CD/PV.18
13 lVarch 1979

ENGLISH
TINAL RECORD OF THE EIGHTEENTH MEETING
held at the Palais des Uations, Geneva,
on Tuesday, 13 larch 1979, at 10,30 a.nm.
Chairman: 1r. L.D, THOISON (Australia)

GE.T79~60504



CD/PV.18
2

PRESENT AT THE TADLE

Algerias My, A. BENSMAIL
Argentinas My. D.C. ORTIZ DE ROZAS

Ir. F'ed. DAVILA
Avstraliaz Iy. L.D. THOMSOIT

1Ir. A.J. BEHM
Belgium: My, P. NOTERDAEME

Mr. G. VAN DUYSE
Brazil: Mr. A, CELSO DB QURO PRETO
Bulgaria: Fr, P. VOUTOV

1Ir. I. SOTIROV
Burma.: U SAW HLAING
Canada.s My. J.T, SIIARD
Cuba.s Mr. L. SCLA VIIA

Mrs., V.B. JACKIEWICH
Czechoslova..ia: Mr., V. TYLNER

MTr. L. STAVINOHA
Epypts Mr. !I. EL-BARADEI
Ethiopia: Yr. T. TERREFE
France: My, . DE LA GORCE
German Democratic Republic: Ir. G. HERDER

MI‘. S. KAH_N

Mr. M. GRACZYHNSKI
Germany, Federal Republic of: Mr. J. POHLMANN

v, H. MUOLLER



CD/PV.18

3

Hungary:

India:

Indonesia

Japan:

Kenya:

Mexico:

Mongoliaz

Moroceco:
Netherlands:

Nigeria:

Pakistan:

Mr.
Hr.
Mr,

Mr.
MI‘ .

ITr.
Mr.
Mr,

IMr.
Mr.
Mr.

Mr.

M. DOMOKOS
C. GYORFT'Y

S5.T. DEVARE

M. SIDIX
I. DAMANIK

=

. FARTASH
D. CHILATY

I, DI BERNARDO
M, MORENO
C. FRATESCHI

T. NONOYAMA
T. TUANAMTI
R. ISHII

A. GARCIA ROBLES

Miss A. CABDRERA

Mr.

Mr.

M,
r.

MI' -

D, ERDEMBILEG -
L. BAYART

M, RAHHATT

R.H. TRIN

0. ADENIJI
K. AHMED
T, OLUMOKO

H, KHAN

. 11, AKRAM



Romania:

Sri Lanka:

Swedens:

Union of Soviet Socialist

Republics:

United Kinsdom:

United States of America:

Venezuela:®

Yugoslavia:

Zalye:

CD/PV.18

4

Hr.

M.
I‘II‘ .
Mr.

Ih‘.
Mr.

MI' Ll

Mr.

Mr.
Ir,
Mr.
Mr.

Mr,

Mr.

Mr,
Mz,
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Us.,

Mr,
Ms.

MI' .

Mr.

J. AURICH HONTERC

B, SUJKA
H. PAC
B. RUSSIN

C, INE
V. TUDCR
T. MELESCAIU

B. FONSIEKA

C. LIDGARD
L. NORBERG
3. STROITRACK

V.L., ISSRAELYAN
Y.K. NAZARKIN
A M. VAVILOV
Y.V, KOSTENKO
¥.G. ANTIUKHIN

N.H. MARSHALL

A. FISHER

A, AKATOVSKY
1. DALEY

L. TURNBULL
B. KILLIAN

C. BAY

E. ARENSBURGER

AR, TAYILHARDAT
D. SZOKOLOCZI

D. DJOKIC

E. MULONGANDUSU



CD/PV.18
5

Mr. VOUTOV (Bulgaria) (translated from Russian): First of all I should like

to convey ry best vishes to you as Chalrmen of the Committee on Disarmament for the
month of March and express the hope that, under your guidance, we shall in the near
future be atle to complete our work of drawing up the Committee's agenda and
programme of work for 1979 and then proceed to take up substantative disarmament
gquestions requiring immediate attention.

In my statement today I should like o deal with two matters, namely, fto make a
few preliminary comments on questions connected with the agenda and to present to the
Committee some of cur views on the initiative taken by seven socialist countries on
matters relating tc the negotiations on ending the production of all types of nuclear
weapons and gradually reducing their stockpiles until they have been completely
destroyed.

As regards the Cammittee's agenda, we consider that the experience acquired
during the course of the consultaticns on and the adoption of the Committee's rules of
procedure should be used as fully as possible, We hope that all delegations will
show maximum realism and adopt a constructive approach to the task of reaching
agreement on the Committee's agenda and programme of work, Indeed, priority
questions have been reduced to one dencminator by the consensus reached on the
programmne of action set out in the Final Decument of the special session.

We feel that one eof the difficulties encountered in the course of present
consultations is due to the failure to adnpt the propcsals submitted by the socialist
and certain other countries during the consideration cof the Committee's rules of
procedure on the general agenda, on the one hend,and the annual agenda, on the other,
in which could be included problems that are ripe for consideration and on which
specific negotiatiops could be conducted. A number of delegations are now seeking
to include in ?he agenda all questions of primary importance in the field of
disarmament despite the fact that the Committee would clearly be unable to consider
all of them.

The Bulgarian delegation considers that the draft agenda submitted by the group
of socialist countries was drawn up in the light of genuine priority questions and
taking into acccunt the positions of other members of the Committee with a view to

reaching agreement as rapidly as possible on the agenda and programme of work for the
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rresent sessicn, Our delegation.therefore prcposes that the Committee should use
thig draft as a basis for the consideratic~ and adoption of the final agenda for the
1979 session of the Committee on Disarmament.

We once again call upon members of the Committee to complete work as quickly as
possible on the preparaticn of the agenda and programme of work for the current
sesgion, not overlooking the fact that we have already been working for more than
six weeks. Although we have already achieved an initial result, namely, the
adoption of the rules of procedure, we have not as yet touched upon a single one of
the major disarmament problems before the Committee,

Permit me now to turn to the second point I wish to discuss in my statement,
namely, the guestion of ending the production of all types of nuclear weapons and
gradually reducing their stockpiles until they have been ecompletely destroyed (CD/4).
The delegation of the People's Republic of Bulgaria is a sponscor of this new major
initiative by the Soviet Union and has high hcpes that a new phase is beginning in
the search for a radical soluticn to the problem of nuclear weapons. We are
convinced that this initiative will be received favourably by bthe Committee. It is
noteworthy that sc far not one delegation has expressed itsclf against the idea of
starting negotiations on nuclear disarmament.

Our delegation notes with particular satisfaction the positive response of the
delegations of Cuba, Ethiopia, India, Pakistan and Sweden to the proposal of the
socialist countries. We are awaiting with great interest the statements of other
delegations in the Committee which promiseu to study documenti CD/4 and express their
views on it at a later date. )

We believe that they will appreciate the strictly balanced nature of the proposal
of the socialist countries and the realistic elements it contains, which dees not
digturb by even a fraction the existing relationship of forces so that, during its
implementation, nobody would be the loser, The crux of the problem is to reduce
the level of muclear strength which has beccme toc dangerous and, at the same time, to

maintain the balance in this field unchanged.
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I should once again like to draw attention to the constructive nature and the
flexibility of ocur proposal. Particularly telling in this respect was the statement
made by Ambassador Issraelyan, the distinguished representative of the Soviet Union,
in reply to a series of questions concerning the application and practical
implementation of the proposals made by the socialist countries on nuclear
disarmament. This is particularly true of the time~frame of the proposed programme
and alsoc of the degree of participation by individual nuclear-weapon Sfates in the
consultations, negotiations or in the application of the measures proposed.

For these reasons our delegation is cecunting on the adoption of a positive
attitude by all countries members of the Committee to the negotiations on ending the
production of all fypes of nuclear weapons. There is no doubt that the nuclear arms
race is fraught with the principal danger of war. As we all know, in the past
10 years alone, stockpiles of nuclear weapons in the world have trebled, to say
nothing of the improvement and increase in the number of delivery vehicles for
strategic nuclear weapons.

The stockpiling of nuclear means of destruction in itself increases the danger
of their proliferation and deployment in new areas, and multiplies the risk of their
utilization. But the danger does not stop there. The point is that, as the
stockpiling process continues, new and even more dangerous weapons, which are
increasingly difficult to limit, are developed. The radical approach to these
problems proposed in the initiative of the socialist countries will alsc place a
serious obstacle in the way of the qualitative improvement of nuclear weapons. A
large number of delegations in our Committee have expressed concern regarding this
aspect of the nuclear arms race.

We should like to believe that, side by side with the conclusion of a SALT-II
agreement, the United States Government will also make its contribution to the
multilateral ncgotiations on nuclear disarmament. The world remembers
President Carter's statement concerning the willingness of thc United States to
reduce its nuclear capability "by 10, 20, even 50 per cent', In view of the fact
that, according to some calculations, the United States of America possess more than
22,000 strategic and tactical nuclear weapons, its attitude to the proposed

negotiations acquires special significance.
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My delegation would also like to express the hope that France and the
United Kingdom will adopt a positive attit:de to the questinr of cnding the production
of nuclear weapons and reducing their stockpiles. The golution of a protlem as
important as that ~f the cemplete cessation of the production of nuclear weapons and
the reduction of their steckpiles reeuires the participation of all the nuclear-
weapon Powers, So far as is known, that was the position of France, which at the
beginning of the 1970s supported the idea of negotiations between the five nuclear-
weapon Powers.

As regards China, we all remember +the rescunding declarations made by its
representatives at the special scssgion that it allegedly stands for "the complete
prohibition and genuine dcestruction of nuclear weapons'. But unfortunately these
are still nothing but words —- a fact which is all tco convincingly demonstrated by
China's empty place in our Committee. China's armed aggression against socialist
Viet Nam has increased still further the concern ef the international community
regarding China's real position on questions of peace, internaticnal co-operation and
disarmament.

Nevertheless, the Soviet delegation's willingness not to insist on China's
participation in the first stage of the consultations on the preparation of the future
negotiations is a further confirmation of the sincerity and businesslike approach of
the socialist countries to the search for sclutions teo this important problem of our
times. However, the participation of all the nuclear-weapon Powers without

exception in the acuwual negotiations on nuc.ear disarmament i. a2 sine gua non.

In conclusion, I should like to emphasize that we are counting on the
co-operation of all delegations on the Committee in the elaboration of the most
appropriate forms of consultations aimed at creating a basis for the future
negotiations on the basic problems of nuclear disarmament. Our delegation {fully
supports the idea that these consultations should be conducted within the Committee
itself, and considers that nuclear disarmament should be reflected as a top priority

item in the Committee's agenda ani programme of work for 1979.
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Mr. DT BERNARDO (Italy): Mr. Chairman, I would first like to tell you

how happy wy delegation is to see you as Chairman of this Committee. I am sure
that under your wise and able puidance vhe Committee will chis month make the
progress that all of us expect.

The Committee on Disarmament has before it for consideration and approval
the progress report submitted by the Ad Hoc Group of scientific experts on
seismic events at the conclusion of its seventh session.

As everybody realizes, the Ad Hoc Group has been entrusted with a task which
is closely related to the problem of the conclusion of a comprehcnsive nuclear
test ban treaty.

In this connexion I should like, at this juncture, to associate myself
with previous speakers in rciterating the urgency of a universal and complete
nuclear test ban and in expressing the apprehension of my delegation at the
continuing delay in the achievement of such an zssential goal.

For many years the question of the complete prohibition of nuclear testing
in all environments has been one of the priority key issues on the agenda of
the Conference of the Committec on Disarmament.

The Final Document of the tenth special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament, which was adonted by consensus, in paragraph 51 stressed
that: '"the negotiations now in progress on 'a treaty prohibiting nuclear-weapon
tests, and a protocol covering nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes, which
would be an int:rral part of the treaty ' should be conclv ad urgently and the
result subuiiviea lor full comsideration by the multilateral negotiating body
with a view to the gubmission of a draft treaty to the General Assembly at the
earliest possible date",

Our Committee was again urged by resolution 33/60, adopted by the
General Assembly at its thirty-third session: "To take up immediately the
agreed text resulting from the negotiations [among the three nuclear-weapon
States] with a view to the submission as soon as possible of a draft [test-ban |
treaty, which will attract the widest possible adherence, to & resumed
thirty-third session of the CGencral Asgembly".

Against this background of rzcommendations —- which reflect the increasing
concern of the international community on this issue ~— we cannot but share
the feelings of impatience of a number of other delegations with the current-

pace of negotiations.
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My Government had sincerely welcomed the resumption of the trilateral
talks between the USSR, the United Kingdom and the United Stétéé,'acknowledging
that the nuclear-weapon States have a gnecial respongibility in this matter.

In fact we were confident that the continuation of discussions among the
countries most directly concerned would make g positive contribution to the
clarification of outstanding difficulties within a reasonsble time.

After an interval of seversl months since the last progress report
submitted to the CCD by the distinpguished representative of the United Kingdom
on behalf of the USSR and the United States as well, we lLowever feel that it
might be desirable %o be providaed with more detailed end up-ito-date information
on recent developments in the tripartite talkss; this in order to make a
realistic assessment of the progress made and of issues still needing
exploration, alsc in view ol the further course of action tc be taken at the
multilateral level, in pursuance of the United Nations CGeneral Agsembly
resolutions,

There is wide recognitiony I submit , that the prcspects for a breakthrough
in this crucial aree depend, to a large extent, upon the success of the tripartite
discussions. This is, however, a problem of vital concern to every nation,
and we share the opinion that, pendinpg the completion of trilateral talks,
the Committee should not be prevented from giving appropriate consideration
to this item, thus offering to old and new member States the ovportunity to
express their views and to contribute to the achievement of the common goal.

In the view of my delegation, parallel to the work of the three nuclear-weapon
States participating in the trilateral talks, a complementary activity on
specific aspects of the problem could be usefully pursued within the Committee,
in a fruitful spirit of co-cperation.,

We therefore sincerely hope that the delegations concerned will respond
affirmatively to the appeal already made by several wembers of the Committee
and provide us very soon with a substantive report, revealing the progress
of their efforts.

Ve are all keenly aware that one of the principal cobstacles to the
achievement of a CTBT is verification., In this respect it has already been
demonstrated, during the extensive discussions which have taken place in the
CCD, that effective monitoring of a CTBT could not be confined to so-called
national means but should be based on a combination of national verification

methods and inte mational machinery and nrocedurcs.
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It is the view of many delegations -- including my own -— that adequate
verification of a CTBTI/fiust embrace provisions for on-sito inspection, to be
carried out when a detected seismic event cannot satisfactorily be identified
by other means.

At the same time, the Ad Hoc Group of seismic experts established in
1976 has clearly outlined the contribution that seismological methods and
capabilities of detection, location and identification of earthquakes and
explosions can make to the global monitoring of a CTBT, The Group has done
good work in elucidating the possibilities of seismology ané has made concrete
proposals, advocating the establigshment of a global network of seismological
stations and of an international data collection and evaluation centre.

The Italian delegation has noted with appreciation the offer by Sweden
to establish and to finance a temporary data centre, which could make it
possible to plan an experimental exercise of a system of international co-operation
in the exchange of data collected on seismic events, for the purpose of
verifying a CTBT.

Wie feel that a decision on the carrying out of such exercise should not
be delayed. The operative performance of the seismic identification capabilities
should in fact be tested in practice before the entry to force of the treaty,
thus permitting such a system of international verification to become
immediately operative and to respond fully to its purposes as soon as the
treaty takes effect.

Everybody realizes that there are problems of technical, legal, military
and political requirements which cannot be easily solved and which need timely
and accurate preparation, not only from the theoretical standpoint.

Bearing this in mind, my delegation would like to urge the
Group of Experts to expedite its work under its present terms of reference,
in order to submit to the Committee as soon as possible a final report which
would enable us to adopt appropriate decisions on further steps leading to

the establishment of an effective verification system for a CIBT.
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The CHAIRIIAN: T thank the distinpguished representative of Italy fox

his stotement and for his kind remarks addressed pesepurZiy to the Chair, Would
any other delegation like to tzke the floor at thir ncefing?  As that does not

seem to be the cese, I would propose Lo vlose Lo weclting but, before doing so,

=

I would like to drau your attoniion 1o a draft decigicn which I vish to submit
to you for congideration, snd which hos been distribmted to delegationg.

It is a2 matter of which I think thc Committee is cuare, on which I have
been consulting delegations eand it ig related to the machinery through vhich ve
would undertake the next stage of our work, that ig, the drafting of the agenda
and prograrmme ol uork. I hove everybody has had a chance to read the draft
decigion. It has a emall note on the time~table proposed to the effect that
uve should held the first meeting of this ad hoc working group, which vould be open
to the participation of all member States, at the end of today's plenary meeting.

Are there any comments on thisg draft decision?

IIr. MARKER (Pakistan): I believe the digtinguished delegate of Lgypt
suggested yesterday that vwe might use the expresasion "to assistvthe Chairman"
rather than "exchange views" on cuestions. Ve feel that this is perhaps a more
precige definition of our work and mey help us to go ahead with the jok which
you have get before us. May I therefore sugmest that ve use the words "to assgist
the Chairman on the questionc relating to the preparation of the provisional

agenca.,"

Mr, HERUER (German Democratic R-nublic)® I unlerstand the point which
was made yesterday by the distinguished representaitive of Lgynt and supported
today by my colleague from Pakiastan, but the guestion is whether the Committec
has to assigt the Chairman. Would it not denigrzte the role of the Committee
if it were to aggist the Chairmen? The Chairman has to work under the guidance
of the Committee and not 1o agsist the Committee in producing documents or
other materialy so perhaps we could find ancther formula which also takes
account of the noint vhich was made by the digtinguished vepresentatives of
Lgypt and Pakistan, saying, for exemple, "to prepare guidelines for the
draving up of the agenda and the programme of work', I think this would be

a better approach.

Mr. PISHER (United Statcs of America): I agree vith my distinguished
colleague of the German Democratic Republic. I think thet his recommendation

to prepare guidelines is however a little restrictive in vieu of chapter VIII
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of the rules of procedure, wvhich refers to the agenda and progremme of work, giving
this responsibility +to the Chairmon. Wou we all recognize that this year is not
an ordinary year for the Committee on Discrmement, and one con hardly expect the
Chairman, during a recesg, {o have prepared a series of draft agendes based on the
rules of procedure which had not yet been adopted. So, recognizing the fact that
this is a different year, it would occur to me that we could handle thig problem

by ssying: '"to exchange views on questions relating to the preparction of the
provigional agenda and programme of work of the Commitiee for the purpose of
agsisting the Chaiyman in carrying out his functions in accordance with chapter VIII
of the rules of procedure". There is no doubt that the Chairman has indicated
that he would like to hear what ve have in mind, and the purnose of our exchanging
viewg ig to give him some ideas, so that his work as referred to in chapter VIII

will reflect as closely asg possible the consensus.

Mr, ADENIJI (Nigeria): I think that I share the concern of the
digtinguished representative of the German Democratic Republic on the posgsibility
of setting up an ad hoc working group %o assist the Chairman on the problem of
the agenda. Perhaps not so much because I think this might denigrate the
Committee but because it might, when linked specifically with the agenda, be in
conflict with chapter VIII of the rules of procedure, where rule 29 says that the
provisional agenda and the programme of work shall be draun up by the Choirman of
the Committee with the aggigtance of the Secretary. In other words, the physical
assigtance is to be provided by the Secretary of the Committee and not by an
2d hoc working group. I also believe that to set up an ad hoc working group merely
to exchange views does not suffice ag a task for the ad hoc working group. The
suggestion of the distinguished representative of the United States may of course
provide the possibility of exchanging views with the prosnect of doing something
else. On the other hand, perhaps we might also consider setting uwp an ad hoc
working group to congider questions relating to the preparation of the provisional
agenda., That ie to .say,- the setting up of a working group which would then have
the task of considering questions relating to the preparation of the provisional
agenda, without it necessarily impinging on the prerogative of the Chairman,
whose prerogative it is to provide the basic text. In considering the quest%ons
relating to the preparation of the agenda, suggestions would e made which would
guide the Chairman or acsist him, without the ad hoc working group actually

assuming the task itself.



Mr. SUJKA (Poland): In vieu of the intervention of my predecessor, the
distinguished representative of lligeria, I vould like o limit mysell to gupporiing

his suggestion.

My, DOMOKOS (Hungary): In my view the simple "exchange of views" on
this question does not Justify the creation of an ad hoc working group. A forum
for the exchange of views could probably be offered by the unofficial plenary
meetings of the Committee. Therefore, I would like to propose a very simple
change in your paper, Mr. Chairman, which might help to hexmonize different
vieus, and vhich, I thinl, leaves the mandate of Chairmon intact while justifying
the creation of an ad hoc working group., I would like to proposge the deletion
of some viords in the fourth line of your proposal, Mr. Chairman, that is, the
words "exchange vieus on questions relating to" and their replacement by the
following: '"facilitate, in 1979". The text would thus read "to facilitate,
in 1979, the preparation of the provisional agenda and programme of work of the

Committee",

My, FLSHER (United States of Amerioa): The United States suggested
some changes in language, but upon hearing those of our distinguished Nigerian
colleague =—and this comes to me vith a great deal of personal pain — I am
prepared to admit that his suggestion is better than mine. I therefore withdraw
the United States proposal, and support the one made by our distingulched

colleague, Ambasse. or Adeniji.

Mr. JARKER (Pakisten): The original ides of our delegation was to
bring more precision into the task chead of us, and I think the suggestion made
by the distinguished Ambassador of Nigeria does that admirably, so we would also

support hisg views.

My, ORTIZ DI ROZAS (Argentina)(translated from Spanish): I feel

somewhat responcible for this exchange cof views, because at yesterday's informal
meeting it was my delegation that brought up this point, which was subsequently
very appropriately commented on by the delegation of Lgynt. Ye have now
embarked on an exchange of ideas and drafting proposals which would have been
more appropriate at an informal meeting than a formal meeting. This, however,
probably offers obvious and tangible proof that the Committee on Disarmament

ig adopting a new approach, and thot many of these things have been said so that

they could be included in the records. In order to meke my delegation's position



/ -
CD/P7.18

15

(Mr. Ortiz de Rozas, Argentina)

clear, I should like to say that, vhen I made this suggestion yesterday, I was very
much aware of the provisions of rule 29 under which the Chairman, with the
assistance of the Secretary, is assigned particular responsibility for the preparation
of the provisional agenda, which must then be submitted to the Committee for
consideration and adoption. The rules of procedure do not say how the Chairman
is to proceed, leaving him some latitude in the matier, which is logical, since the
Chairman changes from month to month. There will be chairmen who, on their own
initiative, will want fto submit a draft provisional agenda. There will be others
who will want o hold informal consultations between variogs delegations. There
will also be chairmen who might want to set up a working group so that they can
have the benefit of delegations' opinions on the contents of the agenda., This
means that there is no formal limitation on the manner in which the Chairman is

to proceed in preparing the provisional agenda with the Secretary's assictance which,
of course, he will always have.  Accordingly, lIr. Chairman, it seems to me that
the proposal you submitted to the Committee was perfectly in order, since it
reflects your criterion for proceeding with preparation of the agenda. The only
suggestion I made at that {ime was that the words "exchange of vieus" should be
replaced, because I considered that in setting up a working group, we should give
it a slightly more responsible and formal task than that of simply exchanging
points of view, Heving said this, I feel that the formula suggested by the
distinguished representative of Nigeria allays the concern felt by my delegation

when it made its suggestion at the informal meeting yesterday.

The CHAIRMAN: T thank the distinguished representative of Argentina. I

may say his analysis, based on vast experience, strikes me as very relevant. I
think that I would be right in saying that there is no real difference between any
of us on this point and, in putting forward the language we did, I really had in
mind the whole process of preparation that would go on until such time as I was
able to lay before the Committee, in formal plenary session, a provisional agenda
and programme of work. It does, houever, seem to me as if this conception hag not
adequately been formulated by the Chair, as can perhaps be seen from the very useful
suggestion made by our distinguished colleague from Ilungary. - I wonder if the
easiest way out has not been provided by the suggestion of the distinguished
representative of Nigerie, which I understood to be the deletion of the phrase
"exchange of vieus on" and revlacing it by the words "to consider questions, etc.".

Am I right in thig?
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Mr: DOMCKOS "(Hungary): After checking the exact text of the proposal made
by my distinguished colleague and friend, Ambassador Adeniji, I will alsc support

it with great pleasure.

Mr. ENE (Romania): I certainly do not have any difficulty in accepting
the change which was proposed by the distinguished representaiive of ligeria and
supported by others. 1 agree that this is what we have to do in this working group.
My problem is that, at this particular moment, we are establishing a kind of
precedent for the future as to the manner in which the agenda is to be prepared at
the beginning of each annual session. My basic concern is that we should always
keep very strictly in mind rule 29 of the rules of procedure, which allocates to
the Chairman the task of drawing up the provisional agenda with the assistance of
the Secretary. Now, of course, the distinguished representative of Argentina
was very right in pointing out that it will be for each Chairman to suggest to the
Committee a way of assisting him in this task. VWhatever formula we are to
establish should not depart from rule 29.

Therefore my suggestion would be that the first sentence in the decision that
we are to make should contain some reference to the fact that rule 29 is to be
taken into account in the preparation of the agenda. While accepting the idea
that the working group should conceive the preparation of the provisional agenda
and the programme of work for the Committee, which is now in the text, I would

then suggest adding the words "in accordance with rule 29%.

Mr, CASTILLO (Venezuela) (translated from Spanish): I agree with what

has been said by the representative of the United States to the effect that, at
this stage, the Committee cannot be too demanding and exacting concerning the
application of the rules of vrocedure. Paragraph 27 states that the Committee
shall adopt its agenda; paragraph 29 states that the agenda shall be drawn up by
the Chairman with the assistance of the Secretary. It cannot be denied that, in
this initial stage, the Committee has a special interest in the preparation of the
agenda because it is the first agenda to be examined by the Committee. This is
proved by the existence of three draft agendas which have been specially circulated,
despite the fact that nowhere do the rules of procedure speak of members of the
Committee having to submit draft agendas. This fact, as I said, is the clearest

proof of special interest in the matter. Now, I in fact consider that, ac some
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delegations have already said, the task of the working group at this stage cannot
be simply to exchange views; rather, its task must be the slightly more important
one of co-operating in some way during the preparation of this first agenda.

I therefore feel that, of the proposals that have been made, the one submitted

by the representative of Nigeria could serve as a basis for a formula for
preparing the decision. I should now like to refer more particularly to what was
said by the representative of Romania, and it occurs to me that, somewhat on the
lines of the decision adopted on the establishment of the working group which
prepared the draft rules of procedure, a sentence of the following nature could be
added to the draft decision that has been submitted: "For this purpvose, the

Ad Hoc Working Group shall tske into account, in addition to the provisions of

rule 29 of the rules of procedure, the various drafts circulated informally as well
as the opinions of various delegations®. This is more or less the language of

the decision establishing the Working Group on the rules of procedure, and it might

be appropriate to include wording of this kind in this decision as well.

Mr. BENSMALL (Algeria) ( translated from French): I wonder whether I am

not going to complicate matters somewhat.

I believe that the problem will be solved if we adopt the proposal made by
the representative of Nigeria and say “The Committee decides to establish an
ad hoc working grcup, open to the participation of any member State of the Committee,
to consider questions relating to the preparation of the Committee's provisional
agenda and programme of work" and if, at the end, we add "so as to enable the
Chairman to draw up the draft agenda in accordance with rule 29 of the
rules of procedure".

Perhaps if this phrase were added at the end, the objections cf the

representative of Romanie would be met.

Mr. ENE (Romania): I fully agree with the proposal just made by the

distinguished representative of Algeria.

The CHAIRKIMAN: We nov have several suggestions before the Committee.

I must apologise for the inadequacies of my draft which hag prompted the
plenary meeting to turn itself into a drafting group. It is perhaps a salutary

experience for any Chairman.
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(The Chairman)

I think I did discern a slight difficulty with one point made by the
dietinguished representative of Venezuela, in the sense that he wanted o refer 1o
drafts that were before the Committec. These drafts are really very informal
and whether one should actually refer to them in the decision setting up the
Committee is a matter for consideration. T wonder whether the latest suggestion
that we have just heard from the distinguished representative of Algeria would not
provide satisfaction to the Committee? We have already accepted the amendment
made by the distinguished representative of Migeria and we now have an addition
te the text following the words "agenda and programme of work of the Committee,™
which would read "in order to enable the Chairman to set up, or draw up, the draft

agenda in conformity with rule 29 cf the rules of procedure.”

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish): I would agree,

since I have no difficulty with the formula proposed by the distinguished
representative of Algeria. As you very rightly said, I think that we should try
to simplify this matter. As I understend it, everyone azgrees uvith the idea
suggested by the distinguished representative of Nigeria to the effect that the
words "to exchange views on" ghould be replaced by the words "to congider®. Thus,
only one point remains to be setiled, namely, the concern expressed by the
distinguished representative of Romania. What the distinguished representative of
Algeria sald -- ond, I rcpoat, I have no difficulty in accepting it -- may meet. .
this point: when T asked for The floor 1 wag considering another formula with

the same objective, but T think that we must all accept what the distinguished
representative of Algeria has proposed and pass to other matters. if anyone

hag any difficulty, what I had in mind was that we should say “the Committes',

in the second line, "without prejudice to the provisions of 1ulc 29 of its

rules of procedure, decides to establish, etc.f. But, I repeat, I have no
difficulty with the cother formulas proposed to the same snd by the distinguished

representative of Algeria.

The CHAIRILIT: Are there any further cbservations? I wonder whether in

the light of the flexibility which ocur Mexican colleague has shbwn, we could perhaps
agree, having adopted the Nigerian amendment, to accept the Algerian amendment

as well, Lf there is no objection to this we will, of course, need tc have the
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(The Chairman)

text redrafted, but for our own purposes at the moment I shall perhaps read 1t
out to you. The text would now read:
"In the light of informal consultations among its members, the Committee
decides to establish an Ad Hoc Working Group, open to the participation
of all member States of the Commititee, to consider questions relating to
the preparation of the provigional agenda and programme of work of the
Committee, in order to cnable the Chairman to draw up the agenda in
conformity with rule 29 of the rules of procedure.
"The Ad Hoc Working Group shall hold its first meeting at the end of

today's plenary mecting'.

Mr. ORTIZ DB ROZAS (irgentina) (translated from Spanish): I think it

would be more appropriate in the first part, which reads "to consider questions

relating to the preparaticon of the agenda", to delefe the word “provisional™ and
include it in the second part of the text proposed by Algeria, "in order to enable
the Chairman to draft the provisional agenda', because rule 29 speaks of the
preparation of the "provisional' agenda by the Chairman. In short, delete the
word "“provisional® from the first paragraph referred to and include it in the

second pardt.

Mr. FISHER {United States of America): T note that in rule 29 the
reference is not only to the provisional agenda but also tc the programme of work,
and I wondered wh:other the elimination of the programme of work was conscious or
was not. I do not have strong feelings on this matter one way or the other,
but rule 29 does apply t~ bL-th and we have 211 recognized that while,
theoretically, they should be completely sequential, in fact they will not be.

I am therefore wondering whether perhaps we could insert "programme of work,"
along the lines of the suggestion made by our distinguished and experienced

colleague from Argentina.
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The CHLIRMAN: I thank the distinguished representative of the

United States. I think his suggestion is indeed an improvement and would be in
line with the thi king of the Chair. 1 =pologise for not ..aving picked up the
point earlier.

Could T take it then that this decision is acceptable fto the whole Committee?
That seems to be the case.

It was so decided.

I would now simply wish to state that the next plenary meeting of the Committec

will be held on Thursday, 15 March, at 10.30 a.m.

The meeting rose at 11.50 a.m.






