host 
such a conference. 
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The Sw~dish Government considers t:hat in the present. situat~on the highest 
priority . mUs~ be. given . to . concrete meas~r~s to reduce and ' finally eliminate the 
nuclear arse~als~ As a pomplement to~ sucn measures, effo~ts should be made to 
establish security-promoting arrangements susceptibie of low~ring tension ·and of 
rea~cing the. risk of the outbreak of .nuclcar war . In this context, my Government 
takes keen interest. in.- the current d~bate on the. non- first-use of nuclear weapons. 
He believe that as part of a realistic disarmament policy it should be possible 
to achieve m~tual obligations not to be the first to use nuclear weapons. 

The Swedish Government is furthermorw convinced that determ~ned effo~ts should 
b~ made to improve the possibilities of achieving agreements on nuclear-weapon-free 
zones. As a Nordic country Sweden is actively. pursuing a policy in support of 
~fforts to -create a Nordic nuclear-weapon-free zone. In our view such a zone 
and the pro~e~s l eading to it would r~duce the nuclear threat confronting the 
Nordic .region. I-t woul d also constit1:1te a 3ubstantial confidence-building measure 
in E~rope . 

It has often been said that in the long run war can be prevented only if the · 
underlying causes of tension and conflict nre eliminated. But it is· also true 
that tha arms race is in itself a factor. in increasing tensions and conflicts. 
One of the most important expressions of this phenomenon is the present trend in 
military research and technol.ogy. These are currently moving i .n directions which : 
may, unless checked, render disarmament virtually impossible. The quest for 
technological super.iority in the military field, as well as military superiority 
in general, is a dead-end. Individual nations. and the internationat_ community 
must make a· de.termined-.effort to come to grips with military research and · 
devel opment: \-Jays mus·t be sought in international co.:operation to curtail the · · 
~tiliza~ion of military research ~nd development for offensive military purposes. 
That is .why my delegation took the initiative of proposing a resolut_ion on ·military 
re~earch and development requesting the Secretary-Ger_1eral to carry out ·an expert 
study on the subject~ 

I shall now disucss some of the items o~ our agenda and I will indicate 
what my delega~ion sees as the main .tasks of this Committee i .n the course of the 
session it has just begun. 

Eff9r~s for _at least a quarter of a century to achieve a comprehensive test 
ban have so _,far not yielded the results hoped for. The obstacles of both a 
technical and a political nature have been tremendous. .I believe it is fair to 
say that to a very large degree the technical probl ems have been solved as regards 
the methods ,for. monitoring a ~est ban, although further progress is still possible. 
It is now mainly the lack of sufficient political ·will which is preventing the 
Committee on Disarmament from elaborating the complete text of a comprehensive 
test-ban treaty • 

. It. has been Sweden '.s persistent view that a comprehensive · test ban is of 
vital importance as a means to s~ow or stop the further development of nuclear 
weapons systems. It would constitute a commit!ll~nt by the nucl-ear-weapon States 
to initiate an era of mutual nuclear restraint~ Such a ban ~honld also const~tute 
an element in a ger_1eral freeze on nuclear armaments. !:Je strongly urg~ all the 
nucl ear-weapon States to demonstrat·e at this session of the Committee that they 
are prepared to conclude a comprehensive test-ban treaty as a starting point for 
nuclear disarmament. 
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This is a matter of the utmost importance. In the view of my delagation 
the Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban shou1c be formally empowered to negotiate 
on all relevant substantive aspects of a comprehensive test- ban treaty. 

Sweden intends this year to present a revised version of its draft CTB treaty 
submi tted to the Conference of the Committ~e on Disarmament in 1977. 

My Government deeply regr~ts that the nuc1ear-1-1eapon testing continues 
unabated . According to figures from the Hagfors Seismic Observatory in Sweden, 
no less than 55 nuclear explosions took place in 1932 , compared to 49 during the 
pr8ceding year. The Soviet Union increased the number of explosions from 21 to 31, 
whereas the United States carried out 16 explosions in 1981 and 13 in 1982 . The 
number of explosions car~ied out by France diminished from 11 in 1981 to 5 in 1982 . 
No Chinese explosion was observed either in 1981 or in 1982. The Unit ed Kingdom 
carried out one explosion per year in the last two years. These figures further 
stress the importance of a complete test ban in order to prevent the development 
of nuclear weapons by the present nucl0ar powers and to prevent a proliferation 
of such weapons to additional countrios. 

This Committee should continue the negotiations on ~ treaty on radiolog~cal 
weapons. Sweden has proposed that such a treaty should include a ban on attacks 
against nuclear faciliti~s containing radioactive ·substances . 

Next to a nuclear explosion this would be the most effective method of 
dispersing radioactivity. This possibility must obviously b~ foreclosed, if such 
a treaty i3 to be meaningful . The protection of nuclear facilities is important -­
not least for the civilian popul ation -- but t he main purpose of the Swedish 
proposal is to prevent any rel~aae· of radioactivity, including mil itary exploitation 
of this possibil ity, as an act of radiological warfare. When attacked, such a 
nuclear facility could be turned into e radiologica: weapon. Such a prohibit i on 
should consequently be included in ~ treaty on radiological weapons. 

My delegation notes with satisfaction the growing support for our proposal 
both here in the Committee on Disarmament and in the United Nations . The number 
of negative or sceptical voices is dimi~ishing as the importance of the issue 
becomes clearer~ The question of the prohibition of attacks on nuclear facilities 
is generally acknowl~dged as a legitimate matter for negotiations . A growing 
number of delegations share ~ur view that the matter should be dealt with in the 
context of a treaty on radiological weapons . 

Recent events have drawn our attention to a special space problem. We are 
informed that nuclear pOI·JCr reactors are used on board certain satell ites. We 
are concerned that t he malfunction of such satellites can pose hazards to the 
population and the environment. The use of nuclear power sources in orbit should 
therefore be subject to the same kind of regclations as those adopted for the 
use of nuclear power on earth . Such regulations must be internationally accepted 
since the malfunction of a space craft with a nuclear power source may affect 
almost any country . It is, therefore, important that the worl< on ·international 
safety regulations which has been going en for some years in the United Nations 
Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Oute~ Spaca be completed expedi tiously . 
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The military utilizatlon of outer space has"assumed increasing import<iince. 
In fac·t the majority of the satellites launched in the last two d'ecades have ·had 
a military mission~ It is known that considerable efforts are·.being made to 
develop anti-satellite systems and such systems have a lready 'been tested in outer 
space. Important resources have also been committed to studying and d~veloping 
t~chnologies for space-bas0d ABM systems. The ext~nsion · of an ar.rns ' race into 
outer ' space is a matt er of grave concern to the int~rnational C9mmunity~ This 
concern was clearly reflected . at the Second United Nations · Confer~m:;e ()O the 

· Exploration and Peaceful Uses of Outer Space (UNISPACE 82) . · 

If unchecked; developments in thi·s field will a·ccelerate into another ruinous 
and destabilizing :arms race. The int~rnational community ~nd _ the space Power~. 
themselves -should -- before it is too late -- make a determined effort ·to further 
limit the military use of outer space and.·to prohibit anti-satellite and ABM warfare • . .. : . 

The General Assembly has, in t\'IO resolutions ( 37/99 D and 37 1~3), · ~equ~sted · 
the Committee on Disarmament to consider taking up the question of ' the military 
utiliza'tion of outer space for substant'i ve consldera'tion. The Committee should, 
therefore 1 aS. a matter Of Urgency establish n WOrking grOUp On thiS SUQJect' 'at 
the very beginning of this session. . . 

Last . year the negotiations in thG Committe'e on · Disa~mament again· coriffrmed 
that ·there exists a broad political · coneehs!l·s · on ttfe need to ban the ·develo-pment, 
production and stockpiling of chemical weapons. -The' Ad Hoc , Wor~ing Group.was 
ably to make substantial progress on a number of techni~al and scientific issues 
relating to a possible convention on a· compfate 'ban on'"chemical weapons. On issues 
of a more political nature there was some progress with r~gard to the question of 
on~site inspection. This matter should- be explored -further, as the questiQn of 
verification is one of the greatest problems in · th~ negotiations. · It is imperative 
that all delegations demonstrate the politi cal will that is required in order to · 
ensure such concrete progress that brings · us closer to a generally acceptable 
agreement. 

Considerable efforts were made in the · committ~a to elaborate a comprehensive 
p-rogramme of disarmament before the" convening -o·f · the s~cond special session devoted 
to disarmament. As the General Assembly was not ·able at tha t session to re~:cn 
consensus on a compr~hensi ve programm0 of disarmament, the matter has been re'ferred 
back to this Committee , for furthtn-•_. consid(#r a.tion. He mus.t not forget tl:lat the 
main reason why w~ failed to reach agr~emant on a compr~hensive P.r.9-sramm~ . of 
disarmament was that th6 United St ates coul d not again agree on the priority which 
had boi3n given to the conclusion of a -comprehensi~e test ban in th(;! _Final. Document 
of the first special · session. My d_elegation -is particularly int.erest·ed fn knowing 
whether there has been any progress in the position which blocked our previous 
efforts. 

At our last sesslon, extensive ·discussions were hel d conc·erning the ·membership 
of the Committee. No objection in principle was raised to a limited expansion 
of the membership, but no consensus was ' ~etected on how such an expansion could 
be carried out. Sweden favours a limited expansion without prejudice to the 
existing balance in representation. ·f>i.e.ference should be given to those coun-tries 
which have demonstrated an active interest in the work of the Committee . on . bi~armament 
and to those which are in a posi tion to make a valuable contribution through their 
competence in the field. 
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You may r ecall that .at the .very end of last year's session the Swedish delegation 
proposed that the Committee, i~. preparing its agenda for 1983, ahould .make · provisions 
for consideration of the major technological developm~nts which affect the operation 
of the Sea-Bed Treaty . This proposal was made with a view to fulfilling the 
recommendations adopted fn 1977 by the Review Conf~rence of the Parties to the 
Sea-Bed Treaty. The need for discus~ing this with the assistance of experts· within 
the framework of the Committee on Disarmament is obvious. An en0rmous civilia n 
exploitation of the sea and the sea-bed is continuously taking place on a global 
scale. These developments may lead to an increased military use of the sea-bed 
and the subsoil thereof, be it within the present or an enlarged scope of the Treaty. 

There is an urgent need to discuss what can b~ don~ to compile the necessary 
information about recent developments in· this field • . The Swedish d€legation 
believes that the expertise gathered within this Committee is well fitted to 
further this process. I therefore wish to express the hope that members of the 
Committee will give thHir support to the proposal to include this. item in the 
programme of work for the spring session of the Committee .• 

This is my first experience of the Committee on Disarmament. I have come 
here with the firm intention of giving voice to Sweden's strong commitment to 
real disarmament, both nuclear and conventional. I wish to believe that this is 
a negotiating body where tangible progress can be made. A continued absence of 
r esults would on the other hand ~ause great frustration and would confirm the 
increasing impression that this and other disarmament forums are more t alk-shops 
than efficient negotiating bodies. 

In concluding my speech I want to stress a few points. This year, 1983, will 
be crucial for disarmament. The increasing public commitment to disarmament and 
peace gives us hope for the future. It emphasizes the demands on negotiating 
bodies to take substantial steps forward. It underlines the impatience many 
peoples and governments -- including my own ~- feel with the stalemate in the 
negotiations b~tween the two Superpowc<"S. 

Public opinion is in harmony with common sense, basic values and sound 
politics. Time is more than ripe for concrete actions in the field of disarmament. 
The leading politicians in every country must realize that the ·world cannot afford 
another year of lost opportunities. 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the r 8presentative of Sweden for her statement and 
for the kind words she addrGssed to the Chair. 

[Speaking in Russian] The representative of the Union of· Soviet Socialist Republics 
wishes to make a statement. I give the floor to Ambassador Issraelyan. 

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Sovi~t Sociali~t Republics) (translated from Russian): 
Comrade Chairman , in vie>t of the great inter~st which, as has been shown by the 
discussion taking place in the Committee on Dis~rmament, is being attached to 
questions connected with the bilat~ral Soviet-United States talks on the limitation 
of nuclear woapons in Europe and on the limitation .and. reduction of strategic 
weapons, and bearing in mind also the fact that th8 subj~cts of these talks affect 
the vitally important i~tc~ests of a ll peoples of the world, the Soviet delegation 
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has transmitted to the secretariat for distribution as an official document of 
the Committee on Disarmament the replies of Y.V. Andropov, General Secretary of 
the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, to questions 
from a Pravda correspondent. In these replies, Y.V. Andropov explains in detail 
the USSR's position of principle on the questions that are being considered at 
the Soviet-United States talks, and also on certain other important international 
issues and in particular the role of summit meetings. The Soviet delegation hopes 
that the delegations of States members of the Committee will study this document 
carefully. 

The CHAIRMAN: (translated from Russian): I thank the representative of 
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics for his statement. 

[Speaking in English) That concludes my list of speakers for today. Does any 
other representative wish to take the floor? 

Before I adjourn this plenary meeting, may I recall that the Committee will 
hold today at 3.30 p.m. an informal meeting to consider the draft agenda and 
programme of work, and any other organizational matter. 

There will be an additional plenary meeting of the Committee tomorrow, 
Friday, 4 February, at 10.30 a.m. 

The meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 12.05 p.m. 




