CD/PV.177

0

A Illar~h 19279

ENGLISH

FINAL RECORD OF THE SEVENTECZNTH MEETING

held at the Palais des Nations, Geneva,
on Thursday, 8 March 1979, at 10,30 a.m.

Chairman: Mr, L.D. THOMSON (Australia)

GE.79-60455



4D/PV.17
2

PRESENT AT THE TABLE

Algeriac Ir. A, BENSIMAIL
Argentina: Mr. Pod. DAVILA
Australiac: Mr. L.D. THCIISOIM
Mr. A.J. BEHM
Ms. M.S. WICKES
Belgiums Ir. P. NOTERDAEME
Mr. P. BERG
. G. VAN DUYSE
. P, LAVALLEYE
Brazil: Mr. G.A. MACIEL
Mr., A. CELSC DT OURO PRETO
Bulgarias Mr, P. VOUTOV
Mr., I. SOTIROV
Burma. : U SAW HLAING
U THAUNG HTUN
Canada s Mr, R. HARRY JAY
Mr, J.T. SIIIARD
Cuba s Mrs. V.B. JACKIEWICH
. Qv
Czechoslovakia: Mr. II. RUZZEK
Mr. V. TYLNER
Mr, L. STAVINOHA
Egypt: IIr. M. EL-BARADEI
Mr. N. FPAHILY
Lthiopia: Ir, G. ALULA

France: Mr. F. DE LA GORCE



CD/PV.17
3
Germzn Democratic Revublics Iir. G. HEEDLR
Jir. 3. LAHDT

e, 1. GRACZYNSKI

Germany, I'edcrel Republic of': . G. FPERITFER

1re J. POHIRLNIT

Iir. Ho MHULLER

Hungary: Mr. 1I. DCIICKCS
lir. C. GYORFFY
M. A. LAKATOS

Indiaz Ir. S.T. DEVARE
Indenesiazs Ir. A. KAMTL

Mr. M. SIDIK
. J. DAMANTIK

et

I

Iran: Mr. 1. TARTASH
Mr. Do CHILATY

Ttaly: Mr, N. DI BERUARDO
. M. MOREICG
lire Co TRATESCHI
Japan: Mr. M. OGISO
IIr. T« HONOYALA
Mr. T. IWANAITT
Mr. . ISHIT
Kenya.: Mr. G, MUNIU.
Mexico: Mr. L. GARCIA ROELES
Miso A. CABRERA
Mongolia: IIr. D. TERDEMBILEG

IIr. L. BAYART



CD/PV.17

A
Moroccos M-, M. RAHHALT
Hetherlands: IIr, RJH. FEITT

Ifr. 4.J. MERRBURG

Wigeria: Ir. 0. ADENIJI
. K. AHIED
lfr. T. OLUMOK

Pakistan: Mr, 11, HUAYUN KHAN
Mr, M. AKRAIT

Perus Mr. J. AURICH MONTERO
Poland: lr, B. SUJKA
Mr. H. PAC

Mr, . ERUCZYK
Mr, A. SKOWRONSKI

Romania: . C. BNE
Ty V. TUDOR
M, T. MELESCAITU

]

Sri Lanka: . B. FPONSEZKA
Miss M.L. ITAGANATHAN

Sweden: Ifr. C. LIDGARD
Mr. S. STROMBACK
irr. U. ERICSSON

Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics: Mr. V.L. ISSRAGLYAN

Mra. AJT. VAVILOV
Mr. A.I. TIOURENKOV
IIr. Yu.V, KOSTENKO
Mr, I1.G. ANTIUKHIN
Mr. I.P. PASECHNIK
Mr. 0K, KEDROV




CD/PV.17
5

United Kingdom: Mr. N.H. MARSHALL
Mr, P,II.W. FRANCIS

United States of America: Mr. A.,S5. FISHER
Mr. C. FLOWEREE
Mr., A. AKATOVSKY
Mr, M. DALEY
Mr, R, MIKULAK
Mr. M. SANCHES
Mr. J. FILSON

Venezuela: r, AJR. TAYLHARDAT
Mrs. R. LISBOA DE NECER

Yugoslavias Mr. D, DJOKIé
}r. B. BRANKOVIC

Zaire: Mr, E. MULONGANDUSU
Mr. MUNZA LOMPOMBO
Mr. BOLUMBU BASUMBA



CD/PV.17
6

Mr. MARKER (Pakistan): Permit me to ewnrcss, on behalf of my delegation,
our pleasure at seeing a distinguished representative of Australia preside over the
deliberations of Lthe Committec on Disarme .ent. Ve are sur: that, under your eble
guidance, the important worlk which is on our schadule this month will be successfully
accomplished,

Today, I would like to express Palidsten's views regarding the formulation of the
agenda and programme of work of the Committee, and also to say a few vords on the
question of the highest priority in the field of disarmament —— the need for nuclear
disarmament.

Pakistan is of the viev that the -Committee on Disarmament is, as the
Final Document of the special session stated, "the single multilateral disarmament
negotiating forum", As such, the negotiating mandate of this Committee covers all
matters which can be negotiated in the multilateral context, including all the
recommendations for specific action in various areas contained in the Programme of
Action of the tenth special session of the General Assembly. We therefore believe,
that, in adopting its agenda, the Committee must clearly establish this wide range
of its responsibilities. At the same time we arc not unaware of the need to ensure
that, in our agenda and programme of work, sufficient precision is introduced so as
to enable the Committee to conduct concrete negotiations at each stage of its work.
These two goals can be reconciled by adopting an agenda which would, on the one hand,
outline the main areas of the responsibilities of the Committee on Disarmament, and
on the other, mention under each one of these main areas those specific subjecis to
which priority has been accorded by the United Nations General Assembly or by
Member States.

Those amongst us vho participated in the special session will recall that,
immediately prior to its formal adoption, the programme of action of the special
session was divided into various parts under a number of headings.  Pakistan would
suggest that the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament, in order to underline its
broad mandate, should enumerate these areas of responsibility of this body. I may
mention that among these areas were: nuclear disarmament, non-use of nuclear weapons,
nuclear non-proliferation, nuclear-weapon-free zones, zones of peace, other weapons
of mass destruction, conventional veapons, reduction of military budgets, confidence-
building measures, disarmament and development, disarmament and international
security, and, finally, general and complete dizarmament. In the programme of the
special session, and more particularly at the thirty-third session of the
United Nations General Assewbly, this Committee has been entrusted with certain more

specific responsibilities for negotiations during the current year. These
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responsibilities, as I said in my previous interventions, include firstly the
elaboration of a comprehensive test ban treaty, the negotiation of an international
convention to assure non-nuclear-ireapon States against the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons, and the conclusion of a convention for the prohibition of chemical
weapons. These tasks should be reflected under the relevant areas of the Committee's
responsibility that I have mentioned, and some other subjects may be added, in
response to the specific proposals put forward by llember States during the current
session of the Committee.

One such area for priority consideration by the Committee is that of nuclear
disarmament. The Final Document of the special session, in more than one paragraph,
has reaffirmed that the goal of halting and reversing the nuclear arms race has the
highest priority. This is not surprising since the very first resolution of the
United Nations was for the prohibition of nuclear armaments. It would have been
relatively easy then to dismantle such feuv nuclear weapons that had been produced,
and to devise effective measures to prevent their further production and development.
Proposals and counter-proposals for this purvosc were put foruvard at the time by
the Soviet Union and the United States, but, unhappily, they were not seriously
pursued., Instead, in the prevailing atmosphere of mistrust and incipient conflict,
attempts were intensified by one of the Powers to retain its strategic advantage and
by the other not to be left behind.

How the two Powers have attained approximate parity in nuclear arms and, as
everybody knows, they have the capability not only to annihilate each other but to
destroy all civilization. The world continues to live under the cloud of this
balance of terror. But strategic balance will not be a durable means for ensuring
the world's security. Hot only is it inherently unstable, but its maintenance
necessitates the consumption of an ever-increasing proportion of the world's material
and human resources.

It is therefore natural that we should welcome the initiative taken by one of
the major nuclear-weapon Powers to initiate the discussions of nuclear disarmament
within this Committee, The task, as ve all know, is complex and involves, firstly,
measures to halt and reverse the arms race, secondly, the prchibition of the use of
nuclear weapons and, thirdly, prevention of the spread of these weapons.

As regards the question of halting and reversing the nuclear arms race, the
international community has placed primary emphasis on the achievement of a
comprehensive test ban treaty. Pakistan continues to hope that this treaty will be
concluded during the current year, and effectively prevent the further testing of
nuclear weapons, especially by those Powers which have reached an advanced stage of

sophistication in the development of nuclear weapons.
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The @aper s.mitted by the Soviet Ur.ion and other soci  list countries in
docunment OD/4 addresses itself to various asnects of the questibn of halting and
reversing the nuclear arms race. The Pokistan delegation vould like to welcome thic
PopEY varmly. Ve are particularly interested in the acimovledgement in the pronosal
that the nuclear arsenals of the various Povers are not equal, and that the disparity
in these arsenals would require different kinds of contributions from each of the
nuclear-uveapon Powers at different stacss of the negotiations for nuclear disarmament
Secondly, we also welcome the practical suggestion implied in the paper that, in vier
of the digsparity in nuclear arsenals, thc initiation of‘negotiations for nuclear
disarmament need not be prevented by the absence of one of the nuclear-weapon Povers
from these negotiations. lly delegation agrees vith the statement made by
Ambassador Igsraelyan vhen introducing documecnt CD/4 that such negotiations for
nuclear disarmement vwithin the Committee will nct constitute an obstacle to
nezotiations being held outside this forum, such as the bilateral USSR-United States
negotiations on stratesic armaments; but that the negotiations in this Committee
could very vell complement and facilitate the talks being held elsewhere and
vice versa.

At the same time, it is important to ensure that the discussions of nuclear
disarmament within this Committee or elsewhere do not become a cover forvthe further
controlled expansion of the arms race, Pakistan welcomes recent indications from
both the Soviet Union and the United States that a SAIT-II zccord is in the offing.
Ve sincerely hope this is so. At the sawe time, wve would be remiss if we did not
express the hope that the SAIT-IIT agreement vill be reached with greater dispatch
and that it will include significant quantitative reductions in strategic armaments
as well as call a halt to their qualitative develomment. ‘

Iy deleration expresses the hope that concrete steps will soon be taken to
reduce the balance of weaponry presently deployed in certain parts of the world,
particularly in Europe. Ue look forvard to the reactions of other parties to the
important initiative of the French Government for & Duropean security conference
which could consider reductions in the inmense arsenals prescntly deployed on this
continent. .

Once confidence is created that nuclear disarmament vill not compromise the
security of any of the five Powers concerned, it is more than likely that negotiation:
could be initiated on the various aspects of disarmament indicated in paragreph 50

of the Final Document of the special session.
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One of the essential means for creabting such confidence, both emong nuclear—
weapon Powers and non-nuclear-weapon States, is to secure agreement for the
prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons. The TMinal Document has called for
consultations leading to an intermational agreement for the aveidance of the use
of nuclear weapons and the prevention of nuclear war, Ve hope that in the near
future circumstances will make it possible for this Committee to advance to this
subject. Iy delegation also considers as relevant the idea that each of the
nuclear—weapon Powers undertakes in a binding form not to be the first to use
nuclear weapons. A proposal for this purpose has been made by the socialist
countries in the context of Durope. We hope this concept can be applied to all
nuclear-weapon Powers in all regions of the wvorld.

However, the first step which can and should be ftaken in this field is the
elaboration of a convention to assure the non-nuclear-weapon States against the use
or threat of use of nuclear weapons. I have dealt at length with this subject in
my previous intervention in this Committee and I shall not repeat myself, At the
same time it is. relevant to underline that unless the non—-nuclear~weapon States are
assured, in a binding and credible fashion, that their security will not be
threatened by nuclear weapons, the goal of non-proliferation and therefore of
nuclear disarmament will continue to elude the world community. We hope that
sufficient time will be allocated in the programme of work for the current year
to enable a consideration of the draft conventions on this subject submitted by
Pakistan and the Soviet Union during the last session of t7 2 General Assembly.

We shall, in the near future, request formal circulation of our document in this
Committee.,

The goal of nuclear disarmament, as I have said, must include ways and means
of preventing the spread of nuclear weapons to States other than the five nuclear-
weapon Powvers. The danger of nuclear proliferation haunts various parts of the
vorld. If States such as Israel and South Africa acguire a nuclear-ueapon
capability, it would produce significant consequences not only for peace and
security in these regiong but would threaten international peace as a whole. It
would certainly erocde the efforts of the international community to build a viable

structure of non-proliferation.
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The danger of nuclear proliferation, unfortunately also exists in the region
of south Asia. The countries of the region, and the world community, are only
too well avare of the Tact that a nuclear explosion has taken place in this region.,
The statements made by the Indian Government, regarding the "peaceful'" nature of
this explosion, would carry more conviction if India was prepared to respond more
positively to the many initiatives that have since been taken for the establishment
of a nuclear-veapon-~free zone. Nor is our concern allayed by the fact that
gignificant and sensitive parts of the Indian nuclear programme remain outside any
international safeguards.,

As far as Pakistan is concerned, our nuclear programme is entirely peaceful,
and is operated under international- safeguards. If Indie is genuinely concerned
about the danger of proliferation, as we in Pakistan are, it could accept at least
some of the initiatives that we have suggested mutually to assure each other on
this question,

Pakistan would suggest that India should accept the proposal, endorsed by the
United Nations, to establish a nuclear-weapon-free zone in south Asia, involving
the renunciation of the acquisition of nuclear wveapons as well as the international
inspection of all nuclear facilities that exist in all the countries of south Asia.
Secondly, Pakistan would be prepared to accept the application of full scope
safeguards to all its nuclear facilities on a reciprocal basis, if India also
indicates its acceptance. Thirdly, if India were to accede to the Nuclear
Non—~Proliferation "reaty, Pakistan will be only too happy to Jollow India's lead
in the matter,

The Committee on Disarmament must play its part in promoting ways and means
of excluding nuclear weapons from those areas where they do not exist at present.
Otherwise the so-called nuclear balance will continue to be threatened from new
quarters. This is one of the many reasons why Pakistan attaches so much importance

to the subject of nuclear disarmament.
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Mr. DOMOKOS (Hungery): I would like to take this opportunity to extend
to you my congratulations on the assumpticn of your office ond express my conviction
that the work of our Committee will be as successful under your chairmanship as it
was in February. This assumes o speciel significance, since during this month we
have to consider matters of substance that are before the Committee on Dissrmanment.

In my present statement I would like to deal with certain aspects of a single
subject, namely, nuclear disarmement, and particularly with working paper CD/4
submitted jcintly by seven socialist States, and then to touch upon the progress
report of the .id Hoc Group of scientific experts.

The attention of the multilateral deliberative and negeotiating disarmament
forums has so far been concentrated mainly on preventing the proliferation of
nuclear weapons and on limiting and completely banning nuclear explosions. This
was justified in the past and will be justified in the future as well.

In our days when the most urgent task is to halt the nuclear arms race, we can
not forget that making the Non-Proliferation Treaty universal in the real sense of
the word has become a substantiel precondition for avoiding the danger of a nuclear
war. The efforts to strengthen the non-proliferation régime and to prevent the
emergence of new nuclear-weapon States, as well as the close co-operation among
States parties to the NPT, have contributed a great deal to the result that there has
been no case of the use of nuclear weapons during the last 34 years.

However, the danger of proliferaticn still exists, and States with nuclear
ambitions may emerge from time to time. Growing scientific and technical knowledge
and the increasing economic capability of countries make it possible in principle
for more States to decide to go nuclear. All this can increase the real danger.
That is why we attach special significance to the second review conference of the
NPT, which offers another possibility of strengthening the non-proliferation régime.
We also hope that the preparations for the conference will have the result that
further States, including the so called "near-nuclear States"”, will accede to the
Treaty.

There can be no doubt that the conclusion of a comprehensive test ban treaty
would coffer another possibility of halting and eliminating the nuclear arms race.

It is not by chance therefore that the successful completion of the trilateral talks
is also being repeatedly urged in this Committee. Accomplishing the complex tasks
of nuclear disgarmament is a time-consuming exercise. ALpart from the CTB treaty,

which is a vital element in halting the qualitative and quantitative nuclear arms
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race, 1 cannot omit stating that there is an urgent need for such measures, which
are able not only to stop, but alsc to reverse the arms race, and which\can
ultimately lead to nuclear disarmanent. = should start without deley the
preparations of negotiations leading to nuclear disarmament. However, one may ask
if it is worth wasting our time and energy on the preperation of such negotiations
when we have not even reached = CTBT.

e earnestly hope that obstacles standing in the way of reaching a CTB treaty
will socn be abolished. It therefore seems appropriate and justified to start right
away laying the basis for further negotiations on nuclear disarmament by preparing
a proper framework through preliminary consultations on it. aAfter creating the
preconditions, the Committee may start negotiations on itse substance without losing
time., That is why the proposal of the socialist Stetes contained in working paper
CD/4 is timely and logical.

Vorking paper CD/4 submitted by seven socialist member States is a practical
reflection of the priocrity tasks in the field of disarmament enumerated in the
Final Document of the tenth special session and reiterated in a concentrated form
by the General Assembly at its thirty-third session. It is a comprehensive proposal
to start consultations and negotiations on a multilateral basis on ending the
production of all types of nuclecar weapons and gradually reducing their stockpiles
up to their complete destruction.

The proposal touches upon generally-recognized priorities and contains concrete
idear.. It embrac s in complexity the maj-r subjects in the field of nuclear
disarmament which, in our judgement, should teke a central place in the future work
of the Committee.

At the same time flexibility is one of the main merits of the proposal. I3t
avolids pressing rigid ideas and considerations as to the ways and methods of
con‘ucting preliminery consultations and at a later stage negotiations on the subject.
It is to be discussed and formulated by the Committee itself, together with such
aspects as the degree of participation of individual nuclear-weapon States in
particular measures, with due account ol the quantitative and qualitative arsenals
in the possession of the States concerned.

In our view, the Committee on Disarmament is the most suitable forum, since
four of the five nuclear-weapon States are represented in it together with a
considerable number of non-nuclear-weapon States heving the possibility to contribute
to progress towards nuclear disarmament. However, the participation of China will

be indispensable to ensure a substantial advance.
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The proposal is by no means meant as a substitute for other on-going bilateral
and multilateral negotiations, but represents a new additional initiative for
disarmament efforts where wider participation is desirable and useful.

4is one of the sponsors of that working paper, I was satisfied to hear the
positive remarks made by severzl delegations, the latest being that of the
distinguished representative of Sweden, on our joint initiative, Ify delegation
would be glad to hear comments and suggestions from other delegations of the CD,
representing nuclear-weapon States, and non-nuclear-weapon countries. That could
help in working out the most suitable forms and framework of consultations aimed at
preparing and starting negotiations on substantive issues of nuclear disarmament
within the shortest possible time.

Many questions may be asked about the details and alternatives reised by the
working paper. I would not like to go into them, since they have been clarified in
an exhaustive manner by my distinguished colleague Ambassador Iscrazlyan in his
statementson 6 Febrvuars and at the =»rzsent mecting. We are confident that the sponsors
of the working paper will be ready to answer further questions which may arise and to
conduct informal consultations in any required form.

At the same time it is the position of my delegation that questions of nuclear
disarmament, by virtue of the importance'of their implementation, should take their
due place in the work of the Committee in accordance wi@h the proposals contained
in working paper CD/4. This should be given proper attention when the Committee draws
up the programme of its work even for the present part of its annual session, and to
reserve sufficient time for appropriate consultations, preferably in April.

As is known to all the delegates to the Committee on Disarmament, the Ad Hoc
Group of Scientific Experts to consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect
and to Identify Seismic events has made considerable progress in the work entrusted
to it by the relevant decisions of the CCD and CD,

The Ad Hoc Group continued work at its seventh session on the elaboration of the
principal scientific and technical guidelines for setting up and running the
international seismic data exchange system so that this global network of data
exchange could be established and put into operation after the entry into force of
the treaty banning nuclear explosions in all environments.

As we can see from the progress report submitted by the Ad Hoc Group to the
Committee, there has been considerable progress in working out the contents of the
chapters of the final report. Judging by the preparations mentioned in paragraphs 6

and 7 of the progress report, we can rightly hope that all the work of the
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£d4 Hoc Group will be completed in good time. Iy celegation supports the idea that
the Committee should approve the suggestion made by the Group in paragraph 7 of the
progress report concerning the dete and duration of its next and -- we hope -~ final
seagsion, with a view to giving the experts sufficient time to prepare their drafts,

I would like to take this opportunity to explain the position of my delegation
concerning some ideas expressed in the Group and in the Committes by certain
delegations to the effect that the experimental exercise cof the seismic data
exchange system might be held concurrently with or before the entry into force of
the CTB treaty.

¥y delegation, like many others, is of the opinion that the seismic data
exchange system as a means of verification iz subordinated to the future CTB treaty,
that it is to contribute to verification of the implementation of the treaty, and can
Dy no means he considered a precondition to the conclusion cf the treaty.

We all are aware of the fact that the seismic data exchange system consists of
highly complicated machinery which will comprise not only particular seismic stations
but specially-equipped international data centres and a sophisticated communication
network., Therefore it can be used for an experimental exercise in its final, global
form, when all its elements are functioning simultaneously in a complex way,
otherwise it may easily show e false picture. This global network csn be set up
and tested only after the entry into force of the treaty.

Testing a system not properly constituted and consisting of differently
equipped national seismic stations may prc wce deficient and Jdisputable data., A
possible defective final product of the experimental exercise may discourage certain
States or give a pretext to others to keen away from the treaty, and that would by
no means serve the cause of the nuclear disarmament.

It is well-founded reasoning also, that until the conclusion and entry into
force of the CTBT we would not know which countries parties to the treaty would
participate in the final system and how the network has to be completed.

These are the ideas and considerations I wanted tc express in connexion with

the questions of nuclear disarmament and the progress report of the Ad Hoc Group.
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Mr., ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from

Russian): A few days ago the Committee on Disarmament adopted its rules of
procedure. lembers of the Committce noted with great satisfaction the positive
results of prolonged, intensive consultations, which had taken almost a month's
woxrk, Consultations are at present proceeding on the preparation of the
Committee's agenda and programme of work. In the course of these consultations,
as also during the discussion on the rules of procedure, a constructive spirit .and
willingness to co-operate are being displayed. All this cannot but give rise to
a certain satisfaction with the Committee's activity.

But matters can be viewed from a different angle as well. Indeed, more than
six weeks of work and almost one-=half of the duratlion of the present session have
already gone by, and yet the Committee has not, strictly speaking, even embarked
upon its principal task-- that of conducting negotiations on questions of the
limitation of the arms race and of disarmament. This fact gives rise not merely
to dissatisfaction but to serious concern,

In its statement on 24 January this year, at the opening of the Committee's
session, the Soviet delegation emphasized that gquestions of procedure and
organization of the Committee's work should not be overestimated and should not
teke too much time; they should be solved as soon as possible, we stressed, so
that the Committee might successfully start the consideration of questions of
substance. The Soviet delegation is again insistently advocating that the
Committee should, rithout losing any time, begin negotiation. here and now on the
substance of disarmament problems. The questions whose examination was
recomnended by the General Assewbly to all States and, in particular, to
States members of the Committee are well known, and we consider that the final
settlement of organizational matters should not have the effect of further delaying
consideration of these problems.

We believe that circumstances for their effective consideration are on the
whole favourable. Indeed, the Soviet-United States negotiations on SALT-II, which
are to set a specific limit to the further stockpiling of the wost destructive and
expensive types of weapons, are nearing completion. In the words of
Mr, L.I. Brezhnev, General Secretary of the Central Committee of the
Commuﬁist Party of the Soviet Union, Chairman of the Presidium of the

Supreme Soviet of the USSR, the entry into force of a SALT agreement "will mean that
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the process of curbing the arms race, a process embarked upon at the initiative
of the USSR, is continuing'. This agreement will probably also help to revive
other negotiations now being conducted in the sphere of the limitation of the
arms race such as those on the complete prohibition of nuclear weapon tests.

It is widely recognized that the most urgent question in present conditions
is that of starting negotiations relating to nuclear disarmament. As
L.T. Brezhnev stressed in his pre-election speech on 2 lMarch this year, "we
consider this to be an exceptionally important matter and are prepared to start
such negotiations",

Today the Soviet delegation would like to revert to working paper CD/4,
submitted to the Committee on 1 February by the delegations of Bulgaria,
Czechoslovakia, the German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland and the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, concerning negotiations on ending the
production of all types of nuclear weapons and gradually reducing their stockpiles
until they have been completely destroyed.

We are doing so, first, because delegations have manifested interest in our
proposal. Specific questions have been asked about its substance. Ve have been
requested to supply further details on a number of points contained in our
proposal and, if possible, to develop them in more concrete terms.

Secondly (and this, of course, is the most important point), we are convinced
that the problem of nuclear disarmament is the priority issue for the Committee,
which is under a “uty to revert to it age'n and again.

On behalf of the sponsors of working mpaper CD/4, the Soviet delegation would
like to express thanks to the delegations of Cuba, Ethiopia, India, Sweden and
others who have welcomed the proposal submitted with regard to starting negotiatior:
on nuclear disarmament. We agree uith those delegations which described it as
a step towards the implementation of the relevant recommendations adopted by the
General Assembly both at its special session devoted to disarmament and at its
thirty-third session.

Other delegations have promised to study working paper CD/4 vith care and
to express their views on it at a later stage. Ve shall await their statements

with interest and will, of course, answer the questions they may put in future.
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The motives of the sponsors of working paper CD/4 were explained in sufficient
detail in their statements before the Committee. Allow me to answer the guestions
that were put to us in ooﬁnexion with the proposals contained in this document.

We have answered certain questions of é more specific nature in the course of our
contacts with ipdividual delegations., Others are of more general interest.
It is with these that Qe should like, with your permission, to deal now.

The time—frame of the proposed programme. It has been pointed out to us that

working paper CD/4 says nothing about the "agreed time-frames” for the reduction of
stockpiles of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery, leading to their complete
glimination, mentioned in paragraph 50 of the Final Document of the special session.
The view has been expresseé that this might be an oversight on the part of the
paper's sponsors and could‘be rectified. ‘

Document CD/4 indeed says nothing about time-frames for the implementation of
the programme as a wﬁole or of its various stages. This was done deliberately.
In putting forward a proposal on starting negotiations on complete nuclear
disarmement (and this is precisely the purpose of the working paper), we tried to
display the greatest possible TlexiBility and 6 refrain from fixing, let alone
impoéing, specific dates of‘fiméliiﬁité;;W*To'féké'a'}ééIiSEic”Viéﬁf'%hewcoﬁducfméf
appropriate negotiations and the impleméntation of a programme of nuclear
disarmament is by no means an easy matter, as it entails proionged efforts and
concordance of positions. That is why we left the question of time-limits open,
on the principle that it should fe subject to agreement bet.-een the participan%s
in the negotiations. In our paper it is stated that the cessation 6f the
production, the reduction and the destrﬁction of nuclear veapons 'should be carried
out by stages on a mgtually acceptable and agreed basis', which, of course, also
applies to possible time—-frames. Furthermore, paragraph 50 of the Final Document
refers to "agreed" time-frames. The only time-limit wiich wé consider
appropriate to probose at this stage concerns thé'bégiﬁhfﬁg of consultations and
of negotiations on the substance of the problem. We consider that the consultations
could be started already in the course of the Committee's spring session and the
negotiations before the end of 1979,

Degrse of participation by individual nuclear-weapon States inlthe proposed

measures. I would remind the Committee that it is emphasized in document CD/4
that the degree of participation of those States in measures at each stage should be

determined "taking into account the quantitative and qualitative importance of the
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existing arsenals of the nuclear-weapon States and of other States concerned".

The same condition is mentioned in paragraph 49 of the Final Document of the
special session. Ve consider it to be important. Indeed, the meaning of this
provision can be reduced to the principle that, as levels of nuclear strength are
graduvally reduced, the existing military balance should remain undisturbed. In
other words, no prejudice should be caused to the safety of any State. That is
vhy it is wise to talke into account the arsenals of both nuclear-weapon States and
of the other States concerned,

What would the degree of participation of individual nuclear-veapon States be
in practice? Obviously it could vary according to the volume of weapons being
reduced, taking into account the condition mentioned above. The volume of
measures at all stages, commencing with the first, for nuclear-~weapon States
should be specified in the course of the forthcoming negotiations. This will
certainly be one of the principal objectives of the negotiations. In any case,
the need to guarantee the non-impairment of the existing balance in the field of
nuclear strength is inescapable,

The question of the relationship between the proposed negotiations and the

Soviet-United States negotiations on strategic arms limitation, These negotiations

are unguestionably closely related in content), although there also exist substantial
differences between them. The SALT negotiations are concerned with strategic

means of delivery of nuclear weanons. The proposed negotiations are broader in
nature, covering the entire range of nucl: ar veapons, including the cessation of
their production, the reduction and the destruction both of the weapons

themselves and of the means of their delivery. It goes without saying that the
preparation and condust of these latter negotiations must not prejudice current

and future SALT negotiations; they could take place in parallel,

Participation of all {or not all) nuclear-weapon States in the negotiations

and in the preparatory consultations. We confirm quite definitely that all

States without exception which possess nuclear weapons must participate from the
very outset in the proposed negotiations, vhose object is the complete elimination
of nuclear weapons. These negotiations will be so fundamental in nature and

8o broad in scope, and have such radical consequences that the non-participation of
even one nucledr-weapon State would seriously undermine them by-destroying the

linkk with the actual situation in the world, would tend to maintain distrust and,

in the final analysis, would affect their results.
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Furthermore, it shoulcd be remembered that our proposal presupposes the
participation in the negotiations of a certain number of non-nuclear~weapon States.
Such States are widely represented in the Committee on Disarmament, which seems
to us to be the most appropriate forum for conducting the negotiations. These
States have a direct interest in the nuclear question and have, as we know, specific
proposals of their own. The participation of these countries makes the presence of
all nuclear~weapon Powers at the negotiating table all the more imperative,

The preparatory consultaticns are ancther matter. In suggesting that they
should be conducted within the framework of the Committee on Disarmament, we were
aware that China is not as yet represented in this body and that there are no
signs of its coming here in the near future. The latest events in south-east Asia
have merely confirmed this. Nevertheless, in order not to delay the preparation
of the negotiations, we agree to begin it vithout Chine, The preparatory work
would include, above all, determination of the range of questions of substance to
be considersd in the negotiations, i.e. their agenda or programme, and also various
organizational matters relating to the conduct of the negotiations (time-limits,
procedure, etc.).

Here we come to the guestion of how to approach the preparation of the

negotistions. Some delegations were interested in our views on that point. In

our opinion, it would be necessary, for a start, to hold s discussion in the
Committee on the document proposed by the group of socialist countriss. It would
be logical if the Committee's agenda and ;rogramme of work i,ok this into account.
A broed exchange of views would make it possimle to bring to light the possibility
of working out agreed proposals concerning the start of negotiations.

It wvould, of course, be interesting for us to hear the views of other members
of the Committee regarding methods of conducting the preparation of the
negotiations. Ve do not wish to impose our ideas in this matter; our position
is open. .

We rave heard it argued that the question of holding negotiations on nuclear
disarmamert is allegedly not yet ripe, that the situation is at present unsuitable
for negotistions of that kind. It is said that some of the nuclear-weapon Powers
have reservations, douhts and even objections in this respect. What can be the

answer to this? Ve have already stated more than once that we entertain no
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illusions concerning the possibility of a quick solution being found to the whole
set of nuclear dicarmament problems, but consider that the -~tart of negotiations
on this matter should not be delayed any further. ‘fle foresee that these
negotiations will be difficult and prolonged. But allow me to ask: what
negotiations in the sphere of disarmement have not given rise to difficulties, and
vhich of them were completed in a few days or weeks?  On the contrary, it is
known that. many bilateral negotiations -~ and multilateral ones, too-— in the sphere
of disarmament fail to yield the desired results for a long time.

The conduct of negotiations on disarmament quegtions is itself a positive
phenomenon in international politics. Only those who rattle the sabre, who seek
the further aggravation of the international situvation, the arms race, the
unleashing of vars ... only they reject attempts to strive, in the course of
political negotiations, for a mutually acceptable solution that would be in the
interests of mankind, That is why arguments about the alleged non-sxistence of
guitable conditions for the conduct of negetiations on nuclsar disarmament are
absolutely without foundation.

In conclusion I should 1like to dwell briefly on certain doubts vhich sometimes
make themselves felt, even if they are not expressed by our interlocutors. I shall
not waste your time in refuting assertions about the "insincerity' or "lack of
seriousness" of document CD/4.

Apprehensions are sometimes expressed to the effect that consideration of the
proposal submittel by the socialist countries might allegedly deflect the Committee's
attention from such urgent problems as the banning of nuclear veapon tests or
the prohibition of chemical weapons. Ye can say straight out that such
apprehensions are without foundation. Ve are net in the least inclined to minimize
the urgency of, for example, the ccnclusicn of an agreemcnt on the complete
prohivition of nuclear veapon tests. The solution to this problem ripened and, to
a great extent, wes evolved in the course of the negotiations familiar to us, and
every effort should be made to complete its solution. Dut can the broader problem
of the cessation of the production and the complete elimination of nuclear weapons
be removed from the Committee's agenda? Can discussion of this vital problem be
postponed indefinitely?  Vorking paper CD/4 submiitted by the group of socialist

countries calls, precicely, for the starting of negotiations on this matter.
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Mr. ADENIJI (Nigeria): lir. Chairman, pleasc allow me first of all to
convey to you the congratulations of ny dclegation on your assumption of duty
as the presiding officer of the Committee. We look forward to a fruitful
month under your guidance.

Please allow me also, since I was unavoidably absent from Gencva practically
for all the month of TFebruary to convey, through you, my grcat apprcciation of the
work done under the Chairmanship of your predeccssor, the distinguished
representative of Argentina.

The progress report of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to consider
International Co-operative lleasurcs to Detect and to Identify Seismic Events
which is now before the Committee calls for no more than a procedural decision
on the timing of the next session of the Group. I shall express the view of my
delegation on that question ghortly.

In the meantime, however, please permit me to put in ite proper context the
work of the Ad Hoc Group of Experts. When the Group was sget up almogt three
years ago, it was in realization of the vital importance which the technical
aspects of the issue of verification would have in stimulating agrcement on
and in the operation of a CIBY. The Ad Hoc Group has in its previougs reports
and, in particular, the rcport contained in document LCU/55U, clarified many
agpects of the technicalities of an international data exchange nctwork involving

-

several stations located around the world. Ily delegation is grateful for and
is appreciative of the wvaluable contribution which tho Group of Experts has
thereby made to the golution of cne of the problems which ostonsibly are quoted

ag holding up the conclusion of a CTBY. 3Such a network of scisiological stations

8]

vhich will permit a truly international participation in the verification
procedure of a CTBT ywill, we hope, be appropriately located in all hemispheres.

We can already foresce the nccessity for the eoxperts to give attention in their
recommendations to ways and neans of diffusing technical knowledge for effective
participation by areas wherc, by their own carlier observation in document CCD/558,

there exists a gap which has to be filled for an efficient network.
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The relationship between the work of the 'scientific experts and negotiations
on a CIBT was aptly summarized by the spokesman for the thrc: negotiating Powers
when he informed the CCD last year that there was agreement among them that the
guidelines for setting up and :unning the international seismic cxchange should
be laid down in an anncx to the treaty and that the detailed orgenizational
and procedural arrangements for implemcnting the international oxchange should

be worked out after the entry into force of the treaty, drawing of coursc on the

ct
®

recommendation of the Ad Hoc Group. Thus, the practical applicaticn of the data

)

-

exchange network, through experimental excrcises, was not immediately ececn and
cannot be scen now as providing a reason for holding up the conclusicn of a CTBT,

very useful though these oxerciseg will be., Indeed, the whole igsue of

[

verification of which the work of the Ad Hoc Group of Ixperts is only a part,
albeit an important part, has been —— in the view of my delegation -- considered
to the point where we think it should no longer provide an excuse for further delay
in the submiesion of the dralt of the tripartite negotiators. A combination of
the various means available —— national, international and on-gite, when
determined to be necessgary for double assurance — should have provided an
adequately verifiable guarantce of compliance., What is lacizing, we belicve, is
2 will to conclude these ncgotiations., Technical weolutiong can be devised only
for technical problemc; a political decision ie necessgary for a nolitical issue.
The question theon arises where do we go from here? Will this part of the
session of the CD end once agzain without its starting worl: on a CIBT? Hore T
share completely the views expressed by my distinguiched collecague from
the Soviet Union whan he gays that, important as the work which the CD has done

q

over the last siz wecks has been, we cannot cscape the fact that ws rcally have

0w

not got down to substance., It would be a pity if the Committec were to wind up

at lecast this part of its annual scssion without really getting down to substance.
The ancwer to that cuestion in uy delegation's view no longer rests exclusively

with the tripartite negotiators on a CTBT. The D is now master of its agcnds;

it has within ite ranks e fourth nuclear-weapon Powsr to whom the contents of a

CIBT arc of great and intimate concern. In other vords, if it was believed that

the old CCD could b

]
e
O

regentod with 2 tripartite draft to which it would then
apply mere cogmetice ag its sole contribution to the elaboration of the treaty,

the CD -= even with its present physical composition, not to mention its
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potential composition going by the name plates -~ cannot be expvected to be

satisfied with such a role. Iy .own delegotion will certainl; be greatly interested
inter alia in the duration of a CTBT, the review procedure, the question of
peaceful nuclear explosions, to mention only a fow., From what we have gathered
sccondhand, 1 dare say our views on thesc issucs are not necegsarily the same

as those of all or gomc of the fripartite negotiators, Will it thercefore not be

in the interest of participation by all its mombers on the basis of full equality,
and here I am quoting rule 3 of the rules of procedure, if we were in this Committee
to begin to exchange vicus first hand on the proposcd text?

I hoardly nced reitcrate the imporvance whicli my dclegation, as party to the
Non-Proliferation Trealy, attaches to the complate cessation of nuclear-ireapon
tegting as a beginning of the assumption by the nuclear-weapon States of their
obligation by which they undertook to pursuc negotiations in good faith on
effective measurcs relating to cegsation of the nuclear arms race at an early date
and to nuclear disermament. Ve have said it often in the past, and it bears
repetition, that NWigeria as party to the NPT finde it increasingly difficult

A

to press other non-nuclear-weapon States to become parties when, despite the pleas

of the infernational community, as expressed in the Final Document of the

Special Segsion, the nuclcar-weapon~States proceed at a speedier rate to conduct
tests. We believe in non-proliferation, but we do not helieve in the divine right

cf come to remain nuclear-weapon States. The statistics on nuclear explosions
conducted in 1978 which, with her characteristic clarity, were given by Mrs. Thorsson,
the distinguished leader of the Swogi sh delegation, in her statenent on 6 March,

were to say the least mogt shocking. Will the Commitiee contvinuc to be gatisfied
with optimistic statements on an almost completed draft when all the facts point

to & certain understanding —- or so it seemg to ug —— to delay a CTBT while

walting for ancther "agreement'" which, because of its own long delay, is being
increasingly scen by some obscervers ag capable of being nu171f1eu by technical
advance. Can we walt until thet trea ty~is presented to thf 1nternaulonal comnunity
with fanfare before we expect to receive a draft CIBT? This ig, I think, a

dilemua to which we chould most scriously address ourselves, and it is not one

which, judging by the statenent we have just had from the distinguiched
representative of the Soviet Union —— it is not one which is of concern only to-

the non-nuclecar-weapon States. I noticed with congiderable intcrest his concern

that something positive gliould emersze, in this rcepect, during the course of the

work of the Cormittee,
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I shall conclude by reverting to the approval sought by the Ad Hoc
Group of Bxperts cn the dates for its nex® meeting. Several views have been
expressed by members of the Committce on the timing of the second part of the
annual sessions of the Committee. Fven while rule 7 throws the issue open,
the Secretariat should not, as I understood it did in “this casc, proposc to the
Expert Group dates which may pre~cmpt the Committee!s decision on its ovm working
period. My delegation belicves thot the Ad Hce Group should meet and submit ite
report at a tiie when it can be reasonably cxpected thet the CD will be able to
consider the report with all the scriousncss it deserves, DPerhaps late June

to early July chould be a more roglistic date in thie connzzion.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the distinguished representative of Nigeria for

his statement and for his kind remarks addrcssed to my predecessor and myself.

I would point out that we still have an hour at our disposal anc I would
wish to use this time to make a proposal for your congideration. We have, this
norning, had a nuuber of important and authorative statements and I think that
they have all, in one way or another, touched on the next stage of our work which
is the drafting of the agenda and programne of work —- 2 stage which I indicated
at our previous meeting that I nyself was very anxioug te sce us move on to.

One distinguished delegate remindzd us this worning that we do not have eternity
at our disposal,

If the Committec would niake no objection, I would now propose that we recess
to hold an informal meeting in some five ninutes! time., I would then wish to put
gome views before you in relation to the drafting of the agenda and the programme
of worlk.

Is there any objection?

It was so decided.

-t

The meeting was guspconded at 12.00 p,il. and resumed at 12.55 Dp.o.

The CEAIRILAN: T would simply like to announce that we shall meet again

on Tuesday norning *to hear statemente and to conduct other busincss but, with
the concurrcnce of the Committee, I chall convene an informal nceting at

3 p.m., on Monday, 12 Iarch 1379,

The meetliy; roge at 1 p.i.






