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The CHAIRMAN: I declare open the 217th plenary meeting of the C@mmittee on
Disarmament. '

. May I first of all extend a warm welcome to His Excellency Mr. Leo Tindemans, the
Minister for Foreign Affairs of Belgium. Mr. Tindemans has been a member of the
House of Representatives of Belgium since 1961, as well as a member of the European
Parliament. He also held several Cabinet posts before becoming Prime Minister of
Belgium between 1974 and 1978. He is in addition a Professor at the Catholic
University of Louvain. I am sure that the Committee will listen with particular
interest to his statement. . .

I would also like to take this opportunity to welcome in the Committee the new
representatives of the German Democratic Republic, Ambassador Harald Rose, and of
Poland, Ambassador Stanislaw Turbanski, and also Ambassador Rolf Ekeus of Sweden.

I wish them all a very successful tour of duty in Geneva. e ik

. I am sure we are all extremely sorry to learn that Ambassador Curt Lidgard will
' be leaving us shortly. On behalf of the Committee, I should like to acknowledge
his distinguished service and his valuable contributions in this Committee. I am
glad to szy that he will continue tc¢ be Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on
Radiological Wezpons until the end of this session.

I sha2ll now make my statement, after which I shall call upoh the speakers
inscribed for today. :

I would first of all like to thank my predecessor, His Excellency,
hmbassador Franz van Dongen of the Netherlands, for the very able and distinguished
manner in which he chaired the Committee's deliberations during the month of April.
Tnere is no doubt that, thanks to his rich and varied experience as a seasoned diplomat,
he discharged his duties with admirable grace and competence.

So much has been said about the very limitad achievements of this Committee that
one is getting used to a perpetual state of failure. In addition to the well-known
problems associated with disarmament negotiations we also encounter procedural and
organizaticnal problems like those we had to contend with at the beginning of the
spring part of the session.

We hope that the Committee on Disarmament will urgently take concrete measures
to allay the well-founded fears of the vast majority of humankind, as very well
expressed by the numerous non-governmental organizations in their support for more
concrete results in the .field of disarmament negotiations. In this regard, the
United States bishops' pastoral letter of 3 May on war and peace is relevant. The
American bishops' pastoral letter not only zconfirms that "people are more frightened
.rabout what would happen if irresponsible parties unleash some nuclear war", bubt it
also calls for "more purposeful negotiations under the supervision of a global -body
realistically fashioned to do its job"™.  Sucn a body, according to the pastoral
letter, '"must be given the equipment to keep constant surveillance on the entire
earth. Present technology makes this possible. It must have the authorityy freely
conferred upon it by all the nations, to investigate what seem to be preparations for
war by any one of ithem .., It must be so constituted as to pose no threat to any
nation's sovereignty. Obviousiy, the creation of such a sophisticated
instrumentality is a gigantic tack, but is it heping for too much to believe that the
genius of humanity ... is able to accomplish it?7"; Ladies and gentlemen, the
American bishops were probably thinking of an ideal Disarmament Committee with all
the political and technological support it needs to function effectively.
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(The Chairman)

However, we, as members of the Committee on Disarmament know how hard we have
been working. As Chairman for the month of June, I do not intend to dwell on why we
have not met the expectations of the world community. It is my privilege to urge
us this morning within this idyllic and historic setting to give the best of
ourselves. This is because if the Committec on Disarmament is to assert its relevanc
to the global .search for peace and also to get anywhere near satisfying the yearnings
of the vast majority of mankind who are calling for concrete progress in disarmament
negotiations, the various actors in the arms race must demonstrate the necessary
political will and flexibility with a view to undertaking meaningful negotiations in
order that "freed from the bondage of war that holds it captive in its threat, the
world will at last be able to address its problems and make genuine human progress
so that every day there may be more freedom, more food and more opportunity for every
human being who walks the face of the earth".

As the Committee is well aware, we are expected to embark on serious and
meaningful negotiations aimed at achieving concrete results on a number of priority
disarmament issues. These include the prevention of an arms race in outer space, a
draft convention on the prohibition of the production, stockpiling and deployment of
chemical weapons, the submission of a clean draft comprehensive programme of
disarmament to the United Nations General Assembly at its thirty-eighth session in
consonance with the Concluding Document of the Twelfth Special Session of the
General Assembly and the question of a mandate for and the setting up of a working
group on the prevention of nuclear war. We also have the subject of the broadening
of the mandate of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban, the question of
the enhancement of the Committee's effectiveness, its redesignation, and other items
on the agenda.

At this juncture, it may beworth while to affirm that the virtual consensus and
the momentum achieved during the spring session in favour of a future chemical
weapons convention should be maintained and carried to its logical conclusion.

I have on my list of speakers for today the representatives of Belgium, Sweden,
Indonesia and Morocco. I now call on the distinguished Foreign Minister of Belgium,
Mr. Leo. Tindemans. .

Mr. TINDEMANS (Belgium) (translated from French): Mr. Chairman, I deeply
appreciate the opportunity I have been given today of addressing the Committee on
Disarmament on the first day of its summer session, and I have pleasure in
conveying to its members, on behalf of the Government and the people of Belgium, the
expression of our interest and our encouragement for the work you have done and the
efforts you have made on the important topics on your agenda.

It is, I believe, of profound significance that I should be expressing this
message in the city of Geneva, which has for so long been a symbol of the desire for
international peace, reconciliation and co-operation.

I should also like to offer you my warm congratulations, Mr. Chairman, on your
assumption of the important responsibilities you are to exercise during the month of
June. The Federal Republic of Nigeria, which you represent, is not only a country
with which Belgium maintains particularly friendly and fruitful relations but also
a State of the non-aligned world, whose aspirations for peacc and justice among
peoples we uphold, and whose contribution to the achievement of collective security we
consider essential.
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(Mr. Tindemans, Belgium)

I should also like to extend these congratulations to your predecessor, the
representative of the Netherlands, and to thank him for his particularly effective
contribution to the Committee's work during the month of April.

In recent years, a sense of insecurity and instability has taken possession of
many regions of our planet, and this situation is coming to be seen by the world as
a whole as one of :the fateful concomitants of our progress towards the year 2000.
The disarray brought. about by the world economic crisis has led to countless acts
of aggression, invasions, tensions and conflicts and a regrettable waning of the
ideals of conciliation and arbitration. The spectre of military rivalry-and of
possible confrontations is part of our daily life in a changimg world often marked
by vielence and upheaval. It is perhaps in soecieties such as our ownj; where the
freedom of the individual has expanded to an unprecedented degree, that this anxiety
at the threatened loss of security develops most easily -- that security which, as .
de Tocqueville foresaw, is the first among freedoms as it is the necessary precondition
for all she others.  The spectre of nuclear war is naturally at the forefront of our
present concern. ‘We European States are particularly alive to the nuclear danger;
and our anxiety has' inevitably inereased over recent years as we have: come to: realize
more clearlyithe specific threat that will arise for us from the.deployment of a new
type of! medium-range nuclear weapons, creating the conditions for:a Jlimited war in
Europe. ' " The' existence of these weapons makes us vulnerable to political pressures,
possibly accompanied by threats, designed to isolate us from our allies and thus to
Jjeopardize our security.

For the States of Western Europe, which have so often experienced war, there is
no other option but peace. This is why, given the new factors of instability and
insecurity, we would appeal to the international community and urge that we should
together apply ourselves to laying the foundations of a firm structure in whose
shelter we may continlie to live in peace.

Unfortunately, the discouragement of war is not simply a matter of armament
levels. The palitical behaviour of States plays an essential part in it. Peace
cannot be built without moderation and tolerance, without an absence of threats,
without the renunciation of the use of political or military force. A peaceful
world can be built only if the libertiea of States are respected, if there are no
political pressures from more powerful entities.

After the promising results of the 1960s and early 1970s, the negotiations on
arms control and disarmament virtually came to a halt. This regrettable situation
was due essentially to the deterioration in international relations.  Although we
may deplore it, we have to accept the fact that there is a natural link between the
international political climate and the possibilities for negotiation. Fortunately,
this is. not always a one-way relationship, and sometimes tangible results in talks on
arms levels can have an effect on the political relations between the negotiating
States. Thus, negotiations such as the SALT talks or the conclusion of the Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons have made an appreciable contribution.
to the improvement of political relations between the United States and the _
Soviet: Union. It is therefore to be hoped that the negotiations currently under way
in Geneva .on medium-range nuclear weapons on the one hand and on strategic arms
reductions on the other will bear fruit and help to create a better climate. The
interdependence of the climate of political relations and success in disarmament and
arms control efforts no longer needs to be demonstrated.
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It is because they were convinced of this that the countries of the Atlantic
alliance took the initiative, in December 1979, of offering the disarmament option
as an alternative to the programme for the deployment of nuclear weapons which was
considered essential in order to counter the specific new threat that had arisen to
the security of western Europe.

-The-great_originality of this approach, the extent to which it represented a
new departure:in the search for security, has perhaps not been recognized clearly
enough, To our knowledge, it was the first time that such an offer had. been put
forward in so coherent 'a manner. Tor what was offered == an offer which remains
valid -~ was a choice between disarmament and the pursuit of a hopeless escalation
which has already lasted too long. How often in the past have those working for :
disarmament not deplored the fact that negotiations are envisaged only after the
weapons 'disrupting the balance have been acquired and deployed?

That is what happened in the case of the deployment by the USSR of a whole-
arsehal of medium-range SS-20 missiles, whose presence gquantitatively and
qualitatively alters the security conditions of western Europe, It is to thia
threat that we have responded, since 1979, by offering the choice to which I referred
a moment ago, which is, to put it in other terms, a choice between balance at the
lowest level and balance at the highest level. Can there be any reasonable doubt as
to what the right choice should be?

Progress in the disarmament field takes place only through negotiations, and
negotiations are only promising when they seek to establish or restore a balance.
This concept of balance is naturally a complex one, for it rests not only on objective
facts ‘but also on the perception of the threat, and in assessing this threat, in a
continent where the concentration of weapons is as high as it is in Europe, it is
impossible not to take into account both conventional weapons and nuclear weapons.

The negotiations on medium-range nuclear weapons arose from the concern of the
countries of western Europe at the deployment ~- added to an imbalance in
conventional forces =~-- of these terrifying nuclear weapons whose target is Europe and
Europe alone (and which, it must be stressed, are unable to reach the other nuclear
superpower). '

To prevent the deployment now of equivalent weapons by the West while leaving
that alarming arsenal in place would be an approach that failed to take account of
the security néeds of western Europe and would, in addition, jeopardize any future
disarmament negotiations, should one of the parties perceive that it can attain its
goals without making concessiona. = Belgium therefore continues to favour a solution
which would eliminate all longer medium-range nuclear weapons from.arsenals. It
is to be hoped that the negotiators will succeed in finding a solution for their
elimination, in a aingle'stage if possible, but in several stages if necessary. In
expressing this hope, ‘I should like to say that while I am fully aware of the right of
public opinion to be kept informed about developments in the negotiations, I
nevertheless believe that the talks should be held in an atmosphere of greater calm
if they are to have the best possible chance of success. The time for polemics is
past, and in the difficult phase through which we are now passing the governments
concerned should display the greatest possible moderation in the cexpression of their
views and, above all, continuously support the efforts of their negotiators. .
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With regard to the START talks, it may be recalled that even during the SALT
negotiations Belgium and other countries consistently called on the parties to the
talks to adopt negotiating positions aimed at substantial reductions in strategic
arms. Consequently, we cannot but welcome the approach advocated by the
United States in the negotiations as well as the willingness also expressed by the
Soviet Union to reach agreement on a substantial reduction in strategic weapon
systems. :

Time is running out for the achievement of concrete results in the field of
nuclear disarmament and a nuclear test ban, one of the priority items on the
agenda of your Committee. Good use must be made of this year, 1983, if the next
NPT Review Conference, to be held in 1985, is not to be too formidable a task for:
the international community. For at that conference the non-nuclear-weapon States
will take stock, as they did in 1980, of the efforts accomplished to reverse the
trend in the nucleav-arms ragg. If the regime of horizontal non-proliferation, to
which Belgium remains firmly attached, is to be maintained, the balance-sheet
drawn up at the conference must include positive and encduraging aspects.

As Mr, Pérez de Cuéllar, the Secretary-General of the United Nations, pointed
out here in Geneva, on 15 February last, there are aspects of the development of
conventional weapons which are in the final analysis at least as worrying as the
nuclear arsenals. As far as nuclear weapons are concerned, their design and
deployment are based strictly on the detsrrant role ascribed to them. They are
there to ensure that the threat they represent will discourage a potential aggressor
and that, ultimately, it will not be necessary to use them. The same also
applies to so-called conventional weapons, inasmuch as nuclear weapons act as a
self-deterrent because of their mutual assured destruction capability. As a
result of advanced technologies, conventional weapons, too, are destined to become
weapons capable of destroying human societies. In economic terms, such weapons

represent more than 80 per cent of world military expenditure. There is no
" question here of horizontal non-proliferation. The hecatombs of the two world
conflicts of this century were caused by conventional weapons alone. For reasons
both of economic development and of global or regional security, Belgium regrets
that, side by side with the work on nuclear disarmament, greater efforts are not
being made by the international community to regulate limit and, tomorrow, reduce
conventional arsenals.

It seems to me that this is a duty incumbent upon all our States, a duty which
the United Nations, and particularly the Committee on Disarmament, should no longer
be able to neglect, once the General Assembly has before it the report currently
being prepared by a group of international experts. '

Belgium hopes that the Committee on Disarmament will play a substantial part
in the efforts which will be made during the rest of this year to give fresh impetus
to the disarmament negotiations.
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The .Committee's role as an international forum is unique. The Belgian Government
is fully aware of the growing impartance of that role, to which it wishes to lend
its wholehearted support. It is for this rcason that, following the example of -
several States members of the Committee, I have the pleasure of announcing to you
today the appointment of a special ambassador for Belgium to the Committece on
Disarmament. A special ambassador for peace questions will also be appointed
shortly. In this way, we hope to enhance our contribution to the international
community®s action aimed at obtaining concrete results in these areas.

The Committee has yet to demonstrate its ability to finalize international
treaties relating to the limitation or elimination of armaments. During the 1960s
and the early 1970s, a start was made on the adoption of international leglslatlon
in this sphere. This legislative effort should be resumed as soon as possible.
Since joining the Committee in 1979, Belgium has always advocated the identification
of specific topics suitable for negotiations. .. Although important work has been
done in recent years, particularly on the prohibition of chemical weapons, the
Committee has often wasted time on lengthy procedural discussions or academic debates
sometimes on abstract subjects hardly lending themselves to negotiation. It is
generally agreed that this year once again the most promising topic is that of the
prohibition:of chemical weapons.

Belgium, on whose territory asphyxiating gases were used in an armed conflict
for the first time in history, hopes that the Committee will devote all the necessary
resources to these negotiations, which have reached a sufficiently advanced stage
to permit their conclusion in the fairly near future. A willingness tq negotiate
was reaffirmed, here in the Committee on Disarmament at_the beginning of this year
by Mr. Bush, the Vice-President of the United States, and at the second special
session of the General Assembly by the Soviet Minister for Foreign Affairs,

Mr. Gromyko. In this connection, Belgium was encouraged by the proposals made at
that time by the Soviet Union concerning systematic international on-site
inspection, even if those proposals have not been sufflclently elaborated since then.

Concerned at the virulent discu331ons which have developed in recent decades
as a result of allegations of the use in combat of chemical warfare agents, I
put forward in New York in June 1982 detailed proposals for monitoring compliance
with the prohibitions on their use laid down in the Geneva Protocol of 1925. Since
then, other suggestions have been made for dealing with this problem, both in the
General Assembly and here in the Committee on Disarmament itself. Nevertheless,
Wwe consider ‘that our proposal remains .valid and should be kept in mind when
considering the legal aspects of the scope of the future conventlon on the
prohibition of chemical weapons. Starting from the idea that the prohibition of the
use in combat of chemical and bacteriologiczl weapons has, after the passage of more
than 50 years, become universally accepted, it seeks solely to improve the range
of concrete measures available to the international community to ensure compliance
with this pnohibition. However, I repeat, the negotiatioﬁ of a convention on
chemical weapons is a priority matter and Belgium expects the Committee to devote
the time necessary to it in order to produce the text of a treaty as soon as possible.
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Another significant international agreement is within the Committee's grasp
and that is an agreement on the proh;bitidh of radiological weapons. If such an
agreement were to be concluded, it gould not only, prohibit radiological weapons
but also initiate a more comprehensive regulation than at present exists of the
prohibition of deliberate attacks upon civilian nuclear installations. In order
to facilitate these negotiations, Belgium jntends to prepare a proposal for the
inclusion in the convention of an, undertaking to negotiate on the prohibition of
attacks upon civilian nuclear installations. At the same time, we would endeavour
to establish the precise modalities for implementing that undertaking without delay.

On these topics of chemical and radiological weapons, as well as on the other
items under discussion within the Committee, particularly a nuclear test ban and
the prevention of an arms race in outer space, adequate verification measures must
be established if we are to be successful. In the history of disarmament efforts
since the Second World War, the discussions on verification have no doubt assumed
such importance because of a fundamental opposition between the approach of the
western countries and that of the socialist countries, an opposition due in large
part to the political and military concepts and the types of society prevailing
in the two groups of countries. We feel that with the passage of time a better
understanding has developed of the absolute necessity of establishing adequate
verification systems for international agreements in the field of disarmament. New
verification technologies have been developed; efforts have beenmade to reach a synthesis,
and it may be hoped that, in view of the recent position statements of the
protagonists on this topic, in future disarmament negotiations the obstacle of
verification will no longer be the stumbling block it has often been in the past.

In connection with the question of verification, there is the need to
facilitate access to mutual knowledge of our respective defence efforts. Here
again, many obstacles remain to be overcome. One possibility for progress 1is
offered us by the reporting instrument for military budgets deygloped within th
United Nations. If wé are one ¢
reduction of milit-
comparabi should: have-seendoyo] foasiblie to carry on

negot W

I therefore invite all States, and particularly those that are militarily
the most important, to co-operate in this data collection effort so that the
international community may have at its disposal credible bases for comparison.
My country, along with others, has unilaterally given this token of trust and we
are awaiting a similar step from others, in particular the Soviet Union and its
allies, whose contribution to European security, and hence to world security, is
essential. I also urge all States to follow up the initiative of my former
Austrian colleague, Mr. Willibald Pahr, which was recently the subject of a
resolution of the United Nations General Assembly, in which States are invited to
publish for the international community, in addition to information of a purely
budgetary character, supplementary information on their military potential, The
international community should be prepared, on a basis of equality, to advance
towards greater transparency in military programming and pobtentials.
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In this connection, I believe that an area which we cculd usefully explore
is that of mutual information on conditions c¢f military service and other similar
civic duties in the various countries. The conditions of military service have
a direct effect on the size and state of readiness of armed forces. They
are therefore an important element of comparison, in particular on a regional
basis. At a later stage, it is conceivable that these States cculd seek to
harmonize the conditions of these military obligations, in particular with a
view to reducing the length of service, possibly with the substitution of civie
activities, and without necessarily increasing the professional contingent of
armed forces. I am not asking the Committee on Disarmament to take up this
matter, which at the present stage falla rather within the purview of other
appropriate bodies of the United Nations, but have mentioned this suggestion
here in the hope that delegations will begin at once to give some preliminary
thought to the mattzar. A regional approach to this question may perhaps initially
be more promising than a global effort of harmonizaticen. This is often the case
with endeavours relating to security and disarmament. The initiative taken a few
years ago by Belgium in the General Assembly with a view to encouraging a regional
approach to disarmament is now well known to all.

The faect that at its thirty-seventh session the General Assembly adopted by
consensus a resolution calling on governments tc consult on possible regional
disarmament measures provides strong encouragement for our efforts. The regional
approach to disarmament has been thoroughly studied by the General Assembly.

The chief virtue of this detailed consideration has been to answer the doubts
and fears expressed by a number of delegations concerning the concept itself.
The regions are now in a position to undertake their own cxperiments, with the
possible assistance of the United Nations., A aystem has been established which
will make it possible to compare the experiments undertaken in full reSpect for
the freedom of States and of the regions themselves. :

All this reflection on the regional approach has made it possible to see
more clearly how much the regions are interrelated and how much the security of
each is the concern of all. I would ask member States of this Committee, and
beyond them 2l1ll States of the world, to make the fullest use of the possibilities
offered by General Assembly resolution 37/100 F. Regionzl disarmament efforts
could be undertaken in all parts of the world, and it will no doubt be possible
in the near future for regional organizations to play a part in promoting and
encouraging them.

The last subject which I should like to touch upon before bringing this
necesgsarily incomplete statement to a close concerns the anxiety so often
expressed at the nuclear threat, to which I referred at the beginning of my
statement. Belgium shares the concern of the delegations endeavouring to
elaborate concrete measures aimed at preventing war, and particularly nuclear war.
I think that a new sphere of action is open here to the international community.
I do not believe that the role of the Committee on Disarmament in this sphere
should be confined to the conduct of theoretical debates. T believe that the
most useful contribution which the Committee could make to the international
community would be to advocate very specific and easily negotlaol meagures. At
the end of the spring part of the Committee's session, the Belgian delegation
put forward a proposal aimed at identifying confidence-building measures in the
context of the prevention of nuclear war. i
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I should 1ike today' to -appeal to all the nuclear-weapon powers to negotiate
both among themselves and with the international community, possibly within the
framework of the Committee on Disarmament, on measures designed to build
confidence and avert the risk of the use of nuclear weapons. These nuclear=-weapon
States ‘have ‘already negotiated, on a bilateral basis, a number of limited measures
relating 'to nuclear information, notification of activities, prevention of
accidents, behaviour, consultations in the event of crisis and communications.

New proposals have been put forward this year by the President of the United States
to the USSR, and the Warsaw Treaty Orgdnization States have echeed them. Apart
from these bilateral efforts; which we hope will soon reach a successful outcome,
there is an enormous potential for supplementing the existing measures and

applying ‘them to all nuclear-weapon States. -

This multilateralization of concrete-meaaures would meet a need which is felt
more and more widely by very broad sectors of the international community and
has been voiced within this Committee. : The beginnings of a dialogue ameng the
five nuclear-weapon powers, on the basis of full respect for the positions of each
on nuclear ‘disarmament and a nuclear test ban, would constitute major progress
and represent an important political achievement which the international community
would be wrong'to disregard. Under such an approach,  the non=nuclear-weapon States,
in particular those which have chosen. the path of non-alignment, could also put
forward their own particular concerns with regard to the risk of nuclear war.
In this way, and through modalities which would remain to be defined, an
interhational agreement could cover, for example, the areas which Belgium
identified in its communication to the Committee on. Disarmament.

I venture to hope that this suggestion on the part of my country will halp
towards the more precise determination of the contribution which the
Committee on Disarmament can make in the area of the prevention of nuclear war,
to which it has decided now to'devote a part of its efforts.

Allow me to express the: hope that on the eve or the fifth anniversary of
the establishment of the Committee on Disarmament, your work may at last lead to
tangible results which will demonstrate the Committee's ability to negotiate
international agreements dnd so give our peoples new grounds for optimism,

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Belgium for his
important, statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair.

I now.give the floor to the representative of Sweden, Ambassador Bript Theorin.

Mrs. THEORIN (Sweden): Ambassador Ijewere, before I turn to the subject of
my intervention today I should like to welcome you as Chairman. I am convinced
that under ycur guidance the Committee will get down to work very rapidly and
that it will ‘make great progress. I should also like to express the thanks of
the Swedish delegation to your predecessor, Ambassador van Dongen of .
the Netherlands, for the effective manner in which he conducted the work of
the .Committee during the last part of the spring session.
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May I also take this opportunity to welcome Ambassador Rose of the
German Democratic Republic and Ambassador Turbanski of Poland. I look forward
to co-operating with them in the important tasks ahead of us.

My predecessor, Mrs. Alva Myrdal, in her address to the Eighteen=Nation
Committee on Disarmament (ENDC) here in Geneva on 1 August 1962 stressed the
necessity of, as she said, "an immediate stop to all testing -- today".

That was more than 20 years agoc.

Today, we have every reason to reiterate this demand. Nc issue is now
blocking international disarmament as much as the absence of serious negotiations
on the ban on the testing of nuclear weapons. No course would be more sensible
than the immediate cessation of all testing of nuclear weapons.

What has, in fact, happened during these more than 20 years?

The arms race has accelerated: sharply rising military expenditures, a
constant stream of new records for the international arms trade and a dramatic
increase in investment in military research and development are characteristics
of the last two decades. The most significant development, however, is the
persistent amassing of increasingly sophisticated nuclear weapons.

Nuclear weapons constitute the most imminent of all threats to the survival
of the human race. This threat is drawing nearer and nearer. It is most strongly
felt in Europe, where the two power blocs confront one another. But the survival
of the whole world is at stake. Nuclear disarmament is, therefore, the life-and=-
death issue of our time.

The total prohibition of the testing of nuclear weapons must be the obvious
starting point of every nuclear disarmament process. For more than a quarter of
a century it has been regarded as a crucial measure necessary to halt the
nuclear arms race, This has year after year been stated by an overwhelming
ma jority of the General Assembly of the United Nations. The importance of a
comprehensive test ban has long been deeply rooted in international opinion.

A comprehensive test-ban treaty has been given first priority by the unanimous
decisions of the member States of this Committee.

I shall devote my statement today entirely to this crucial question.

Every attempt to conclude a comprehensive test-ban treaty has failed. A
partial test-ban treaty was concluded in 1963. This Treaty banned nuclear-weapon
test explosions, and any other nuclear explosion, in the atmosphere, in outer
space and under water. It contributed significantly to the reduction of
radioactive contamination of the atmosphere. As an arms limitation or disarmament
measure, however, it was of very limited importance. It actually permitted
testing underground. And since all nuclear-weapon powers did not become parties
to the partial test~ban treaty the testing of nuclear weapons continued -~ even
above ground == also in the southern hemisphere, where there is no nuclear-weapon
power. Everyone knows the alternative to a comprehensive test-ban treaty: it
is a continued nuclear arms race.
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In the partial test-ban Treaty the nuclear-weapon powers undertook to seek
to achieve a gtop to any test explosion of nuclear weapons for all time, and
stated that they were determined to continue negotiations to this end. This
commitment was reaffirmed in the non=proliferation Treaty of 1968. But now,

20 years later, no real negotiations are being conducted on a comprehensive
test-ban treaty. On the contrary, it is being openly stated by one of the
Superpowers that such a treaty is only a long-term goal within the framework of
nuclear disarmament.

Since 1945 =-- when the first atom bombs shocked the world -- bombs which
‘are ‘many thousand times more powerful than the Hiroshima_bomb have been exploded.
Such tests continue year after year at an unabating rate -- on an average, one
test a2 week. This entitles us to speak of a fatal threat to the whole human
race: And we nmust not be inveigled into believing that tﬁe nuclear arms race
can go on year after year without increasing the risk that" ‘it will one day end
in a final catastrophe -- the world will be turned intoc a “republic of  insects",
to borrow Jonathan Schell's words. L L T

It is becoming more and more difficult for the nuclear-weapon powers morally
to defend their behaviour -- to defend why they let year after year go by
without achieving any substantive results, at the same time as the warning
signals from the incessant testing of nuclear weapons are ringing in our’ ears.

The nuclear-~weapon powers are responsible for the fact that so far we have
not been able to take the final step =- to close up the loopholes and agree on
a comprehensive test~ban treaty. This. does enormous damage to their credibility.
They are evidently prepared to make only a gesture of disarmament and arms
limitation whéen some type of weapon has become obsolete ‘or when further weapons
development has lost any military usefulness. They are playing a deceitful
game against the world's need for peace and common security. It is a great
disservice to all serious -disarmament efforts. ' O

It is also a great disservice to their own security. Thé véry possessdion
of nuclear weapons,is a factor of insecurity. The risk of becoming the target
of .a nuclear attack is obvious. '

And, furthermore, what kind of world will we have in a couple of years!
time when the number of nuclear-weapon powers may be even greater? Where is such
a horizontal proliferation going to stop? The nuclear-weapon powers should be
aware of their responsibility and fulfil their legal and political obligations.

. The reinitiation of negotiations on a comprehensive test-ban treaty has
been an urgent matter for many years. The longer such negotiations are delayed,
the more the inherent risks will increase. Time is not working in our favour.
Politics and policies change. The pressure from the peace movements, the churches,
professional groups and cther concerned citizens is mounting. It is bound to
yield results, and I am convinced that responsible politicians will have to
respond to this growing public concern.
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It is in this spirit that the Swedish delegation today submits a draft
comprehensive nuclear test-ban treaty. It is a revised and considerably extended
version of the draft treaty submitted by Sweden in 1977 (CCD/526 and
CCD/526 /Rev.l). '

~ In making this new draft we have taken into consideration developments
since 1977, above all the report from the trilateral talks between the
United States, the United Kingdom and the Soviet Union (CD/130), and the changing
attitudes towards, for instance, on=site inspection. We have also considered
new working papers and proposals from individual countries, notably the contributions
made by Australia (CD/95), the Netherlands (CD/312), and the Soviet Union (CD/346).
We have, of course, also taken into account the progress made in the
Committee on Disarmament's Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts. As you will note,
we have for the first time endeavoured to elaborate the texts of three draft
protocols in order to provide a more concrete basis for the discussions on these
matters.

The draft treaty presented today is an honest attempt to find a compromise
that should be acceptable to all as a basis for serious negotiations.

The technical achievements in the field of verification are such that a
viable international verification system is now within reach.

My delegation fails to see any insurmountable technical obstacles to a
comprehensive test-ban treaty. The only reason for a country to refuse seriously
to negotiate a comprehensive test-ban treaty is its own desire to continue the
testing and development of nuclear weapons against the will of an overwhelming
majority of the peoples of the world. This is a huge responsibility.

I shall comment on the individual articles in some detail later, but let
me first say a few words about the general principles which have guided my
delegation in its work on this draft treaty.

In a world where the risk of the proliferation of nuclear weapons is obvious,
it is more important than ever that a comprehensive test-ban treaty be designed
so as to attract universal adherence. It must, therefore, be non-discriminatory.

The problem of preventing peaceful nuclear explosions from being used as
a back door to the further refinement or the acquisition of nuclear weapons must
be sclved in such a way that it does not discriminate against any party to the
treaty. This is not an easy matter, and it is, therefore, important to establish
a moratorium on peaceful nuclear explosions in order not to further delay the
long overdue complete ban on nuclear-weapon testing.

It has been widely recognized, inter alia, in the Final Document of the
first special session devoted to disarmament, that the nuclear-weapon powers
possessing the most important nuclear arsenals bear a special responsibility for
achieving the goal of nuclear disarmament. For this reason it is required #n the
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present draft that those nuclear-weapon powers should have ratified the treaty before
it enters into force. However, as regards the remaining nuclear-weapon powers,

it goes without saying that there is a limit to the time one can tolerate their
continued testing. This limit has been set at five years in the draft treaty.

Let me, in this context, renew the appeal made by many other countries to
China and France to reconsider their decision not to participate in the
Ad_Hoo Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban. :

an adequate verifieation system is a2 most important clement in a comprehenaive
test=ban treaty as it is in all arms control and disarmament agreements. The .
legitimate right and duty of all countries to participate in the verification of
international treaties to which they are parties must be racognized. This
political recognition must be supported by international. technical arrangements
that will make it possible for all countries to posscss essentially the same
verification possibilities. International co=-operative mezsurea are also the
corner=stone of the verification arrangements of thia draft treaty.

These seismological moasures, supplemented by surveillance of airborne
radiocactivity should, in combination with the proposed procedures for consultation
and on-site=inapection, in our view provide an adequate verification system
acceptable to all.,

The Swedish Government is deeply committed to the work of establishing such
international verification arrangements, I take this opportunity to reaffirm
the offer of the Swedish Government to establish, operate and finance an
international data centre in Sweden and also tc contribute data from our Hagfors
Observatory to such an international data exchange.

I uill now present our draft treaty in more detail.

The purpose is to obtain a2 comprehensive treaty prohibiting any nuclear=-
weapon test explosion in any environment, by all countries and for all time.

As to explosions for peaceful purposes, a moratorium should be establishedf
until appropriate international arrangements for conducting such explosions '
have been worked out. It is suggested in the draft treaty that the parties keep
under consideration the question of arrangements for conducting nuclear explosions
for peaceful purposes on a non-discriminatory basis, including the aspect of"
precluding military benefits.

The treaty should be open to all States for signature and it is our hope
that all countries will find it possible to adhere to the treaty. The treaty
will enter into force when at least 20 governments, including the governments of
the United States, the United Kingdom and the Soviet Union, have become parties
to it. If this treaty has not been adhered to by all permanent members of the
United Nations Security Council within five years after its entry into force,
each party will have the right to withdraw from the treaty.
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In our view, the verification arrangements must be part of the treaty an:
thus be worked out and ready for implementation when the treaty enters intc force.
We are therefore presenting three draft protocols containing provisions for an

international data exchange, for on-site inspections and for a consultative
committee.

The suggested arrangements for the international exchange of seismological
and other data are based on the work of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts.
The international system has three basic elements, nationzl recording stations,
the data exchange system to be carried out through the Global Telecommunication
System of the World Meteorological Organization and, finally, international data
centres. Each party should have the right to participate in the international
data exchange by providing data from stations in its territory and by receiving
all data made available through the exchange. To ensure that from the very
beginning the station network has the necessary global coverage, agreements to
contribute data should be made in advance with a number of countries. The
stations designated to participate in the international exchange should have the
samc basic equipment and be operated, celibrated and maintained according to
agreed specifications to be given in an operational manual for seismic stations.

Seismic data from deaignated stations should routinely be reported through
the Global Telecommunication System of the World Meteorological Organization or
through other agreed communication channels. In addition to data thus submitted,
each country should provide any additional data from its designated stations
requested by any party to the treaty. The data to be reported, the reporting
format and time schedule, as well as the procedures for the international exchange
of these data, are to be laid down in an operational meanual for data exchange.

International data centres should be established at agreed locations. Each
centre should be under the jurisdiction of and financed by the party on whose
territory it is located. Each international data centre should receive all
contributed data, process these data without assessing the nature of observed
events and make the processed data available to all parties. An operational
manual for international data centres should also be worked out containing a
specification of procedures to be followed at such centres.

In addition to an exchange of seismological data, the exchange of data on
atmospheric radioactivity should be established. This exchange could be organized
in a way similar to seismological data exchange and utilizing the same
international data centres. The possibility of including additional measures such
as hydro-acoustic signals in oceans znd infrasound and micro-barographic signals
in the atmosphere could also be considered. An operational manual must be worked
out for such additional measures.
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All parties to the treaty should, through the data provided by the
international data exchange or through their national means of verification,
obtain the technical data needed to verify the treaty. The parties should,
further, through bilateral or multilateral consultations, co-operate in goad
faith to clarify any event relevant to the subject matter of this treaty.
Each should, in that respect, be entitled to request and receive information
from any other party.

Each party should further be entitled to request an on~site inspection
for the purpose of ascertaining whether or not a specified event was a nuclear
explosion. A party may also invite on-site inspection in its own territory
of large non-nuclear explosions or of any other events where it finds that
such inspections might allay unfounded suspicion. The procedures for
international inspcctions, including the rights and functions of the inspecting
personnel, are laid down in a secparate protocol.

The purpose of an international on-site inspection is purely fact-finding,
and the inspection team should not make any assesament as to the nature of the
inspected event, but only present a factual report of thc observations made
during the inspection. We have found that the technical material which is
available and compiled today on the various inspection techniques and their
potential usefulness is insufficient to propose a treaty text in this respect.
The task of compiling such necessary additional technical material should be
given to the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts.

. A consultative committee should be established to oversee the implementation
of the treaty and of the international verification arrangements. The
consultative committee should also serve as a forum to discuss and resolve
disputes concerning the trecaty and its verification arrangements that might
arise between parties to the treaty. Any party would be entitled to make
inquiries in the committce and receive answers. They could also request an
international on-site inspection and receive the factual results of such an
inspection.

A technical expert group and a permanent secretariat should assist the
caonsultative committee. The technical expert group, which should be open to
all parties, should evaluate the technical performance of the international
verification measures and propose changes in equipment and technical procedures.
It should also be a forum for technical discussions of events of which a party
seeks clarification through international measures.

The permanent secretariat should assist the consultative committee and
the technical expert group. It should, inter alia, supervise that the technical
components of the international data exchange are operated as specified in the
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treaty. The secretariat should compile and present operational statisties to
the technical expert group. The secretariat should also serve as the point
of contact for co-operation with international organizations such as WMO.

It is our hope that this draft treaty presented today will facilitate
serious political negotiations in the Committece on Disarmament. As I have
mentioned, additional technical material is, however, needed. In our view
the task of providing this technical material should be given to the
Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts.

My Government is presenting this draft comprehensive test-ban treaty in

order to give 2 new impetus to the disarmament negotiations in the nuclear
field.

The draft treaty with its protocol demonstrates that a combination of
verification measures, such as scismic means, surveillance of airborne
radioactivity and on=-site inspection, creates the opportunity to establish a
sound and reliable verification system.

This is now a definite possibility to lay the necessary foundation for
a comprehensive nuclear test-=ban treaty. Certainly, considerable political
and technical problems remain to be solved.

The technical obstacles are manageable. The present draft clearly shows
that.

The political obstacles may be more difficult. However, the opportunity
of creating a viable international verification system may help in shaping a
political will, so sadly lacking up to this time.

The world's leaders should by now start to become aware of what has so
long been obvious to all non-nuclear-weapon nations.

The nueclear-arms race is futile. TInstead of creating security, it
breeds insecurity for all. The first step towards nuclear disarmament -- and

thus towards enhanced security -- should be the conclusion of a comprehensive
test-ban treaty.

We have a responsibility. We are getting the means. This is a chance.
Let us together take this step now.
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The: CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Sweden ror her statement and for
the kind uorde addreaeed—to the Chair.. . :

-I now give the- floor to the: repreaentati?e of Indoneeie, Ambaseedor Sutreana.

Mr. SUTRESNA {Indoneaia) Mr. Chairman, it is indeed a great pleeeure for my
delegation to welcome you, the repreaentative of a non-aligned and friendly country,
as Chairman of the Committee on DisarMement for the first month of the second part .
of the Committee's session this year. Relations between our two oountriee, Nigeria.
and Indonesia, have always been and will continue to be warm and cordial, despite
the great geographical distance separating us. I would like to assure you of my
delegation's support and oo-operation in the discharge of your difficult task.

May 1 alsé take this opportunity to convey my delegation's thanks and
appreciation to Ambassador van Dongen of the Netherlanda for his effeotive ;
leaderehip and wisdom in leading the Committee during its work_laet April.

My delegation would also like to welcome Ambassador Kamyab of Iran, _
Ambassador Rose of the German Democratic Republic, Ambassador Turbdnski of Poland"
and Ambassador Ekéus of Sweden as new members of the family of the Cbmmittee on
Disarmament. ' I wish to offer them the co-operation of my delegation. In this

connection, my delegation is gratified to see that Ambassador Lidgard will continue
to be with us to chair the Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiological Weapons. His
contributions to the Committee and to the Group of 21 in the past are greatly
appreciated by my delegation, and I am sure, by all of us here. My delegation
wishes him success in his future assignment. '

The inclusion of the item, Prevention of nuclear war, in the agenda for the
year 1983 is a manifeéstation of the Committee's growing concern over the survival
of humankind that has been relentlessly voiced by the world community. It is °
based on the conviction that our Committee could and should contribute to' the’
efforts toward the elimination of the danger of a nuclear war which is recognized
by all ' as an immediate goal in the final objective of general and complete ’
disarmament under effective international control. ' Such an inclusion, speoifically,
is a response to the request directed to our Committee in United Nations '
General Assembly resolution 37/78 I, which reads, "to undertake, as a matter of the
highest priority, ‘negotiations with a view to achieving agreement on appropriate
and practicel measures for the prevention of a nuclear war." Y s B0

Our endeavour is both relevant and timely. The Committee on Diearmament can
no loriger adopt an evasive stance on this serious issue, particularly in view of
the strained relations between the Superpowers, the ‘impasse in bilateral/ -3
trilateral negotiations ‘and the alarming pace of the nuclear arms race, as well
as the conflict and tension that tend to engulf various regions of the world. It
was precisely because of this gloomy situation that the non-aligned countries
issued a message, during their Seventh Conference of Heéads of State or Government
in New Delhi in March this year which, inter alia, expresses their demand for "ah
immediate halt to the: dﬁift towards nuclear conflict which threatens the
well-being not only of humenity in our times but of future generations as well",



CD/PV,217
C 2

(Mr. Sutresna, Indonesia)

The great importance that my delegation attaches to the question of the
prevention of nuclear war hardly needs repeating.. The_Goqernment of Indonesia has
always viewed with the utmost concern the possibility of an outbreak of nuclear
war and has consistently supported efforts to eliminate the danger of the use of
nuclear weapons. Thus, as early as the sixteenth session of the General Assembly
in 1961, Indonesia co-sponsored resolution 1653 (XVI) which unequivocally asserted
that the use of nuclear ‘weapons is contrary to the aims of the United Nations and
a violation of itsCharter as well as of the laws of humanity. The resolution _
further declared that any State using these deadly weapons is to be eonaidered as
committing a crime against humenity.-

.Since then, a number of technological developments, quantitative increases
and qualitative improvements of nuclear ‘weaponry have made even clearer the
catastrophic results of a nuclear war. The situation is further compounded by an
alarming trend toward a new strategy for the use of nuclear weapons based on the
theory of a limited nuclear war which could be won by one of the parties to the
conflict. - This theory is unquestionably illusory as well as dangerous. There is
no guarantee that the use of tactical nuclear weapons in a geographically limited
war would not lead'to counter-strikes by one nuclear-weapon State againet another,
thus making a full-scale nuclear war inevitable. 'Such an escalation may seem to
be a natural sequence. Moreover, that theory involves the very real danger of
making the possibility of nuclear war, which will result in the destruction of all
forms of life on earth,'“thinkable“ and more immediate.

The growing awareness of"’ the potentially devastating consequences which a
nuclear 'war would have on mankind should make us realize the enormity of our
responsibilities. Therefore, an issue of such critical importance to all mankind
as the prevention of nuclear war, which in fact constitutes the preservation of
our civilization, must be the legitimate concern of all States -~ big, medium and
small. Regrettabiy, the decision of the first special session of the
General Assembly’devoted to disarmament to accord priority consideration to
effective measures toward the prevention of nuclear war remains, if anything, a
statement of intent. Nuclear-weapon States have not lived up to what continues
legitimately to be expected of them as being primarily responsible for nuclear
disarmament.

My delegation remains to be convinced by the argument that such a situation
was unavoidable in view of the pattern of behaviour among the Superpowers
prevailing in a particular period. There is no denying that nuclear-disarmament
negotiations cannot be pursued in isolation. However, it has become an axioq
that the attainment of disarmament agreements will further the cause of peace and
international security. Moreover, past experience of disarmament negotiatione,
including those of the early years after the Second World War, ‘has ahoun us that
the so-called "theory of linkage" proved to be not only senseleee but aleo
counter-productive. Attempts to link the disarmament negotiations with the
solution of non-disarmament problems will be of no avail. Convereely, the
sincerity of the parties to disarmament negotiations will also be put to the test
by the restraint of their behaviour in other areas of activity. We cannot have a
situation in which those countries attempt to contribute to the establishment of
peace and international security through disarmament, while at the same time, the
same countries are carrying out policies in different regions of the world
contrary to the very objective of disarmament.
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Paragraph 13 of the Final Document states that "Enduring international peace
and security cannot be built on the aceumulation of weaponry by military ‘ o
alliances nor be sustained by a precarious balance of deterrence or doctrines of
strategic superiority”. In spite of this, nuclear-weapon States, in protecting
and promoting their respective security 1ntereate, continue to rely on the
doctrines predicated upon the use of nuclear weapons. Their search for greater
security on the basis of the possession of, and the willingness to use, nuclear
weapons, has instead brought us further insecurity.

Nuclegr-weapon.:States apparently continue to cherish the hope that the
balance-of dgterrence.can be maintained stable. This is an oversimplification.
How .can. spch a..bglance:be maintained when each of the parties concerned adopts a .
strategy .which. pesks: to. achieve nuclear sugeriority, in terms both of quality and
of quantity? -In, the nuclear age, moreovqrq “"these doctrines involve unacceptable
uncertainty and,.given the naturenof these, weépona, the risks inherent in the
failure .of deterrenge are only too obvious. ‘'The use by some States of the
prospect of the:.annihilation of human civilization for promoting their security is
inadmissible .gnd. is- certainly not consistent with the principles of the
United, Nations ;Chapter. . Neither is it acceptable to use perceived inferiority in
conventional. farces; .as a. pretext for pursuing a nuclear deterrence. strategy.

I hope it is clear from the foregoing that the assumption that the queation
of the prevention.of nuclear war is exclusively the concern of nuclear-weapon
States is. fallacious. - Furthermore, numerous studies relating to nuclear weapons:
that have been conducted within or outside the United Nations system have o ¢
indicated to us in no uncertain terms that massive annihilating effects from the
outbreak of a nuclear war could not be confined to belligerent States alone.
Hence, the.voice of non-nuclear-weapon countries -- which will also be potential:-.
victime in any nuclear confliet -- must be heard and their concerns be heeded. -
It is within this context too, that the position of the. Group of 21 on the
prevention of nuclear war, as contained in document CD/341, has to be appreciatad.
That, working paper has rightly pointed out first, that, it i= the shared
responsibility of all States to prevent a nuc]ear war, and secondly, that.
elaboration of practicalmeasures of such prevention is:within the realm of
competence of the Committee on Disarmament.

My delegation therefore submits that all delegations, with no.exception, wild
have to pursue .the subject with greater vigour and sense of urgency, lest we fail
in our inherent responsibilities as members of this sole multilateral negotiating
forum in the field of disarmament. Appropriate and practical measures that the
Committee will have to seek, in the view of my delegation, will inevitably,
therefore, be-ellgenpompassing in character. The form in which we carry out that
task will determine the degree of seriousness we all accord to this subject.
Like the other .members of the Group of 21, my delegation believes that the urgency
and vital .importance of the prevention of nuclear war requires nothing less than
an agd_hpe working .group..established for that purpose and with an appropriate
mandate. . As.far as the, modalities of work are concerned, my delegation is
open-mlnded. : :

LHhile_recognizing.that the subject-matter is practically not new to us, my
delegation believes that further intensive discussions would be useful for the
purpose of reaching a common understanding on basic premises and a framework on
the basis of waich our task, i.e. to draw up appropriate and practical measures
for the prevention.of nuclear war, could be pursued.
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~Such basic permises and framework should include, first and foremost, as has
been spelled out in document CD/341, the reaffirmation of our strict adherence to
and respect for the principles of the United Nations Charter,.and in particular
respect for sovereignty, the non-use or threat of use of force against the
territorial integrity or political independence of any State, the peaceful
settlement of disputes, non-intervention and non-interference in the internal
affairs of States and peaceful coexistence and trust between all States.

Secondly, they should also include the recognition that nuclear weapons are
not instruments of war: they are weapons of mass destruction. Pending nuclear
disarmament, whose ultimate objectiive is the total elimination of nuclear weapons,
the use of nuclear weapons should be prohibited under all circumstances. In this
context, it must be mentioned that our search for practical measures to prevent
nuclear war in no way implies that we underrate the consequences of war in which
conventional weapons, especially the most sophisticated ones, are used. If my
delegation does not deem it relevant to deal with this question under the item,
Prevention of nuclear war, it is simply because the problem of conventional
weapons is not as presaing as that of nuclear weapons with their immense
destructive capability. However, in so far as conventional wars could escalate to
a nuclear threshold. this probability underlines the need for nuclear-weapon
States to steer clear of conflicts among non-nuclear-weapon States.

Thirdly, as amply shown by the UNIDIR study on "Risks of unintentional
nuclear war", it should be acknowledged that an acute international crisis may act
as a catalyst to trigger a nuclear war. g : ;

Fourthly, the negotiation and conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban treaty,
which would constitute the litmus test of the sincerity of the desire of nuclear=
weapon States to remove the danger of the vertical as ‘well as of the'horizontal
proliferation of nuclear weapons, should urgently be pursued

May I at this Juncture, sincerely welcome the dbaft treaty that has just been
presented by the distinguished head of ‘the delegation of Sweden my ﬂelegation SaN
looks forward to studying it more carefully. Pt

Fifthly, the ultimate objective of achieving a world entirely free of nuclear
weapons should also be pursued through the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free
zones in different parts of the world by the States of the region or subregion
concerned. In order for such zones to be effective, nuclear—weapon States are
obliged to support and respect the status of such zones.

Finally, another element of no less importance is the difference in conditions
pertaining to specific regions. It seems obvious that measures that may be
applicable for a region where there is a high concentration of nuclear weapons,
such as Europe, would not necessarily be the same as those that are required for
another region where, for instance, although no nuclear weapons are being deployed,
the threat ‘to the sécurity of the region is inherent in the transit of nuclear
weapons through that region. The latter example, has a greater relevance in the
case of a region or a country having geographic peculiarities, such as Indonesia,
which constitutes an archipelagic State. situated at the crossroads of sea-routes
connecting twoc oceans and two continents.

Those aspects are definitely not exhaustive.: Other delegations may perhaps
wish to add other elements to the list, if the approach that we are suggesting
is deemed appropriate.
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In conclusion, I wish to state that my delegation, 'in sharing its thoughts on
the question of the prevention of nuclear war, does not at all underestimate the
complexity of the subject. On the contrary, we are aware that the problems that
will arise may be manifold. They include not only problems relating to the
formulation cf and agreement on appropriate and practical measures, but alsdo those
relating to the ways and means to ensure the effective implementation of such
measures. We believe, however, that they would not be insurmountable if we are all
committed to.contributing to this gigantic task of securing the survival of the -
present as well as future generations.

The CHAIRMAN: T thank the representative of Indonesia for his statement and
for the kind words he addressed to the Chair.

I now give the floor to the represénbative of Morocco, Ambassador Skalli.

Mr. ALI SKALLL (Morocco) (translated from French): Mr. Chairman, the members
of my delegation and I are especially happy to offer you our sincere congratulations
on your assumption of the chairmanship of our Committee in this first month of its
summer session. We wish to express our satisfaction that the guidance of our
discussiona has been entrusted to the eminent and worthy representative of Nigeria,
a friendly and fraternal ccuntry with which Moroceo has so many ties.

Your great diplomatic talents, your skilfulness and your human and professional
qualities constitute for us so many guarantees of the success of our work.

You may rest assured of the full and unstinted co-operation of my delegation
and myself. e e ;

It is with great pleasure that I wish to express our profound and sincere
gratitude to our . excellent friend, Ambassador Franz van Dongen:of the Netherlands,
for his valuable contribution to our work during the month when he was Chairman.

The devotion he showed to the cause of ‘disarmament, his-courtesy and exemplary
patience, as well as his skill and great-wisdom, enabled him to accomplish
brilliantly and successfully the mission entrusted to him during his term of office.

My delegation would -l1ike to welcome the presence among us this morning of his
Excellency Mr. leo Tindemans, the Minister fo: Foreign Affairs of Belgium. It was
with keen attenticn that the Moroccan delegation listened to the important speech he
made before our Committee. I should also like to welcome the new representatives of
the German Democratic Republic, Poland and Sweden. We are most happy to have this
opportunity of establishing links of co-operation and friendship:with them. We are
also pleased bo note the return among us of Mrs. Britt Theorin, Ambassador, Member
of Parl*ament and Chairman of the Swedish Disarmament Commission. Sweden has always
played an important and constructive part in disarmament matters and our eminent
colleague and warm friend, Ambassador Curt Lidgard, has left his mark in this field.
We wish him wel) in the new stage he is embarklng on in his life and career.

Nearly four decades have now passed aince man turned one of the darkest pages
in his history. 8ince then mankind has endeavoured to establish a new type of
internationai relaticns, based on confidence, co-operation and solidarity.

It must, however, be admitted thal in spite of all the efforts made to achieve
that aim, the world continues to live in a gtate of armed peace, with all that that
means in terms of mistrust and insecurity.



CD/PV,.217
28

(Mr. Ali Skalli, Morocco)

International relations are constantly deteriorating; centres of tension are
smouldering in the four corners of the earth, and the arms race goes on without
respite. Far from giving one side or the other agreater senseof security, thearms
race merely heightens suspicion and increases tension and consequently creates a
climate where the fear of a new world war and especially of a nuclear war, prevails.

There is no denying that the arms race has today assumed a magnitude out of
all proportion to the security needs of the States engaged in it. The accumulation
of more and more sophisticated and destructive weapons can only lead to a conflict
situation in which a conflagration of incalculable consequences may break out at
any moment.

Our awareness of the dangers inherent in this situation should encourage us
to strive harder than ever to focus all our effefts on a common objective, that of
putting an end to the arms race and advancing towards general and complete
disarmament under effective international control.

In a statement to the Committee on 3 February 1983, the head of the Swedish
delegation said that according to figures from the Hagfors Seismic Observatory in
Sweden, no less than 55 nuclear explosions had taken place in the world in 1982 as
compared with 49 in 1981. In other words, there was an explosion every six days.

These figures in themselves sound &an alarm, since the number of nuclear tests
is increasing year after year at a staggering rate, testifying to a greater
prollferation of nuclear weapons.

We consider that the threshold of security has already been crossed and that
we must react before it is really too late.

The failure of the various United Nations bodies, including our Committee,
after more than two decades ol fruitless debate, to agree on a treaty banning all
nuclear tests, is for us a source of grave concern which is only equalled by our
ardent desire to see common sense and reason finally prevail.

Since the question of banning nuclear tests was placed on the agenda of our
Committee in 1979, a dozen resolutions have been adopted by the United Nations
General Assembly requesting the Committee to submit to it the text of an agreement
providing for a complete ban on nuclear tests.

Last year, the Committee on Disarmament took the excellent initiative of
setting up an ad hoe working group to consider all specific issues which could
facilitate progress towards the negotiation of a nuclear test ban and to define
through substantive examination, the issues relating to verification and compliance.

We were pleased, at that time, to see a working group finally taking up this
priority issue. As you know, it had been very difficult to secure the establishment
of such a group and much patience and imagination had been necessary in order to
overcome the difficulties which had prevented its being set up.

We should, however, realize that this achievement, although positive, was -
nevertheless not an end in itself, but a practical and suitable means for going
beyond the stage of purely academic statements and engaging in concrete
negotiationa cn a draft treaty.
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Most members of the Committee rightly consider that the Ad Hoc Working Group's
mandate is limited and restrictive and does not permit the negotiation of a draft
treaty. To justify this mandate, some delegations have emphasized the fundamental
importanqe ‘of -the- problem of verification.

of course;-verification,and complizince are key elements in any instrument
imposing a. ban on'npclear testing, but they could not possibly be the only ones.
Other elements, especially .the scope of the treaty, are important also, and should
receive our attention..

This-aeems:all the more obvious to us as the Final Document of the first
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament states in
paragraph 31: "The form and modalities of the verification to be provided for
in any specific agreement depend upon and should be deteriiined by the purposes,
scope and ;nature of the agreement.".

Consequently, one can but regret the rejection of the request for a broadening
of the mandate of the Working Group set up under item 1 of the agenda.

However, our disappointment has been somewhat mitigated by the faect that all
the delegations present here have expressed a desire to discuss, in an open-minded
and constructive spirit, all the issues connected with the draft treaty which, we
hope, will be concluded in the near future. We cannot lose sight of the importance
and the urgency of concluding a treaty completely banning all nuclear tests. There
is no doubt that the signing of such an instrument would be a fundamental step
likely to put an end to the present continuous vertical proliferation of nuclear
weapons, prevent horizontal proliferation and’ open the way to nuclear disarmament.

The question of the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament
is of equal importance, and one to which the Gengral Assembly has given high priority.

Our interest in this matter is justified by the fact that nuclear weapons
constitute the gravest threat to mankind.and to the survival of our civilization.

The exiptence of such weapons,-the conStant increase in their numbers and
their constant improvement are, in our view, a challenge to all mankind. Far from
guaranteeing international peace and security, these weapons only serve to maintain
a climate of mistrust and anxiety which accentuates the deterioration in
international relations. .

e regret that progress in research and technology, instead of being made in
order to ensure-and promtte the welfare of mankind, is most often achieved for
military purposes.

The figures supplied by the United Nations in its "Report on the world social
situation", published this spring, leave us somewhat perplexed. On page 196, this
report states: "Total warheads in the United States and Soviet nuclear arsenals
nearly tripled between: 1970 and 1980 with a parallel growing sophistication of this
weaponry in terms °6f kiIling power.". It also states that the global total spent
annually for nucléar weapons amounts to $100 billion, or one fifth of all military
expenditure, and further that "Around 50,000 nuclear weapons are now available to
destroy the world. Their explosive power is equivalent to one million Hiroshima
bombs. e < o

These figures are sufficiently eloquent in themselves; they confirm our
anxiety and reinforce our conviction that if the process of the building up of
nuclear arsenals is not reversed, nuclear disarmament will in a few years time
become an increasingly idle dream.
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Of course, nobody wishes to reach that stage. However, the determination of
the nuclear-weapon Powers to ensure ‘that they are ahead is, to say the least, a
source of anxiety. The frantic pursuit of superiority in this field serves only
to increase the risks of the ammihilation of man by man. The General Assembly
itself, in the Final Document of its first special session devotéd to disarmament
highlighted this dilemma when it said: '"We must halt the arms race and proceed
to disarmament or face amnihilation", :

It seems to my delegation that the time has come to react and to take the
necessary measures to remove the threats of extermination with which our planet
is faced.

We believe that the cessation of the nuclear arms race, followed by general
and complete nuclear disarmament under international control, is the only way in
which the world cen avert a nuclear war. To attain this goal, however, it is
imperative that our Committee should go beyond the stage of debates and
discussions of a general character and initiate without delay negotiations on
substantive matters, especially with regard to halting the manufacture of nuclear
weapons and reducing stockpiles until they are totally destroyed.

A request for concrete negotiations on this fundamental issue has been
repeated at every session of our Committee, especially by the Group of 21, Appeals
have constantly been made for such negotiations to be started so that the
provisions of paragraph 50 of the Final Document can be translated into practical
terms,

The neutral and non-aligned countries, supported on this point by many other
delegations, have repeatedly stressed the usefulness and desirability of
- establishing an ad hoc working group to conduct negotiations towards that end.
Unfortunately, owing to the absence of a consensus, it has not as yet been possible
to adopt the proposal of -the Group of 21 contained in document CD/180., The
Moroccan delegation supports this proposal and considers it to be still valid and
topical.

Similarly, the numerous resolutions of the United Nations, urging us to
initiate negotiations on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament and to establish a.working group for that purpose, have not so far
received any favourable response.

Quite clearly, here too, we find ourselves in a situation of deadlock
resulting from a complete lack of political will.

We ought to realize that the impasse the Committee has reached as regards
a number of important items on its agenda must necessarily impair its efficiency
and, by way consequence, harm. the .image of our Committee, the only maltilateral
nsgotlatlng organ with regard to disarmament

The Moroccan delegation would like the working group on the improvement of
the functioning of the Committee on_Dlsarmamqnt to undertake a close study of the
question of the establishment of ad hoc, worklng groups and ‘the determination of
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their mandates as well as of the formulation of a rat10n31 and practical apprpach
‘which would in the future spare the Committee on Disarmament sterile discussions
and a loss of time which has effectively prevented it from performing its task in
opt;mnm conditions.

I would now like to deal with item 6 of our agenda concerning the
comprehenaiVe pmg:-amme of disarmament.

As you know, the General Assembly, at its second special session devoted
to disarmament, was unable to adopt the draft:programme which the Committes had
submitted to it,

.The.text of this draft was referred back to the Committee for reconsideration.

The Working Group dealing with this item resumed its work during the spring
part of our .session without, however, .achieving any results which migh#¢inspire
or justify optimiem on our part. It is true that it lacked time, but a first
reading of the paragraphs or sentences still in brackets does not suggest that
there has been any positive development.

And yet this programme was the fruit.of several years' auatalnad .and
meticulous éffort within the Ad Hoc Wbrking Group and 13 years of negotiations
starting from the adoption by the U: United Nations Ganeral Assembly of
resolution 2602 E in 1969.

The programme seemed sufficiently well-structured and well-balanced tblheet
the hopes ‘and aspirations of everyone. It was, however, referred back to our
Committee by the General Assembly at its second special session on Hlearmsment
owing, once agaln, to the lack of political will, which had prevented its
adoption.

Of course, we should not overlook the fact that there are in the world
different concepts based on differences between politlcal and social systems, but
we should recognize that these systems now form part of our daily environment.
They canniét and should not be a stumbling block on the road to an agreﬁwant on
a comprehensive programme of disarmament, which is in everybody's interests.

It would be regrettable if these differences were to compromise the important
work accomplished so far in this field or were to be used as an excuse for an
implicit repudiation: of‘¢ommitments undertaken when the Final Document of the
first special seasion on disarmament was adopted.

We hope that all obataclea of every kind will be.removed so that this
comprehensive progrgmme of disarmament can be adopted; for we. are convinced
that its adoption would provide an impetus to other aspects of our negotiations
and would have a beneficial effect on matters still outstanding.
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Ambassador Garcfa Robles, Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, to whom we should like to pay tribute for
the outstanding work done under his guidance, spoke in his statement on
1 February 1983 of his optimism regarding the adoption of the programme this
Year., We should like to say that we share his optimism and that we hope that all
persons of goodwill will unite their efforts to secure the adoption of the
programme, which will be a landmark in the history of our Committee's work and a
considerable step forward on the road to general and complete disarmament.

The CHATRMAN: I thank the representative of Morocco for his statament and
for the kind words he addressed to the Chair,

That concludes my list of speakers for today. Does ény other delegation wish
to take the floor? ;

I wish now to glve the floor to the Personal Representative of the
Secretary-General and Secretary of the Committee, Ambassador Rikhi Jalpal who
would like to make a brief statement.

Mr, JAIPAL-(Secretary of the Committee. on Disarmament and Personal -
Representative of the Secretary-General): - I should like to inform the members of
the Committee that the Government of Norway has kindly .donated 45,000 as a
grant to be used for supplementing the library of the Committee on Disarmament.
This library is located on the sixth floor and is known by the modest name of
Research and Reference Collection. The Norwegian grant of $5,000 to the
Committee's library is part of Norway's over-all contribution to the World
Disarmament Campaign. Members may not be aware that the library of the Committee
is financed at present entirely by donations, which are placed in a Trust Fund,
The cheque sent to me by the Government of Norway will also be credited to the
Research and Reference Collection Trust Fund., I am sure that this generous gesture
of the Government of Norway is much appreciated by the members of the Committee.
I should like to express the hope that others, too, will find it possible to
emulate the example of the Government of Norway, and I may add that the donation,
if not in cash, could also be 1n the form of beoks, periodicals and other
published materlal :

The United Nations Disarmament Fellowshlps Programme under the guldence
of Mr. Ogunbanwo has been transferred from New York to Gemeva. .. .., .7 ..

The CHATRMAN: I thank the Personal Representative of the Secretartheneral
and Secretary.of the Committee for his statement. I am sure that members have
taken note of the hidden appeal in his statement for asszstance to our 1ibrary.

Members will recall that consultatlons have been g01ng on in connectlon with"
the draft programme of work circulated by the secretariat for the second part
of the Committee's session. It seems to me that it will be advisable to suspend
the plenary meeting now and convene an informal meeting, as in the past, to
consider our programme, If there is no objection, I will take it that the
Committee agrees to hold an informal meeting now. It is so decided. The
plenary meeting is suspended.

The meeting was suspended at 12.45 p.m. and resumed at 1 p.m.
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The CHATRMAN: The 217th plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament is
resumed,

The Committee has before it Working Paper No. 98 of 14 June 1983, containing
the draft programme of work for the second part of the 1983 session.

If there is no objection, I will take it that the Committee adopts its
programme of work with the minor alteration to be effected by the secretariat.

It was so decided.

The CHATRMAN: Members will recall that on 28 April the Committee adopted
its time-table for meetings to be held during this week. The Chairman indicated
that this time-table was merely indicative and subject to change if necessary.

I have requested the secretariat to circulate a slightly revised time-table,
which takes into account a readjustment in the meetings to be held today in the
afternoon and on Thursday afternoon. The Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmeament will meet today at 3 p.m. instead of Thursday at 3 p.m.,
while the meeting of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Security Assurances will be
moved to Thursday aftermoon. This change has been agreed upon by the chairmen
of the two working groups, and I trust that the Committee has no objection.

It was so decided.

The CHATRMAN: The next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament
will be held on Thursday, 16 June 1983, at 10.30 a.m.

The meeting stands adjourned.

The meeti rose at 1,05 p.m.
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On page 3 of each of the above-mentioned documents amend "Iran" to
read "Islamic Republic of Iran".
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