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©o-o-- Mr. SUJKA (Poland): Before I turn to my statement, permit me to express
the gratification of the Polish delegation at the fact that we can work now under your
wise chairmanship. Indeed, the inauguration of this session of the Committee by the
distinguished statesman from Algeria, Foreign lMinister Bouteflika, is in itself a
most auspicious start to our endeavours. At the same time I would like to offér to
the delegations of the Soviet Union and of the United States our sentiments and words
of appreciation for the years of guidance which they have »rovided to the Committee as
its Co~Chairmen. Locking forward to their active participation in this Committee, we
are confident that they will not fail to willingly share with us‘their vast
experience in the conduct of our negotiating process.

Taking the f{loor on behalf of Poland, one of the countries which have actively
contributed to the multilateral negotiations since they opened in Geneva in 1962, I
have the pleasure to welcome the new members who are now joining this Committee as a
result of the decisions of the special session of the General Assembly of the
United Neti.ns devoted to disarmament.

I have the honour in particular to place on record the satisfaction of my
Government at the fact that among those members we can welcome France, an important
nuclear-weapon Power and a State with which my country has had traditionally
fruitful co-cperation.

Poland is determined to continue her constructive involvement in efforts to
consolidate neace and international security vherever they are made. Accordingly, I
wish to assure all members of the Committee on Disarmament that the Polish delegation
is ready to co-operate closely with all of them in our common endeavour to discharge
the mandate which this organ has received from the special session as well as from
the thirty-third regular session of the General Assembly.

Indeed, as we are all aware, the ultimate positive solution ol the important
tasks facing this and other disarmament negotiating forums —— that is, effective
progress towards genuine disarmement with undiminished security of all parties ——
may prove difficult, if not elusive, unless States are willing and able to muster
their collective determination and political will to closely co-operate with one
another in search of those objectives.

In the view of the Polish Governmenti the fundamental and imperative task today
is to sustain and consclidate-the process of ddtente by taking decisive steps to
halt the arms race and bring about meaningful measures of real disarmament. The
technological armg race —— as it were — has long overtaken the pace of

disarmement negotiations and nov constitutes one of the major threats to world
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peace and stability. Poland, therefore, attaches great significance to the Soviet
Union-United States negotiations on the limitation of strategic offensive wespons.
A SALT IT agreement would bring down the level of military confrontation, thereby
strengthening the course towards détente, peace and international security.
Moreover, it would create & more propitious climate for disarmament efforts pursued
in other negotiating fora, the Commifttee on Disarmament included.

It is generally recognized in fact that, in the long run, the arms race and
détente are irreconcilable and incompatible with one another. Given the existence
in the world today of vast stockpiles of weapons of mass destruction, a further
unrestrained technological arms race, both in the nuclear and in the conventional
fields, could work not only to subvert détente buf also to undermine the results of
progress made so far in the realm of arms limitation and disarmament. There are
important security and economic considerations which more eloquently than ever are
now arguing for the pressing need to hali and reverse the upward spiral of the arms
race. Indeed, it would seem that unless the international community succeeds in that
regard, there may well emerge the real danger of the development of qualitatively
nev types of weapons as well as the prospect that material ard human resources may
well continue to be denied for the solution of such dire problems facing mankind as
the fight against hunger, eradication of disease, illiteracy, the development of new
sources of energy and so on.

It will be recalled that the special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament wasAparticularly emphatic in underlining the close interrelationship
between advances in the field of disarmament, détente and the strengthening of
international security. Its Final Document is explicit in stressing that "the
dynamic development of détente, encompassing all spheres of international relations
in 21l regions of the wvorld, with the participation of all countries, would create
conditions conducive to the efforts of States to end the arms race ... . Progress
on détente and progress on disarmament mutually complement and strengthen each
other". Moreover, the special session left no doubt in anybody's mind thatb
further continuation of the arms race vould be incompatible with the implementation
of the new international economic order based on justice, equality and
co~operation. This is by no means a surprising statement. Against the staggering
requirements of the socio-econowmic develonment of States everyvhere, To sgpend well
over $1 billion a day on the implements of war is absurd. As a global phenomenon,
which it is, the arms race is irraticnal and unpardonable.

We can safely say that international relations are nov approaching a
crosgroads, which can lead either to the growth of mutual trust and co-operation,

or to the growth of mutual fears, suspicions and arsenals. They may lead
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ultimately either to lasting peace, or at best to a balancing on the brink of var.
Détente and disarmament onen the road tovards peace. To miss this opportunity vould
border on the irr~sponsible, especially vien ve recognize that peace is no longer a
Ufopian dream, that there is no alternative to peace if mankind is to survive.

We believe that the cause of durable peace in a disarming world would best be
served and facilitated by greater all-round recognition of the fact that the
peaceful co-existence of Btates with different systems and the non-use of force in
international relations represent the two basic pre~conditions for the successful
devélopment of the present day world and for the effective solution of ite nagging
problems. In other words, international security can be strengthened most
effeétively by expanding the areas of mutual understanding and co-operaticn and by
substituting them for the areas of confrontation, especially in the military field.
By the same tolken, it would be a gross disservice to the cause of international
security and mutual understanding if the military—industrial complex in certain
countries were to be allowed to accelerale the arms race in puréuit of deceptive
"military superiority"”, or -- as the case may be — to conjure the threat of
alleged "superiority" on the part of others in order to cover and justify its own
designs. | _

In the considered view of the Polish Govermnment, it is imperative for the
international community to proceed promptly with practical implementation of the
ideas and recommendations formulated in the IMinal Document of the speciai gession.,

We believe that the most important -~nd urgent question is the question of
nuclear disarmament and the prevention of nuclear srar, which ~- as we know —-
corresponds to the nriorities set forth by the special session. In this connexion, it
is of particular significence to commence, without further delay, negotiations by =all
nuclear-weapon States on the halting of nuclear arms race, as urged by the
General Assembly in its resolution.53/71 H, adopted at the thirty-third session.

A realistic, matter—of—faot‘and straightforvard course towards disarmament
and meaningful military détente in Burope and throughout the world has heen
offered recently in the Declaration of the States Parties to the Varsau Treaty.

As will be recalled, the Declaration, which wvas adopted at a meeting of the
Political Consultative Committee held in Moscow last November, has been
clrculated as an official document of the Gencral Assembly (A/33/392).

The document has placed on record the grave concern of‘public opinion
everyvhere at the attempts of certain militaristic circles in the West to accelerate
the technological arms race. Vhile voicing alarm over this dangerous tendency, the

Declaration puts forward a comprehensive programme of measurses which could pave the
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way towards reversing the arms race and ultimately tovards genuine disarmament.

The States Parties to the Warcaw Treaty resister in the document their determination
to press for the achievement of these objectives, in accordance with the spirit

and the letter of the recommendaticns of the special session.

As 1t were, the simnatories stressed the continued validity ol the proposals
which the Soviet Union and other socialist countries have made in the field of
disarmament, as well as their readiness to nroceed, together with other countfies, to
a censtructive and nroductive consideration of such proposals. A

In the view of my delegaticn, the most sienificant message conveyed in the
Declaration ie the stabtement that there is no tyne of weapon, whether nuclear or
conventional, which the socialist States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty are not ready
to limit or reduce, whether on regional or on global scale, on the basis of strict
observance of the principle of uwndiminished security of each side. It may well be
worthwhile. recalling that the signatories of the Declaration expressly reaffirm that
they have never sought, and do not seek abt present, militery superiority over any
State or group of States, that their military efforts are and always will be aimed
exclusively at ensuring their owm defence capacity. Indeed, this posture directly
reflects their underlying belief that military balance in Burope, and in the world for
thet matter, should be maintained not by increasing armouries but by their reduction
and by resolute transition to specific measures of disarmament, especially in the
nuclear field., ‘

At the very outset of my statement I took the liberty to refer in passing to
the fact that my country lias -actively particinated in the Geneva multilateral
disarmament negotistions ever since 1962. In actual fact, Poland sought to make
a meaningful contribution to all the efforts aimed at consclidating international
security and prowoting genuine disarmament throughoult the past 33 post-war years.

It may he vorth recalling that the first nropesal in the field of disarmament which
Poland made at the United Naticns dates back to 1945. llbbre than a decade later, in
1957, Poland used the same {forum -— and, after a fev years, the opening session of
the Eighteen-Hation Committee on Dissrmament —— to submit e specific and realistic
plan for the creation of an atom—free zone in Central CDurone. The plan vas
sunsequently modified to become something of a blueprint for a denuclearized and
limited armaments zone,

While that idea has, regrettably, not materislized in our part of the world,
it certainly had direct impact upon the wolitical climate in Durope and helped to
encourage imaginative thinking elsevhere, leading ultimately %o its practical

application on the Latin American continent,
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In 1964, again at the United Nations, my country formulated a proposal to
convene a conference of all Buropean States in order to examine the problem of
Luropean security in its entirety. Some ten years later, oing to the active and
constructive input from countries of the socialist community as well as from other
States, that idea came to fruition with the signing at Helsinki of the Final Act of
the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Furope.

Dedication to peace and disarmament is deeply ingrained in the social system
of People's Poland, which has established a strict correlation between the
successful socio-economic development of the country and consistent efforts to
secure for Poland the best possible external conditions, the conditions of peace and
security. DPeace and security are the supreme aims of the foreign policy of Poland,
and, indeed, also of other socialist countries. Imaginative and consistent efforts
to promote détente and genuine disarmament are -— in our view —— the best instruments
to attain these objectives. We try to vractice vhait ve preach vhen we get intimately
involved in the Vienna talks to lower the dangerous level of military confrontation
vhich nov exists in Central Burope. We also try to translate our principles into
practical action at the United Uations wvhen, recognizing that the first line of
defence against var is man himself, we propose that something should be done about it.

Indeed, bearing in mind the maxim vhich asserts that "since wars begin in the
minde of men, it is in the minds of men that the deferices of peace wust be
constructed", we took the initiative of proposing to the thirty-third session of the
General Assembly —- and ve have received its unanimous endcrsement for —— a
Declaration on the prevaration of societics for 1life in peace. This subject was
first raised by Edward Gierek, the First Secretary of the Central Committee of the
Polish United Vorkers' Party who, in addressing the General Assembly in 1974,
stressed in particular the right of all nations to life in peace.

Ls the Ilinister for Foreign Affairs of Poland, Imil Vojtaszek, noted when
introducing the Polish initictive to the session of the General Assenbly last
September:

"Preparation for life in neace is the kind of activity which could be

defined as the building of an infrastructure of peace in the conscicusness

of nations. The making of a peaceful vorld can neither be fully effective

nor durable unless there is a most profound avareness in the minds of men

that world peace 1s the supreme value and thereby an objective of the

highest priority™.
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Tabling the text of the draft Declaration on the preparation of societies for
life in peace, Poland regarded that act ac a valid contribution fo gencrating a
climate of mutual trust and an atmospherc conducive to more significant advances
in the field of disarmament. Ve believed, in fact, that cur step was tantamount
to promcting the principles and purposes of the Chartor of the United Nations ~— mosi
specifically, lasting peace and security for all. It wvas a matter of special
satisfaction for public cpinion in Peland that the debate on the draft
Declaration and its universal approval were bearing outl not only the timelincss of
the document but also the fact that aspiration for lasting peace is the predominant
factor in the policies of Sfates.,

I should like to turn now. to several preoccupations, more immediate and
practical, -which are related to the work of this dirarmament negotiating organ, an
important multilateral-forum which has obvious world-wide relevance., My .
Government shares the widely held view that the enlargement of the Committee's
membership embracing, as it does, both nuclear and non-nuclear-weapon States,
developed and developing ones, alligned and non-aligned alike, will be a more
representative body vherein the responsibility for the course and for the results of
disarmament negotiations will be shared by the international community more
equitably. Ve must not forget, furthermore, that the special session has also
provided for specific procedural and substantive arrangements whereby States nct
members of the Committee will be able, if they so wish, to make proposals, to
participate in ~- as many of them are in fact doing right at this meeting -~ and
otherwise to follow the. proceedings cof the Committec, all of vhich substantially
adds to the representative character of this organ.

The Final Document adopted by the special session has mapped Tthe rcad for the
Committee on Disarmament to follow in the days and months ahead. The programme of
action outlined in the document sets realistic priorities which must be followed
Precisely and with due determination. Continuing its work, the Commitiee on
Disarmament must take full advantage of the previous experience and experitise,
putting them to the best uze of the interest of its own effective work.

Poland feels strongly that, above all, the Committee on Disarmament must
continue the pending business, especially where the negotiating process has reached
e crucial stage, or vhere seriousness of the problems involved calls fer urgent and
positive action by the enlarged Committee. Thus, vhile ve are looking forward to the
early and positive outcome of the tripartite negotiations on the complete and
general prchibition of nuclear wveapon tests, ve feel that the Committee must pursue

its consideration of thal matter with reneved vigour.
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The important tasks of the international community include thé‘question of
effective prevention of the spread of nuclear weapons, the subject of one of the
foremost recommer .ations of the special cossion. My country has always belieVed that
the universalization of the régime of non-proliferation of nuclear weapons, as
embodied in the NFT, would be the surest wvay to preclude the physical spread of these
weapons. and to promote the widest international co-operation in the peaceful
applications of energy of the atom. Both these objectives would be served by
enhanced effectiveness of the IABA safeguards, which Poland consistently seeks
within the Agency framework and through contributions to the work of the
"London Club",

- Parallel political or international legal measures capable of contributing
to a heightened sense of security of non-nuclear-weapon States would constitute
integral elements of the broad range of measures aimed at preventing the spread of
nuclear weapons and avoiding the threat of a nuclear conflict. I would like to
recall that in this regard, responding to an initiative of the Soviet Government,
the thirty—-third session of the General Assembly has requested our Committee to take
effective measures for the strengthening of the security of non-nuclear-weapon
States through appropriate international arrangements. - Indeed, we are urged to
congider, at the earliest possible time, specific drafts of an international
convention. As the Secretary-General, Dr. Kurt Waldheim, has rightly noted in his
valuable and penetrating message addressed to this session of the Committee ~
".e. if progress can be achieved on this Juestion, an important element of stability
will be introduced in the international situation, with beneficial effects on qther
disarmament questions'. '

We are confident that no one would legitimately claim that the aspirations of
people anywhere could be possibly wet by further improvement of the existing or the
development of new types of weapons of mass destruction. Quite to the contrary.
Ve, therefore, wish to urge the Committee to accord high priority to the question
of the prohibition of the development of new types of veapons of mass destruction,
as required by the Final Document of the special session. Ve believe that there
are no insuxrmountable obstacles to the elaboration of a comprehensive agreement,

supplemented by agreements on specific weapons, if and when identified.
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Uhilé oﬁ the subject of weapons of mass destruction, I feel duty-bound to stress
the particulér concern of the pebﬁie and of my Government over two types of such
weapons'whiqh are specifically méant to annihilate life, in the first place human life.
i refer, of course, to chemical wéaponé. As we know, a ban on their deveiopment,
production éﬁd stockpiling is leong overdue, ' And I also refer to the nﬁclear ncutron
weapons, the prospect of vhose denloyment in the heart of Burope hés been revolting
to public opinion in Poland and‘thréughout Burope ever since such a design became
knewn. We viould wish to hope that in the interest of objectives vhich we all cherish,
the plans 0 develop énd deploy nuclear ﬁeutrgn weapong vill be put to rest once and
for all. . »

The Polish delegation confidently expectz that this important body ﬁill not
fail to consider at the earliest opportunity, as it is obligated under General Assembly
resolutions and in the light of the Fiﬁal Document of the special session, the
elaboration of further international agreements in the field of disarmament for the
prevention of an arms»radé on the sea-bed and the ocean floor.

Myrlist of the pressing items vhich await urgent and constructive examinajion
by the Committee at its current and future sessions would be far too incompiete
without adding)fwo questions: the reduction of military budgets and the limitétibn
of ~onventional arms transfers. .‘My delegation feels very strongly, in particular,
that it would be in the immediate interest both of the cessation of the arms race
and of ald to developing countries if the question of thé reduction of military
budgets 6f“States with major economic and military potentials were to be considered
in the light of its political merits rather than in the context of.endless technicéf'
studies}

In concluding, let me underline two considerations which, in the view of ny
country, are paramount to our endeavoﬁrs:

t. To achieve meaningful vnrogress tovards genuine disarmament, States must

forswear attempts at gaining unilateral advantage at the expense of the

legitimate security interestsz of others. To make such genuine disdrmamemt

possible and enduring, it is indispensable to secure universal adherence to
disarmament agreements.
2, While impbrtant and relevant, no institutional or procedural arrangements in

the field of diéarmaﬁent negotiations can bhe substituted for the political will

of Governments and peoples to seek disarmenent.

As far as Poland and the Polish people are concerned, they will never be found
wanting when it comes for the will 1to seek peace and security through genuine
disarmament. It is in this spirit that my delegation will participate in the

endeavours of the Committee on Disarmament,
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Mr, BEL-SHAFEI (BEgypt): Mr. Chairman, may I associate myself, as well as

my delegation, with all the expressions of kind sentiments and words of praise

addressed to you nd, through you, to your country. - The leading and ominous
role of Algeria in the eradication of the unjust legacies and shackles cof the,
past, and in the establishment of 2 new international oxrder, based on sovereign
equality, political independence, cconomic justice and a reliable system of
collective. security, augurs well for this new important phase in disarmament
negotiation.

It is with a deep sense.of cautious optimism thaf my delegation is taking
part in this first session of the newly constituted multilateral disarmament
negotiating Body. We hope and trust that this new restructuring ——- a positive
outcome of the tenth special session ef the General Assembly —— will lead to a
more effective intermational negotiating body, rne which is more reflective of
worlid realities and of the shared interests of the whole international community
in the sphere of disarmament.

We believe that this could be attained if the ground rules adopted by the
General Assembly for this body are complemented by and matched with a programme nf
work reflecting the new determination and fresh approach adepted at the tenth
special session. An agenda which clearly and adequately identifies and focuses
upon priorities, a set of rules of procedure which insure the principles of democracy
and guard against paralysis and stagnation, are some of the important elements which
can secure succeéso,

- Purther, we regard the participation of all nuclear-Power States in
disarmament negotiations to be a necessary prerequisite for any meaningful and
pragmatic approach towards a universally applicable disarmament measure. 1t is
therefore appropriate to rernew our hope and expectaticn that the Pecople's Republic
of China will deem it fit. to take an active part in this body in a not so distant
future.

I would, however, hasten to add a proviso of cardinal imporiance, namely that
all our efforts will be of mno avail and the whole exercise will be rendered futile
if the reguired political will to act courageously is lacking, and the moral
commitment to our cherished goal of general and complete disarmament under
effective international contrel is absent,

In its rescluticn 3%3/71 F, the General Assembly expressed its conviction

that the Final Document of the special. session devoted to disarmament provided a
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solid basis to set in motion an international disarmament stratcgy that makes it
possible at the same time:
"(a) To carry out what is the most active and urgent task of the present

day, namely, the removal of the threat of o world war, which would

inevitably be a nuclear waxr;

(b) To channel the negotiations among States towards the final goal of

general and complete disarmament under effective international contrel,

on the understanding that such negotiations shall be conducted concurrenﬁly

with negotiations on partial measuvres of disarmaments

(o) To strengthen intermational peace and security and to promote the

economic and soclal advancement of all pecples, thus, facilitating the

achievement cf the new Intermational Econcmic Order”.

Consonant with that strategy, the Final Document Programme of Action defines
the priorities of disarmament negetiations te be nuclear weapons; other weapons
of mass destruction, including chemical weapons; conventional weapons, including
any which may be deemed to be excessively injurious or to have indiscriminate
effect, and reduction of armed forces.

It was gratifying to note the high priority which has been accorded in the
Final Document to nuclear weapons as the greatest danger to mankind and its survival,
as well as the special responsibility borne by the nuclear-weapon States == in
particular, those among them which possess the most important nuclear arsenals ——
in the task of achieving nuclear disarmament.

The call for rnuclear disarmament was — my delegation would like to recall -
one of the main pleas of the non-aligned countries during the special session, out
cf the firm convicticn that the complete elimination of nuclear weapons is the
most effective guarantee against tne danger of nuclear war and an essential
conditien for strengthening international peace and security.

The Programme of Actlion adopted during the special session specified that the
achievement of nuclear disarmament will require, among ether things, urgent
negotiations of agreements for the cessation of the qualitative improvement and
development of nuclear-weapon systems.

High among these negotiations is the one cencerning the conclusion of a treaty
prohibiting nuclear-weapon tests. Hy delegation cannot but register its regret
that the multilateral negotisiing body has not been able as yet to start

negotiations on this matter of highest priority, due to the non-submission of the
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joint draft treaty d#pected from the three nuclear-weapon States. It cannot but
urge these States to use their utmost endeavours to comply with the

General Assembly's request and submit fto thig Cemmittee the draft of such a treaty
at the beginning of this session. Turther, my delegation reiterates its hope
that the moratorium called for by the General Assembly with respect to the conduct
of any testing of nuclear weapons and other nuclear explosive devices be respected
and upheld. ‘

Another measure of significant importance towsrds the same end would be the
conclusion of the agreement in the second series of the strategic armg limitations
talks. This agreement which has been regrcetitably overdue should, at the earliest
possible date, be transmitted to the General Assembly to be promptly followed by
further strategic arms limitation negotiations between the two parties leading to
agreed significant reductions and qualitative limitations on strategic arms.

In its quest for peacé, Egypt cannot lose sight of the frightening prosvect
nf the introduction of nuelear weapons to the Middle East, a nightmare which could
greatly threaten international peace and security, infliect irreparable damage upon
the confidence~building offorts and further complicate the situation in that region,
It was therefore Egypt's persistent demand to take practical and urgent steps to
establish a nuclear-weapon~free zone in the Middle East, The Iranian-Egyptian
initiative in this regard five years ago was a clear manifestation of this gral.
Egypt, in complian®s with parsgraph 4 of General Assembly resoluticn 35/64, is

prepared to declare, or a reciprocal basis —— pending, and in the process of the

establishment ~f guch a zone in the Middle Bast ~- that it will refrain from
producing, acquiring, or in any other way, possessing nuclear weapons and nuclear
explosive devices, and from permitting the stationing of nuclear weapons on its
territory by any third party and to agree to place all its nuclear activities
under International Abtomic Energy Agency safeguards,. It, further, stands ready
to declare its support for the establiishing of such a zone in the reglon and to
depooit its declaration with the Security Council.

It is regrettable, however, that the overwhelming support of the intermational
community for the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the lMiddle Fast
has been so far frustrated by the intransigent and unyielding policies and
attitudes of the Governmment of Israel which stend as a stumbling block in the way
of the establishment of such a zone. These pclicies, combined with the Israelil

refusal to be bound by the NPT or to subject its nuclear activities to TAEA
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safeguards, can only subject the whcle Milile Tast to the ingaglculable menace of

[}

the nuclear arms roce and challeage thoe efforts & the international: community and
make the search for peace in the Middle East more intricate and troublesome.

Another policy of defilanes of the will of the international community is the
persistent attempt by the racist régime of Scuth Africa to challenge the
Declaration on the Denuclearimation of Africa, and its close muclear collaboration
with Israel. Thig policy is of an equally important concerm for my country,
since it constitutes, we belleve. a serious threat to internsational peace and
gsecurity and places a grave resnonsibility upon the international community.

The goal of nuclear non-preoliferation is an integral part of the effort to
halt the arms race. It could only be puaranteed through the universal apovlication
of the NPT, In this respect, I would like %o re-emphasize that Egypt is ready to
complete the legal formalitics required for becoming a party tc the NPT the Pgment
Israel would accede to that treaty. On this gubject, we are of the view, hbweﬁer;
that all efforts should be exerted to redress the imbalance between the obligations
and responsibilities of the nuclear and non-nuclear weépon States respectively.
Purther, the inalienable right of access to technclogy, equipment and materials
for the peaceful uses of nuclear energy for econcmic and sccial development should
be unguestionably guaranteed, given adegquate safeguards, to ell States, witn
; -

particular regard to the noedz of the develeping countries, The coming Review

CGonference of the .PT to be held in 1980 , covides an ample cpportunity for the
realization of these legitimate and just demands. :

The prohibition and vrevention of the‘devélbpment, prodﬁoﬁioq and use of
other weapons and systems of mass destructice figures as one of the high priority
itens in the final document »f the special session. Among:them, the c&nclusion
nf a conventicn on the completé and effective prohibition of tﬁe development,
production and stockpiling of 21l chemical weapons and their destruction was
considered to be one of the most urgent ftasks of multilateral negotiations. It
is therefore, pertinent that the General Assembly has requested this Committee tc
undertake at its first session on a nriority basis, negotiations on this convention
and, at the same time, hag urged the USSR and the United States of America tn
submit their joint initistive to the Commitiee on Disarmament in oxdier to aseist
it in achieving an early agreement con this subject,

Another uepent priority in disarmament negotiations is the prohibition or

restriction of the use of certzin conventional weapons which may be deemed to be
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excessively injuricus cr to have indiscriminate effects, It is our hope that the
United Nations Conference on this subject — to be held this year — will be able
to reach an agreement on specific instruments. Egypt's pogition in this connexion
1s based cn the assumption that positive results in this field would stimulate
further measures in the broader field of disarmament, and on the humanitarian
consideration that undue suffering should be aveoided. Heving, unfortunately,

been subjected to many inhumene weapons with a capeacity to overkill, it is only
natural for Egypt to support the consideration by the coming Conference of the full
range of weaponry which fits the mandate assigned by the General Asscembly., We
believe thail such an endeavour is a multidimensional cne and that all aspects, of
a humanitarian or naticnal security nature, should be duly considered in order to
attain the ultimate objective of the total prchibition of such weapons.

Similarly, negotiations on the limitations and reduction of conventional
weapens should be initiated and actively pursued on the basis of parity and
undiminished mutual security for all. It should alsc be without prejudice to the
inherent right of individual and collective self-defeonce and the rightto self-
determination and independence of peoples under cclonial or foreign domination.

My delegation, while fully aware of the priorities set forth in the Final
Document, cannot nonetheless lose sight of the fact that the implementation of
these priorities should lead to general and complete disarmament under effective
- International control, which remains the ultimate cbjective of all efforts exerted
in the sphere of disarmament. It is our hope, therefore, that the Disarmament
Commissicn will ve abkle, in the near future, to transmit tc our Committee —-
through the General Assembly — the duly considered elements of ‘the comprehensive
programme for disarmament. In this way, we will be able to discharge ocur
mandate — namely, to undertake the elaboration of a comprehensive programme of
disarmament encempassing all measures thought to he advisable in order to ensure
that the goal of general and complete disarmament under effective intermational
control becoﬁes reality.

The first Disarmament Decade is fast ceoming to an end. Practical measures
towards the fulfilment of the objectives set forth in General Assembly
resolution 2602 E (XXIV) have bheen, tn our regret andvalarm, guite scarce.

Annual military expenditure has reached the astronomical figure of
$250 billion. Five to six per cent of the total production of gocds and services

is being diverted to military neesds. Military activities throughout the world
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ébsorb a volume o resources equivalent tc about two—thlrd@ of thc agg”egwte Sross
raticnal product ol these countr.es which comprise the pocrest half of the world's
p0b11at1mnd The opportunity cost of this colossal military expenditure is
awesome in both financial and human terms,

Paragraph 25 of the FPinal Document of the Ceneral Assembly's tenth special
segsion on disarmament clearly asserts that: .

"Thers is a close relatibnship heotween dlsarmament and development. Progress
in the former would help greatly in the realization of the latter.  Therefore
regources reLeésed as a result of the implamentation of disarmament measures would
be devoted to the economic and social development of all nations and contribute to
the bridging of the economic gap between developed and developing countries'.

The International Development Strategy for the Secend United Wations Development
Decade envisaged Government asgistance of 0.7 per cent of the GNP to facilitate a
growth rate of 6 per cent for develoning countries It has been estimated that a
b per cent shift of current expenditures on arms to development would suffice %o
approach the official targets for aid. The fulfilm@nt of this target would be an
impoftant and constructive step $owards erasing the want and poverty in which two
thirds of the world's population live, as well os a solid contribution to the
establishment of the new international economic crder. .

In its tenacious searcih for a Just and lasting peace in the Middle Egst, Bgypt
is fully cognizant of the close relationship between disarmament and development.
The es tabllohment of a our%blp and honourable peace in this troubled region of the

orld will Qeflnltely provide o golid hasls feor securitya But it will alsc permit
the dtates of the region to transfer huge Tescurces, long Eeing allocated to

military purnoses, towards the economic and social clopment and welfare of the

whole regicn and it& peoples.

It is a truism that the process of disarmament Vlll be rreatly enh%ncod Wlth
the pursuance of policies and the taking of measures to strengthen international
peace and qecurlty and to build confidence among States. My delegation would
like to recall what has been stated in this connexion in the Final Document,
namely that "Disarmament, rCLaYdtl”ﬂ of international tension, respect for thelk
right to self-determination and natlonal indenendence, the peaceful settlement of
disputes in accordqncé ﬁithiﬂm:Charter of the United Nafions and the strengﬁhening
of international peace and sccurity are directly related to each othex'.

The task facing this negotiating body is a wmost difficult and challenging cne,
But we are convinced nonetheless thet with added determination and renewed commitment
we will be able to fulfil world expectations and set the stare for the establishment

of & genuine and lasting peace baged on the resnect of the rule of law.
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Mr., TERREFE (Ethiopia): Ir. Chairman, the Ethiopian delegation joins
others who have spoken before in congratulating you on assuming the chairmanship
of this first session of the Committee on Disarmsment. We express full confidence
in your leadership and pledge complete support towards achieving concrete results.
We welcome those members who are particiﬁating for the first ftime in these
disarmament negotiations. We are particularly gratified thet a ccnsidersple number
of them come from the developing and non-aligned countries, which makes
participation more representative., We also welcome the Tact that more of the
nuclear-power States are playing their propsr role and hope that this trend will
continue until a1l take an active part in disarmament negotiations.

The tenth special session of the General Assembly of the United Nations
devoted to disarmament demonstrated the overwhelming desire of the vast majority
of mankind for ar ené to the arms race. In his message to the special session,
the Ethiopian Head of State, Lt. Colonel Mengistu Haile lMariam, pointed out that
"the advent of the nuclear age and the subsequent stoclpiling of increasingly
sophisticated and deadly weapons is today imperilling mankind and all human
civiligation with nuclear annihilation',

More than 10 years aro, the previcus Committee on Disarmament zgreed on a
provisional agenda setting out prioriiy items relating tco the cessaticn of the
nuclear arms race, chemical and bacteriological warfare, regional arms limitations
and other collateral measures which would lead eventually to general and complete
disarmament. Today, we have before vs an almost identicel set of priorities
emanating from the tenth special session of the Generel Assembly and endorsed by
resolution 35/71 H of the thirty-third regular session of the General Assembly.
Even more disturbing is the fact that in the intervening period, far from
declining, the arms race has accelerated to alarming proportions: wmore nuclear
warheads and new weapons of masgs destruction have been developed. Hostilities
around the world heve continued apace.

As we embark upon a new attempt to proceed with dissrmament negotiations,
the Ethicpian delegation ventures to ask why efforts in this sphere have scored
gt 1little success in the pest and why the world stands on the brink of
self-annihilation? We recognize that the tesk of disarmament negotiations is
inextricably linked to the question of internstional nesce and security and to

the building of confidence eamong States.
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There are fcxces et work in the worl today, which thr.agh covert and cvert

opéfations destabilize countries, crush progressive movemenfgqaﬁdmigréetuate
aggression while attempting to realign countries against their own interest.
These activities are respensible for nounting world tension and must cease if
"international détente is to be decpened. Ithicpia is well placed to appreciate
this neceegsity, because she has béenya victim of such type of international
machinations not only throughouvt modern times hut also only legs than two years
ago when hostile forces ettempted o dismember the nation and halt the processes
of change set in motion by the Ethiopian p90ple‘in their quest for equity, justice
and beace in Bthiopia. A wider conflegration could have ensued had the Ethiopian
people not made all the sacrifices necessary tc maintein their national integrity
and promote peabe in the Horn of Africa,

To secure pesce it is necessary that couitoble and progressive gsoclal,
political and economic changes take place within ond between nations and that
mutual respect for sovereignty, territforial integrity and political and economic
independenéé be promcted. The right of a nation to choose its own social .and
political system and the non-use of force in the settling of infernationsl disputes
demand nothing more than adherence to the-purposcs and. fundamental principles of
the United Nations Charter, tc which Ethiopie remains firmly committed.

Concurrent with the tenth special scssicn, fthe wucmiers of the Horth Atlantic
Treaty Organizaticn (NATO) convened a sumn.t meeting at whic.. tﬁey decided to
embark upon a qualitative and quantitetive increase in armaments, unprecedented in
the history of that orgenization. This 2ction has been regretied by many countries,
including Ethiopia, as evidence of & surprising degree of contempt for the
world-wide struggle for ddtente, peace, security and disermament.

Representatives of peoples and their Governments, particularly those of the
developing countries, wish to see an end to the arms race. They have expressed
similar concerns before the tenth specizl session of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmament. lany have deplored the callous woste of vast humen, technological
and material resources being devoted to maintain a "balance of terror! and. to keen
the war induétry gbing. The Ethiopian delegation notes again with concern the
stagmering figure of §1 billion per day leing spent on armaﬁents. This sum vhen

calculated annually ig ecquivalent to the agoregated GHP of those countries which
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together comprise the poorer half of the world, Diverting part of these resources
to economic and social development would make the difference between life and death
for millions who lack basic health care services, between starvation and the
availability of minirmum guantities of nutritious food and between the darkness of
illiteracy and the acquisition of basic knowledge and skills for hundreds of
millions of lhuman beings.

Ethiopia, therefore, both appreciates and supporis the initiative taken and
the efforts made by the community of socialist States, in particular the
Soviet Union, at the thirty-third session of the General Assembly of the
United Nations to introduce resolutions designed to ensure the survival of wman,
by averting & nuclear holocaust. Ve find even more encouraging the message to
the Committee on Disarmament by the Head of the Soviet delegation which called
for practical results in 197¢ and "quicker progress in solving principal problems
of disarmament, especially nuclear disarmament",

The re-activated Disarmament Commission as a deliberative body of the
General Assembly and ‘the expanded Committee on Disarmament should provide to
the community of nations the means by which to adopt bold measures of disarmament,
particularly nuclear disarmament, Nuclear-weapon States not only must remove the
difficulties standing in the way of negotiations, but they should also make
genuine efforts to achieve détente, peace and stability so that the deprived
peoples of the world will be able to provide for their owm genuine security and
economic needs and asplrations. It is againét this background that the
thirty-third session of the General Assembly defined priorities which it reguested
the Committee on Disarmement to consider and act upon, In our view the Commitiee
on Disarmament has before 1t the following major tasks: resclution 53/71 H of the
General Assembly recquests the Committee on Disarmament to undertake on a priority
basis negoiiations on a treaty on the comwlete prohibition of nuclear—weapon
tests., Many countries recopnize that some nrogress hes been made in the tripartite
talks betireen the United Kingdom, the USSR and the United States of America.
However, an agreed text resulting from these negotiations has as yet to be
submitted for consideration., The Bthiopian delegation, while fully aware of the
technical difficulties involved, is nevertheless convinced of the possibility of

concluding a comprehensive test-ban treaty if all the nuclear-weapon States
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Gdemonstrate egually the political will to adhere stricily to the many resclutions
of the General Assembly on the subject. That nmiclear veapous pose the most sericus

threat to the survival.of mankind has been recalflirmed., The threat or the use of

(O]

Torce as a means of sevtling international disputes has long been established to
be against the principle of the United Hations Charter. The attitude of the
nuclear-wveapon States tovard these crucial iscues is a measure of their genuine
desire to move toward disarmament geoals, It ig cur hope that the new momentum
given te the Committee on Disarmament by the General Assembly will so influence
our deliberations in this Gession of the Committee on Disarmament that we will
achieve concrete measures tovard negetiations of a comprehensive test-ban (cTT)
treaty.

The development of other weapcns of mass desiruction including chemical
weapons is another subject which would require our immediate attention, It has been
repeatedly stated that the development of the neutron bomb will inevitably intensify
the arms race, Jjeopardize ongoing negotiations and undermine the positive process of
détente. Ve reaffirm the view, that this new weapon, which is particularly
targeted against human beings, should not be developed and deployed.

Resolution 35/59A requests the Committec to give high priority to a treaty
or convention on the complete and effective prohibition of the development,
production and stockpiling of all fypes of chemical weapcns and on their destruction,
The United States of America end the USSE are urged to subml’ their joint proposal
to the Committee on Disarmament, While the former CCD fully appreciated that
there had been a narrowing of views on the part of the nuclear Powers towards a
ban on chemical weapons, several members, including the Lthiopian delegation,
were disappointed that complete agreement had not been reached. Ethiopia, because
of its bitter experience, has always advocated vigorcusly the banning of chemical
and biological weapons and lends full support to the initiatives taken so far.
Hevertheless, we look forward, with other members of the Committee on Disarmament,
to a aspeedy comnletion of negotiations and submission of a Joint proposal on this
issue,

L fourth point concerns the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones:
resolution 35/63, spongored by 36 African States, and adopted by a roll-call vote
from which regrettably three important nuclear-weapon States abstained, calls for

the implementation of the Declaration on the Denuclearization of Africa, With
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fargightedness and wisdom the African Heads of State and Governnments, at their
summit conference in 1964, adopted a Declaration in which they expressed their
readiness to undertake an international treafy to be concluded under the auspices

of the United Wations. They urged the nuclear Powers to respect the declaration,
The resolution condemns any nuclear collaboration by any State, corporation,
institution or individual with the racist régime of South Africa which could
frustrate the objective of CAU to keep Africa a nuclear-weapon-free zone. In

open defiance of the Declaration, the General Assembly's resolutions and the
decisions of the Security Council, certain Western allies of the racist

South African régime bhave continued to develop that régime's nucélear capability,
South Africa's racial policy, abhorred by all Africans, based as it is on the
oppression and the degradation of man by man, has now reached a stage whereby

it is now backed by a possible testing of a nuclear device, The security of

all African States ig directly threatensd by such a move. Peace has been undermined
in the region and the peoples of gouthern Africa are exposed to a new form of
imperialism acting through the apartheid régime of South Africa., The Committee

on Disarmament by resolution 33/72A.is requested to consider at the earliest
possible date an international convention which should assure the non-nuclear-weapon
States against the use of threat of use of nuclear weapons,

In conclusion, may I say that the desire of the peoples of the world for
international peace, security and prosperity can only be achieved if the community
of nations work together ftoward a common goal and create a situation in which the
world is free from war or the threat of war, in particular nuclear war.

The nuclear-weapon States can no longer delay nutting before this Committee
concrete proposals for a comprehensive test-ban treaty, and complete prohibition
of weapons of mass destruction, so that -the Committee on Disarmament will play a
more effective negotiating role thus ensuring a bright future for mankind, This

ig what the world expects of this Comnmittee.
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Mr. ORTIZ DE ROZAS (Argentina) (franslated from Spanish): It is

particularly auspicious that the 1aunohing‘of the Committee on Disarmament

has taken place under the chairmanship of Algeria which contributed in no

small meastre to ité establishment, and that the words of guidance first spoken
here have been those of its Minister for Foreign Affairs, Mr. 4bdelaziz Bouteflika
who, with his colleagues, has promoted the cause of disarmament in so many forums.

The Afgentine.delegation is delighted at this coincidence and asks you,

Mr. Chairman, to accépt its cordial congratulations and the expression bf its
brotherly friendship. 7 -

| At the same time, we should like on this occasion to extend ourlgreetings to
all other members of the Committee and %o assure them of my delegation's
co—operation:in the joint task on which we have now embarked.

This first session éf the Committee on Disarmament is an event of singular
importance that marks the éulmination of a lengthy process. The principal
multilateral disarmament negotiating body, whose origins go back to
resolufién 1722 (xvi) adopted by the General Assembly of the United Nations in
1961, has commenced its activity with substantial reforms in its structure,
membership and system of work, reforms which are cimed at eliminating the
deficiencies of its immediate predecessor, the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament, |

For a number of years, my delegation, together with others.holding similar
views, emphasized the need to make these changes in the negotiating body ~- in
particular the replacement of the co-chairmanship system by a rotating
chairmanship system —— in order to make it more effective, balanced and capable
of discharging its responsibilities properly. These aspirations have been met.
We therefore wish to place on record our satisfaction and, at the same time, to
express the hope that these changes will genuinely help the Committee to bring
its delicate mission to a successful outconme.

In commencing its work now, this Committee is completing the cycle of
machinery provided for by the first special session of the General Asseibly
devoted to disarmement, which was held scarcely six months ago at United Hations
Headquarters. As is well known, the Final Document, adopted by consensus on that
memorable occasion, acknowledged in its section IV the urgent need to improve and

revitalize the intermational disarmament machinery so that, given the indispensable
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political will of Govermments, it would be in a position to implement the Programme
of Action. To that end, it instituted two types of bodies with different
characteristicss deliberative bodies, in which all States are represented, and
negotiating bodies, which, because of their nature, have a limited membership.

After reaffirming the indisputable "central role and primary responsibility"
of the United Nations in thig field, the General Assembly logically reserved for
itself the untransferable right to consider all prcblems relating to disarmament,
and it decided that the First Committee should deal only with these gquestions and
related intermational security questions. IHowvever, since its ~wesdions are
normally held for only three m nths in the year, it decided to establish a
subsidiary intersessional body, the Digsarmament Commission, which hag wide terms
of reference and has already begun its work very efficiently. TPurther, the
Final Document provided for the convening of a second special session devoted to
disarmament ~— which has been fixed for 1982 —— and stated that a world disarmament
conference should be convened ati the earliest sppropriate time.

Lastly, the Secretary-~-General of the United Nations was requested to set up
an advisory board of eminent persons to advise him on various aspects of studies
to be made by the world Organization in the field of disarmament and arms
limitation. The Board has also been established and has already held its first
meeting.

All of the foregoing relates to deliberative forums. With regard to the
negotiating machinery, the main provisions are contained in paragraph 120 of the
document in question, which is both the birth certificate of this Committee on
Digarmament and a genuine constituent charter establishing its membership. and
outlining the modalities of its proceedings.

The affirmation that the Committee ig open to the participation of all the
nuclear-weapon States, an affirmation which has the effect of granting them the
status of de jure members, has remedied one of the mosi glaring defects of the
CCD. On many occasions, we have pointed to the grave omission involved in
discussing and agreeing on international instruments on disarmament without the
participation of two of the five nuclear Powers in the negotiations concerned;’
and we have expressed our Jjustified doubts as ico the degree of application that
the instruments might have in view of the absence of those two Powers. The

obstacles that stood in the way of their participation on an equal footing have
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been removed and henceforth oach of those States is free to decide whether or
not to be represented in ‘chlo Committee. The Arg@ntlné delegafion wiohe° to
express once again it satisfaction at the presence of France from whlch, on
the first day of our work and with the authoritative statement of its llinigter
for Forelgn Affaqu, Mr Fran901 —Poncet, we have already received guch an’
expert and ngnlflcant contribution. We should also like to express the
conviction that the People’s'Republic of China will soon be taking its place
ambng us and will be pléyiné an active part.. In that way we shall achieve a
total membership, and the negotiations which talke place here will have &
genuine content. ' ' ‘ 7 : |

In cohformity with the terms of reference which have been given us, the
Commitiee on Disarmament will have to conduct its work by cénsensus and adopt
its own rules of brocédure. Without prejudice to substantive matters, to which
I shall refer 1ater, it is obvious that this problem will take up a large part
of our immediate activities. It is 1mp0551b1e to ignore the 1mportance of
establishing, from the very outset, rules of procedure that are clear and are
suited to the specific task we are going to undertake. BSome points have already
been set out in the Final Document, such as the rotation éf the chairmanship
of Commlttee among all its members on a monthly basis, the reports to be
submitted to the General Assembly, the submission of written proposals by
interested States which are not members of the Committee and the possibility
for them to participafe in its deliberatiéns, and the cpening of plenary
meetings to the public. ‘These matters will be duly covered in the rules of
procedure, but it will doubtless be necessary to include others.

There are two prssibilities in this connexion., One is to agree on a set
of simple basic rules which could be improved on lafer, as our needs and
experience require; the other option would be to examlne carefully and
elaborate forthwith comprehen81ve rules of procedure that will not require
major changes in the future.

The elements fhat we have to censider include the guestion of the method

of consensus which is to govern the adoption of our decisions.
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The guestion igs a delicate one. The concept of consensus in the field of
disarmament has not been officially defined by the United Nations, The CCD
operated by cons:nsus but never atfemptel fc define its meaning. The
Committee on Disarmament can follow the same approach or can endeavour to
define what is to be undsrstood by consensus. Both alternatives are valid;
but what is essential isg that, whether consensus is defined or not, exacily
the same approach must be strictly applied in all disarmament forums. We
emphasize this from the stari because my delegation is net ready to accept
different or changing interpretations that serve the interests of one group
of countries at the expense of others.

Now that the objections to the CCD have disappeared, we shall not be able
to use formal excuses in order to Jjustify further delays in the negotiations
on disarmament. We now have a suitable means for conducting them. Naturally,
if they are to proceed effectively, one impecnderable and freguently elusive
element —-— the political will ef the members -- must play its part. We trust
that this new point of departure will be heralded by a general resolve to
gecure progress in the various matters that we have to consgider,

Apart from the rules of procedure, we have to agree on our programme,
bearing in mind the priorities established in paragraph 45 of the Final
Document and the recommendationg of the General Assembly which, at its
recent session, decided on a number of tasks for our Committee. Intense
activity therefores awaits us.

To begin with, in conformity with resclution 53/71 ve must, on a
priority basis, undertake negotiations on ”g treaty on the complete prohibition
of nuclear-weapon tests" and "a treaty or convention on the complete and
effective prohibition ¢f the development, production and stockpiling of all
types of chemical weapons and on their destruction".

With regard to the first of these topics, we continue to note
unfortunately that, despite the lengthy discussions in progress, we still
do not have the relevant draflt treaty. The revitalization of this
negotiating body is an auspicious occasion for submitting this text to it
as soon as possible and, if feasible, at this very session. The Committee's

rnew and. more representative structure and the membershin of other nuclear



CD/PV.5

R e e (lr. Ortiz de Rozas, dArgentina)

Powers are a guarantee in advance that this document will be given‘in—depth'
consideration and that the necessary care will be taken to secure the supﬁort
first of all the nuclear—Weapon Powers and also of all members of the -
international community.

We understand and share the urgent concern of many delegations that such
a treaty should be concluded as socn as possible. However, this legitimate
interest and understandable haste must not diminish the Commitiee's
responsibility in the examination of this question. I venture to reiterate
vhat was 'said in this connexion by the Argentine delegation on 17 November 1978,
during the general debate of the First Committee of the General Assembly.

"All States represented here have agreed by congensus, as stated
in paragraph 51 of the TFinal Document of the Tenth Special Sesgsion of

- the General Assembly, that the result of the negotiations on the
prohibition of nuclear—-weapon tests'... should be ... submitted for

full consideration by the multilateral negotiation body ...'. I emphasize
the words 'full ‘consideration', which were chosen after lengthy discussion
in order that we chould not lose sight of the fact that the functions of
the: Committee in Geneva schould not be those of a mere intermediary between
the negotiating parties and the General Assembly.

"The competence of the Committee on Disarmament involves the receipt
of any draft treaty submitted, its consideration in detail and in depth,
and the whole negotiating process that is called for, including that of
amendments to any provisions, in order that a consensus may be reached
among all the Committee's members. Any restrictive interpretation of
the functions we have asgigned to the Committee on Disarmament would be
detrimental to its role and would even cast doubt on the need for its
very existence.

"Only after the negotiating body has, in the opinion of all its
members, completed its full consideration of the draft international
treaty will it b» in a position to bring that draft before the
General Assembly for its consideration. Apart from any cther merit,
that procedure will serve to ensure, in principle, wider acceptance by
the most repregsentative bedy in the United Nations"

(4/C.1/33/PV.42 (provisional), pp. 21-22),
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Similar comments apply to the overdue draft treaty or convention on the
prohibition of chemical weapons. Although we should like it to be presented to us
without delay, we are aware of the difficulties involved in preparing it and we hope
that they will soon be overcome so that a detailed study can be made of its provisions.

At its thirty-third session, the General Assembly considered an important topic
entitled "Strengthening of guarantees of the security of non-nuclear States", whose
inclusion in the agenda had been requested by the Soviet Union. During the discussion
the Argentine delegation stated its views on this commendable initiative and listened
with inferest to the opinions expressed by many delegations, particularly that of
Pakistan, the sponsor of one of the two draft resolutions, for both of which we voted.

Since the Committee on Disarmament has been requested to consider the proposals
submitted, my delegation will take the floor agsin when our heavy agenda permits us to
take up this point. Meanwhile, we shall simply reiterate the importance that we attach
to the question and the desirability of ‘giving it all the attention it deserves.

Also, in resolution 33/66, the Committee is requested to pursue its examination
of the "Prohibition of the development and manufacture of new types of weapons of
mass destruction and new sygtems of such weapons'" with a view to reaching agreement on
this matter.

It is not my intention to draw up an exhaustive list of the subjects that have to
be taken up by the Committee on Disarmament. Document CD/E is in itself sufficiently
eloquent in this respect. I have simply wished to mention some topics that call for
rriority treatment, without overlooking or widerestimating others which may also be
contained in the programme that we have to approve.

Nor is it my aim ito expatiate on the dangerous situation created by the
quantitative and gualitative speed-up in the arms race. The temptation is great.
However, as the distinguished Minister of State of the United Xingdom,

Lord Goronwy-Roberts, rightly reminded us in his statement, this is a place for
negotiating disarmament agreements and not for making general statements.

By way of conclusion, I shall therefore prudently confine myself to stating that,
no matter what determination we display in our task, the negotiations are proceeding
much more slowly than the scientific and technological advances applied to the
production of armaments. Hence we have an obligation to redouble cur efforts and
sharpen our imagination in order to control accumulation of armaments, before it is too
late and before events that nobody wants overwhelm us with their dialectic of
confrentation and deciruction.

The pieces are now duly set out on the disarmament board. The time has come to

use them properly and without delay.
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Mr. VAN WELL (Federal Republic of Germany): The year 1978 was an important
year for worldwide efforts to achieve disarmament ahd arms control. Néyef before
have representatives of so many countries dedlt éo comprehensively with tﬁis subject
as during the first special session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted
exclusively to disarmament. The Government of the Federal Republic of Gérmany
contributed with a number of proposals to the positive outcome of That conference.
The Final Document adopted by congensus represents an important stage on the road
towards the realization of the aims of the United Nations. It will be 2 major point
of orientation for the disarmament and arms coﬁtrol policy of the Federal Republic
of Germany. It is at the same time the basis forrthe work of the Commitiee on:
Disarmament.

The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany welcomes the establishﬁent_of
this Committee, which in its present form is more suited %o the ideas of many countries
than the CCD. We are especially pleased that France is participating in the work of
the Commitfee, which now includesg four of the fiwve nucléarnweapon States, We have
listened with interest to the statement of the French Foreign Minister and see it as an
important contribution to the debate we are beginning with this opening session. We
hope that China will take its place here as soon as possible., We welcome in our midst
as new participants Algeria, Australis, Belgium, Indonesia, Kenya, Cuba, Sri Lanka
and Venezuela, The Federal Republic of Germany is interested in close co-operation
with the representatives of these countries, and we are hopeful that their
participation will generate strong impulses.

The worldwide disarmament machinery has been modified in keeping with the wish
of the commumity of nations to have a "special platform with a more representative
character" for both debate and negotiation. In opting for this change, the special
session of the General Assembly held the view that for reasons of efficiency the ,
negotiating body should be kept as small as possible., Owing to that decision, it has
not -been possible to include all countries whose presence in the Committee we would
have welcomed. We therefore deem it necessary to make full use of the relevant
provision of paragraph 120 of the Final Document and enable all non-member States
which so desire.to play an active part in the work of the Committee. At the same time,
however, we are convinced that the newly-established institution must at first have a
chance to oonsolidate itself, before the question of its composition will be

reconsidered.
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Substantive progress will require the combined efforis of all members of the
Committee, This co-operation should increase the general awareness of the need for
international security partnership. As Chancellor Schmidt said in his address to the
special session on 26 May 1978: '"No one can guarantee his security and peace by
himself", Consequently, the work of this Committee must be governed not by
confrontation but by consensus and co-operation. While the system of CCD
co—chairmenship by the United States of America and the USSR has ceased, we all continue
to recognize their keyrole in worldwide efforis towards disarmament and arms control.
Without the specific contribution of the United 3tates of America and the
Soviet Union, progress is not conceivable.

The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany therefore attaches greét value
to the progress achieved in the United States-Soviet negotiations on the limitation of
strategic nuclear arms which hold out the prospect of an early SALT II agreement,
Though bilateral in form, these negotiations help to stabilize the relationship
not only bétween those two big Powers but between the two alliance systems as a whole;
they thus alsc enhance world security.

The BALT process serves to establish a stable balance between East and West
and thereby creates an important basis for more extensive efforts towards
stabilization. My Government is convinced that this negotiation process should be
developed further.

Already at the special session of the General Assembly, Western representatives
drew attention to the growing superiority of the Warsaw Pact in the field of medium-
range nuclear weapons. These weapons must give rise to deep concern in Wesitern Zurope
and in other regions of the world within their reach.

For some time, the Government of the Federal Republic of Germany has been stressing
the threat emanating from these so-called grey—area weapons to the stability of the
overall nuclear balance agreed in SALT. It considers that the growing disparity in
medium-range weapons must not be left out of consideration in the efforts to achieve
a stable nuclear balance between East and West and must be taken into account both in
the bilateral negotiations between the United States and the Soviet Union and in the
defence arrangenments of the Western alliance.

From the beginning, the Federal Republic of Germany has supported the aim of
general and complete disarmament wvnder effective intermational control. It has declared
its willingness 1o participate in concrete partial measures of arms limitation until

such time as the long—term objective of general and complete disarmament has been
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achieved., ‘This willingness has found expression in the treaty policy of the
Federal Republic of Germany. It is also manifest in our participation in the work
of this Committee, ' '

The Federal Republic of Germany has played an active part in the work of the
CCD ever since it Jjoined in 1975. It intends to intensify its participation in the
Committee on Disarmament, We plan to make specific contributions in the following
fields:

~ verification of a worldwide prohibiticn of the development, preduction

and stockpiling of chemical weapons;
. -~ seismological verification of a comprehensive test-ban treaty;

~ the development of confidence-building measures,

My Government is of the opinion that priority should be given to the conclusion
of a convention on the prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of
chemical weapons and their destruction. It considers such a convention as a logical
supplement to the Genewva Protocol of 1925 banning the use of chemical weapons.

In our view, a convention prohibiting chemical weapons callg for an adequate
verification system commensurate with the military significance of these weapons of
mass destruction. The willingness to agree to ingpections is both proof and the basis
of confidence in compliance with such a convention.

The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany is therefore convinced of the
need for an international verification system includiﬁg on-gite inspections. It
considers such g system to be both desirable and’feasible without prejudicé to the
interests of industry and research. Our experience as a country which undertcok as
early as 1954 not to manufacture chemical weapons, and which agreed to international
controls of production plants, demonstrates that such controls can be effective and
at the same time economically accepitable.

It was for this reason that Chancellor Schmidt, at the special session on
Disarmament, in agreement with our chemical indusitry, invited 2l1 interested countries
t0 send experts to the Federal Republic of Germany to see for themselves that
adeguate verification of a ban on the production of chemical weapons is possible. On
behalf of my Government, T wish to extend here our invitation to visit three chemical
companies between 12 March and 14 March this year. The plants to be visited, which
manufacture phosphorous compounds, are BASF in Ludwigshafen, Bayer in Dormagen,

and Hoechst in Knapsack.
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We welcome the announéement made by Lord Goronwy-Roberts two days ago that
experts in this field will, following our demonsiration, be invited to visit the
United Kingdom to g2e a plant producing phocphorus compounds as well as a pilot plant
for the manufacture of nerve gas which is being dismantled. We are convinced that
these demonstrations by both countries will help to clarify guestions concerning the
verification of a chemical weapons ban.

" The Federal Republic of Germany is following with great interest the
negotiations onva comprehensive test ban and has long been advocating a treaty o this
effect, It would like to see the resulds of these negotiations put before the
Committee soon go that it can draft a convention.

In this connexion, too, the Federal Republic of Germany deems satisfactory
verification to be essential, It will, therefore, continue to attach great
significance to.the work of4the Ad Hoc Group of SeismologicalnExperts for the
detection, localization and identification of underground nuclear explosions and will
particiﬁate in it as well. It has declared its willingness to make its seismic
facilities available for the international monitoring of a comprehensive nuclear
test ban.

My Government sees in a>comprehensive test ban a contribution towards the
gquantitative and qualitative limitation of nuclear armaments and towards a worldwide
non-proliferation policy.

The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany takes the view that the
non-proliferation of nuclear Wweapons is a major prerequisite for safeguarding peace.

Bven before the Non-Proliferation Treaty was concluded, it had renounced the
menufacture of nuclear weapons. It has acceded to the Non~Proliferation Treaty,
adheres strictly to its provisions, and expects the other signatories to do the same,
The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany appeals to all Stateé to adheré to
this Treaty which established rights and responsgibilities for both nuclear and non-
nuclear-weapon States alike, and which it regards as an indispénsable basis for a
universal hon—proliferation policy. My Government is prepared to coniinue to make
every effort on the.basis of that Treaty to help develop an effective
non-proliferation policy. It will contributg in this spirit to the second Review
Conference of the Non-Proliferation Treaty.

he thirty—-third session of the United Nations General Assembly has requested the
Committee on Disarmament to consider by what alternative measures non-nuclear-weapon
States can be effectively protecited against use and threat of use of nuclear weapons by
nuclear-weapon States. In its examinaiion, the Committee is to ftake into account all

declarations and proposals on this subject made up to now.
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My Govermment welcomes the declaraiions made by the United States of America
and the United Kingdom during the special session of the CGeneral Assembly. During the
thirty-third sessior the two Governments em 1asized once more vhat in so doing they had
taken obligations upon themselves which went beyond the general prohibition of the use
of force under existing international law. The Federal Republic of Germany reaffirms
its support for those declarations and considers that they serve the security interests
of all concerned better and more comprehensively than a worldwide convention could.

As in the case of the establishment of nuclear—weapon—free zones, it is
important to work out arrangements that are adapted to specific conditions for
securlity and stability which vary from region to region.

A policy of concrete and practical arms control must be geared to the
respective conditions and consequences of security policy if it is to enhance the
security of all concerned. This means that negotiations and measures must be
differentiated according to whether they apply to a specific region, or worldwide.

One major criterion in this vrespect 1s how far nuclear potentials are an integral part
of a reglon's security structure or whether the introduction of nuclear weapons to
hitherto nuclear-weapon~free zones threatens their security and stability,

The recent initiative by Mexico and other Tatin American and Caribbean countries
for limiting the transfer of weapons and military equipment is a good example of a
regional contribution towards the increasingly important subject of arms control.

The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany welcomes this initiative as a
stimulus for worldwide efforts o release resources spent on arms for economic and
soéial development. “hisg is in line with thzs restrictive arme sxport policy of the
Federal Republic of Germany.

My Government does not allow any arms and military equipment to be exported to
areas of tension. The restrictive character of that policy is reflected in the small
proportion of the Federal Republicts total exports accounted for by armss in 1977
it was only 0.7 per cent. )

Bncouraged by the positive experience in Burope with the confidence~building
measures provided for in the Final Act of Helminki, the Federal Republic of Germany
tabled a draft resolution during the thirty-third session of the General Assembly,
which contained a recommendation to all Siates Members of the United Nations fo
conclude agreements on a regional basis concerning confidence-~building measures,

taking into account the specific conditions and needs of the region concerned.
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Confidence=building measures should help to strengthen stability and security
by making military and political conduct more calculable and more predictable., The
almost unanimous approval of this resolution gives us hope that it will be possible
in other parts of the world as well to improve the conditions for concrete arms
limitation and disarmament measures by arrvangements which help to establish and
strengthen mutual confidence.

Mr. Chairman, in Europe a further contribution ftowards regional stabilization
can be made by the Vienna negotiations on mutual and balanced force reductions.
Together with its allies, the Federal Republic of Germany hopes that concrete progress
can be achieved in these important negotiations. Their object is to help create more
stable relations and to reduce the dangers of military confrontation in Eurcpe.

The Western participants have therefore proposed to establish approximate parity in

the form of a common collective ceiling for ground force personnel and a reduction of
the battle tank disparity. The establishment of parity as well as the maintehanoe

of the common collective ceiling require agreement on the existing manpower figures.

We sre convinced that such a veriiiable result of the Vienna negoiiations will meet the
defence requirements of both sides, guarantee undiminished security, and serve to
strengthen peace and security in Europe.

The establishment of parity in MBFR would also be a major contribution towards
a more stable overall balance between East and West. Negotiations which are not aimed
at establishing a stable balance offer little prospect of lasting success. The
establishment and maintenance of such a balance is indispensable for progress in the
sphere of arms control; it is at the same time the essential requirement for’thé
further development of détente.

Regional and global nieasures of arms control, arms limitation and disarmament
mast be combined in order to secure peace through co-operation in an increasingly
interdependent world. General and complete digarmament on the basis of effective
international control remains the long-term objective; but we have already now to
strive for gradual solutions of the urgent problems of arms control.

A realistic policy of arms control mwust neither raise hopes too high nor cause
resignation. Pointing to the hitherto unsatisfactory results will get us no further.
The worldwide efforts to achieve disarmament and arms control must continue. The
Committee on Disarmament starting its work with this session is an important instrument
of this policy. It should reflect the growing worldwide partnership in the fleld of
security. The Federal Republic of Germany will play its part to meet the

expectations linked with this new beginning.
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Tﬂe”CHAiﬁMAﬁmkj;énslatéd froﬁ French): I have no more speakers on my

ligt for this morning and before closing the meeting, I should like to propose tc you
that we should hold an informal meeting at ithe end of this afﬁérnoon, following our
plenary meeting.

The points on which I hope that a rapid agreement can be reached at this
informal meeting are the following:

(1) An agreement on the country to succeed Algeria on 1 February 1979 as
Chairman of the CD;

(2) An agreement on the seating to be reserved in the conference room, after
the opening meetings, for representatives of countries which are not members of the
Chs '

(3) An agreement on the use of the (D's time during the coming days.

In other words, I am therefore proposing 1o you that the sixth plenary meeting
of the Committee should be suspended after the list of speakers is exhausted and that
we should then hold a short informal meeting. As soon as agreement has been reached
on the three points mentioned, we shall rvesume the plenary meeting in order to adopt
formally the agreements which have been approved informally. The informal meeting
will, of course, be cpen only to representatives of countries members of the
Committee on Disarmament. '

If there are no objections to what I have just proposed, I should like to remind
you that the sixth plenary meeting is scheduled for 3 p.m.‘in this room.

I see no other delegation wishing to teke the floor, and T therefore adjourn

the meeting.

The meeting rose at 1 p.m.






