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Mrs., THORSSON (Sweden): As I understand it, this is the first.-plenary

meeting of the Commitie~ or Dipawrmeoment during *he month ~f MWarch and,
consequently, wi.1 the distinguished rvepi:ssentative of Aust.alia in the chair.
Being the first speaker this morning, I should like to extend to you, Mr. Chairman,
my mest sincere congratulations and my firm belief that, under your leadership

the work of the Committee on Disarmament during this month vill proceed efficiently
and effectively.

Since this is the first time that I tale the floor during the 1979 session
of the Commitiee on Digarmamen® I wculd also like to ertend my greetings to all
¢istinguished delegationé of “he Committee. In deing so I vish to extend a
special word of welcome to the delegaticns of those countries vhich are taking
pert in these multilateral disarmamentvnegotiations for the first time. )

The purpose of my intervention today is to express the views of the Swedish
Government on the present status of the negotiations regarding a comprehensive
te3t ban treaty. T will in that context discuss the progress report of the
seventh session of the Ad Hoc Group of ‘Scientific Izperts to Consider International
Co-operative Measures to Detect and to Identify Seismic Bvents. This report is
presented to the CD foday. Finally., I should like to make some general and
rreliminary remarks with regard to document CD/A vhich containg views and
suggestions on a possible approach in the CD to the question of nuclear disarmament.

The highest priority must be sccorded by the Committee on Disarmament fo the
question of a cor~rehensive ban on all nu~lear veapons test . Although a fest
ban treaty does not, in our wieu, in itsszlf constitute a disarmament measure it
vould be highly instrumental in the efforts to prevent nuclear proliferation.

The nresent status of the CTB question gives cause for grave concexrn on the
pert of the Swedish Government. Sueden,; as a non-nuclear-veapon State, prepared
a draft treaty text and submitted it to the CCD in llarch 1977. We later welcomed
the announcement in mid-1977 that the Soviet Union, the United States and the
United Kingdom vers engaged in triiateral talks on the subject. The fact that at
leng last substantive negotiations had staried inspired great expectations, and
vie placed much trust and confidence in the negotiating Povers. rom reports
that reached us we got tlie impression that the negotiations vere progressing fast
and ve were led to believe that their conclusion could be attained within a
relatively short period of time. Today it is regrettably clear that recent

developments in the matter do not come up to earlier well-founded expectations.
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The Suvedish Government is deeply disappointed at the lack of final resulits
in the trilateral fallks vhich has further dclayed the multilateral CTB
negotiations.

This, I believe, represents not only the vieu of the Svedish Government, but
that of numerous other Governments, as vell as hopes and aspirsations 21l over the
vorld. Suffice it to recall that the internaticnal community has at its highest
political level m— the United Hations General Assembly —— repeatedly appealed to
the three Stales to submit a draft treaty on a comprehensive test ban to the
multilateral negotiating body. Pariticular importance was atfached to
regolufion 52/78 of 12 December 1977 in vhich the General Assenmbly at its
thirty—-second session urged the three nuclear-ueapon States to expedite their
efforts as to enable the CCD to submit a draft CTB treaty to the United Nations
special sesgion devoted to disarmament, The support of the three nuclear-uveapon
States for this resolution consiituted a clear expression of their political will
and a commitment ‘o initiate multilateral negotiations in advance of the special
session.

Furthermore, in tuo different resolutions the General Assembly at its
thirty—-third session made urgent appeals to the three States to expedite their
negotiations, Many Governments, including my own, have recently uith increased
emphasis made appeals in the same direction. )

It is a matter of acute concern for the international community that, in
spite of the great urgency of the matter, .he three nuclear- capon States have not
concluded their CTB negotiations and that there is no firm indication as to vhen
the results thereof can be expected.

We are all avare that certain extremely difficult problems in the negotiations
have in fact been successfully resolved by the joint efforts of the three
negotiating Powers. At the same time the importance of a successful conclusion
of the negotiations has been underlined by recent developments. It is therefore
reasonable to expect that the remaining difficulties can also be solved.

While the conclusion of a CTBT has been delayed, the testing of nuclear
explosions, and thus the development of nuclear weapons, have continued unabated.
Observations and analyses made at the Hagfors Observatory in Sveden showed that
in all 48 nuclear explosions were conducted in 1978. Two out of three Chinese
explosions were conducted in the atmosphere, spreading.radioactive particles
throughout the northern hemisphere. This addition of radiocactivity — although

small — to our environment is unacceptable.
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Ten nuclear explosions were observed to have taken place in the
United States, vhile six French and tvo British explosions were recorded.
Twenty~seven of tue nuclear explosioh tests during 1978 were carried out by the
Soviet Union. Mo judge from the numbers, this is the most intense tesﬁing by
the Sovietthion since the partial test ban treaty vent into force in 1963.

This significant increase in testing is.evidence of the need for a rapid conclusicn
of a comprehengive test ban treaty.

In order to enable the (D to fulfil the task assigned to it by the
United Nations General Assembly in respect of such a freaty, it is of crucial
importance that it possesses a clear understanding of the present status of the
trilateral negotiations. Tor that reason I reiterate the suggestion made in this
Commitiee on 24 January by the Swedish TForeign Minister to the effect that the
three Powers give tho members of the Committee a full account of the remaining
difficulties. That could be done in a closod meeting.

Lfter these general remarks on the CTB matter, I will now turn to the
progress report of the seismological expert grouv. The Svedish delegation finds
the vork of the expert group to be a most valuable contribution to efforts to
establish a monitoring system acceptable to all., The progress reﬁort before you
is the result of considerable wvork carried out by scientific experts from a number
of countries around the world, The Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experté vas
established to specify the characteristics of an international data exchange
uith the objective of multilateral co~operation in the verification of a CTET.

We had the satisfaction of seeing that a number of States outside the CD also

took part in the Group: Austria, Denmark, Finland, Heu Zealand and Horuvay. We
also very much velcome the participation of Mexican experts and the representatives
of WMO .

The vork of the Group concerns the verification of a test ban and is of
vital importance for the vhole CTBT ocuestion.

The experts provided us already in 1978 uith a very solid report (CCD/SSS),
in vhich they unanimously proposed a data exchange betueen some 50 stations around
the globe, using WMO channels for data transmission and some special data centres
for the handling and analysis of the data., In this wvay States would be provided
vith basic information for evaluating compliance with the (PRT, This proposal
already in itself vas a significant contribution to the solution of the

verification problem.
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The experts are nov in the process of preparing a second report uhich
2laberates on the data exchangs in technical detall and outlines experimental
investigations.

In the progress report nov before us it is svggested that a report on these

S sessgion this sunmer.

matters should he given to the (D hefore fthe end of i3
I therefore formally prcpose that the CD talies note of lhe progress report

and btakes g decision on the dates of the next meeting.

ay a few vords on working paner CD/A, submitted by seven

Chyf is

1 now vant to

[©)]

States members and introduced by Ambassador Issraelyan on & February.

My delegation has taken note with great interest of this working paper
containing views and suggesitions on a possible approach in the CD to the cuestion
of nuclear disarmament. The proposal of the seven socialist States o initiate
consultations and negotiations on nuclear disarmament in this Committee addresses
itself to the most urgent priority item in the programme of action adopted by the
General Assembly's special session devoted to disgrmament. That in itself makes
it an important proposal. At the same time the wvorking paper invelves a number
of very complex and delicate questions. Some of these were commented on by
Ambassador Issraelyan in his statement on 6 February.

The Suedish Government is still in the process of considering various
important aspects of the proposal, and I am therefore not prepared to make any
detailed and precise comment on it today. I would, houever, already at this stage
like to make some remarks of a general ar' preliminary natu. 2.

Concrete and substaniial nuclear disarmament measures are necessary for many
reasons, .some of vhich are still more compelling today than they were only a few
years ago. From many points of viev disarmament negotiations, and particularly
those relating. to nuclear arms, are the concern of all nations. Global and
regional security is profoundly affected by the ongoing arms race and conversely
by any substantial meéasure of control and disarmament vhich can be achicved. When
the leading wilitary Pouers decide %o conduct negotiations on the basis of limited
participation, as for instance in the case of the strategic arms limitation talks,
these negotiations have a bearing on the uwltimate security of other couniries
as well. All countries have a legitimate interest in their initiation, conduct
and eventual results.

The CD uas constituted as the principal Torum for disarmament negotiations
Pursuant to the Final Document of the special session of the General Assembly.

The CD should in principle be fully utilized for the implementation of the programme
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of action contained in that document. Against this background, the Swedish
Government welcomes the multilateral approach to nuclear disarmament negotiations
contained in the working paper. Paragraph 43 of the programme of action embodies
another fact of principal importance with respect to nuclear disarmament which
applies regardless of the method of negotiation. In accordance uwith this
paragraph, nuclear-veapon States uhich possess the most important nuclear
arsenals bear . a special responsibility for adhieving nuclear

disarmament.

An important consequence of this principle is embodied in paragraph 52
stating that the USSR and the United States should conclude a SALT II agreement
at the earliest possible date, and let it be followed promptly by further SALT
negotiations between the tuo parties, leading to agreed significant reductions
of and "gualitative limitations" in strategic arms. TUrgent and vigorous pursuit,
to a successful conclusion, of ongoing negotiations and urgent initiation of
further negotiations among the nuclear-weapon States are subsequently called for
in the Final Document.

To sum up, as I see 11 there are three important aspects vhich must be
evaluated in relation to the working paper GD/4. The first aspect is the fact
that the Unitfed States and the Soviet Union bear a special responsibility for
the process towards nuclear disarmament. The second is the question of the
substance of possible multilateral negotiations. The programme of action
enumerates in paragraph 50 the specific sectors vhere agreement at appropriate
stages and with adecuate measures of werification ars urgently recquired. In this
context I would like to recall the Swedish working paper of 30 January 1978,
in wvhich we identified five stages by which nuclear disarmament would have fo be
attained. The third aspect iz the methed or complementary methods of
negotiations chosen to achieve concrete results, Ve are, I repeat, aware of the
fact that an undertaking along the lines of working paper CD/4 inveolves numerous
extremely difficult political and technical problems. At this juncture'I will
merely state that the Swedish delegation will follow this issue with great
attention and is prepared to take part in possible consultations. We intend to

revert to the matter with more detailed comments at a later stage.



CD/PV.16
i1

ir, 0GISO (Japan): First of all, on behalf of my delegation, I vould like

to congratulate yvour Excellency on your assumption of the high office of Chairman of

rittee on Dicormament. I am confident that, under your leadership and
competent guidance, this Committee uvill prove tc be most successful.

I vould alsc lilze to take this cpportunity t. express wy sincere appreciation fo
His Ixcellency imbassader Rozas, vho guided this Jommittee for the month of February
to o succeozaful adoption of the rules of procedure.

1

As ve gtart deliberations on the progress report of the 4d Hoc Group of

g2ismic ~vents, T chould 1like to supwress the vievs of the

the question ¢f a comprehensive nuclcar itest ban treaty vhich

has the highsst pricrity in the negotiations of this Commitiee
HMeedless to say, nuclear disarmament is the most urcent task in the field of

disarmarment, and the first step touvard achieving the goal of nuclear disarmament igs a

ER

comprehensive nuclear test ban. L comprehensive nuclear *est ban vill contribute

to halting the ondless nuclear arms race by preventing the cualitative improvement of
nuclegr weapons, and enhancing nuclear non-proliferation by opening the comprehensive
nucicar test ban treaty to non-nuclear-veapon Sitates.

The Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Iuclear Weapons is, in spite of its
inherent inecuality, the most important existing international legal framework for
vreventing nuclear prcliferation and, as such, vith a viev to preventing nuclear
proll;eraulon, many non-nuclear-uecapon States —— including Japan -- have acceded to
vhe Treaty. The Treaty stipulates that the non-nuclear-ueapon States must renounce
nuclear armaments, but nuclear-veapon States, in their turn, undertake "to pursue
negotiations in good faith on effective measures relating to cessation of the nuclear
axrig race at an early date and to nuclear disarmament, and on a treaty on general and
complete disarmament under strict and effective international control'. That is vhy
the nuolear—ueapon States have becn sitrengly urged to realize a comprehensive nuclear
test ban at the earliest opportunity.

iy
L

The Government of Japan hos stressed that it is the lack of pelitical will on

the part of the nuclear—veapon States that has hindered the realization of a

comprehenaive nuclear test ban. In this respect, it vas considered a foruvard-

looking political decision by the leaders of the USSR, the United Kingdom and

the United 3tates vhen they started tripartite negotiations on UTB in March 1977.
It vas an expression of the expeciations of the uvorld for the conclusion of a

comprehensive test ban treaty that the tenth special session of the

General Assembly devoted to disarmawent urged in naragraph 51 of its Final Document

hat the negotiations on "a treaty prohibiting nuclcar~ueapon tests, and o

protocol covering nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes, which would be an
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integral part of the treaty" should be concluded urgently. It is particularly
so in the light of the nature of this document vhich was adopted by
COnsensus.

Responding to such expectations, the disfinguished delegate of the
United Kingdom in his capacity as a representative of the tripartite negotiating
parties made two progress reports to.the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament.
Namely, he stated on 16 March 1978 that "Substantial progress has been made towards
agreement on the provisions of a treaty prohibiting auclear-veapon tests and a
protocel covering nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes vhich would be an
integral part of the treaty. A number of imporfant points have already been
agreed; on some outstanding issues, the differences betuveen the positions of the
participants have narroved", and he further stated on 8 August 19738 that "It can
be reported uith satisfaction that significant progress has been made in recent
months in several areas of the negotations. The delegations have nroceeded beyond
an exchange of views on their basic approaches and principles and are nou addressing
elements of agreement that have emerged as well as specific points that remain to
be resolved". | _

Almost one year has passed since the distinguished delegate of the
United Kingdom said in his report tc the CCD that substantial progress had been made.
I appreciate the serious negotiations continued bty the three parties concerned
during that period. But the Committee on Disarmament has not so far received any
results from the tripartite negotiations. If the Commiftee on Disarmamenﬁ, as a
negotiating body, cannot start concrete negotiations on the urgent task of a
comprehensive nuclear test ban vhen it has completed its vork on organizaticnal
matters such as the rules of procedure and agenda because the results of the
trilateral negotiations have not been submitted to it, it would be a most
disappointing situation, not only for this negbtiating beody which wvas opened and
blessed by high-ranking dignitaries including meny foreign ministers, but also
for world public opinion. Of course we do not totally ignore the arguments
that‘elucidation of the details of the outstanding iszsues in the negotiations
may complicate the efforts of the parties concerned. I would, however, like to

remind the Committee that this explanation was made by the representative of the
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nogotiating parties almost one year ago, and that it is considered that general

agreements have already boen reached on important and basic points.

While experting that the current iriparftite negotistions vill be
concluded urgently and negotiations on a freaty verxt uwill be started ‘
expediticusly in thig Committee, I should like to express the vieus of my
delegation on some of the rueslions vhich are of narticular interest to my
coumtry in formulating the draft treaty.

o

Tt may be inferred Lfrow the vieusc ewpressed av the CCD vy the States

vhich are especially conecarned the mrin cutctanding issues concerning
a couprchensive test ban arc the cuestion of nuclear explosions for peaceful
purposes and the cuestion of verification. As 1o the iscue of nuclear
explosions for peaceful purposes, my delegation has consictently teken the
pusiticn, as I have repeatedly caid in my past interventions, that no nuclear
explosions for peaceful purposes should be conducted unless an agreement is
reacied on appropriate international arrangéments for supervision and
procedures to prevent loopholes. If the comprehensive test ban allows peaceful
nuclear explosions, there uvould be a rislk that non-nuclear—ieapon States might
accuire the technicues for nuclear explosions under the guise of peaceful
purposes, and that nuclear-ueapon States will find vays round the ban on
nuclear-veapon testing.

Ve nou assume that agreements, at least in principle, on the suspension
on nuclear expleosions for peaceful purposes, similar to those Japan has alvays
+

maintained, have been reached, in the light of the progress report made by
2 3 © b £

vhe distinguished delegafe af the United Kingdom on T August last year in
vhich 1t is stated that "The three negotiating parties are agreed that the
treaty should establish o ban on any nuclear uvcapon test explosion in any
envircnment and that the nrovisions of a protoccl vhich vould be an integral
part of the treaty, wvould apply to nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes'';
and this vas confirmed by the United Xingdom delegate in his statement on

24 Janvary this year at this Committee,
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Witﬂ respect to the cuestion of verification, there are tuo issues:
(l)'on—site inspections, and (2) seismic data exchange. .e regards on-site
inspection, the Japanese delegation considers that in addition to verification
by seismological metheds, vhich I will touch on shortly, and other national
means, it vill require on-site inspection as a supplementary means to ascertain
verification vhen there is any doubt. Neveriheless, if detailed agreementis
are reached facilitating seismological means of detection and verification by
other national nmeans, the need for on-site inspeciion may be somewvhat less than
if there is no such agreement. In this respect, there may remain the
possibility of considering the method of "verification by challenge' as proposed
by Sweden.

As my delegation proposed at the CCD on 3 Maxch 1977, the establishment
cf an international system of seismic data eiohange threugh which all seismic
data can be collected without delay vill be necessary in order to detect and
identify underzrou. d nuclear tests. In this connexion, I should like to pay
trivute to the work of the Ad Hoc Group of Experts on seismic events vhich has
been making positive contributions under the duspices of the CCD and the CD
gince August 1976. In particular, my delegation wvelcomes the close
co~operation between the Group of Experts and the quld leteorological
Organization which has been worked out by the participation of the
representatives of WIMO at the seventh session of the Ad Hoc Group this year.

The distinguishéd delegate of the United Xingdom in his progress report
on 16 March last year stated that "The USSR, the United Kingdom and the
United States share the videly~held vieu that an international exchange of
seismic data will play a major role in verification of compliance with the
Treaty", and added that "They agree that the guidelines for cetiing up and
running the internaticnal seismic exchange should be laid dovm in an annex to
the treaty, and that the detailed organizational and procedural arrangements
for implementing the international exchange should be worked out after the
entry into force of the treaty, drawing on the recommendations contained in

the report of the Ad Hoc Group'. The experimental exercises of the seismic
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data exchange system, as was proposed by the Group, will contribute to the
draving up of the "guldelines'" %o be provided in an annex %2 the CTB treaty.

It vill also make the promp? implenentation of the »rovisisas of the OID tresty
pesgible after its entry into force, since the experimental exerciges will

facilitate the formulation of wvhat fthe United Kingdowm progress report called
the "detalled organizational and procedural arrangswents' ag soon as possible

after the treaty enters intc force or, as *the case may e, they vill make such

-

arrangements come into effect concurrently vith the entry into force of the
treaty. Trom this point of wview, 1t vould be a significant contribution fox
progress ftouards the conclusicn of the CIB treaty if the Committee, at an
approvriate stage following the mropostl of the id Hoe Group, decides to hold
sxperimental exercises of the seismic data exchange systom before the entry into
force of the ftreaty.

It may also be necessary o consider the establichment of a standing
commitice of exverts from vhich advice may be made available regarding the
scientific and technical problems of verification, including the international
data exchange system.

The verification system of the CIB freaty uill be more sifective and
strengthened if, in additicn to the international system of selsmic data exchange,
concrete agreements could be reached on facilitating verification by national
means such as the setting un, on a reciprocal basis, of appropriate numbers of
"black boxes" or tamper-proof auvtomatic siations, and observation by satellites,
az I stated on 17 Aurust last year in the CCD.

In concluding my remarks, T should liite to remind the distinguished
delegates of resolution BB/YIC adopted by the General Assembly at its
thirty~third session, and strongly appeal to all States, and in particular, all
nuclear-veapon States, to refrain frowm conducting any sesting of nuclear vieapons
and other nuclear explosive devices pending the conclusion of a comprehensive
test ban treaty.

I should also like to urge France, vhich haz joined this Committee, and
China, vhich has not sc far atfended it, to participate actively in the

negotiations on nuclear disarmament.



CD/PV.16

15

lir. FEIN (Ifetherlends): Today I vish to malke some remarks on the following
igsues. T wvigh to intrcduce a technical working paper in the field of seismelogy.
I intend %o malke some observations on the last mecting of the Ac Hoc Group of
seismological experts, and I shall touch upon our work during the epring scession.
Scientists in the field of seismology have developed several methods of

listinguishing betveen earthquakes

O
-5
e

identifying secismic events, that is to say,
end underground explosions.  lost of these methods have been described in one or
more of the numercus vorking peopers of the CCD as well o¢s in the first revort of
the Ad IHoc Groum of Leientilic Bxperts to Consider International Co-operative
Meosures to Deiect and to Identify Seigmic Lvents. Althougn several acceplbable
seligmic identification methods cxist nowadeys, the scarch for other methods and the
testing of existing methods continues. It is giroble to have a wider choice of
independent and verificd seismic identification methods to reinforce confidence in
the ddentification of o particular event.

One of the methods discussed in the past is to make use of the fact that an
explosion and an earthqualie bechave differently at the source. An explosion can be
characterized by 2 sudden outward motion in vhich energy is radiated equally in all
directions. Vith an earthcuake this is not the case, the energy radiation
depending upcn the position of the plane along which shear motion occcurs in the
earthquake source.  Theoretically, it vould therefore be possible to distinguish
between an earthquake =nd an explosion by measuring the motions, and especially the
initial motions of the direct waves around the source of the seismic event.

The practical posgibilities of uging this particular identification method
has now been studied by Netherlands experts, who came to the conclusion that the
method can only be used under certain restricted circumstances. The study is
described in vorking document CD/? now being tabled. It is clear from the study
that one connot use the method 2litogether on its own vith confidence for the
identification of seismic events, but it can vrovide valuable additional support
for the conclusions of other gseiomic identification methods. t is also showm
that the effectiveness of the method denends very much on the location of the event
wvith respect to the seismic stations of the monitoring netvorik.

Ve in the Hetherlonds considered it worthwhils

\)

to-present to you this study
on an additional identification method which could beo useful in a Ifuture

international seismic network in the context of a comprehensive nuclcar test ban.
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During the last tuo weeks the Ad Hoc Group of Lcientific Experts to Consider
International Co-operctive Meesures to Detect and to Identify Seismic Events held
ite seventh session. Quite some progresc vvas made in the Group and in its
sub-groups on o number oi technical details of the international seismic system
which will be needed in the context of a comprchensive test ban treaty. In its
worl, the Group baged itsell, of course, on the first report cf the Group, CCD/558.
Ag we can see in the latest progrcsslreport of the Group, o rathef substantial

delay is requested for the gubmission of its gecond report.  Alvhough there may

be some valid teclinical reagons for this delay -- in particular to develop a
number of technical annexcs to the report —— my delegation wishes to eipress

concern at the pace at vhich progreseg is being mede. We are under the impression
thet other than tcchnical reasons were also involved in requesting the delay.
Iy delegation would liave hoped that the vork of the Group could have been

finished somevhat earlier, thus making it easier for countries to start the

t
requested preparations and techriical tests of elements of the future system. Such
small-scale tects could be very helpful in obtaining a better idee of vhich
resources a country needs to participate in the final system. The second report
of the seismic Groun, vhich should describe quiie a number of regulations and
instructions, would have been very helpful in assessing these aspects. Considering
the fact that a drafi CTB treaty could be presented to the CD within a few months -—-
I hope —-— it must be clear that my delegation canvonly reluctantly agree to a
postponement of the presentation of a second report to the surmer. I also hope
that the report will contain clear-cut recommendations.

Several members of this Committee have nroposed the holding of a so-called
"experimental exercise'", that is, a test of the vhole future seismic system to be
used in the context of o CIB. In fact, the Tirst report of the seismic Group

recommends such an experimental exercise. This would be a complete test-run of a

duration of about one year of the necessary seismic network -- data gathering,
communications, analysis in data cenires and at the national level, etc. — 1o see

whether the system works well, to ascertain vhat the problems are and vhat
capabilities the system has to deter underground nuclear explosions under test ban
conditions.

Novr, the practicel problems of having such a complete exercise are rather
substantial. The seismic netvork cxists onlyvpartly a2t the moment. lorcover,
experts from cne nuclear-weapon State have maintained that such an exmerimental
exercise can only be held after the CTB treaty has entered into force, otherwise
one vould not know vhich countries vould participate in the final system and one

'

could not male a final assessment of the s5ys

<

ell.
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At first sight, theve ic some logic to that last arguments; but only some.

b3

If ome weits with en cxperimental exercise until the CTB treaty has entered into
foree, there vill be no itime for such on exercise. As soon as there is a treaty,
one must possess the means to veriiy compliance with it.  Therefore, the seismic
system must be estoblished immediately alfter the entry into force of the treaty.
There ig then no time lelt for experiments.

It is therefore clear that such an exercise is only useful before the entry
into force of a CTB tresiy. liy Government still hopes that a multilateral CTB
uill be concluded and signed this year. This leaves very little time for
preparations. It is more difficult to predict vhen the treaty will enter into
force.

We have nov three options: (a) We start the exercise nows (b) A full scale
experimental exercise vill never be held; (c¢) The decision to hold an exercise is
talien as socn as the multilateral CTB treaty shapes up.

In principle my delegotion prefers option (a). Hovever, apart from the .
teclmical problems innerent in starting such a project very soon, there does not
seem to be cgreement a2t present on such a line of action. Since, on the other
hand, all seen to agrec thot an experimental exercise would be useful, to follov
option {h) would be = pity, We should therefcre consider the possibilities of
option (c). I could imegine that, after the submigsion of a trilateral draf’

CIB treaty to the Committe , it will soon become clear which countries do seriously
plan to join the multilatercl test ban treaty. Between that time and the entry
into force of the treaty, quite some time will be left. It would rezclly be
regrettable 1f that period were not used for an cxperimental exercise or, perhaps,
smaller-scale experiments. Such exmeriments would clearly help in egtablishing
the final seismic network at the time of the treaty's entry into force. 1y
delegation would certainly be interested in hearing the views of other delegations
on this matter.

I would now like to make a few comments on our work during the remainder of

this spring session.

Ve are all avare of the fact that the dissrmament agenda in general -~ I am
not referring only to thie Commitiece -- ig heavily loaded for the coming years.

Preparation of revieuv conferences, the United Nations Disarmament Commission, the
inhumen weapons question, etc. make it more and more difficult to spend sufficient

time on particular CD subjects, certainly for smaller countries. However, we would
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not be fulfilling our obligations in this Committee 1f we were fo stop our vorl
too easily during other confcrences, except of course during tﬁe-General Assenmbly
and other very important meetings. Ve must not regard the CD as a2 stop-gap
betveen other gatherings. o

Even taliing this into account, there is not much time left during the spring
meetings. Aftef time-consuming congultations on the rules of procedure, we are
nov starting the process of developing o substantive agenda. Thig is an important
matter, and I would not be surprised if i1t took us quite some time. Then we
have to agree on a programme of worlk. This could mean that not much time is
left in the spring session for gubstantive discussions.

Hormally speaking, we can cnly decide on our programme of work after the
adoption of the agénda. Wevertheless, it ie possible to reserve alrcady now some
neriods in the s?ring for substantive discussions on matters we all agree must be
tackled in ony case. Ve are deoing Just that alreszdy this week, as ve are
concentrating on the report of the scismic Grouwn.

In the past too ve often spent a weck on discussions, formal and informal, on
one subject., Tor o preliminary exchange oi vieus this could sometimes be
sufficient. A serious discussion, hovever, would be impossible in such a short
time frame. It would therefore be better to concentrate on one or two items
during a longer poriod of several wrecks.

Talring all this into account, I wish to suggest the following. As I said
earlier in this Committec, it is perhaps better to delay negotiations on the
nuclear test ban until the trilateral talks have produced results. However, in
our viev, the other itvem on the priority list of the Commitiee, the chemical
weapons question, is ripe for serious discusgion. A viidespread feeling exists
in this Committee that the CD must now start work on this issue. There is cnly
a slight difference of opinion on how to handle the CW problemn. Pronosals have

4 <.

been made to cstablish an ad hoc working group. We have no objection to that

idea, but we have the impression that not all countries are willing to tale that
step now. FPor my delegation, it is more important to start discussions on the
substance of the chemical wespons problem than on the mandate of g possible vorking
group. You will remember the Netherlands working paper CD/G in which my delegation
proposed substantial discussion on a general outline of an agreement on CV without
the absclute necessity of seﬁting up a wvorking group. Indeed, we could also do ocur
work in informal mestings of the Committee itself. It is clear, however, that ve
vill need quite some time forx such an exercise, and I would therefore lile to

suggest spending the period of 26 larch to 12 April on the CY question.
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lir, PFRIFTER (Federal Republic of Germany): lly delegation velcomed the

declegion talen by this Committee on 22 February this year to devote the week from

y Itarch fto 9 Iarch to the consideration of the progress report submitted by the

—

¥

Ad Toc Groun of aseismic erperte.

Ve learn from the report that the discussion of the various chapters of the
final renort achieved progress. My delegotion hopes that, as a rosult of the
in-depth discussion of the guegtions involwved, the submission of the final renort
1711l be possible at the tTime envisaged by the experts.

The geventh scssion of the Ad Hoc Groun which ended last weelr succeeded in
clarifying additional i1tems. It covered nev ground and led to some progress.

A large part of the task entrusted by the CCD in May 1973 —— and confirmed
by the CD on 15 February 1979 -~ to the experlts now geems to be accomplished. An
additional number of deteiled questions with regard to an international seismic
data exchange gystem have been clarified,

In this context, the participétion of two represcntatives of WMO was of
particular value as they were oble to give nev information on the WO cqmmunication
network. They made it possible to arrive at a realistic ascessment of the data
tronsmission capabilities of the WO system.

Ve welcome and szupport the offer of the Swedish Government to establish a
temporary data centre vhich will deal vith some nev aspects of data analysis, in
particular the analysis of identification parameters. e also appreclate the
Svedish plan o orzanize a vorkshop in Siockholm to demonstrate the main functions
to be performed by such a centre.

“he Government of the Federal Republic of Germany has on variocus occasions in
the United Hations and in the CCD, as vell ag at the opening cession of this
Committee, declered its readiness to participatbe actively in the secismic
verification of a CTB.  ‘The well-equipped Central Observatory at Graefenberg which
has a digital borad-band array enables the Inatituie to sﬁppOft the Group with a
working paper on optimum equipment for a global ssismic system. This working paver
will be submitted as soon as possible.

e think the short report introduced today shows that the seismic Group has
indeed achieved further progress. Ye are looking forward to the eighth segsion
of the experts to be held from 23 July to 3 August 1979, during which the remaining
specific questions will be discussed and, as we hope, if necessary, clarified in
smoller sub-vorking groups. My delegation hopes that the seismic experts will be

able to conclude their tosk ond that they will be in a position to submit their

final report containing the necessary information end the actual procedure for a
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practical test run. The Federal Government vill convinue to support the vork of
the scismic Groun by making the necessary arrangements for the continued
participation of an expert from the Federal Republic of Germany.

It ig our desire to have al hand a reliable and acceptable verification system
at the time vhen the Disarmament Committe: starts its deliberciions and

negotiations on a complete test ban treaty.

Ilr. HERLER (German D-mocratic Republic) (translated from Russizn): Thank

you Hr. Chairman. I wish fto invite your attention, Sir, to the following.

Today the Secretariat circulated the text of the rules of procedure dated
1 Harch 1979 (CD/8), and that document also includes an ammex I.  The impression
is, therefore, that the Committee has discussed and indeed adopted annex 1 as
wvell but, as is knowm, the Committer did not have enough time to deal with amnex I
and that gquestion has remained open. Accordingly, I and my delegation interpret
the gituation as meaning that after delegations have an opportunity to study this
document, at least consultations should be held and the Committee should revert
to this matter in order to adopt an appropriate decision in connexion with

annex I as well.

The CHATIRMANN: It vould be my intention that we resume the discussion

0

of the progress veport of the Ad Hoc Group of seismic experts on Thursday, wvhen
perhaps scme further statements will be forthcoming.

Ve heve, I think, this morning had four important statements and, in touching
on the ewplicit subject matter, that is, the progress report ol the Ad Hoc Group
of seismic experts, delegations have also made o number of observations and indeed
gome proposals vhich will be very relevant to the next stage of our work. That is
t0 say, the drafting of the agende and the programme of work, a stage of our sork
vhich I am hopeful ve may be able to take up fairly socon. Wo have one specific
proposal before the Committee today, which I would like to refer to, and that 1s
the proposal of the distinguished representative of Sweden, that the Committee should
take note of the progress veport of the Ad Hoc Group of seismic experts and take a
decision on the dates ol the next meeting of the Ad Hoc Group. It would be my
intention, after appropriate consultations with delegations, to prepare a draft
decision on the matter and submit it to the Committee at a later meeting. If there
are no further observations, I would propose Lo adjourn the mecting and we would
assembly again on Thursday morning, at 10.30 a.m. o resume discussion of the

progress report.

The meeting rogse at 11.50 a.m.






