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The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish) : 
of the Committee on Disarmament. 

I declare open the 2)6th .plenary meeting 

Today the Committee 'II ill take up item 8 of its agenda entitled "Consideration 
and adoption of the annual report to the General Assembly of the United Nations 11

• 

Of course, in accordance with rule 30 of the rules of procedure, members wishing 
to do so may make statements on any other question relating to the Committee's work • 

.At the outset, allov1 me to extend a cordial welcome, on behalf of the Commi. ttee 
and from myself, to His Excellency Ambassador Qian Jia Tong, the new representative 
of China in the Committee on Disarmament. Ambassador Q.ian Jia Tong is the first · - .. 
representative of China '~>Tho will be dealing e;x:clusively with disarmament questions. 
This demonstrates the special interest of his great country in a matter which is of 
vi tal concern to mankind. I \~ish Ambass ador Q.ian Jia Tong a very successful mission 
in his ne\v post and I ,.;ish to convey to him the assurances of full co- operation in 
the performance of his duties. 

I should like to inform the Committee that, after the list of speEJcers has been 
closed, I intend to suspend the meeting and convene an infonnal meeting in order to 
deal with an outstanding question. As you will recall, we have yet to decide how to 
consider agenda item 7 entitled "Prevention of an arms race i n outer space" . 

It is also my intention to put before the Committee for consideration today all 
the reports of the subsidiary bodies which have met during the 1983 session. We 
shall first consider the three reports of the. vlorking Groups \Vhich adopted them 
last week. At the end of this plenary meeting we shall consider the reports of the 
~10 groups which adopted their reports yesterday. 

The Comrni ttee has before it the reports of the three Ad Hoc Working Groups 
which concluded their work las t "reek. These reports are contained in . ; 
documents CD/ 412 in the case of tJ:le Ad Hoc \'/o:rking Group on a Nuclear Teit ·J3a:n;· 
CD/414 in the case of the Ad Eoc· Working G:roup on Radiological Weapons and 
CD/415 in the case of the Ad Hoc Working Group on the Comprehensive Programme of 
Disarmament. 

With reference to these documents I \Vould suggest that we invite the Chairmen 
of the .Ad Hoc Working Groups to introduce the reports of theirJ~;.:coup.s .•.... :Clt9l:al9-...:.ifhE;!n 
put before the Committee for adoption the reports of the three : gr.oups.;. .. _J :».Q'\'1. g:i;y.e 
the floor to the Chairman of the Ad lioc Working Group on a Nuch~a.r 'l'esi;:, .. B.~i1;. 
Ambassador Rose. 

Mr. ROSE (German Democratic Republic): Today I have the honour to submit 
to this Conuni ttee the report of the Ad Hoc \-forking Group on a Nuclear 'rest Ban 
contained in document CD/412 . 

Chapters I and II deal with the orgo.nization of work of the Group. Chapter III 
gives a survey of the substantive work done by the Group during this year ' s session. 
Chapter IV refers to conclusions and recommendations. I would like to make some 
remarks concerning chapters III and IV. 



GD/PV.236 
7 

(Mr. Rose ,. German Democratic Republic) 

Firstly , the work of the Group as well as its report show that issues of 
verification ·can only be considered and solved in close connection with the scope of 
the treaty envisaged. Thus the Group discussed questions pertaining to the scope 
of prohibition, including nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes, as well as 
to the participation of nuclear-weapon States . Paragraph 10 of the report reflects 
the different positions held with regard to the scope of prohibition in a future 
nuclear test ban treaty. ·· 

Secondly, pursuant to its programme of work , the Ad Hoc Working Group held'· a 
structured discussion of the issues connected with verification of, :and compliance' 
with, a nuclear test ban. Paragraphs 13 to 18 show the areas of agreement and 
disagreement in this field . There was a common view on the basic elements of a 
verification system of a nuclear test ban. Accordingly, paragraph 13 states that 
"it was generally recognized that such a system should be based on a combination of 
national and international measures and could include , inter alia: (a) ·national 
technical means; (b) international exchange of seismic data; (c) procedures and 
mechanisms for consultati on and co-operation; (d) multilateral organ or organs 
of States parties; (e) procedure for complaints; (f) on-site ~inspectian". 

Many delegations underlined in this regard that the means of verification 
presently available were sufficient to provide reasonable assurance of compliance 
with a nuclear test ban treaty. They reaffirmed the conclusion drawn ' by the 
Secretary-General of the United Nations in 1972 that all the tecbnical ·and ' scientific 
aspects of the problem had been so fully explored that only a political decision was 
necessary in ~rder to achieve final agreement. Some delegations disagreed. 

Thirdly, the Working Group discussed and examined various documents which had 
been submitted by different countries . }1any delegations especially welcomed the 
"Basic provisions of a treaty on the complete and general prbhibition of 
nuclear-weapon tests" (CD/346) tabled by the Soviet Union and the "Draft treaty 
bannif!g a:qy nuclear weapon test explosion in any environment11 (CD/381) submitted by 
Swederi~ In the view of those delegations , the documents mentioned above not only 
identify issues of a nuclear test ban in a comprehensive way , but provide suffid±ent 
material to proceed without further delay to negotiations on a nuclear t~st ban 
treaty. 

When drafting its report, the Group endeavoured to draw conclusioJis' 'on its .work, 
and to make recommendations with regard to the further approach of this 'Committee 
to the elaboration of a nuclear test ban treaty. Some delegations expressed views 
to the effect that the Group should continue working under its existing mandate. A 
large number - · perhepe , I might even say, the overwhelming majority - - of 
delegations held that the Working Group had fulfilled its mandate and that it 
should therefore be changed in order to enable the Group to proceed without further 
delay to negotiations on a nuclear test ban treaty. In this connection, the view 
was expressed that the Committee should take up this matter at the beginning of 
its 1984 session. 

AB the outgoing Chairman of the Working Group, I would like to thank all 
delegations which participated in its work. The whole debate in the Group was, 
in spite of all differences of view, characterized by a businesslike approach on 
all sides. 

Through you, Mr. Chairman, I should also like to take this opportunity to thank 
the members of the secretariat, especially Mr . Victor Sliptschenko , for the very 
efficient support they have given to us. That includes our appreciation for the 
excellent performance of the interpreters . 
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Allow mo to add some remarks on a comprehensive test ban in my capacity as 
head of the delegation of the Cenxan DeiiiOcratic Rep.ublic . 

T,_,gether wi th the overwhellr.ing l!lajori ty of countries , the German Democratic 
Republic , now as before , l:'egards the complete cessa.tion of nuclear--weapon teats as 
a matter of the highest priority. 'I'h..is, by the way , is olso true of our appt'oach 
to the elabor ation of the· relevant oection of the compre.hensi ve pro8J:amxne of 
disarmament . Such a I>rograr:me can only l;e meaningful if it provides for a treaty 
on the complete and gi:meral:: ·prohibition of nuclear- weapon tests as a pr.i.ority 
measure in the :first stage of a co:!!prehensive programme ~f disa.rmall'.t-nt . 

'The international community Hou.ld not unc€rst.t>..nd toot debates and discusoions 
on .such c treaty are being held endlessly. · The purpose ,.f our work has been clearly 
formulated i.n the Final Document of t he first special se~sion de\·oted to disa.rrna:nent 
as "Well as in many otha-r- ·reso-lutions of the General .As~;>embly . These docUl:!ent::: include 
a. request that we should el('.borate a drai't trea ty on the complet e and general 
prohib1 tion of. nuclear-"'e':'pon tests vii thout .f\ ::rther rlela.y . 

Moreover r the over.:helu&.ing majority of States , i ncluding three ·nuclear-weapon 
States, are legally committed to negotiate to tr~t end . This obligation ia cl~arly 
stated in the treaty banning nuclcZJX-,~enpon teats in the atmosphere , in outer space 
and under water. It wan only some days ago that we colili!lemorated the twentieth 
anniversary of the 9onclusior. of this treaty. 

Out of the three depositaries of this treaty only one - the USSR - is at 
present prepared to proceed to negotiations as called for in the ?1osco-w Treaty . 
Convincing proof of this are the "Basic ,Jrovioions of a treaty on the complete and 
general p:r:ohibi tion of nuclcar-'Weapon testz" , subu.i tted by the Soviet Union at the: 
beginning of this year's sessi9n. 

Eowever , in spite of all efforts made by roost delegations , the Committee on 
Disarmament is still prevented from holding n8gotiations . Its relevant .subsidiary 
organ is confined to mere <J.iscuasionE. Sometimes one may even get the impr-ession 
that one side is very ea.goer to focus the attention of the A<! Hoc Working Group on a 
Nuclear Test Ban on technical question~ and to convert it into 3n institution for 
exchanging views on seivmological details . 'When the s i de in question r cBaXde a 
compl ete cessation of nuclea:r- -weapon tests ns only a long-terc goal and tho tU1e not 
propitious to negotiate a corresponding treaty, the discussion of technical problems 
might be 'USed a.s a smokescreen t o cover the lack of political •Jill . 

Thus, my delegntion fully share£ the opinion expressed ~n the report that there 
is a close relationship bct'Ween political neeotiations on a nuclear test ban t reaty 
and technical "Work on a vel.'ification :3ystem ~nd that the latt€t: should not be carried 
out as if it "Were a separable , open- cnde<l exorcise that could go on indefinitely 
so as to take account of every scientific Md technological advance. Technical 
questions should riot be used to postpone negotiations on a treaty endlessly. 
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But it .is high time f9r such a tr.eaty~ In recent years, the means of 
verification have b~en immensely improved due to technical progress . Moreover~,:··. ··:~ .. . 
solutions for the basic i'ssues of a · treaty were agreed upon in the course of tlie ·:~ : 
trilateral negotiations. It is very regrettable that two parties to these · .· · ·· 
negotiations seem to ignore those results and are even partly retreating from the~ 
instead of exploiting these achievements in a constructive way. 

As a, striking example in this regard, I would like to refer to the problem of · 
nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes. In the Working Grpup we had long and, . :· 
I must S<o/, heated debates on that issue . 'But a solution to 'this question had ·· 
already been offered in 'the trilateral negotiations. A moratorium on those 
explosions would take into account the interests of all sides. Moreover, it would 
serve the over-riding goal of rapidly concluding a treaty on the complete and 
general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. · 

In conclusion, I would like ' to reaffirm the position of my delegation that the ·. 
mandate of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban should 'be enlarged at the · · 
beginning of the 1984 session with a view to starting negotiations ?n ~uch a treaty. 

Mr;' Chairman, allow me finally some words on a question which increaei{ngiy 
attracts the attention of this Committee the prevention of an irma race in outer 
space. 

Recent news underlines the topicality of this question. ¥fe have in mind the 
establis~ent _ of an outer space command, the on- going development of particle- beam 
wea~ons for use in outer space, the planned creation of a space-based ABM system and 
other activities by the United Statos of America. Taking into account this situation, 
my co-untry welcomes and supports .the. ne\v initiative of the Soviet Union to ·9onclude .. 
a treaty on .' the prohibition of the usc of f orce in outer spaoe and from ou~er· space 
against the Earth. Only recently, ' the USSR has unilaterally declared that ' it'· ~ill . 
not be the first to send anti-satellite weapons into outer space. This moratorium 
is further proof of the constructive ' approach of the Soviet Union towards the 
prevention of an arms race in ou~er space. It is our hope that the other side will 
respond in the same manner. 

Furthermoxe, we hope that the latest Soviet initiatives will stimulate the work 
of our Committee. Here, as in other fields, it is necessary to proceed· to 
negotiations. We, therefore , advocate that tho mandate to be elaborated fo~ a 
working group on outer space should correspond to this goal. 

The cHAIRMAN ;C translated. from Spanish) : I thank the Chairman. qf th'e 
Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Tast :Ban for his st.atement introducing the report 
of that Group. I now give the floor to the representative of Sweden, 
Ambassador Ekeus, who will introduce the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group on 
Radiological Weapons on behalf of its Chairman, Ambassador Li4gard. 

Mr. EKEUS (Sweden): Thank you very much for giving me the floor. As you 
mentioned yourself I will. introduce the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group on · 
Radiological Weapons on behalf of the Group's Chairman, AmbC!-9sador Lidgard, '~>lho has · 
had to leave early in order to take up other duties. · 

The Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiological ·Weapone ·decided .. this year, at the 
suggestion of the Chairman, to establish two subgroups· called Group A and Group :B. 
Group A was to consider the subject of radiological weapons in the so- called . ·-·--· .. -
traditional sense, while Group :B 'vould deal with the question of prohibi.tion ._of attacks 
against nuclear facilities. · 
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Mr. Busby of the United States delegation undertook to act as co-ordinator 
of Group A, while Mr. Nazarkin of the Soviet delegation assumed the same task for 
Group B. Mr. Nazarkin was succeeded as co-ordinator in the second part of this 
year's session-- what .we normally call the summer session-- by Mr. Prokofiev 
of the same delegation. 

The time available in the first part of this session was, as we all know, 
short, but the two Groups began over-all consideration of the two issues allotted to 
them. This more general discussion continued in the Groups for a short time at the 
beginning of the second part of the session. But after that they successively 
entered into three-week~long periods of intensive discussions. Group A began, 
followed by Group B. 

The Working Group has discussed in plenary the question of linkage between the 
so-called traditional radiological weapons and the prohibition of attacks against 
nuclear facilities. This issue was debated only after both Groups l1ad completed 
their intensive work periods. 

All other issues of substance were considered in the two Groups. It would be 
going too far to enter into all the details, but it may be mentioned that Group A had 
to deal with questions like "definition", "peaceful uses" and "compliance ahd · 
verification". Group B particularly discussed the "scope" of" a prohibition, also in 
a broader sense of that term. The report of the Ad Hoc Working Group ( CD/414) · 
reflects the particulars of these discussions. 

Groups A and B reviewed very thoroughly the subjects that fell within. their 
respective mandates. These are complex, 11hich, no doubt, is one of the reasons that 
progress towards consensus was limited ih both Groups. However, it is the impression 
of the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group that knowledge of the issues, including 
their details, and also of the positions of delegations has increased considerably 
during this yeax 1 s session. A good basis hc:.s been laid for further 'work in the ·· 
1984 session of the Committee. If the Committee now follows the recommendation of 
the Ad Hoc Working Group~ it Hill, at the beginning of its 1984 session, re-establish 
the Working Group and in that context consider the prospects for progress in the work 
of the Group. 

Mr. Chairman, it is rrry pleasure to pay t ribute to the co-ordinators of Groups A 
and B, Mr. Busby for the first-mentioned Group, and 11r. Nazarkin and Mr. Prokofiev 
for Group B. They have devoted themselves to their tasks with admirable skill and, 
not least, patience. They have contributed ~ecisively to the great utility of the 
deliberations of their respective Groups. On behalf of the Chairman of the 
Ad Hoc Working Group I express deep gratitude to these three outstanding diplomats. 
I venture to suggest that the Committee on Disarmament. aiso stands in debt to them 
for their tireless efforts, ultimately on its behalf. 

Finally, Mr. Chairman, I ~~ill certainly not neglect to express thanks to the · 
staff of the Secretariat. It has become custoi!l2.XY to do so because of the 
outstanding quality they manifest year after year: sldll, devotion to duty and 
judgement. Special mention must be made of 11:r. Lin, who, as secretary of the · 
Working Group, with his knowledge and experience, greatly contributed to the 
successful conclusion of its vJOrk. 

The CHAIRMAN (.translated from Spanish): I thank tho representative of 
Sweden, Ambassador Ekeus, for his stn:tement introducing the report of the 
Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiological Weapons. I now give the floor to the Chairman 
of the Ad Hoc Working Group on tho Comprehensive Progr&mme of Disarmament, 
Ambassador Garcia Robles . 
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- . 
Mr. ~IA RaBYfS (Mexico) (translated frem- Spanish)a I have : the ho~' to 

submit. to :he adliiDitt~e on Dieamament the report: or the Ad Hoc Working Group ·on the 
Comprehensi:ve Prog;t'SJiml~ . of Disamament, to which is annexed a <lra.f't of the. ··· 
comprehensive programme which is the result of the Group's wo:rk during1.983 (CD/41S). 

In this conne¢tion, I should like to add that, as frequently ha~pens when reports 
are -prepared hurrleqly, a few correctiotltl will have to be made to the· ·aocument in ·!. :~ 

· <}U.estion. I have therefore requested that it shoUld be re-issued as soafi as po~sible. 

~ince, as you know, I ~ve had the privilege of presiding over the W:oi.'king ·Group 
. s~n~~-A~\r.:..~li is the second time I have .had to present a document of . this ld.nc1..- -. 

As you lliay recall, at the l72nd meeting of the Coumittee, which took pl-ace on · _. · 
20 April 1982, I submitted to this. multilateral negotiating body the dra.ft which it 
transmitted .. ~~o ~~-~~ ~;~econd . special sessi-on of. the General Assembly devot·ecl to 
disa:r'!nau!ent, - :th~ ~axt of which aJ)pea.red in appendix I of the special report · forwe.rded 
to the Assembly on that occasion. · 

,. 
, The --~ ·now b~fo~e .the distinguished rep~~ei;l_~~t·ives _ o! .. t~4!, ;~\~1;es ~re of 

the Committee has been fo:z:mulated bearing in mind _th~- •req!fes.t ·made b~_1the · '-
General Assembly in paragraph 63 of the Concluding Document of the second special 
ees.sion to which I pave ~ ~~~ referred, in \olhich the COUQ:J;~a- was asked to aubmit 
"a revised draft compreh~np~ve programme of disarmame~. ,to, 1(he Ge~al Asaeabl.7 at· 
its thirty-eighth see~iC?ni!~ Account has. also been taken :~ ~ph 109- of the · i r , 
Final Document of the first special session held in 197~, :.$n-.which, ·as you -will . . · 
recall, the Assembly declared that -the Programme should encomp~e . ''all measure• . 
thousnt to be adruable i .n order to ensure that the goal Q£ genexal and oomplete .. . ·.:: 
dis~rrmemen,~ under ef'fecti ve international contr:ol · p~C9JDeS a reality in a world:· Ut·. ='.· ! 

which intarna:tional peace . ~d security prevail and--~n wldch the new intertSationaJ..·· ' 
economic o~er is etrengt~e;l_ed ~ ~onsolidated". -. _r 

: .. -::· r 
In view of the fact that the \foliting Group's ·reporl ie very brief and its 

text. se).f-expl,.nato:cy, I ehal.l confine myself now t _o mak·ing a: few· rewrnce ·:.ot -: a 
eeneraJ."'-nature·~ \olhich riJa:¥ contribute to ··a better -El~1;latio~ _of the draft · · 
comprehens'i v~ .. programme of disarmament annexed ta: ·th~ repoli¢.: . 

.. 
I should ' like to 'Qegin by emphasiz.ing that the proposed-progranae is Jlll.lch lssa 

Sll:lbit.ipU.S thaJi'the draft submitted in 1982 to :the second special session of the · 
Genezal"Assembiy 'd.evoted to disarmament, as will be obvious to anyone comparing the 
two documents. Furthermore, as indicated in the report, the texts of some 
paragraphs ~. :pending, as does the placing of others~ Qpinions cont,iJpJe to 
dift'er on··~h~ advisability of including certun p~phs,-·;t'aking into acoount the 
need to ,avoid,.du,p1ication. Agreement has not yet been ~ea<;lled on the important 
question of stages of' implementation. There was also i~.ficient time to examine · 
the dratt ~intrOdUction which, as Chairman of W<>r~ G:t:aup::i of the special session 
of the 'Asli_~inbiy held in 1982, I ventured to prepare ,at t _he t _ime·,. eo that if it were · 
decided to .use it for the revised draft progr~e. n~~ (b'\~1\lJ tr~mitted to ·the. 
General As'sembly, a number .qf sub9tantive c~s ..wu.J.d..obviously ·have to be made in 
order to adapt it to the . coi)t .imts of the new document • .. F-inally, it ~be said that 
all d-elegations, expliCitly or tacitly,' have reserle'a the final position of their 
Governments until such time as the latter have had the opportunity to study the 
programme as a whole and reach a decision on it. .. .. . .. 

., 

Nevertheless, despite all the limitations which I hav-e jUSt Suiimarized, I 
consider that the draft prograllllle, the fruit of the hard worlc by ·the States members 
of the Ad Roc Working Group, iii.ay be of great value in enabling Governments, to gain 
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a clear idea, from a text entirely free of brackets, of the moat that can be aspired 
to at th~ .moment . in this field if it is .,.dshed, as seems obviously desirable , that 
the comprehensi~e programme of die~ent , whose formulation baa bee~ under way fpr. 
over three years , should receive the unanimous. approval of all States Members of the 
United Nations • 

. .. . ~ • . :·g'he . proc.ed;ure followed in the \-forking Group ·for th~ f'o:ru;ulat.ion of the text 
prOves .this beyond doubt. In all cases where it was. not possible to axrive at fo·rmulas 
acceptable to all on the. basis of the draft programme returned by the second special. 
session of the Assembly, t ogether with the additional material arising from that session 
and new proposals submitted during the d.iscus.sions of the \1orlci.ng Group, in order to 
reach ag.reement it was ne cessary to :resort to the inclusion of the relevant paragraphs 
of the Final Document of 197.8 without any change wh~?tsoeve:r . 

' . 
·Consequently, I think that the General Assembly will have to beax 'this .very much 

in mind. when, after oaxef'ully ccnsida:ring and analysing the content of. the new text· 
of the draft programme (in the preparation of which, it should be st:resse~. he:re, the 
\·/o:rldng Group took it as an unvarying rule that the programme should not retreat in 
any way, however minor, in rel ation to the Final Document), it has to decide on the 
line it will adopt on the question .• 

~ ' r 

~. IJl';~ opinion, when that ·i;ime comes the Ge.ne:ral Assembly will have to choose 
between the following two alternatives: eith~r 3;o adopt the d:ra.ft , despite it.s . 
slimness , at i.ta thirty- eighth session, after. :resolving tne pending problems .bY , 
whatever procedure is considered most suitable, such as, f.or example , the setting-up 
of a.n ad hoc eu:b-eommittee or working group which woul.d work simultaneously. wi:th the 
First Committee. or· the General Assembly; o:r to return it to the · 
CQmmittee on Disarmament. In the latter case, howe:ver, it must be we].l aware tpat it 
woul·d be vain to think that the l!ll.ll tilate:ral negotiating body would be able to take 
up the matter again with any :reasonable prospect of success within a period of at 
least three years . 

I should not l ike to conclude without dJ:awi~ attention to. the persons named 
in paragraph 7 of the ·\o/orld.ng Group·' s report , who d·ese-rve special mention because 
of their valuable contribution to the· work of the Group dUring this year. I ref.ar · 
to Ambassadors Frangois de la Gorce (France), :Ba..ro.ch Grinberg and Borislav Konstantinov 
(Bulgaria) , Celso .. Antonio de ·Souza e Silva (Brazil) , Mans~· Ahmad (Pakistan) and 
Curt Lifrgard (Sweden) , who acted as Co-ordinators of the contact groupe mentioned in 
that paragraph. · 

. . . 
Finally, I shoul'd like :to. express our gratitude (I put it in the plural because 

I am sure· that I am faithfully expressing the feelings of the \Vorking Group as a 
whole) to· all members of the secretariat , bot h visible and those invisible, who have 
most efficiently made it possible for us to carry out our ~~o:rk . I shall conclude by 
repeating, -vrith :reference to the Secretary of the Group , Ms . Aida Levin, what I said 
about her last year when I stressed her unfailing objectivity, her knowledge of 
disarmament issues, her outstanding drafting ability and her lively i ntelligence, 
'"hich is such a ready source of universally acceptable formulaS, all of ·which' 
qualities she has once again so amply demonstrated on this occasion. 

The CHAIRMAlJ .. (translated from Spanishh _. ~ thank t he Gha:i;rruan . .of · t he 
Ad Hoc Wo;rk:i.ng Group on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament for his 
introducing the repo~ of that Group . 

I \<rould now suggest \ole should proceed to the adoption ' of the reports of the ·. · 
ad hoc working g:roups, whose texts l-tili, as is customary, be. incn~:rated in run· 

' · 
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in "the· report of the Committee;. Firstly, the report .-of the Ad Hoc .Worki.ng Group 
on a Nuclear Test Ban, which is ·cont8.ined in document· an/ 412· If there. is no 
objec~ion, I shall take n · that the COII!IDittee adopts the report of this Ad Hoc 
World.ng Group. 

Mre · ERDE!wffiiLEG (Mongolia) (tra.nalated fran Russian): As I ~derstpod it, . . 
the C9mmittee is alr~aey- coming to the adopt'ion of all three rep(>rts of the wolidng 
groups. I have a number of comments concerning the report of the Working Gl.'O\lp on· 
the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament. When we come to the adoption of that 
report, I should like to take the noor to make them. . . 

· · ·The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish): Document aJJ/412 is thus adopted. 

It was eo decided. 

The CHAIRNAU (.tr:ansl~_!;~!, f'~m Spanish): We shall now consider the report 
of ·the Ad Hoc Worldng Group on Radiological Wee.pon.s (cD/414). If there is -no 
objection, I shall take ,it that the report is adopted. 

It' ·was so Q.ecided. 
'· 

The CH.AlRMAN (translated from Spanish) ! The third report is contained 
in document CD/ 415 and has been· prepared by the A.d.' Hoc Woi:ki.ng Group·'on ·the 
Comprehens-.i:ve Programme of Disannament. If there is no objection, I ._ shal~ take it 
tlla.t the Cqmmi.ttee adopts the report of this Working. Group. 

I understand that the representative of Mongolia wishes to take the floor. 

l'Ir.·: ERDEMBILEG (Mongolia) (translated from Russian): First of all,. pest 
me to eJGI>ress, on behalf of the ·Mongollan delegation, our. gi:ati-eUd.e to the· disti.i'J8uiehed 
representative o.f ~exic6t -Ambaesador Garc.!a Robles,' for the considerable· woxk he 
accomplished in hie capacity as Chairman o! the Ad Hoc Wo-rking Group. on the 
Comprehensive Progranme of:· Disarfnement. We also wish to eX}>ress our g;ratitude to t}le 
disti.~ehed represen,tative. of the Gexman Dembcratic Republic , Ambass8.dor Ra.rald Rose, 
and to the d.istinguished--~epresentati ve of-Swe.~en, . Ambassador Ekeus , V:ho replac~d 
Ambass.ad:Qr Curl Lidgard,; ·.:£or their effort'S w[.th'' respect to the submission of the 
reppJ:1;s of the Ad ·Hoc·Wprk:i.ng Group on · ~ Nuclear Test Ban and ' the Ad Hoc Worldng·Group 
on ~ological \Yeapons':-~espectively. · · 

No,., permit me to make the following comments conce;oni.ng document CD/415. 

As the members of the Committee on Disa.nnament are aware, in 1981 the 
Moneolian People.'a Republic submitted a new ·'·proposal. for the conclusion of' a. 
convention on .mutual non-a&::;reeeion and non-use ·of force in relatio~ among the 
States of Asia ~d the Pacific Ocean. ' 

A document concerning this Mongolian initiative was circulated as an official 
document of ·the Committee on Disarmament. This proposal by Mongolia was reflected 
in a joint document by a group of socialist countries, docuroent CD/245· 

During the second special .session of the United Natiqne General ,Assembly de.voted. 
to. disann.ament, the MollSQHan delegation .propos.~d in the relevant world.ng coPDittee 
tne wording for this Moil8Qlian proposal that is to be found ·in 
document A/5-12/36, annex I. 
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The Mongolian de+~gation took the floor in the Committee on Disarmament on 
several occasions during the work of the Ad Hoc Working Group on the 
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament and called for the inclusion in the document 
which that subsidiary organ was engaged in drafting of appropriate mention of the 
Mongolian proposal. We proposed in the Working Group a formulation containing the 
idea of the conclusion of appropriate agreements or of a convention on a global o~ 
regional basis for the puxpose of preventing the use of. force in relations among 
States. However, because of the objections by certain delegations, our views have 
not been refl9cted in the annex to document CD/ 415. . 

We reserve the right to revert to this· question when that document is examined 
in the future, whether it be in the Committee on Disarmament or in the First Committee 
of the United Nations General Assembly. 

In conclusion, I should like to draw the attention of the C.ha:i,.~ of the 
Ad Hoc Working Group on the Comprehensive Programme on Disarmament and of the 
secretariat of the Committee to page 17 Ok document CD/415, where the foot-note 
proposed by· one delegation has been omitte'd from subparagraph 4 (a), South-East Asia .• . . . 

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Sp¢sh): As Chairman of the 
Working Group, I should like to explain that the point he has just made i~ .one of those 
that are covered by the general explanation which I ventured to make in my earlier 
statement when I said that, as frequently happens because of the speed with which 
reports are prepared, a number of errors have unfor;tunately crept into the ... · · 
distributed text; however, these errors will be rectified in the new edition of . 
document CD/415 which is in the course of preparation. Among these errors, I repeat, 
is the one which the distinguished representative of Mongolia has quite rightly 
mentioned. 

Mr. SUTRESNA (Indonesia): I feel that I have to make my own comments .on 
the statement just made by the distingu:i:shed ·repre~entati ve of f.iongolia, specl.fically 
on the formulatiorr on South-East Asia as contained in document CD/ 415 • . 

,· 

I would recall that this particular formulation has been negotiated and adopted 
·by a ,small contact group cor.1prising ·~he delegations of Mongolia, · Iqdia, Indonesia, 

' Australia and Burma as requested by the Chairman of the Working Group, 
Ambassador Garcia Robles. As my delegation recalls, there was no specific agr~ement 
attaching. ·co that particular formulation or foot-note to th&.t particular paragraph. 
Secondly, if I may, I would also recall that this particular par8€Taph v1as already 
negotiated in New York during the second special session devoted to disarmament b.y 
the countries of the region, including North Vietnam, but. time did not permit us 
then to come up with a formulation free of brackets. In subsequent developments 
after the Second Special Session, there was a visit to Djakarta by 
His Excellency the MongOlian Minister for Foreign Affairs. In the joint statement 
issued by the two Ministers for Foreign Affairs, there was a specific reference to 
the need for and i~portance of, a zone of peace, freedom and neutrality for 
South-East Asia . 

Wi~~ this clarification I hope that this point will be reflected in the 
records of thi~ meeting. 

· · ·Mr. FINDLAY (Australia): The Australian delegation, as was mentioned by 
the disti~guished representative of Indonesia, also participated in the consultations 
on the i tern on South-East Asia and I can confirm the understaruling of my Indonesian 
colleague that there was complete agreement on this text at the time and there was, at 
that stage 1 no mention of an asterisk or reservation being placed on this text. 
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)Vir . ERD!@ILEG .{Mongolia) (trans l ated from Rus s i;:m) : . Permit me--to comment · 
on the statement jus-e· 'Iria.de by t:heClfStinguislied representa.ti ve of Indonesia., 
Ambassador Sutresna. 

The MOJ180lian dele_ga.tion did not participate in 'the . . consultations on the -matter 
now at issue in the small· Working group. To be ®re, we'· did receive the wording for 
the subparagraph which has been mentioned from the delegati6n 'of .fndonesia and we 
expressed our views ol} it. . · ·~. ,--~: · 

With regard to the rai~~~ of the ~u~stion in bilater~ disc.useions dur!bg the · 
visit to Indonesia of the Motl80lian Foreign Minister, Mongolia's : ~pproach to' the · 
matter consis~s in support fo~the idea of a creation of a zone of peace, s~bility 
and co-operation in South-East Asia.. · ' · ·. ' · · ··. · 

1,• 

Th~ wording . in subparagraph 4 (a) on page 17 of .docum~nt CD /415' \iff't~re·· 'from 
wba.t :-I said:"ea.rlier. . ·- · _ ·.· ' ·· ,. :.: · ., . . ,t _ 

Mr. \VEGENER (~ederal Republic of Germany): I woul d also wish t o ~e - a . -... 
brief comment qn the repc;>rl qf the Ad Hoc Wqrking Group on the Comprehe~ive Programne 
of Disarmament. In ~he first piace, I .am grateful to the pha.ti-ma.n of ~hat ·.Grtm,p for 
his .,ve:ey: . .aober, concise and impartial . statement on the work . of his Group aiU1 on the .. , 
report. ·]?.,! would also wish to pay tribute to delegations for the hard work they· put: 
in during this month 1 s . condensed period of intf1!nsi ve negotiating efforts arid · this 
tribute goes, of course, most particularly to the Chairman of the Group·. When I put · 
my name on the list to make a brief statement, it was my intention to give the 
interpret~tiona: o.t--m;Y delegation· on certa.ir; _.t;q~ations of :t;;h~ ~po~ th;&t . contain 
ambiguitT, butt am 'satisfied to' note tl].~--s~e interpretations are ~~· by the .. 
Chairman, as reflected in his statement. He has rightly stressed _that., 8:8 of this .j : 

junct~, the acceptance of parts of the entire document on the comprehensive · 
PI;t;!~ ~f disarmament cannot be expected, . and it cannot b~ expected 'l.lnt_it ~1 the 
oti~\tt!~!i£ng questions· have been resolved and:.the- complEtte t~ i~ a.va;~~k~~ .. ..:,~P· 
delega.t'lons and Governments. He has also stfr:essed the material, · th~. ;'{~g'· l'?,f>4. , 
material in part, which' we have worked 'out over the .~t couple o£. ;weeks,, ,~~-- ~en 
should be preserved on an equal footing with the pre"4ously elabor~t~ te#'· :~- ·. ··· 
should. not replace it. I also agree with the options which the Chaiman;· .. · .. ·· · 
Aml:laa~'*: Garcia Robles·; has outlined as to .. the.-.further course we s;b.~d. take._ 
I have so¥,~ doubts whether a more substantial:·negotia.ting pro~ss ,c~ be _ a~eved, ... , 
at the· tli:i:rt;r-eighth :e·ession of the General Assembly in y,iew of the -,wo~load of .. . 
that aes·s_iqn, but I -~~~lly agree with .. the. interpretatiq~s in his ;te#···_;: .. · .. ·-

. . : ._, J ... .. . J; . 

Hr. ONKELI NX (Belgi um) (translated from French): : · I n t he light of -what· has 
just been said, I ·should also like to make·a ·very -brief statement; · first of all to
thank Amb~sa.dor Garcia Robles for the very clear _ stat.ement which he has just made to 
us on the.i-esults of his Working G:toup, and also to tha.l)k all those who have helped 
him, all those who have associated themselves with his 'efforts to achieve resUlts •. 
.. ~~ r ' ·~ . • f.· 

The do-~ent l-thicll he has introduced to us shows signs of insufficiency. and 
merely confirms the complexity of the task of formUlating a comprehensive programme 
of disarmament. We have spent a very long time l-rithout work, I would say, at this 
session, and at the end there has been a very sharp acceleration of efforts. The 
texts have not arrived until very late and in these texts certain paragraphs remain 
to be formulated, certain paragraphs have not been discussed, or the position of 
certain paragraphs remains to be determined. Furthemore, formal reservations have 
been entered concerning some paragraphs. In other words, although the document may 
be considered useful and, as Ambassador Garcia Robles has pointed out, less ambitious 
in scope than the previous text, and now that the ambiguity has been removed in our 
exchange of views, as Ambassador Wegener has just pointed out, the document submitted 
to us is merely one effort among others to achieve a universally acceptable formula 
one d.ay'. 
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The particular reason why I have asked for the floor at this point is to conunent 
on .act.ion- .w~ch ~ght be taken on this document submitted tod.ccy, and I should like to 
refeJ; especial.Jy ~·q what might be done at the forthcoming Gerieral Assembly. We know 
how heavy the ··G.eneral Assembly's work programme is, especially in the 
First Conunittee~ and we know that several delegations, regularly and still very 
slowly, are considering the possibilities of improving the work, making the 
First Committee's efforts even more effective, and somehow rationalizing the efforts 
arid. work undertaken in New York. I ·dp not know whether the introduction of such a 
complex topic as this one, which would merit negotiation in itself - very arduous . 
ne·gotiation, is fully in keeping with feelings in New York on the organization of, ..... 
work in the First Committee. I am venturing to sound a kind of warning note at · the 
end of this session, in this case for the benefit of Ambassador Garc!a Robles, 
because it is after all his dossier. At · this point I should simply like to limit 
my observations to thanking Ambassador Garc!a Robles once again for the effort which 
he is making in this particularly difficult field. 

. .: .. Mr. TIN KYA\>l HLAING (Burma): With your p~rmission, Mr. Chairman, may I · 
refer .to page 17 of the text relating to So~th-East 'Asia concerning the zones of 
peace. My dele~tion took part in the discussio.ns on' the text and at the end ' 'Of the 
discuSsions e.xpr~ssed the· view that it would b~· prepared to go along with the 
consensus of ~lie delegations which Ambassador Robles has named. · 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish): On behalf of the Conunittee, I 
should like to thank the chairmen of the ad hoc working groupe, who have guided 
their work· so ably. 

I should like to bring to the attention of membel','s the list of communications .. 
from individuals and non-governmental organizations circulated in document CD/Nc.;o.a, . 
and in particular the publication entitled ''We can avert . a · nuclear war" sent by : .. 
William 'Epstein and Lucy Webster, which contains the deliberations o£ the 
Pugwash Conference held last year. 

We have recently received a communication -from the World 9ounc~l of Ch~~es, 
transmitting the text of the declaration on peace and justice aP-qpted by the 
sixth assembly of that organization, which was helQ in Vanco~v~r, Canada, between 
24 July and 10 August 1983 • . In this communication, .our attention is drawn in . 
particular to the section on 1'\o/eapons and nuclear disarmament" in the declaration. 
This communiqation will also be included in the list of communications received 
frQ~ othe.r non-gov~rnmental organizations • 

... 

. · On the list of speakers for tod~ are the representatives of Belgium, 
the United Kingdom, Egypt, the United States of Am.ertca, India and Nigeria. 

I give the floor to the first speaker on my list, the representative of Belgium, 
His Excellency Ambassador Onkelinx. 

: . .. 
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M:r:. ONXELmx (Belgium) (translated from French): I should·. first of all like to 
perform a ve;y pleasant duty in welcoming to our midst the new representative of the 
Peop+~'s .Repu~llc of China. I shall never have th~:opportunity of wolid.ng with him 
as t ' ~hall: be~'iaking leave of the Coi!Dllittee on Disarmament this week, but I am 
delighted tbit -the great country of the People's Republic of China has decided to · 
designate a special ambassador to the Committee on Disarmament. I should like ·to 
wish him every success in his new poet; · 

It is not without nostalgia that I take the floor for the last time-· in the 
Committee on Disarmament! where I have had the privilege of sitting for the past 
four years • 

. For a muc~ longer period I have regularly followed international activities 
relating to arms control and disarmament. That ie'·why I have taken the liberty of 
addr~ss~ so~e verr brief gen€ral remarks to the Committee as I bid it farewell. 

If one i~oks . ba'clc at ·the decade of the 1960s and the disarmament bodies which 
were at work then, one may well wonder whether our· Committee has not, over the years 
sine~ its est~blishm~nt in 1979 , been losing its essential nature as a negotiating 
forum to become a deliberative assembly, re\rieWing all the discussion topioa· re!lllting 
to disarmament, often in an abstract, not to say doctrinaire, manner and in an · 
a~~sphere which has not always been free of polemics. 

• I • l , 

·~. ' 
The international political climate of the 1980s is not, of oourse, unrelated to 

this development. Putting aside this scarcely favourable environment, however, I 
_think ~~t it_ is essential, if the Committee is to have a brighter future, to. reflect 
o~ its specific role in the international concert, the organization of its diecuesiona, 
its methods of No:r:k and ito negotiating procedures. 

In the absence· ·of a more technical slant in future, -and of greater concentration 
on the most promising topics of negotiation, I ' greatly fear that; even in a better · 
political climate, the Committee will remain quite as unproductive, imprisoned in its 
sterile debates and its often paralysing ~ethods of work • 

.. 
It is not too late to turn .over a new leaf. On topics on which consenslie 'became 

apparent (and even in the ·very short term there are several of these, to mention only 
che~cal weapons, radiological weapons and the nuclear test ban),the Committee could 
resume the : process of · dra:ft.ilig U:lternational instruments,· a :Process that was launched 
so well in, the 1960s and _·early 1970~, but has since fallen into decline. 

This concentration on the promising topics of negotiation should not rule out 
the in-depth consideration of other fUndamental questions, such as the prevention of 
war, particularly ·nuclear war, or ou-ter- space. But ~he'se discussions aimed at 
identifying and e~~loring issues should not take pride of place over genuine 
negotiation, where it is feasible. 

Furthermore, greater self-restraint should be exercised by all members in 
discussions of a political or doctrinal nature. There are other bodies in the 
international system to which such exchanges, often re~~~tory in natu:r:e, may be 
confined . In partic~lar~ the Committee does not seem to .me to be the ~ppropriate 
forum in which to make speeches denouncipg. the military efforts and programmes of 
one side or anothe!." . Speeches of that kind are not l~ely to infl1~ence negotiations, 
nor are they convtnoi~ when mado by Statec ~se military .effort is at least as 
great as that of the State which is being accused. 
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In an effort to improve the climate of our work, moderation in the l~age of 
one side will often help to inc~ease the flexibility of another side. Without such a 
spirit of moderation and self-restraint, negotiations will always prove more 
difficult. Furthermore, the negotiations on any given topic should proceed at their 
own pace. We should not accept that the conclusion of a negotiation depends on the 
relative value attached to it in comparison with. other more ambitious disarmament 
measures. On this tortuous path of disarmament, any chance of concluding an 
agreement must be seized. If, in the 1960s and 1970s, we had not "delinked" topics 
in this way, we should not today . have the already significant agreements that ~rere 
concluded during that period, 

What we need most urgently is genuine negotiation which will enable the 
Committee to meke its contribution to restoring a less worying, less alarming 
international situation. I hope that in 1984 "'e will be able to witness such a trend. 

I shall not then be sitting in the Committee, but I shall nevertheless remain a · 
most attentive and close witness, as I shall be continuing in my duties as Permanent 
Representative of Belgium in Geneva. 

The Belgian Minister for Foreign Affairs, Mr. Tindemans, when addressing the 
Committee last June, announced the creation of a post . of Special Ambassador of 
Belgium to the Committee on Disarmament. I have pleasure in informing you today of 
the appointment to that post of Ambassador Marcel Depasse, who will be participating 
in the work on disarmament at the next General Assembly and will join you all here in 
your ·work from the beginning of the 1984 session. I am sure that here 
Ambassador Depasee will meet with the same spirit of warmth, co-operation and 
·friendship, both among delegations and from Mr. Jaipal and members of the secretariat·, 
as it has been my good fortune to experience over the past four years. In bidding you 
goodbye, I would wish the members of the secretariat and of every delegation good · 
health and success in their woik. May 1984 restore a calmer international atmosphere 
accompanied by concrete results in disarmament efforts, particularly within our 
Co.mmi ttee. -

The CHA.rnMAN (translated from Spanish): I thank the representative of Belgium 
for his statement. ·· I should like to express to Ambassador Onkelinx, on behalf of the 
Committee and speaking for myself, our gratitude for his important contribution to 
our work. Ambassador Onkelinx has been associated wj_th disarmament activities for a · 
long time,. even before his country became a member of the. negotiating body. He has 
proved himself a very able diplomat, whom we shall miss, a1so because of his personal 
qualities. Allow me to convey to him and his family our best wishes for future 
happiness and success. 

I now give the floor to the representative of the United Kingdom, 
His Excellency Ambassador Cromartie. 

Mr. CROMARTIE (United Kingdom): Mr. Chairman, I will devote my statement today 
to chemical weapons and I should like to begin by expressing the warm thanks of my 
delegation to Ambaas~r McPhail and the Canadian delegation for the hard wo~k which 
they have put into the Cheni.ical './eapons Working Group this year and for the very. 
substantial report which the ¥forking Group adopted last night. · · 

In spite of the unfortunately slow start to our substantive 'rork this year; we 
have, in the view of my delegation, made some encouraging progress in the field qf 
chemical weapons. We have seen the presentation of a number of substantial woxking 
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papers, which get down. to the real detail that is necessary at this stage of ou:11 work . 
We have also seen agreement qn a usefW: ·substantive record of the present state of 
our negotiatione. IV delegation believes that annex 1 to the Working Group's report 
sets out clearly the position on IJl8l1Y of the substantive provisioM that will be 
needed in · a chemical weapons convention, and tnat ,:it will enable Governments to 
analyse iri depth the areas where an effort to achieve soJ.u:tiQns is now required . 
We oan see ··the shape of a convention emerging and \re have an outl ine fo7: our future 
work. I ·:should also like, Mr. Chairman, to thank the ha:rd- working co- ordinators of 
the contact groupe for their efi'ortsJ the ·!detailed descriptions contained in their 
retx>rts ·or COtJIIDQn views and of differences . of opinion will need to be considered 
carefully, with the main report .of the Working Group, in. the preparations to be l!!Sde 
for .next session. · ' 

Mr. Chairman, before going on to review the more positive aspects of our work this 
session on chemical weapons, I must ·express a certain d;i.s~ppo~ntment that attempts to 
come to grips with some key issues of the· Convention, 8!1<;1 in.. particular the iJ~~PCrtant 
area of the destruction of stockpiles , have not met with an. adequate response from all 
members o-f the··.Coamittee. t-tY delegation welcollled the tablwg .of docullJent CD/~7, 
whicn ' offers a practical model of a verification system for the destruction of 
stockpiles. We hoped that this wuld provoke a full dis~ssion of .all aspects of 
this impoJ:tant issue. We were therefore disappointed that Contact Group A .of the 
Chemical Weapons Wo:rldng Group did not . make a serious effort:.to . .deal with this keY, 
issue, but instead spent much .of .its ' time e:xamin.ine in depth. ra-ther minor .points of 
the Convention, such as the question of the transfer of stockpiles to another State 
for the purpose .of destruction. 

Fortunately, Mr. Chall-man, in the other COntact Groups more substantive worl<: wa.s 
done on the central issues with which the Groups were entrusted~ My delegation 
partl..cttlarly welcomed the elaboration in Col)taqt Group B of fac:tl-finding procedu7:es 
for use .. iil connection with verification by ~lange' toget~er with the- further work 
on the related issue of the structure of a consultat,ive co~t~ee~ Challenge 
inspection and fact- finding procedures are clearly vi tal elements .of the 
verification regime of the chemical weapons convention. They tai:e the safety- net llhich 
will ·allow States to call for international ·investigation of af1iY probleliiS which they 
'have Vi th any aspect oi' the convention. We l ook forward to fu:rther' wor-~ in this area 
next year . · 

Interesting ideas also emerged from the work on the question Qf use of . 
chemical weapons in Contact Group C. We welcome the clear statement wtiicb, ·ha~ .no.w; . 
been made ·that all delegations can acoept that the convention should ensure that the 
use of ·chemical weapons "is banned . We are .grateful to Mr •.• Akke~ for his ,tireless 
efforts to find a way of expressing this underly;!.~ i'l,gXee.me:nt, which will ~ot weak~n 
the Geneva Protocol. This is, indeed, m:r delegation.~ s 'owp. , major preoccupat.to!l when 
examining the quEtstion of including use . in a che~cal. weaNO~· <;~nventi<?,n· w~. are 
concerned thl\t during the first 10. years of the life. of the .Qonvent~on, when 
stockpiles are being run down and destroy(!d , ·o:Oli~tiona . ~.~·rtak'en by States under 
tbe existing regime, under the Geneva Protooo~, . e~uld b.e. 1 pr~served ail.d should be 
extended to States parties to the new. convention,:. ~oh ~;e .. p.ot pai:ti·es to the Geneva 
Protocol. .After the lo-year perioo, when everyone ~s s.at~sf,ied that chemical 
weapons stocks have been d estroy-eQ, we would then wish to .. see all States parties 
to the new convention subject to an obligation not to use ch,emical weai>ons in a:ny 
BrllJed conflict in any circumstances, regard less of whethe,f ,they are .~j;i.fs .~9 the 
Gene-va Protocol. We believe that the work of Contact Group C· has .tr:fecl to address ... . 0.. . ~ • ~ {". ~ . 

this' ··problelll, and we hope that all delegations will consider care:f:ttllY ~:ut:fn8'. the 
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recess the type of approach outlined in the Contact Group ' s report. We should come 
back next yeax ready to come to grips with this problem, on which "'e seem close to 
reaching agreement . 

Under Mr. Lundin ' s able guidance, Contact Group D also produced some very useful 
results on definitions, although my delegation was disappointed at the unwillingness 
of some delegations to become engaged in a serious discussion of a possible 
list or lists of key precursors. The report, nevertheless, contains much food for 
thought , not least in the area in which my delegation has taken a . special interest , 
the verification of the non- production of chemical weapons. Delegations will by now 
have seen the working paper my delegation has tabled, showing the information we have 
so far received, from other delegations to the Committee on Disarmament, and also 

... . frqm non- member States, on the production levels of the key precursors listed in our 
earlier ,paper CD/353· 'vie would very much welcome further information in this. area 
from 9ther delegations, and \oTe hope that at the beginning of the next session such 
i nfo+mation will be forthcoming. It is perhaps too early to draw any firm 
conclusions .from the information received , but the results to date, recorded in 
the revised table , suggest that the procedures we have proposed in CD/353 would 
affect only a relatively small number of factories in the world. While delegations 
are holding discussions with their chemical industries on the question of .civil 
production, we would like to suggest that they should also inquire about any 
production of super- toxic lethal compounds for civil uses . We would expec~ such uses 
to be extremely limited , because the very high toxicity of these compounds makes 
them difficult to handle. This information would help us to assess more clearly the 
practicality of proposals already on the table for limitations on the production of 
these .compounds for civil purposes, and to enable us to see whether other means of 
verifying their production for civil purposes could be devised • . 

In this connection, Mr. Chairman, I listened with interest to the statement on 
chemical weapons made at our last plenary meeting on 18 August by the distinguished 
repr esentative of the Soviet Union; I should like to make some prel iminary comments 
on some of .the points he made. ~~ delegation welcomes the agreement by the 
Soviet Union to include in the future convention a provision for a declaration 
within 30 days of stocks of chemical warfare .agents and munitions specifYing the 
relevant chemical names and toxicities. A requirement for full detailed declaration 
of stocks immediately after the convention comes into force will contribut~ to the. 
confidence that will be needed to enable States to ratify the convention, and to 
sustain it during the long transitional period of 10 years proposed for the 
destruction of stocks . 

Unfortunately, however,. the reverse is true of the Soviet proposal that parties 
to the convention should only be required to start the elimination of facilities for 
chemical weapons production eight years after the convention comes into force . If 
we have understood their proposal correctly, the declaration of the location of 
production facilities would not necessarily be required until a year later, that is 
t o say, nine years after entry into force. During these long periods other parties 
to the convention would seem to have no assurance that chemical warfare agents were 
not being produced at these unknown locations . MY delegation finds this position 
hard to square with the proposal of the German Democratic Republic, suppor~ed by the 
Soviet Union, that the destruction of plants for the producti on of binary weapons 
spould begin within six months, and be completed within two years after the 
convention ent.e:r:s into force. The components of binary weapons are necessarily 
immediate precUrsors i n the synthesis of the super- toxic agents they are designed 
to generate; and, in at least some cases , they are also precursors in the normal 
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route for their synthesis_" It seems to my d_~egation , therefore, illogical that 
plants for_ the production .of these compounds: -should be treated cifferently according to 
whetbar the ,final product· is a binary chemical --.~apon, or a chemical weapon in which 
the agent i s preforme<J . 1:f the periods of six months and two years a.re: appropriate in 
the fQrmer case, · they . ~uld , seem also to be appropriat e in the latter-. M.Y dtHegation 
~s ,with the ::Soviet vie'!'.· t hat the declaration and destruction of production 
facilities, and the verj:.fication to provide sufficient confidence to other parties 
that tha,y have been eliminated , require further considerat ion. 

I W!lB disappointed that the distinguished representative· of the Soviet Union was 
unable .to give further clarificati on o£ his Government's -proposal for international 
inspection of the d~struction of st.oclcpiles on a quota basis . tV delegation. has 
always .taade it plaip:.tha.t we are fully prepared to ·give careful considerati on to the 
ideas of other delegatiorJ.s , and to worlc together to find mutually acceptable 
solutions to the problel!ls wtrioh remain in ou.r n~tiations; but it is difficult t o 
work for such solutions when one has no mo;oe. -tilan ·a .general concept of the pos:i, tion 
of other delegations . If we had a clearer i ,oea of what is meant by inspect ion on a 
quo·ta basis, and by the new ~oviet idea of •8 differ~ti'attld approach to verification 
of destruction of stocks, thtm we would be -able· to see vhe:t;her a solution could be 
founO to this important queation. MY delegation ·the~e£ore hopes that at the 
beginni:ng of the next sessi on we shall hear in detail how these -approachae to .. the 
verification of destruction of stockpiles ....ould be put into practice. 'Without such 
clarifications , furt}ler progress in this area will be difficult . 

Finally, I should t:ik~ · t~ turn to an important general point.• ~ 'l'b~..:verHication 
regime of the convention, taken as a whole, will need to provi~e su~fici~t 
confidence to potential parties that its provisions will be strictly observed; in 
the first place to enable it to enter into force at all; and then to sustain it , 
tbr.ough the exceptionally long transitional period of 10 year.s , and ther eafter o~ . a . 
permanent basis . I eay, "taken as a· -whole" , because· t~e confidence among pa:rt~es 
ap,.d ?Otential parties, that the verification provides ~hem wit h an adequate degree of 
assurance , that the convention is being fully respected , will need to be built up 
from several interdependent elements. One eiement of primary importance must be 
provision for a system of verification by challe~, which 'Would also provide a 
reliable recourse to States which are suspicious or dissatisfied about the 
implementation of the convention by other parties. Neve_rtheless, we see a _ risk t hat 
the repeated use of ~hallenge could create a climate of distrust , and thus undermine 
the very confidence which is eo important for the continued life of the convention. 
It seeme to us, therefore to be vital "tbat the convention should in addition, 
include a system of routine inspections which would not involve any element of 
suspici on or accusation, but would take the weight off the ultimate safety- net of 
veri~ication by challe~. As my delegation has already indicated in its working 
paper aD/353, we believe that the sys'tes~~ of routine verification should comprise 
four dietinct elemental 

Verif~cation of the destruction of sto~~ ; 

Verification of the destruction of production· facilities; 

Moni tp~i.Jlg of production of super-t oxic chemical agents for parmi tted 
purposes ; and 

Verification of non~production ~fchemical weapons. 
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I have already reviewed the substantive discussion · that 'has taken place this 
year on the first ana last of these elements , i.e. ·the verification of destruction of 
stocks and the veri fication -of non- production of chemical weapons; but we have not 
reached any conclusions and a great deal more needs to be done. We have not yet 
seriously tackled :either of the other-: two ele~nts. Obviously·, if the Convention is 
to permit the production and retention of small quantities of super- toxic substances 
for protective purposes , this will nave to be subject to stringent internatiortai 
control to ensure that ~his· exception is not abused . -Perhaps· even more .important to 
confidence in the Conve~tion will be the provision of adequate assurances that the 
existing facilities for the production of chemical weapons , and the super- toxic 
compounds that go into ·them, have ·been definitively eliminated and cannot be used . 
secretly to rep1enish stocks that have been ostentatiously destroyed . These 
four elements , along with the element of verification by challenge, will ultimatelY 
need to be ' 'oonsidered together , because they will, together, be needed to build up 
and _sustain .thel2quired level of confidence in the convention that we are 
negOtiating. As confidence is indivisible, so -we must look very carefully at the 
ve+ification regime as a whole. MY delegation hopes that this will be the priority 
task of tne Chemical Weapons Working Group at. the beginning of our next session. 
MY delegation will give careful thought to these problems dvring the recess, and we 
hope that all other interested delegations will come baCk in February with 
comprehensive instructions to enable us to make rapid p;rogress in this area, whic_h 
will be of decisive importan7e to the suecess .of our joint endeavours. 

Mr. , EL REEDY (~t) : The Group of 21 wishes to state ~ its . views regarding the 
question of the establishment_ of_ ·a~ ad. hoc working group on item 7, "Prevention of an 
arms race in <;:>uter space"! · 

Throughout the 1982 and 1983 sessions , the Group of 21 has consistently 
mai_ntained that the establishment. of such ail ad hoc working group with an appropriate 
-mandate offers the only practical course f.o_r the_ Committee to -fulfil its · 
responsibility under. thfs item. It was in this spirit that the Group of 21 proposed 
during the 1982 session the following draft mandate for the proposed ad hoc working 
group, as . contained in CD/ 329 : . · · -

J, • "Reaffirtl!ing the principle that out~r space-- the common heritage of: · 
··· mankind - - shquld ·be preserved exclusi ve+y for peac'e~l purposes, a:rid in order 

·to prevent the extension of an arms race to outer space, and p:rohibi t i ·ts use 
for hostile purposes; the Committee on Disarmament decides to establish an 
4d Roc· Working Group to undertake negotiations for th~ conclusicm of an 
agreement/or agreements - - as app;ropriate -- to prevent an arms race in outer 
space in all its aspects . The Ad Hoc -Working Group will take into· account 
all existing proposals and fUture initiatives and report on the progress of · 
its work to the Committee on Disarmament". . · . 1 · 

At its thirty- seventh session, ~he General Assembly adopted by an overwhelming 
Jllajori ty resolutions 37/8 3 and 37/98, in \-Thich the Assembly specifically requested 
the Committee to establish an ad hoc working group to negotiate an agreement or 
agreements aimed at preventing an arms ·race 'in outei- 'space. 

It may be observed from the pat'tern of voting in the General Assembly at its 
thirty- seventh session, that no Member State voted against the establishment of an 
ad hoc working group with su9h .a mandate. This was in consonance with the Final 
Document of the first special session 'of the General assembly devoted· to disarmament, 
which stated in paragraph 80 that: 

"In order to prevent an arms race in outer space, further measures should 
be taken and appropriate international negotiations be held in accordance with 



(Mr. E1 Reedy, Emt) 

the spirit of the Tre&ty on Principles Governing the Ac'tcivitiee of States in the 
;Exploration and Use of OUter Space , includ~ the Moon and other Celestial Bodies". 

During the 1983 session of the Committee , consultations were held under the 
auspices o'f the,.. Chairman with a view to reao~ ·a consensus on a mandate for the 
ad hoo wrldng group. In tliese consultations 'the Group of 21 was oonfl'onted by a 
poei tion consistently held by members of the Western group, which sought to restrict 
the mandate of the proposed ad hoc wrld..ng group to identifying "througn .substantive 
examinlt.tion, issues relevant to the prevention of an arms race in outer spaoe11 . : while 
the ~up of 21 expressed its readiness to accept sucn a task, as a necessary initial ,. . 
st889 in the work of the ad boo. wrki.ng group, it maintained tha:t the mandate should 
spell ·out the ultimate object1ve of the ad hoc wrlcing group, namely to reach ·an 
~ement or agreements aimed at preventing an arms race in outer· space, as 
specificallY requested by the General Assembly. The Group of 21 .still displayed 
flexibility and showed willingness to accommodate the States in question. 

To this end , it submitted various alternative drafts and proposed amendments to 
the draft mandatee submitted during the informal consultations. For example, on 
1 Aug\let 198 3,' it proposed the following draft msndatea 

"Ih discharging its responsibilities as the single multilateral disarmament · 
negotiating forum in ac<lordance with paragraph 120 of· the Firial Document of ·the -
first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disa£mament, the 
'?<l~i>ttee on Disarmament decides to establish an M Roo Worlcing Group under 
iiem 7 of ita agenda entitled 'Prevention of an. arms race in outer space ' . 

"In carr;yi.ng out its task, the Ad Hoc Work:f.ng Group will take into account 
all existing proposals and future initiatives , and - in the first .'instance - 
identii'y, t ·hrou.gh substantive exa.mination, issues relevant to the conclusion of -
an agreement or agreements aimed at preventing an arms 'race in outer space, ana 
report on the progress of it-s work to the COmmittee on Disarmament . " 

~· the last round of consultations, the draft mandate contained in document CD/413 
was submitted by its authors for consideration. The Group of 21 , ~ a fu-rther attempt · 
to reach an agreed mandate , proposed to amend the second paragra,ph of the proposed 
mannate eo as to read 86 follows: 

"The Committee requests the Ad Hoc Woncing Group to identi.fy,in the. firstpart. 
of ite 1984 scssion, through substantive examination, · issues relevant to the 
preventi on or an arms race in outer st>ace" (the underlined words constitute the 
amendment proposed by the Group of 21). 

Such a formula would, if accepted , have led to the establiellm.ent of an ad hoc 
wo:dcing grou.p, and allowed it to carry out the task of identifying issues relevant to 
an arms race in outer space during the first half of the session. Following this , the 
Colllllli ttee would be in a position to review the situation and hopefully be able to agree 
on the. substantive mandate of the ad hoc working group. To the deep regret of the 
Group of 21, this proposal, 100derate as it is, was not accepted by the authors of 
document CD/ 413, 'Who have proceeded with the formal introduction of their proposal as 
a draft mandate for the ad hoc wox:king group. 

The Group of 21 feels it necessary to put on record these developments , about 
which it wiehes to express. its deep disappointment. The Group of 21 considers the 
Jll8ll'1ate contained in GD/413 as .inadequate,, since it failed to fifpell out · the objective 
to be reached by the ad hoc worlcing group , namely , the negotiation of an ag:teement Ol: 

agreements aimed at the prevention of an arms r ace in outer space. 



fJD/PV.236 
24 

(l-fr. El Reedy, Egypt) 

... lflll3 Group of 21 believes that the absence· of · a time-Umi;t in tha li:landate proposed 
in c:D/413 .1uay.onq :pl\mge the proposed · ad· hoc }IOrk:ing g';roup into unnecessarily 
prolonged discussions. on a number of unspecified issues. . . . .. . .- . _. , ,, r ~ .. ; . . . . :.. , '. · ... 

: ."~vj~th~f.~~i:J,, . . ~ .viev o,r .. the urgent need of initiating ac~;i.on in co!lhcction:.with 
the ~a.~ pi' .. ;p,~,ev~mtlll8' an a+Jils.:.race in oute~ space, the Group has d~cided not .. t~ ·~--···. 
p::r;eV,ent. the adoption of CD/413,; if all other groups are willing tp accept it • .. s:v 

• ' .j ' t · . 

• ! .. • , , .. r • • ! ;' • • • · •. , '. · ' 

. . . Iii suqh, a ·· ·c~!'!e, . th'e ~emb~rs qf the G;roup of 21 ~ould .participate in tl}.~ ad hoc 
'f?~~ ~~up. to)! _cst~bl,ished, o~ ~}1e understanding tha~ .:its man~ate constit'!~es . . 
OhJ:Y. ·~ ;J;~ti~ e:-'!i~g'()l· 'Phe G:t:oup of 21 .would , therefore~ z:eserve 1.ts rigl}.t t~ :.rai~e , 
th·e queatl~~( a~ a:ey .time ~ .. in a:ny w,umer it deems appropriate , in .the ligh~ .of .the · 
cours-e· of d £.s.cusE!ion i,n the ad hoc 'vo#ctng group, and ). t would jhen .ask the dql!lll)i t-:t;ea 
on Disar.ma.ment· ·to . fulfil . its responsibility: in· providing the ad ·hoc. workir;tg · gl:'9UP w~ th 
an adequate ·~~~e. · . ·.. . · 

This is the last time I shall be addressing the Committee on Disarmamen~ since my 
turn ·6! ·dut1. i~ d'i:u~· .to ~nd in a fe"' 'weeks • . IV successor, .Ani~asaador Saa~.}~a ·: Farargi, 
is not 'new t6 · tne ··field · o.f disanament. .He was a delegate to the i'il;st Committee from 
1973 to 1977, RapporteUr to th~ committee "on tne 'review of the r~l€ of the United Nations 
~.n ~isarmamen~, . a~ well as Rapporteur of the Preparatory Committee .f~r the . .First Special 
Ses~'i6n devoted to Disarmament, in 1976 and 1977 respectively. ·He was also consultant 
n),: .-the United· Nations Disarmament Cent.re in 1978.. · · · · · · · ' 

.. . •• • • ' , , ; , • t ' .• ·, , • • 1 

.As i'or myself, I shall' ren:ain .in to.uch wi.th United. Na,tions wo:r:k on disa:cin:a.ment, in 
ley new ·capacity as :Director-General of the Department of tntenuitioruil Organi·zations. 

: · :··· f::fn' a p"ersonai note , I ~.st. say· that· I have tlioroughly enjoyed 'rily work ·d·uring the 
p~at· three.. sessi~ns ill the Committe.~; . I have be,en pa;r~icularly imp~~~sed by the 
ixrtellectu~l quality and professioru!l excellence of · :tepr~senta,tion in the Committee. I 
~ a·l.ed enjoyed. .the courtesy and i;luman ·wart!lth of ley colleagues. ~, . . . . . . . 
.. . ; ... ~e ~ailure of the, Committee ~o make apy m~ani.ng.f-ul <!Chi~vement cannot .. in ~ way 
be• at~ribut.ed to any lack of devotJ,on or comp~tence on ~he part of the Conmu.ttee. On 
't1ie'· contr.ai:y, ·'the Cqrom t tee has been i'Unctiqnihg with 'zeal ai:la en:tliusiaam·, a es~it·e· the 
adverse iniernational political realities which ar.e ~he ' sole cause of the absenp·e of·, 
progress in the field of disarmament . In these circumstances , it becomes vital £o:t ·t>ne 
t<? ~e~ ~ ray of hope; one may find this in the ever-growing public awareness of the 

:.per-i.i:s. 'i.rihe~nt in the present arms .race and its possible consequences • . ~t us hope 
that the uri.ivers a•l .· demand ·rol-: :aisannament,. .as manifested among ·aH the·, peoples. 9f the 
world, will ultimately be translated · into. co'norete achi·ev:ements, that can indee.d free 
this generation and generations to come fro.m the fear of' nuclear war and global 
confl~~tioli. l.et .. us hope that tnan 1 s wisdom will, 'Ultimately prevail. over Qis greed, 
a~d :i.that -,his instinct: for s.elf-preservation will p:revaii over . the f()~ces he hims~lf 
_}:lea- unleashed fior s&lf-destruction. · 

' 
. !n conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I wis.h to. thapk . all my colleagues. in the Committe~ 

for their full cd-operation-. ·. I also. ·:~ish :to ' t'liailk"'""Mr. Jai.I>al .foi: bis· inv(\].uable r6le 
and advice, together with all his staf~, . as well as ~~e interp;~ters •. I ·~~sh. them all 
the very best . . · .. 

. The ·CHAIRMAN·· (translated · from Spanish 1 ·r thank the r epresentative· ~{·E.giPt :t:or 
b,.is ... statement' ani! wis : o expr ess t6·'hihl .'on b~iialf 6:£ the .ColliiJlitte~f our eiiieereat·· · .'. 
grat-i.fude · for the .l.mpqr~an:'!i and o~tstandi.ng · ~otitr'ftiutiorl. he has made to ~M1f negotiation 
body on ' disarmament . · I ·am sure that we shall all iem·em'bei-with. great gratitude this · . ~. . . . . . ' . . . ·~~ ~ 
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contribution by Ambassador El Reedy, as well as his diplomatic and personal qualities. 
We hope that in.- bis new post he will · etljoy, the same suc.cess an.d JD&ke the same kind of· 
contribution as he· haa made to disariDalllEmt . 

I now give the floor to the representative of the United States, Mr. Busby • . 

Mr: BUSBY (United States of America) : Mr . Chairman, before beginning m:r st~tement 
allow me to take this' opportunity t6 express T1fY" delegation's appreciation for the' 
dedication ana hard . wol:k displayed throughout the session by the tl:iree Working G:i-cmp ' 
Chairmen, whose reports we have adopted today. ~bassador Rose, Ambassador Lidgard 
and Alllbas.s~dor Garci~ Robles. I might observe that , with regard to the worlc of the 
Working Group on the·· Comprehensive Prog!.'amme of Dise.rtri:'.JT!en+. : and in particular 
document CD/415, the ~ubstanti ve exchange that we heard this mort).i1;1g in connection 
wi:t-b· its adoption makes the remarks of Chairman Garcia Robles regaiX11ng the c}l.aracte.r 
of :the draft tex't all the more relevant . Its tentative nature is not·; in rtiY opinion, 
a denigre.tion of his efforts but rather it~ very existence is a tribute to' his 'abiiity. 

I would also like to associate my delegation, Sir, with your own remarks .in· 
welcomillg the· distinguished Ambassador of China to our Group and wi tl?, th~ fond farewell 
that you have given to Ambassador Onkelinx and Anlbassador El Reedy. In ~ddi tion, I 
would like to thank Ambass<:.dor Ekeus for the kind words he addressed to me p~re.qnally 
and indeed take this occasion to el."P1'ess my own ~stitude to other· distj,.~ished 
colleagues who have in pl:'evious meetings commented favourably on rtfY own modest efforts 
this year. They are remarks which a:t:e certainly sincerely appreciated. 

It is again time to review the work o:t' the Committee t to see what we have 
acoompl;shed, and where we ha:ve fallen short , duri~ this session. 

'., 
T~day ,- ·:r_ \nteq.d to speak only about the Commit tee 1 a efforts to ban chemical 

weapons . ~ -~legation ' s views on tbe other areas of the Committee 1 s wo*. . ~ilLb~ 
:presented at the next plenary meeting. I would like to offer some gener~ qo~~:~~Qeata on 
the Committee 1 s work on chemical weapons. in 1983, then comment on some rec~nt - · , 
statements made by other delegations, and ;finally advance some ideas about nerl , ;year. 

Let me begin with some gen.eral :t:emarks. The results of the 198 3 session in the 
chemical w9apons field have been meagre and q,uite di sappointing to T1fY" d~l~ti~.· 
Tlds· ie true despite the best efforts of the Chairman o.f the Working G:r;o~p on C~emica:l 
Weapons 7 Ambassador McPhail, and a number of other delegations, including. my own •. 

The accomplishmer; ts of 198 3 lie largely in thn. realm of better organization of 
work. For this we all owe a great deal to .Ambassador McPhail. Under hi:s leadersh;ip 
the tendency toward :fragmentation of the discussions has be~n reversed . The ·Go_.,ttee 
has been able to deal comprehensively with key problem areas and to consolidate;~W()rk 
on related issues of scope; declarati0ri.' and veri;fication in each area . Furthermore, 
for the :first time the Commi'iitee has an agreed document which .records the areas of 
converg.ence and divergence and can -thus serve as a gener all y accepted basis for 
future work. 

Certainly, usef11l and important 'wonc;·has been carried out by the four contact. ,, 
groups as well. VIe very much appreciate the efforts of the contact group 
co-o~dinators . Some progress vas made in crystall~zing and recording convergence 
-whe1:a it previ ously exi.s<;ed ot1ly .~n nascent form. However, except i n the area of non
use of chemical weapons , little headway was made in finding mutually acceptable 
solutions to unresolved issues . It is notable that delegations which have held strong 
views on the non-use issue have displayed a spirit of co-operation and flexibility to 
enable progress to be made . We hope t hi s spirit wil l continue and that remaining 
issues in thi s area , as well as other.s, can be resolved. 
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Having Po;inted to these positive aspects of our wor~.c, I must admit a:t this:· 'point 
that my d'elegation is, hOwever, somewhat frustrated . We shared the general optimism 
that existed at the beginning of the 1983 session, · when it was widely believed that 
great things were possible . Our Vice-President visited the Committee, and we 
introduced a comprehensive ·document designed to help intensify the work of the 
Committee . Later we introduced another major paper and brought a number of experts 
to ~.neva. We participated actively and constructively .in the deliberations. And yet , 
an ·effective ban is not much closer today than it was a year ago . We should · · _. 
determine. the factors which may be responsible for this lack of progress. 

:Nost .importantly; some key dt\l·legations have not been suf.ficiently prepared pr '·.· 
willing to take an active part in discussion of some of the main issues. This · ~<wt .. , 
has been pointed out eloquently in recent statements by the delegations qf the . . ·. ·. 
Federal Republic of Germany and the Neth,erlands and today the distinguished ·: ' 
Ambassador of the United Kingdom. My delegation is also deeply concerned about this 
'develo·proent . In o.rder to negotiate; delegati'ons must· know each other's views . 

~. . 
.For our part., we note there has as yet been no detailed reaction by certain key 

delegations to elther of the major papers we have put forward .this year. Nor . . has 
there been any detailed ~sponse t .o .the important propos.als made by the . 
Fede.ral .Republic of Germany ··in docillnent CD/.326 ru1d the United Kingdom in 
document CD/353. Only :i'n the l~st' week , when the· work of the contact ·group on 

. ,stockpiles hc'l.d been· c·ompl:eted , ·did · the Soviet dEl legation beg:i:n to clarify for the · .; 
· 'C'omni.i ttee its ·proposai fo-r :·v.erification :o·f · stockpile destruction by ins'pection on . 

"- quota basis. It' -' mu.l::it ·:Oe xeine·mbe:i:ed' that they made this propOsal ov'er a year ago , 
and questions about it have been on the table ever since. 

. ·, . . . : : :' .. . .· ~ ..... ... ,. .. ' ... 

Furthermore , mi :del~ib.ti6ri cannot understand why the Soviet deiega.tion, wh:i."ch 
ardently pr.ofe.sses its interest in .completing a convention as soon as .possible, 
re~s·e'~ ·:·t6 .. discuss the. ··subject of.:cheniical weapons productiol'). and filling facilities • 

.. . When ~.lie Worlcing Grou.p 'took up thi.Q i~sue , that delegation remained tot·aily sil:erit , 
neither presenting· its own positiqn nor responding. to· questions from others. The 
sta~ement of the Soviet delegation on 18 August made qUite clear the~r view that this 
subject should no+. even be discussed until all other issues have been resolv'ed. · 
We do not see how such an attitude can help accelerate the Committee's work . 

. ~oreover, a hard.ening of the Soviet poai tion has been quite noticeable in the ·. 
last few Heeks. We ' have discovered that matters thought to be agreed, for example, 
in Contac.t Groups B cmd D, are apparently no longer acceptable to the delegation of 
the Soviet Union. 

Hy delegation is also very disturbed about the failu.re of the Committee to 
re.:.establish the Chemical Weapons Working Group promptly at the' beginning of the 
1983 session. Natters totally irrelevant to the \'TOrlc on a Chemical Weapons ban 
were allowed to intrude . Two months of potential work were lost. This must not be 
allowed to hap·pen again. 

In addition , we are concerned that at this session there was a proliferation 
of meetings , and increasing formality took the place of a more productive form of 
worlc. To some extent "'e seem to· be· substi tu.ting the appearance of activity for 
real negotiation. 
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Let me now say· a few words regarding the assertion of the Soviet delegation on 
18 August· that somehow my own delegation has been holding up progrese. 

Contrary to the assertions of the Soviet delegation, the lack of progress is 
not due to Uni. ted States plans to produce binary chem~cal weapons . l.fy delegation 
has fully explained the reasons for this inter im measure to protect its national 
secur ity in the absence .of an effective agreement. We have welco~ed discussions 

. em our mode:mi2;a.-ti :n programme and have gone to great lengths to ensure . that our 
:own proposals 1nclude PJ:'9Visions to ensure that binary weapons are completely 
covered by thi'" ban,. inclu.dl.ng the verification aspects. The . Uni. ted States has 
observed ·a ooratoritim on chemical weapons production for 14 years. Can the 
distingitished :re·presentati ve of the Soviet·. Union say the same for his country? 
We have made it qUite plain that, rather than producing chemical weapons, \-le would 
·prefer a sound agreement and we are willing to work hard to achieve it. It 11¥1Y be , 
as the Soviet rep:res~ntative said on 18 August , that the Chemical Weapons . 
negotiations will be killed. But I ·can assure you it will not be the Uni. ted States 
delegation that kills them. 

ln this connection my _delegation deplores the u~seemly ad hominem attack o~ 
the Vice- President of the Uni. ted States made i:rq. the recent Soviet plenary statement. 
Such remarks do not belong in the ·c~ 1;tee .•. _.1· hope they Will not be repeat~d. 

Furthermore, the problem is not a lack of willingness on the part of the 
United States dele~tion to meet Soviet concerns about the intrusiveness of on- site 
inapect;.l,on of stockpile destru:ction. The ulri ted States Working Paper of 
5 July (CD/387) includes several important new elements for just this purpose .. We 
now recogni-z:e the importan~e of oo-<>peration between national ·~ international 
peraonnel. We ~ now prepared to uae data @3nerated during routine facility 
operat'iona ~fq-r verification -purposes. We have agreed that efforts must ·be made to 
minimize interfe-rertce with the operation of a destrqction facility. And, we are 
now prepared to restrict verification to the actual ,destruction step. In ou~ view, 
these important steps to satisfy Soviet concerns seem to have been ignored by 
that delegation. 

llor is the lack of progress due to United States reluctance to draft···· 
treaty texts . Drafting of treaty texts cannot proceed any faster than resolutiotl' 
of key issues. Wh;ile drafting can sometimes help clarify issues, in this case· the 
issues have 'been clear ~or several years . My dele·gation 1 s concerns about beginni_ng 
to draft treaty texts at this stage have been explained pre'1iously, and I need 
not repeat them today.· I would only r;ay that ·these concerns hav·e been heightened 
by ~evelopments in Contact Group A, which dealt with stockpile-related issu~a. In 
that group diafting of treaty texts on minor questions was substituted for efforts 
to resolve key q,uestion8. 

I : now want to respotld to a number of the substantive suggeeti,ons made in 
the Soviet plenary statement on 18 August. 

My delegation recognizes the generally constructive nature of the Soviet 
remarks on various substantive issues related to .chemical weapons stockpiles. 
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We welcome Soviet willingness to provide a detailed declaration of the content s 
of stockpiles , along the lines advocated by a majority of delegations, including 
my own. It is to be hoped that the remaining unagreed points can be quickly 
resolved. 

We also welcome the Soviet proposal for the establishment of s·pecial storage 
sites at stockpile destruction facilities and for the monitoring of these s i tes by 
systematic inte1national on- site inspection on a quota basis. In this connection, 
we 'would like to ask the Soviet delegation to clarify which stocks would be located 
at the special storage sites. In addition, would all stocks be moved to these 
locations promptly after entry into force? Or would the special' storage sites. 
contain only some of the stocks at any given time, for example, those stocks to be 
destroyed in the next stage of the schedule for stockpile destruction? 

vle also listened with interest to the explanation of the Soviet concept of 
inspection on a quota basis. for stockpile destruction, particularly the criteria 
which were giv.en. As outlined in the United States Working Paper GD/38.7 , our 
conclusions are different . But the criteria on which the United States conclusions 
are based are similar. For us a major problem with the Soviet approach is. that the 
actual level of ·-veri-fication woul<i not b!'l known until after entry into forpe, We 
are being asked to undertake a commitment to disarm without having an agreement on 
verification levels. \-le wou.ld expect tli.e Soviet delegation to take this concern 
into account. 

· On the other hand, the proposals to sip.gle out binary chemical \.,eapons stocks 
and production facilities for specially severe treatment seem to my delegation 
to be ·extraordinarily one- sided. They can only be seen as efforts to preserve 
Soviet Chemical Weapons capabilities \.,rhile eliminating those of the United States. 
What else is one to think of the Soviet proposal whose effect "'ould be to eliminate 
totally United States binary production facilities within two years after entry 
into force and not even to begin eliminat~on of Soviet Chemical Weapons production 
facilities until eight years after entry into force? Su.rely the Soviet delegation 
recognizes that such proposals cannot advance the work of the Connni ttee. · 

I promised to make some su.ggestions for making the Committee 1 s work more 
productive next year. 

Clearly, it will be essential for delegat~ons to come with instructions which 
will enable them to negotiate on all of the issues. We think that the five-months 
recess should provide adequate time for thorou.g:h. preparation, 

We believe tbk~t th~ working group should be· re- established promptly when the 
Committee -on Disarmament reconvenes, regardless of the status of other procedural 
issues and other wo:rldng groups. vlork on a chemical weapons ban must not be held 
hostage to dispu.tes over unrelated issues.. We mu.st not repeat the sad experience 
of this session. 

In our view the Working Group must next year try to come to grips with each of 
the four maj.or problem areas: scope of prohibition, inclu9.ing non- use; stockpiles; 
chemical weapons production facilities; and non- production of chemical weapons , 
particularly in the chemical industry. We would favour continuing the type of 
broadly based contact grou.ps instituted in 1983. The :record of the negotiations 
pre·pared under the leadership of Amba~sador McPhail, and the reports of the 1982 and 
1983 Contact Groups should be the starting- point for this work . 
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I noted earlier the problems of proliferation of. meetings and of increasing 
formality of meetings. It may be that having fewer meetings would facilitate 
progress by enabling delegations to focus their attention, rather than being 
compelled by circumstances to spread themselves -too thinly. We would also urge 
that greater use be made of pr~vate efforts by the co-ordinators of contact groups 
to clarify problems and develop solutions. Such consultations cannot and spould not 
become a subst~~~te f.Q;r._tb~LW{)l."k of the contact groups or ·tb!3 Worki~g · Group; but they 
may help to overcome obstacles to progress. 

Finally, as point~d - out by the Soviet delegation on ·l8 August, co~ideration 
needs to be given to how to make better use of the time available. We share that 
view and I would t9day like to introduce a formal initiative from the Unite·d States 
delegation designed to f~ilitate the Committee's work next year. 

As you know, my delegation attaches great importance to the efforts of the 
Committee on Disarmament to find a comm ·n approach to verification of the destruction 
of chemical -weapons stockpiles, which is one of the principal obstacles ·to agreement. 
The need to. resolve thie · a.'ssue as soon as possible has also been stressed recently 
by _the de.legations of the' Soviet Union, the Federal Republic of Germany, ~·:other 
me~9,er St:ates_. · · · · 

To help accelerate the negOtiations, the United States is today inviting 
membel' and observer delegations to participate in a workshop to be held at the 
United States ··chemical weapons- destruction facility at Tooele, ~tah. The wol."kshop, 
which is scheduled for mid-November, will prOvide a first-hand look at actual 
procedures used by the United States for destruction of chemical weapons. It is 
our intention that it will also provide a forum for discussion of various. l!le.ans of 
verifying destruction of chemical weapons. A working paper outlining the:· arrangements 
for the workshop· is being dis"tribu.ted today • 

. . 
In. addition .to- touring" the destruction facility and being briefed on its 

operations, participants wil1 also observe a mock on-site inspection exercise. That 
exercise will employ act~al ·equipment ~~~talled at the ~estruction facility. 

I would like to emphasize that the workshop will not be constructed solely as 
a platform for United States views. It will provide an opportunity for a wide~~ng 
discussion of. all pointe of view regarding verification of destruction. It could 
also provide an opportunity for discussion of other issues closely linked w~th 
stockpile destruction, including those raised in the Soviet plenary statement of 
18 August. To facilitate a balanced discussion we are inviting a number of 
delegations with particular interest and expertise in this field. to make 
presentations. 

We . ip.te.nd to circulate a more detailed agenda and \-teuld welcome- suggestions 
from delegations, with a vievt to making the workshop as useful as possible. 
Furthermore, we hope that other countri.es. with destruction facilities, including 
the Soviet Union, will also consider inviting delegations to their facilities. 

As we .end the ' 1983 session, I sense thit the frustration and disappointment 
I 

felt by my delegation are ~~d by others. But I also sense that we all share a 
common objective and: a desire -to achieve it as soon as poel:iible. I tru.st that 
delegations will return in 1984 resolved and prepared to make it a year of 
accomplishment. Uy delegation certainly will. 
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· The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish): I thank the repre~entative of the 
United States of America for his statement . 

Distinguished representatives, because of the hour and if there is no objection, 
I .shall suspend this plenary meeting until 3.30 p.m. this afternoon. 

The meeting was suspended at 1.05 p.m. and resumed at 3.30 p . m. 

The CHAIRMAN .(translated from SP§Ulish): vle shall now resume the 
236th plenary m~eting of the Committee on Disarmament . 

I would suggest that the Committee should hear the statements of those members 
who were unable to take the floor this morning. i accordingly give the floor to 
the representative c f India, His Excellency Ambassador Dubey • 

. Mr. DUBEY (India): Allow me first of all to say how P.leased my del~gation is 
to welcome in our midst the distinguished .Ambassador of China for Disarlliament. 
I extend to him the full co-operation of my delegation. We are going to" 'miss ·the 
distinguished Ambassador of Egypt from the next session of our Committee;. I would 
like to echo the tribute that you paid to him for the outstanding contribution that 
he has made "to the work of our Committee. The statement that ' he made this morning 
was an eloquent testimony to the untiring efforts that he has oeen ·making to se.e 
that some prog:ress is made in important areas in the field of disarmament. My 
delegation EO.nd I personally- "wish him great suc·cees in the new role that he is 
going to take up after going back to Cairo. 

Over five years ago, the General Assembly of the United Nations, in the 
first special session of its lcind, made an unprecedented declaration in the lorig 
history of mankind . It was a declaration made by consensus and without a single 
reservation, tb the effect that mankind was confronted with the unique threat of 
annihilation in the event of nuclear war. The General Assembly resolved; th~refore, 
tha.t the removal of the danger of nuclear Wftr was "the most acute and urgeh't task 
of the present day". 

The States Nembers of -the United lfations and, in particular~ thos-e of them 
that possessed . nuclear weapons, were required to submit to the Sec:::-eta:cy- General of 
the United Nations their -views and suggestion::; for the avo~dance of nuclear _ war~ · 
At its last session, the General Assembly adopted a resolution entitled "Prevention 
of nuclear war", requesting the Committee on Disarmament "to undertake, as a 
matter of highest priority, ' negotiations with a view to achieving agreement ,on 
appropriate and practical measures for the prevention of a nuclear war'' · Thi:s 
resolution of the General Assembly was also a consensus decision, as it should be, 
for it is designed to prevent a paramount danger through collective measures and 
action. -

-The mariner in which the Committee on -Disarmament has dealt with this 
extraordinary request of the General Assembly concerning the very survival of 
mankind haa been a source of the u.tmost regret and dismay. I am taking the floor 
today to give expression to this sense of dismay and to tell the sad story of how 
the Committee on Disarmament has been prevented from dealing with the most critical 
issue of concern to mankind. 
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We have before us the preliminary draft report of the Committee 
(Working Paper No . 103/Add_. l) on the item "Prevention of nuclear war" . This 
draft will certainly undergo several changes before it is adopted by the Committee. 
But its dismal conclusion will remain the same: and it is that because of the 
procedu.ral hurdles x~sed by a group of countries, the Committee on Disarmament , 
du.ring the entire .1983 session, failed to devote any serious attention to an issue 
affecting the very su.rvival of the human race. 

The subject, as my delegatiop, has had the opportunity of repeate-dly pointing 
out, derives its urgency from the realization Qy millions of people al~ over the 
world that human life and civilization,. as we know it, are !'aced today with an 
unprecedented threat arising from . the massive accu.m~ation of nuclear weapons . 
The Heads of State or Gove~ent of the non- aligned countries, representing more 
than two thirds of mankind, in their meeting in New Delhi earlier this year, ~choed 
in one voice the dreadful prospect of extinction of the human race when they said, 
"the greatest peril facing the world today is the threat to the eu.rviva], of m~ind 
from a nuclear war". ~t. ~a. lent an · added u.rgency to this all- perva(4.ng ccin9ern 
about human su.rvival is the present new r :.und of the nuclear arms race . ana the open 
talk in some nu.clea.r-weapoi:J.. States of actu.ally u.sing nu.clear weapons and winning a 
nu.clear war. 

It was the reflection of this concern that the non-aligned and · neutrai- nations 
in this Committee proposed in their working. paper CD/341 the inclusion in the 
agenda of a new item on the prevention of nu.clear war, and s~sted the most · .. 
appropriate modality, i.e., the establishment of an ad hoc world.ng group to carry 
out negotiations on this subject. The mandate for f!Uch an ad hoc working group 
was also put forward and the attention of the Committee was 4rawn t-o the eno:rmoue 
wealth of documentation and studies already available, on the baale of which 
negotiations could be undertaken in the proposed working group. · One would have .. 
thought that this was an obvious procedural requirement and would have been accepted 
as a matter of course without much lose of time. Considering that so much ground 
work had already been done, it was not unrealistic to hope that by the end of this 
session of the Committee, an ad hoc working group would have been set up and at 
least the phase of preliminary discussions leading to aptual negotiations would have 
been completed:. 

But the .innopuoue proposal of the non..;aligned and ~utral St.atee in the 
Committee was o-pposed for two months with the' sort of fanciful argument that one 
usually associates with a lawyer pleading a losing case. Eventually the proposed 
item was incorporated as a part of an ,already established item, bu.t this prolonged 
and entirely unnecessary exercise natu.rally made one sceptical about the commitment 
of some States to the preveption of nuclear war. · 

As though this delay was not enough of a farce, the rest of the annual session 
was devoted to an equally absu.rd and dialectic exercise on whether this negotiating 
body should undertake negotiations! The Committee was dragged into this kind 
of a futile exercise in spite of the fact that the very inclusion of the item on 
the agenda implied the commitment of the States members of the Committee to 
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negotiate on the subject. The mechanism cf an ad hoc working group was opposed in 
spite of the fac~ that· it is a \·tell- testae and generally accepted procedure adopted 
by' the Committee for handling negotiations on all the various issues before it . 

~11 kinds of lame excuses and far-fetched reasons were advanced for not agreeing 
to the establishment of an ad hoc working group. In spite of the supreme urgency 
of the question of the prevention of nuclear war, it was argued that the subject 
was not mature enough for proceeding airectly to negotiations. In the beginning, 
it was· stated that there was ju.st not an adequate number of concrete proposals on 
which negotiations could begin. Subsequ.ently, when concrete proposals started 
flowing in, H was pointed out. by the same countries that it would be necessary 
first to ciasslfy and sort out these ·proposals before starting the negotiating 
process, as though, classification and exploration of methods is itself not a part 
of the' negotiating process • 

. T6ward·s ~irtually the end of this session, these countries advanced the ingeni·ous 
and extraordinary' suggestion of informal meetings for structured discussions on the · 
prevention of nu.clear war. Mr. Chairman, my delegation would like to ask: why 
info:.:'IIlal meetings, where no records are kept, in the analytical exploration of the 
full scope of measures for preventing nuclear war? Why not a working group for the 
entire ·period of the <¥U1Ual session for precisely th~ same purpose? Does the 
surv'ival of mankind meri't, for some member States, no more at present than an 
indefinite number of informal meetings? 

The fact is tha-t the very suggestion of informal meetings reflects a desire · 
re~roly to d~bate rathe~ than to reach agreement through negotiations on a set of 
~asu.--:cs for the prevention of nuclear war. It is an attempt to play -with the 
s~bject rath~r than seriously deal with it. It is a clever device to convey a 
semblance of concern with a matter w~ch just cannot be ignored in view of the 
up~urge of pu.blic opinion in these countries , while pu.rsuing their dangerous doctrine 
of s~qt'..r.i ty through a balance of terror. 

. In spite of these considerations and in spite .. of the strong belief that the 
establishment of a working group was the most natural and logical way to proceed 
wlth this matter1 a large number of delegations, including my own, approached the 
su&e-estion for informal meetings during this year in a constructive spirit. We 
expressed our r9adiness to join in inform~l me~ting8 if these meetings wer-e to b~ 
followed by negotiations ~ from the next session in the only appropriate .subsidiary· 
body of the Committee, i.e ., a working group. A majority of the countries 
represented in the Committee accep+.ed this as a compromise in the hope that at least 
some useful discussion would take place in the Committee during this session and 
~ctual negotiations would commence from the next session. However, the other group 
of countries rejected this compromise also, for reasons that carried little 
conviction. 

The hollowness of the argument that l'.. series of infomal meetings were required 
for sifting suggestions and for analytical exploration, before the actual negotiations 
c0uld beGin, was exposed when the delegations making the suggestion refused to reach 
any underotanding on the creation of an ad hoc group even from the beginning of the 
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next seasio.n of the Cotmni. ttee. If any further proof was needed of their lack of 
seriousness and their :reluctance to negotiate purposefully, this was provided by 
the worldng ·paper contained in document GD/ 411, aubmi tted in the naJne of some of 
these countries. 

This working paper is the .most blatant travesty of the concern expressed by a 
large number of delegations in this Committee as well as the millions of conscientious 
people throughout the world on the grave issues of the i~pending and continuously 
growi~ threat of nuclear holocaust . This paper conf'uees the urgent task of the 
prevention, ·of nuclear war with everything under the sun even re100tely connected with 
the existence of differences or tensions among nations. . Tllis is a deliberate attempt 
to dif'tuae the issue of the prevention of nuclear war l>y in~:roducing into the 
discussion on the item every conceivable .subject ranging "1}.-om·'Articles of the 
United Nations Charte r to the :rules of international conduct, from var:i,ous doctrines 
of security to domestic legal reforms . We can go on discussi.ng this cluster of 
non- issues for several decades to come without coming to the main issue of the 
preventio~ of nucl ear war. . ... ·~ ·. 

While stating that these are non- issues in this context, u,y· .deleeation ·-doea not 
intend to minimize their importance. Ve are prepared to d.ieous£5 them in their proper 
context as we have do~e in the past. We, however, ref'use to b&.,enticed i nto a . 
repeti t1 ve exercise deliberately deaigned to divert us from our illlllediate conoern. 
The very first item suggested in the working paper presented by these· oountrie~ ia:· .. 
the assessment o·f the risk of nuclear war. This once again shows that, in spit e of . 
their baV:ing subscribed to a large rmmber of resolutions and decisions of the 
General Assembly to the effect that the <J.aneer of nucl ear war must be averted by 
all. means, these countries are persis ting wi. t h t he insane d.octriPe that tbe piling 
up of nuclear weapons and the escalation of the nuclear arms race need not pose a:ny 
threat or involve a:J.'o/ X'isks of the outbreak of a nuclear war. 

No military doctrine, no eecuri ty consideration, no prine·iples of the Cha.x-ter 
and no individual rights in a nation State can justify the continuation of a 
situation where this planet is living on borrowed time and where ma.bld.nd, with each 
passing day, is coming closer t o the sta.ee of total annihilation. 

A large ma.jori ty of the delegations i n t his Colllllli ttee have been waging a st~e 
in this Committee and in the General Assembly to avert that situation. Numerous 
fervent appeals have been receivod b y the Col!Ullittee from o~ people ft:Qm differe~t 
pa.rta of the world, ttrging the Collillli ttee t o get. on wit h the task of' negotiating 
pl'S.ctical measu.res for the prevention of nuclear wa.r. 'Wby then are· these few . States . 
bent upon holding the whole world hos tage to their d.angerous and ··illusory secu.rity 
doctrines? Is the prevention of nuclear war really agains t their national int~;res:t 
or security? 

As ii' the situation was not unreasonable enough, the same group of countries 
opposed even the idea o.t: the Chairman of the ColiDDi ttee an Diaa:rmameni; conducting . 
consultations prior to the coonnencement of the next aruiual session .on estfl.blishing 
a working group with an awropriate mandate. This is surely ·an ,ab.use of :-the rules 
of consensus, ·because under the :rules of p:rocedure the Chai:romn ;.s free to conduct 
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consultations on organizational matters. My delegation would insist tha~ _ the 
Chairman should not be prevented from carrying out his normal functions, and indeed 
we expect him to do so and to report on the results of his efforts to the next 
seseion as soon as it convenes. 

Mr. Chairman, this is the tale of frustration and dismay that we have to carry 
to ~he next session of the United Nations General Assembly. We have to bring to 
the attention of the General Assembly the systematic attempts to subvert the 
negotiating functions of the Committee on Disarmament; .: The ~Jle:J;al Assembly crumot 

·· allo\or this most critical issu.e before mankind tO. :stagnate in· ,the procedural quagmire 
of this Committee. It will either have to take effective measures for enabling 
the Committee to get on with the crucial task of negotiating measures for the 

·prevention of nuclear war, or make ita own arrangements for dealing with this issue 
of life and death for mankind. 

Hr. IJEWERE (Nigeria): Mr. Chairman, may I, on the occasion of my first 
~tervention in the plenary during the month of August congratulate you on the 

_ .. ~fficient manner in which you have discharged your responsibilities. Your country, 
Peru and Nigeria enjoy the best of friendly relationships as members of both the 
~roup of 77 and the non-aligned movement . On b~hal.f of my._ "delegation, I would also wish 
to thank Ambassador Ahmad of Pakistan for his successful chairmanship of the 
Committee during the month of July. vie welcoml:l to the Coa:mi ttee 
Ambassador Qian Jia Tong of China and look forward to working with him. We 
are, sad to say farewell to Ambassador McPhail of Canada, Ambassador Onkelinx of 
Belgium and Ambassador El Reedy of Egypt, whose companionship and wise counsel 
we shall miss . 

In my statement todey, I shall confine my comments to the following: 
.. (a) negotiations for a chemical weapons convention; (b) prevention of an anus race 
in outer space; (c) prevention of nuclear war; (d) effective measures to assure 
non-nuclear weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons; 
and (e) organizational matters . 

My delegation regrets to observe that the Committee, towards the end of the 
current session, has slid into the same gua.gmire of lack of pu.rpose and flexibility 
which was its lot at the begi.ruring of the 1983 session. The Committee has relapsed 
into a rather untoward complacency which is getting more and more ominous for our 
.t:u.ture work. We cannot hide our apprehensions ,.,hen we observe that our early hopes 
o.f a rapid elaboration of a Chemical Weapons convention are becoming more and more 
illusory as the major parties concerned continue to s tall negotiations on a future 
conventionthatwould constitute a. major breakthrough and inspire more fruitful 
efforts in disarmament negotiations 

The same sorry state of affairs can be discerned in our efforts so far on the 
11 prevention of an arms race in outer space 11

• Until now, agreement has not been 
reached on an acceptable mandate of a future working group whose principal objective 
would be to insulate ou.ter space from the eveXYiesta.bilizing arms race by reaching 
an agreement on a generally binding instrument that would ensure that outer space 
is preserved as a common heri ta.ge of mankind and not another arena of military 
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and ideological confrontati<;m. It is the belief' of' my delegation that , in spite 
of the major responsibility of the Superpowers with regard to outer apace, the 
subject remains a collective and multilateral one on which States share the 
reeponsibili ty to take appropriate measures . Pa.ra.graph 80 of the Final 'Document 
ampLy. de1110natrates thie , and I quote: 

"in orqer to prevent . an arms race in outer space, further measures should' 
be taken and appropriate international negotiations be held in acc.qrdance 
with the epiri t of the Treaty on :Princi plea Governing Outer Space, 
inclu~ the Moon and other Celestial :Bodies" . · 

The Nigerian delegation will therefore continue to urge the space Powers to 
harken to the collective voice of' peace- loving humanity and show much- needed 
flexibility with a view to implementing General Assembly reaolu~i~n 37 /~3 ,- ·adopted 
at its thirty-a~venth session, which requested the Committee on Disarmament ''to 
establish! en ad hoc woxicing group on the subject at the beginning' ot 'ita session
in 198;3., with a view to undert aking negotiations for tbe conclusion of an agreement 
or agreements , as appropriate , to prevent an arms race • •• in outer s1f>ace". 

It is for this reason that the Nigerian delegation took the initiative to 
work towards the establishment of a . contact group on the subject. While we 
appreciate the efforts on the part of all members of' the Committee in their response 
to the · eettingl-up of the contact group,. it is disappointing to note that we :a.l.'& 
not yet sure whether there will be an agreement on the mandate. The only redeeming 
featUre is that there are proposals to woxic on. 

On the question. of the "prevention of nuclear war, including o.ll related 
matters", consensus has so far eluded the Collliili ttee a s to how best to proceed on 
' this :9€enda item. In the. vi ew of the Nigerian delegation, the cessation of the 
nuclear arma race and nuclear disarmament, as called for in paragraph 50 of the 
Final Document, continues to be the most urgent priority issue of our time. Even 
though the Ni gerian delegation subscr ibed to the "via media" sugges~ed by the 
Grollp of' 21 towards the latter part of the current session - all with ·a view to 
recording some I!IOQ.icum of allccess within the Collliiii ttee - rega:i'd.ing t& holding · of 
a cluster of informal meetings, i t is our firm conviction that the objective •o£ s uch 
infonnal meetings should at the very outset be \-tell~efined, namely, the aetti.nB--up 
of a woxicing group on this subject early next session. This i s becaua·E!l we believe 
that a world.ng group offers the best guarantee of a proper handling of this crucial 
issue which touche.s on the very survival of' mankind. · · 

In my intervention on 23 March this year regarding the question of negative 
security guarantees 1 I reiterated the positi-on of my delegation· that nuclear
weapon States should give unconditional assurances to the non- nuclear-weapert States 
that have undertaken f'i;rn~ commitments not to develop, produce 6:t acqUire •'nu.clear 
weapens . We s till retain the belief that those countries outside the 
Non-Proliferation Treaty should be given conditional assurances regarding non
first use of nuclear weapons. 
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The possession of nuclear weapons by any State cons·ti tutes a grave threat to 
the security of non- nuclear-weapon States. As a non-nuclear-weapon State, we are 
concerned that nuclear- armed States may a t tempt to practice nucle:u- blackmail ; 
that is, to extort political concessions by threatening to use nuclear weapons 
in the event t~t these concessions are not granted. The possibility that non
nuclear-weapon States should feel so threatened a s to procure nuclear '-reapons of 
their own depends not only on the type of threat but also on its level. If non
nuclear-weapon States feel so threatened by existing or potential nuclear Powers 
as to consider developing weapons of their own, we feel it is only reasone.ble 
to reduce the incentive to proliferate by enhancing their s ense of security • 

.. My delegation notes with appreciation the open declarations made by two 
nuclear- weapon States not to be the first to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons. 
We urge all remaining_nuclear-weapon States to emulate the courage of . those · 
two States , especially the commitments contained in document crJ/278 ··of .· . · 
7 April 1982. In that document, one of the nuclear Powers concerned stated that 
it had already on its own i nitiative ru1d u.nilater~lly declared that ·at· no time 
and in no circumstances wou.ld it be the first to use nuclear weapons . 

In accordance ·with General Assembly resolution 36/95, which appeals to the 
nuclear- weapon States to demonstrate the necessary political will to reach 
agreement on a common approz.ch ''hich could be included in an international 
instrument of a legally binding character, it is the hope of my delegation that 
the nuclear-weapon States will consider the reasonable demands 
voiced by a great number of non- nuclear-weapon States and demonstrate genuinely 
and honestly their political will to shoulder their responsibilities with a view 
to ensuring progre$S in security assurances ne~tiations. 

:"'• 

My delegation naturally wants to see the strengthening of the non- proliferation 
regime. We who have undertaken the firm commi tu1ent not to develop or acquire 
nuclear weapons need not -only guarantees against nuclear blackmail but also a 
strong commi tm.ept from the nuclear- weapon States that they will not resort to 
nuclear war as a means of resolving conflicts. These assurances have to be legally 
binding and above all made with a deep sense of honesty and confidence .· 

We urge the States "'i th the biggest nuclear a rsenals to take the lee.d in 
reducing their nuclear weapons. It has been stated on several occasions that the 
theory of nuclear deterrence no longer holds; nor does thct of a retaliatory 
strike. The Superpowers should approach this question of security guarantees 
with all seriousness of purpose. '!'he vast majority of nw.nkind may not possess 
nuclear weapons , they may be poor and hWlgry, but they have a. right to life . 
And I think they h~.ve a right to be protected, or at least should be given the 
assurances that their right to security is recognized. 
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As a matter of fact, and as well expressed by my distinguished colleague, 
the .Ambassador of Bra:Z·il, in his statement of 9 AU8Ust 1983, "the whole question 
of the extension of negative security assurances must be seen as part and parcel 
of the conmii. tment to end the nuclear aims race nnd to achieve nuclear disarmament. 
There cari be no effective guarantee against the use or threat of use of nuclear 
weapons if the nuclear weapon States continue to cling to the notion that such 
weapons should be their exclusive and perpetual property, to the detriment of the 
security of all other countries", thus bringing about what we have termed 
"nuclear apa.;r1;he"id". 

On the eve of our summer recess, may I share with my distinguished colleagues 
a thought of Herr Willy Brandt as expressed in an article in a recent issue :.of 
the International Herald Tribune concerning the principle of common security? 
I quote: · 

"Although our ·· eastern neighb9urs belong to the other alliance and although 
they have a gove:rnmental and social system that we reject, WE CAN ONLY· 
SURVIVE TOGETHER WI'lH THEM". . 

Mr. Chairman, we do not know of any delegation around this table that would 
not share that well-informed view. I~ is a can to sanity. It is, therefore, a 
matter of particular concern to my delegation and, we believe, to most non-nuclear
weapon States, that neitter of the two major alliances ~vee adequate consideration 
to disarmament proposals submitted by the other. 

Our intention here is not to point accusing fill@:!rs at any ·one of the•·nuclea:r
weapon Pow:ers. We only wish, as we are winding u:p the 1983 session of .the 
Committee on Disarmament, to urge the Superpowers to exercise a willing · 
suspension of disbelief. We call on them as technolo"gical and military giants · 
not to let down the international community, which is looking up to them for 
viable initiatives on disarmament issues. 

Finally, I wish. to comment briefly on a matter of organizational interest. 
By April this year I was aware that I bad to be in Belgrade during the mo"nth of 
June as a member of my country's delegation to UNCTAD VI. I was also aware that 
it would be my delegation's turn to co-ordinate the activities of the Group of 21 
during the same month, as well as being the. Chairman of the Committee on 
Disarmament. In other words, I was expected to wear three hats at the same time 
during the month of June. In view of the excessive burden this implies, I felt 
that I could arrive at a suitable arrangement with my other colleagues who 
are my alphabetical neighbours in the Committee on Disarmament, that is, 
Pakistan and Peru. Fortunately, and in a spirit of co-operation, the two 
delegations, Pakistan and Peru, were prepared to swap places with me. However, 
the Ambassador of Pakistan had to be in Belgrade at the same time as me, so 
he could not take part in the arrangement. 
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I then approached the socretaria·~ about the agreement reached between the 
Peruvian delegation and the Nigerian delegation. I was surprised when the 
secretariat said it was not possible, giving the impression that the canon laws 
governing the· alphabetical rotation of chairmanshi·p were irumutable. I was surprised 
because I felt that the accident of the alp~abet, which is merely being used in 
order to retain an orQerly system of ro~ation, could not be so repressive in its 
effect as to work against a minor modification oi' procedure which could i10t 
possibly hurt anyone, especially '"here there is an agreement among those directly 
concerned. After all, administrative arrc~gements are made to simpli:fy the 
process of human in·lieraction; they a.:re not made to malce life unnecessarily 
difficult. 

As it turned ou.t, I he...d to shuttle between Belgrade and Geneva in order 'to 
carry .. out my assignments in bo·~h places . But it 1•ras at a great personal cost in 
time . and money. vfhen one remembers that only last year in this very Committee 
one delegation "Yras allo·..ted to hold the post of chairmanship for more than a 
month one bog:ins to \'TOnder hew iCJmutable ~he ccm.on la\>rs governing the :rotational 
system really are, a.nd ho"r much objectivity is applied in their interpretation. 
We hope that the contact group on the ef:,:'ective functioning of the Committee on 
Disa:r"Qiament ,.,.ill examine si tu.ations such as this ''~hen it is not possible for 
an Ambassador to be in Geneva at a time when :;. t is his turn to take up the 
chairmanship cf th..: Committe~. In this co1medion, it must be recc.lled thc'l.t not 
all delegations have full-time disarmamen~ ambassadors. 

Having said ·this, ltr. Chairman, I wish to thank you ancl, through you , the 
delegation of Peru, f.or your kJ.ndness and the spirit of co-operat.:.on shown by you 
and members of your delegation ·~o the H'igerian delegaEon at a time when we 
needed your sympathy <md um1e:t:•stc>.nding. 

The CI1AL~~ ( tran~lated from ~ar.ish): I thank the representative of 
Nigeria for his statement and for the kind \•lOrds he addressed to the Chair~ I 
have no fnrther speakers on today ' s lizt , but I bel:..eve that the representatives 
of China and the Soviet Union ~rish to take the fJ.oor. 

I give the floor to iEs rxcellency Ambassador Qie~ Tong. 
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Hr; QJ;AN JIA '1\?·NG ' (China): Mr. Chairman, thank you for giving Die the fioor. 
My intet;'~~n~ion . will be very brief. This is the first time that I am at-tending a 
meeting ·or the ·Coatmittee on Di,~_~ment. I baY,e. :e~e late, bu.t I ~ ~lad ~~·~ · -~ 
am still in time to join you, Mr. Chairman, an~ .other representatives in the (inal 
work of this _sesa.ion. ·· I have put -~~ name ~qwn .tO speak this coming Friday; ~ . 
shall then, on behalf of the Chines~ d~~e~a t'io~, ~ . make a review, of . ~he Cc:iillmi ttee 'e 
work during this sesesion. Here, I shall confine myself to express1.ng my 
heart-tel t gz;at1 tude to you, Mr. ~~1.~11Wl, for the welcome you g~ve me this . . 
morning and tlirough you, to the rep~e~en~tt,v:e' of various countries for the same 
welcome they have extended to me here ·arid elsewhere. I would like also to 'take 
thie opportunity to express my good wishes to you, Mr. Chairman, and the 
representatives of ~rious countr-it!.tl;. . :. 

Disarmament is a task which is both important and difficult. The fact that 
the Chinese ··Gqvernment has decided to appoint an ambassador l!l~ially for 
disarmament affairs demonstrates once again the importance it attaches to 
disarmament:. I ;im . very happy that the Chinese delegation has always enjoyed ·a 
good relationship with var.ious delegations and: the secretariat of the Coaldl1ttee 
on Disarr:oaraent. The kindness- that the Chairman and the various representatives 
have eXpressed to me is a great en.couragement. My delegation and I would like to 
maintain a close link with various delegations and wlth the secretariat in our 
future work, in 'tfie hope of achieving progress in the field of disarmament with 
our joint e~forta. 

Mr. ISSft\ELYAN (Union of SOviet SOcialist R~publics) (translated from 
Russian): The , ,Soviet delegation has . always attached ind continues to attach gr~~t 
s1gn1f1canoe .to ·the problem. of the prevention or· 'an. a1'1118 race in outer s~~ ~ .The 
question of tt)e .·terrible and real danger of the extension of the arms rac411 -~ · · . . 
space is .one o.f - ~~ceptional importance. b is known, the Soviet Unioo ·has already 
expres.s-e.9 'on mor.~ than one occasion the idea or prohibiting the uee or force 
altogether, both in space proper and as regards the earth. 

In this connection, the Soviet delegation would like to draw the attention of 
States memDe'r-s of the CoiiiD1ttee to the new init!ativEJ put forward by . 
Mr. · Y.V. Andropov, Chairman of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, in a conversation 
with Urlited States senators on 18 August of this year. F'irst of all, the 
SOviet Union considers it nece.asary to reach agreement on the complete banning of 
the testing and deplo:Yment of space-based weapons of whatever kind ror use against ·, 
targets on earth, ln the :11;-a!osphere and in outer space . 

Furth~r, the USSR is prepared to resolve in the most radical fashion the 
question of anti-eatelU:te weapons, to r~ach agreement on t he liquidation of the 
anti-sa~~llfte systems·· that already exist and to proh1 bit the cl'eation of new 
systems. · 

The Soviet Union has already submitted dt-tailed proposals on thil!l issue for 
consideration at the forthcoming aess.ion of the United · Nattons General Assembly. 
We have reque.eted the secretariat of the Committee to circulate the relevant 
material as an official document of the CoQIIlittee on Disarmament. 
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Furthermore, the Soviet authorities have taken an extremely important declsio~: 

"The USSR undertakes not to be the first to put into outer space anti
.satellite weapons of whatever ·kind, that is, it is introducing a unilateral 
morato~ium on such launches-for as long as other States, including the 
United States of America, refrain from the deployment in space of anti- · 
satellite weapons of any kind". 

Our decision is yet another concrete and ~onvincing proof. ~f the Soviet 'Union's · 
goodwfi-l· ,in the matter of strengthening peace-and the securlty-- of peoples. : · ···· 

Mr. CARASALES (Argentina) (t~analated from s~anish): The Chairman of the 
Commit~ee ~~~~ have tQ .undertake consult~tions before the commencement of the spring 

' . i ; • t • . ' ' · 

session next year on organiz.at~onal questions which Hill have to be solved in order 
to enable the -Committee to begin i~s .work in the best possible circumstances. · 
Prominent among the~e questions is that of th~ procedure · to be follov1ed for · 
considering ·the item on our agenda relating to the prevention of nuclear war, but 
this ql,lesti on, although very impo1·tant, is not the only procedural one which, in 
the 9,P,in_i.on of my delegati.on, should be the subject. of consultations before the 
commenc~~_ent of t~~ spr-ing s~ssion. 

As we all lmov! ,·· the Committee spends an excessive proportion of its time on 
questions of a procedural n2,ture. I believe that anything that can · be done to save 
time will be of benefit to the Committee's specific work on substantive items. 

' ' 

1 For this :r -eason, my delegation wisties to express its support for the reqi.ie~t 
by the Ambassador of India that the Chait'rtlan of the Committee should hold 
consultations before the commencement of ·,the spring session and should subsequently 
repc{tt on his results. In my opinion, this :i.s a perfectly appropriate initiative 
and in fact .does not require the approval of an expresa mandate by the Committee, 
since it is within the ver·y nature of the Chairman'-s responsibility to undel"take 
consultations of this kind. 

; ~ .. 
The CH~IRMAN (translated from Spanish): I have taken very careful note of the 

suggestion maqe by the representative of India and supported by the representative 
of tl}~ Argenti.ne ~ Re(?uj:>lic. As you cart see, the purpose of this suggestion is that 
the Chqirmar) of the Committee should undertake- consultations with a view t-o 
ensuring that the item on the prevention ·or nuclear war should be dealt wi.th from 
the beginning of the first part of the 1984 session. As far as I personally am · 
concerned, I appreciat.e the auggesti ons by the representative of India and the
repre~entative of -the Argentlne Republic, and wish to state my i-ntention to fulfil 
until. next Fp.bruary, among othe~ requirements of the office, any mandates that 'the 
Committee may wish to P.ntrust to me. I should in fact say that I had already 
thought of makinJ on this subject the statement which I shall now make and which I 
think i ~ t.imely. 

A ·proposal u1ade informally by the Chair was i'ntended to be, and in fact for 
most members· or' the 'Committee constituted, a not fully satisfactory but sufficient 
basis for an initial"uhderztanding, for an acceptable common minimum, with a view 
to the effecti.ve and progressjve conside;•ation of the fundame-ntal i.te-m on the 
preventlon of nuclear \-Jar. 
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I also, wish tp mak~ ~t plain that my obligation as Chairman to suggest 
solutions, J~9luding solutio~·· ·on which it is difficult t;.o reach a consent~us but . 
wh1·e&~ :~re ~~lble, ~s cle~r:i~ di&tinsuh~bJe try~ . 'aiY -~~l~Jo~. ae~ -reP,reeentattve · 
of Peru, ~ic~ con~~nues .to be fully conei~~.nt '~t.~, ~.~~ .• P,O,ition ~qf' :the Group .o.f 2~. 

t 
• • .f t ' .. :. . 0" : ' "''' t • • '• ' 

In saying all this, I wish to recall that this is a quesj;ibn : -e.~~ua~ed at the 
root 9f . tbe ~date wh17h this Colllllli ttee p·~a.~ to fUlfil ~~~ . . ~}-t~rllhr~ '~~ item 
include. an aspect which we might term , .eym~Uc, beoau~ it ttbie eo..ait.;,tee wa' +· 
incapab_le· of promot~pg and achieving oer.~~t' urgent and · eee~t1al ~~~."1 ~. 
contri~~ ~ .:~he prev~ntion ·pr the un~b~ risk of a nuclear ~ri~J.f·~l~ 
s1mply I)Ot 'be fulfilling its mission.. .. ' . 

·i Would no~ suggest that we inv£\e th~ ctui1lrmW!r:ot1:the Ad Rob Workl~' 'tirou~ .i.. - · 
on Chtlll.l.eal Weapons an~ Negative ~ci1rlty Aaeuratle~s to' eubGJ!t·'the reports of · · .'· 
thel.f Groups. · · 

... ~ ,· 

wo~¥fng' Group o~:-~ Chemf~-~f .. · · -~ I give the floor to the ~airman of t}\tWAd Hoc 
Weapons, Ambassador McPhail. ,, : 

Mr. McPHAIL (canada): As we have -.tndicated to the secretariat in· tbe l~.st 
couple of day a; my intention is to spea~. l)oth as Chairman of the Ad Hoc · .. 
Working Group on Chemical Weapons and as representativet of: Canada. 

A8 Cbairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group I haVe the honour to. table: 
document CD/4:16, ·which has been . distributed this afternoon,-:.a.~ fet~.~mo~ten·ts - ~go ·;- :(.., 
it is tlle result of very strenuous and ,1 I tillnk·, lauda~le .e·ffort8 or· the · ;~ . r· .~ 

secretariat facilities which have been put· ·in: ·Place a,fnoe ; we completed .oW' •wotk• 
la!St night between 6 a.nd 7 p.m. That document .etitb'Odies : the 1983 report :.of\ · our. 
Groupe~· the Coaa1ttee on Disarmament. 'nle repoJ!'tl· and its annexes havel•been agreed 
to by all members of the Working Group and this,. :l belieVe; · augurs well; ·for future 
work in achieving a ban on chemical we.apons. 

! ~ - d : t •• 0 . ' t 

I want~ to comment for a few minutes on what the Working Group·. haa · · 1: .• ·: · 

accompUshed'-thls session to supplement what the report ·itsel:f ·indicates .:in detail-.-

YOu will all recall that General Assembly resolution 37198: B Ur$e~ -~~~ _ 
Com1ttee on Disarmament "as a mattet of high•. priot-i ty, to '1.ntensify, during its 
session in 1983, the elaboration or ••• a con?et\tion ••• · .. with a view to enabling. 
the Cotllllittee to achieve agreement at the earlle.et date." 

. J. . • ,., o!. f . : 
The resolution summarlzes the collective. wish of the international o~Dity; 

and I believe that we have, through the Working Group on Chemical Weapons, clearly 
shown t:t'le measure to wtiich this -body has successfully sought th:i.s year to fulfil 
the resolution's purposes. "J • '· • - · 

Translated into specifics, the Working Grou.p's objective can be ·-said: to:·have.: ·" 
been defined both substantively and procedurally on t~e basis of the sentiment that 
underU:es· tna~: resolution. ·substantively, ·of course, "the ·goal was to achieve the 
neaotiat~on ot a verifiable ·convent1on ·banntng: tthe ~evelop•ent, production and 
stockp'i.l.1:'ns of chemical weapons ·and requiring ·the,. destruction of ·~~sting 
stockpiies and mea.ns of production, thus: fihallY el:tmJ!I'Ulttng the threat of the utte ... 
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of these weapor!B for all ~ t.ime. More prec.isely, .o~r substanti.ve task 1~ 19.t33 was to 
achieve further consensus, ._,if not 1 f\lll agre~ment, on the i.ssues t _hat )s~ill. di v:l~~c:;i 
de.legations. Proceduragy, , our .task was to. reach .. -~greement on the str~~ture o(·~ , .. 

_convention and on the elaboration of pr.ov~sions in_: their proper order so that the 
process of negotiation could be brought to an early conclusion. 

;. I • - ; • 

~~e reP,~rt. · pf .the. Working Group. reflects the method. ~esigned to meet these 
objecti.V.es .• . . Apart from the standard iotroductory parts., the report .does innovate:. 
the Worki.n~ : Group agreed ~ set out,.· as it. has in an a~~x, in ~ne si~le documen~, 
the subs~nce of provisions for a chemical weapons con'len~ion. . 'this. document . : ,.• 
indicates the consensus reached earlier and during ~hi~ session, and sets out 
remaining differences clearly, where further work is needed, so as to reveal how 
best;d;he Committee can proceed to .. the final elaboration of a convention. We thus 
deveiop~d ~n- integrated or internally.,.consistent procedu~e whereby each pro;vision 
is intended to be presented in a logical hierarchy, progressing frooo the generai 
to the particular; and whereby each provision'ia accompanted by an indication of 
the con~rq~_ or verif!~~tion meas~~~ appropriate tQ it. 

This record, as it now appears in the annex to the Workin3 Group report~ is a 
distillation of the highest common factor of agreement and the lowest necessary 
index !ot disagreement;- throughout the annex, areas where positions have y~t .to be 
reconciled are ' ind1.cated by in.deri'tation. 

The text, an integrated and systematic document structured according to a 
uniform format, thUS allows others, in capitals or··elsewhere, ·to see precisely 
what th'i!' ·situati'oh f~~ · It 18, ·of course,-· a doC'ument to· which all i.n, the Working: 
Group have ag'i'-eed~ ·Th'is ;gives' it part16'Ulai- sign1ficance :in a negotiat1.ng context 
for ou'f ·rurtner ' wO.i-ld'· . It· ha'rdiy need be ' s3.id tt'lat, si!'lce thls· document · records the 
provisi'ons ·of. tne'''convention ln· terltfs of their concepts ·, the language' -it contains- .. 
is'' not dfrectly' transportable to tht!' fj nal . text of the ¢onvention. itself. 

I ' ! ' ' ~ ; ·, --:' : ; ; • ' • :: • 

However, !imultaneously with the process ·r have ju·st described, and · 
complementary to it, four contact groups were charged with addressing selected 
principal area'·s" where' cons~st.ts "'as la:cking. ·These groups were as .follows: 

f ~;r _~·."i~ · : ! . · ·~:;•· .. • .. · .· 

Contact Group A: 
.!'· . ·;·, . 

.'f ":;' . .• 

Co-ordinator, lir. J. Cialowicz, Poland, on the monitoring 
of the destruction of stocks and basic c·ontent ·of 
declarations requi.red; 

: -: 

Contact Group B: 

' ( : . : :;; .. •. 

Co-ordinator, Mr ~ s. Duarte of Brazil dealing with issues · 
r~l~ted to the resolution of compliance questions; 

-r. J ··tMt'tact G C: ·;co:brdinator, Mr. J. Akl<:erman 'of the Netherlands on· the .f l~• roup 
I · prohibltion of Use;· 

and Contact Group D: Co-ordinator, Mr. J. Lundin of Sweden on definitions • 
.. ) ... /· . ' 

.... ·: ·' The'' ref.orts that> th'es.e contact groups . produced, ·along with the groups' terms· 
of 't'ef-e·ren'de;; ar~ also appe-nded. to ttie Working Group's report as annex ·II~ Not · 
only !s' 'the) islib$tance, w t thec ~6onclusd.ons of thos'e• rep<>rts reflected 1.n· annex I: . . . . 
recording tlill··,>rbvisionS' of.· th~; -oorwention to .. vhich I refert~ed, but the . : . 

• l ; :.- :_!.; ~·} ; 1 ~· • • • ·' :- r-•' : . . ~ · ··. 
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Contact Group reports themselves contain language which can be utili~d for the 
actual draf~~ of a convention. Her~, I want to note~~. and do so, emphati~lly 
-- ded1c,at;10n and skill of all four contact group co-ordinators and the, valuable 
ro~th~ir group~ have played in delivering over-all consensus on the, document 
which is now before us. 

I have spoken of process and method. Thee~ were aimed at achieving 
substantive ends. Th~ Working Group did not. solve all substanti.ve problems. But 
he!'e too, there ~1as some progress. In certain areas, the intensive examination of 
comparable- positions r('lvealed greater coj ;\cidence of vi~w than had previously 
been apparent; for example, agreement was reached on the use of chemical names 
in the declarati.on of stocks, and the usefulness of on-site autom~tic instruments 
in assisting oth~l:" techniques of verincation. ·· In other areas; new proposals oame 
forward, and thea~ were !~ted int.o our common document. There were, .fo~. 
example, United Kingdom proposals fpr monitoring of non-production, and separate 
Sov:teti •'Proposals on prohibition of use, on prohibition of compounds containing the , 
methi-l~phosphorus bonds, and on deta~ls required in declarations of stocks. · 
There was a proposal, by Egypt on assistance in the event of a violation. There was 
also the United States detailed views paper, which allowed a comparison to be made 
with the Soviet text, containing the outline of a treaty, tabled at· last year's 
session. I mention only a few of the many contributions, such as those contained' 
in a Soviet statement last ~eek, which have been made only late 1~ the year and 
will thus require further examination. The full lis t of sucp proposals appears ' in 
the Working Group's report. · 

But I Hiah to ·emphasize once more that there are indeed major ' areas where 
agreement must be reache~ ;f~r there to be success. ~~~e ,are clearly indicated, 
I think, in the document .before you. The Working Group has not solved these . 
matters, but at least unequivocal agreement has been r~ached on where work needs . 
to be focused. · 

. . i 

. ;. 

.. · 

o ' ~\ I 

I am sure that among us there is no illusion that through proc~ss alone 
disagreecen~~ will simply fall away. ~ithout hard decisi9~ being made in capitals. 
Moreover, it .is natu.ral to expect . th~t when such decis'i~ne come, thef will be based :;·~ 
on perceptions of the. balance of advantage, in national security terms, of 
accep~ing 1 n .. who i.e: or in part yet .. ~· be agreed provisions which, however dlfft'cui t 
i.n themselve~ to accolplO()date,, are . 'the necessary price for a greater gain. 

In t.h.i s oopte~t, and wl~:?.t..e~er ' the subs~-1-nt:.i ve or process achi e.:rements of the . 
Working Group · on' Chemical Heap.ons this year, particular sa ti a faction:, ahould be drawn · 
from the manner in which the Group performed its business. He dealt with probl!~ms, ,,, 
facta and issues. The discussion was sober and restrained. In short, the approach 
was businesslike. This in itself was a necessary confidence-building measure; and 
thi~(reason alone ju~tifies, I suggest, the effort we have collectively 'put into 
the ~-lorking Group's acti.viti~s. this year. We must build upon these efforts, and I 
commPnd forth~ Committee's .~pproval, the three steps recommended by the Working 
Group in the fi~al paragraph of its report, in ordPr that a ban on chemical 
weapons may be finai.ized at the earliest possible time. In this respect,' I 
unde1•stand that there arc consultations now among a ~umber of delegations which, 
when the Co111mittee> considers its own raport on this matter, may permit it to have 
incl.>qded a rec~mm~ndation a·bout the ·precise nature in which the negotiation may be 
resumed lat~ this year or early next year, and that is a matter to which my 
delegation intends to r evert to when tti~ appropriate portion of the text ,of the 
Committee's report is considered. 

.,., .... 
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I conclude then this statement with what should by rights have come first: 
an expression of my gratitude for the unstinting co--operation ·of all delegations as 
these complex negotiations have unfdlded, and with a very special word of thanks 
for the secretariat, Mr. Bensmail, his staff and interpreters• whose willing support 
contributed materially to our endeavour4 

Mr. Chairman, I have justspokan before the C6mmittee as Chairman of the 
Working Group. I want now to speak as Canadian representative. I do so also as 
one of the several survivors of four years of Committee activity who are now 
departing; and I do use the word "survivor" advisedly! I wi.sh to speak, 
therefore, in a somewhat personal vein as well, to share with you a perspective on 
where we -have come from, where we are and where we seem to be going. 

I would like· to join the colleagues who have congratulated you, Sir, on . 
assuming the Chair for the month of August. The end of the session is alwaya 
demanding, and much is expected of the Chair in guiding our collective endeavour 
to completion. You and your distinguished predecessors have played a pivotal role· 
in maintaining a high standard of proceedings in the Committee... The final days 
will not be easy, but under your leade~ship I am confident that we will be equal to 
the task. 

There is what some \.Jould ·call a traditi.on that representatives in this body 
give their assessment of what has -- and what has not -- been accomplished at 
session's end. I have on past occasions put forward my Government's views on t he, 
Committee's performance in the light of its role and limitations. And I have 
certainly commented on how we ·believe its ·organizational shortcomings might be 
overc6me: I stand by those remarks but those are not the points 'I want to touch 
on today·. · I · propose instead ta place my · own exper-ience i.n a larger context, and, 
perhaps<:unlike some of my colleagues who have spoken previously, I do thi.nk that I 
want to offer you a mf'ssage of confidence and hope. 

We can .. look back to 1982, a year of debate ·certainly, and also of 
confrontation. Outside· the ·Committee, it was exemplified by the unfinished nature · 
of the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to Disarmament ,and, · 
wi~h ~~~exceptions, a general absence of negotiations. In . the ·General Assembly, 
where· the international community searched for a common voice -with which to speak, 
competing -- and therefore mutually negating -- ~esolutions on disarmament 
proliferated. Each of us can identify the causes of the decline in the 
international negotiating climate that year; and each of us can identify the 
consequences ror the Committee. 

It is aga1.nst that background that 1983, from .the outset, was termed by many 
to be a critical year for negotiations. The Canadian Deputy Prime Minister; 
Mr. Allan J. MacEachen, speaking to this body at its opening session in February, 
called 1983 a year of oppo~tunity for the Committee. His presence, · like that of 
other statesmen who have spoken herP. this year, underlined the expectations of the 
ir~ternational communi t.y; and ·his call for e-arly action was certainly echoed by 
others. 

There has indeed been early action on some of the difficult issues -
certainly not enough action, nor with sufficient ·results to be much cause for self
congratulation, but early action none the less. 
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"Bu~ 'if '1'983\ias a year of opportunity to be fulfilled for the Committee, 
perhaps the great:est aceomplishll!ent this year was to demonstrate in a concrete 
faa hi on what. aaany have said, otherl'l have hoped. and all have intended: . that the. 
CoJillillittee oo Disarmament sho\;l.ld pl&intai~ a po~erful potential to neg9tiate • 

.., . The . Committee 11¥ been somet1mf!s .criticized a.e a for.um where comment is freely 
'•gj:ven, b\lt ·W1tho.ut comill1tment. This vit>w gave rise to the fear that, should ~. 
oon~epsus rule be broken, .. the Committee-'s proceedings would drift further in t}lf 
d~ecti()n of de~te, ther~by putting into eclipse 1 ts negotiating functi~n . .. T~t 
ttlis fear is war.ing, as I believ~ it 1a, i .. s the. result .9f .the experience of 1983 .• 

Over the years, thE' Corr.mittee hae frequently appeared to be something of a 
battlegro.und .b~t.weE'n. propan~nts of arms control pure and simple, and those who 
S~-J;'eS~ the. conpe,oticn .betw~n arms control ap~ in~er~ational sec~ri.:ty 1 ,~:e.' the 
connection a form:al 6ne 1n defl ned strat~gi.c .. ~.f'r'!ls or a more pra~.t.19, :one · ~n t~e 
sense of pol1 tical realities. This fUndamental difference is not one which can be 
s;li.d to· separatE! the, :v~ious groups around this, .ta.~t-e from one anot~.r,. Often, 
ins.tead., .there are nuat:~ces within groups which r .e(le.ct those twq dif'f~ring 
approaches. · · · 

. ~ ~ '·· ·:. . .:. :_ . 
I understand why my Hunga.rian. ~.olA~ague sp~il;ce aa t:te dld a we.e·k ~o. ,. C?t:. ~he 

lac!< of progress he sees in the results here in 't-n~ Coarnittee al!l . ~~ dep~tte 
Geneva; but as a practitioner like him and not 'aa an eternal optimist, I pose. the 
question: is there not now evidence of some si~ificant diluti9.n of the 
f.~ndarqe.ntal ~le~va.gE" ·to 'l'hieh I referr~.d? My int~nt is not.· ,to argue tbat one or 
the other si~~: ha~ . besun to prevail; . . ratl':ler, it is to suggest thah .Perb,pe on 

. A;hE'. QaSia . of the . extensive il'}formal meetings -- I repeat t;;he extensive informal 
~et.ing~, of the p~et five .years, . tr~re is now a greater r~ad1ness to c~pre~end 
and,,acc;:oQIIIIOdate 1j.qe po.s_!tion of the, p~h~r side than heretofore appeared tQ be t~e 

': case • . I ·f · tr!Je, t;h_;s obviously appi1 es . more to certain are;iS t .han to others, but 
it is ng., less sigr)ificant b~cause. this is so. 

;,It. .. is ~9t .t;.oo ' muqn to . a~est, then, that ~ 'new cons~nsus. is emerging which 
shows that this inati tu!-1:90, ,can work -- and warJC u~ll. t wouid r~fer to an . 
interesting supporting phenomenon: we have ceased to hear such frequent appeals for 

,· .~ ... -1 tpe display qf . ~'po~ ~~cal _wi.ll "-, which often meant . the simpl,e ra.l~r(f,.~fo by someone to 
' i ·.:: tlhe po~~ or,. yie~ of. someone .. ele~.i instead we have witnessed true ~viden9e of 

11polit1cal w:l,ll!-~ 1 it'\ .. th.e .~fforts of those to recot;t91le different points o~ view on a 
balanced basis. In'· th1 s sense, true poll tical w:Ul means not th'e will to 

.~poatula te, -P?-lt to . neg9,ti ate. 

Our collective will ~o negot.l3te in the Wor.king Group on Chemical Weaporus is 
an example. 

Th~ Working Group ~as given a mandate to nego,tiat-e, and by negotiate 1 I U\ean 
convene ~i.th others with a view to obtain1pg ~ompromise of d1ffer•nces and agreement 

:· ~n co.I!IC!litment . ~lhat the Worki.ng Group has achieved if! signific~~ progress towards 
the conclus-ion of a chemical we.apona convention through negotiation ort matters of 

.: . substance and form as well a s proced~re .. For t~e ;>rocees of c6m~t~\#{ to work . 
, required each delegati.on ,t,o. Qpserve a rul~ , uowr1tt.en though it . i!l3Y. . ~~. but ess~ntial 

1n its observance to the: succes~ of any negotiation : that negotiation· be conducted 
with the temptation t o engag~ t n debate held firmly in cht>ck. That·;cO'mpromise was 
~chieved is all the, mor-e remarkable be~aua~ the issue of chemical weapons is 
sproetimes q.n .emOtional one·, and perttaps l'igbtly ~0; and this aspect i 's matched by 

· the . issue's technical comple~ity. . 
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No one is fully satisfied, nor should one be. In the Working Group, 
unresolved issues, some fundamental, remain. There are indeed unresolved issues 
standing in the way of resolution of i~sues co~fr~nting all our working groups. 
In one or two of these groups, the issues are so long-standing as to appear to be 
permanent fixtures, immovable objects, which no procedural lever is likely to pry 
loose. In such instances, the time is rip~ for us to have a hard look at how much 
further we can go without either insisti.ng on fresh instructions from capitals or 
else applying more broadly still the unwritten rule of compromise and negotiation 
I referred to earlier-- the holding in check of debate which i.e not i.n itself an 
ingredient of the negotiating process. 

It is said "that the past is prologue 11 and so often it is true. 1'his said, 
in the Committee on Disarmament we can be satisfied that the grouhd has been well 
prepared in some areas, but in others ; less so . 

Some interpretation is needed • Many, perhaps even most' of the Committee's 
"negotiations" are in fact "the negotiation of an agreelllent to negotiate". We 
would all no doubt acknowledge that the process is arduous and patently this body 
remains deeply divided on matters of substance, even ~f disagreements are expressed 
in procedural terms. Nevertheless, in this respect too I suggest there are grounds 
for anticipating a better future. 

The establishment a year ago of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban 
(NTB) --· even without a mandate to negotiate -- was a source of some satisfaction. 
The search for agreement to create a similar body on outer space has been 
unsuccessful thus far but the movement was in the right direction. The experience 
of the NTB Working Group, and its related body, the Seismic Experts Group, shows 
that the absence of a negotiating mandate need not be, at a certain stage, an 
impediment to progress. Consider, for example the proceedings in the NTB Working 
Group on the question of peaceful ~uclear explosions. It was not , of courset the 
purpose of those discussions to reach coincidence of view, but 'ram sure that most',, 
would agree that the matter was dealt with substantively and in depth, so that when 
the time does come to negotiate, tha task will be easier. 

Once again, however, one cannot stop with the observation that a better display 
of political will has permitted us to progress. There is an impediment,. a kind of 
counterpart argument, that prevents us from maximizing our potential. 

There have been proposals over the years for negotiations which are unlikely 
to get us very far. What they have done is to consume large amounts of time, and 
it may be legitimate. to ask whether the effort to dispose of them is justified by 
the result. 

Surely it is not too much to ~xpect that Governments -- all Governments 
approach the Committee's agenda .~nd work programme with the same spirit of 
flexibility needed to advance negotiation of substantive issues ·themselves. In a 
negotiati.ng body, which this Coll!ltlittee is intendfild to be, surely it is not an 
impingement upon the. prerogatives of sovereignty to p~ess forward in whatever area 
broad support for action exists without .. making. progress cont ingent upon success in 
other matters where consensus is lacking. 

'. 
In a few areas, the Committee has progressed beyond "the negotiation of an 

agreement t;'.o negotiate": Radiological weapons is such an area, where political 
choices must now be made if there is to be success, and it i~ especially true of 
the work on chemical weapons : the process of setting out areas of agreement and 



CD/PV.236 
~ 7 

(Mr. McPhail, Canada) 

disagr~eJDent 1a now sufficiently complete to permit the coiiiDeoce~~~ent o·f · the last 
phase of"negctiations, where work will be intenaiN.ecl, uninterr-Upted hop.efU.lly and 
systeuti:c, culminating, if successful, in a chemiCal weapons convention. · My 
p'oint is that the "pre-oegotiation"· phaae, it it may be so called, is .DOw oomp~ete. 
'!be way is now open to negctiate ·in substance, and in earnest. I do riOt d'eny .the 
<U_.fflcl;llties: to ent.er thie phase takes courage, tor it implies a reaffirmation of 
a coti!IDon ' cOIID.itment to final success, andimpUea equally a renewed read.1nesa to 
explor~~ :the possibility of trade-off and comprOIIIise. We are at that 'pc)j.nt. Let ua 
tackle'_8'uch difficulties, as we all intend to; and, more seneNlly, :Let ua set 
aside still more emphatically procedural linkage~of the kind that. reduc~ the work 
of the Committee to the order of lowest common 'denominator. 

• • .. r • r· ~ 

That leads me to the thb'd observation about the Comi ttee 's work. The 
nesotthting process here is often as concerned with 10eans as with ends, and that 
is not. eurpr1sing. Dlaarmament -- however the term 1e .;Interpreted -- ts not an 
end in 'ltO.elf, ~ut rather a me~s to an end. I be~n my detailed remar~s by 
referr1~_ to the !act that arms control ~nd international security are now viewed 
more trequently in joint terms. There i~ general acceptance that the arms control 
process, no mitte'io how difficult or slow, is essentia-l :.'to ·!n.ternational security, 
and !~deed to ~t!onal security; but what is a:ore fully taken into account, I 
believe, now i ·.s tbat security· must be mu~ual, just as . arms control muat be 
reciprocal. .; · ·· · · · ·-

·:· Put s0111ewhat differently, this dlean.s that international s~ur:-1ty is a shared 
responsib1~it.y. 

That ah.ared responsibility is what this Colllllittee is about, 'llnd I .tind it · - . 
bear_te~ng . t~t thls · perh3PO too aoph.iati cated spunding concept has talte~ grea~r:
hol11 . 1n our recent deliberations. For example, the neces&ity for reaa~na~le .. . 
ver.lfication of reasoned obligations has become a coiiiiDOn thetlle in.. our negotiatioaa. 

. Beyond that, the Committee has the capacity to 11ft internat1ona1 ':s~·urlty 
and aru control iaaues out of regional contexts, and to give them a siot>ai •;,.; 
negot!at.ing focus. That, too, bas to do with means as well as ends, and ret'lects 
the unlquenese and valu:e the Committee has · or could have. One illustration 1a qf 
cour.se ·our work on the NTB, where a ban, once envieaged ln an East/West cont'eXt,, -. 
has now brought under ita purview the entire. globe. · The f'irst praetieal steps . .. ,,· 
tQwarde. estplblishlng a global seismic network to ID()nitor an eventual ban are 
already 1n train. In the case of our negotiations on chemical weapons, the 
universal scope of the ban, now much beyond 1 ts ·Efielus1 ve application to the 
Superpowers, has brought challenges to be suru , but' also opportunities to enhanee 
substanti!illy t he natur<~ of th.:J fina l :t}:!;r ()ement. :· 

This potential has been more fully realized recently by what I suggeated 
earlier was the development of a new consensus. There may be ~w a greater 
Willingness to come to grips in the negotiating prddess with the aolid, dif.ficult 

· issues, ·ln global terll'ls. There. ll'l<.lY be, in add! ti on, a spi rl t of -preparedness, nb~,; 
quite so present before, to acknowledge not simply that agreed meana. .of adequate 
enforoement lie at the heart of any viable ·arms control treaty, as we believe tbey 
do, but also that thP. time is not right for the most abstract or all~abracing fo~s 
of discussion to be pressed to the exclusion or more. pragmatic measure:s. 

There is no substitute for realism, especially in the world 'in which we live . 
Without ever losing eight of our .eventual ~nd over-all objectives, the need to build 
element by element-- which does -not mean piecemeal-- has lately .rec.eived more 
attention. Our approaches are less monolithic certainly; but shifts in cOCDIDOri J ' · 

interests or lik·etnindedness are occurring, which may augur well for the Committee's 
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efforts in such diverse fields as radiological weapons and conventional weapo~s. 
Here once more, political will and lack of it are taking on new, more balanced . 
meanings, which -- ultimately -- may give rise ~ more equitable international 
security arrangements. At a minimum, they will ~ put into sharp relief~ in ways which 
have not occurred in the past, those who are .res~~ti.~ ~e~soned arrangements and ~hf.~ 

! · have little doubt that some will take a bleaker ·vie~ · than I. But concern~d as 
I must be with Canadian objectives, I th~nk, we haV.e .not '.done badly • . De~plte some . 
init:i.ai procedural difficulties, the NTB . Working Group did get down ~- subst~ntive · .·· :·. 
issues~ Outer space, another Canadian priority issue, hopefl,l).ly will ' sOQn t)~ve the ·:_· 
organizational means to be-properly addre~sed • . And as I have said, we · ~~n together · 
take some satisfaction in what has ~en achieved in the Working Group on .Chemical ' . 
Weapons. 

Prime 1Mini$ter Trud~a~ ~~said that security is ·an elusive concept. It is 
only a matt~r of weapo~ry·. It ·is a matter of perception. We ~re gr<li>pling with 
both tqese aspects, thro~h discussion and through negotiation. As perceptions 

. . . I ,. ' . • ~. .. 
become.clAarer, so perpaps do chances for success improve on matters of weaponry. 
That is .. ~ri~ ./~~l. ,iPe~n~n~ .oi' ~t)e . :new conse~sus · w~:t~cf I . t,lav~.'. ~uggested today. . - '· . -, ·~ . . ' . ... -... -, '· : -. ~ . . ,,; . . ' 

My pers~nal .~~xp~H~ncei(~!_i · t"'~s .. :~'dy. h8ve')eeh many ~nc,t'· 'rewardlng, ~d for 
this I have all the membership to thank. · · · ,, .. · '· · · .. 

not 

.. .-

When I began, I spoke of a message of confidence and hope. I do not deny our 
collect! ve shortcomings' the institutional ;\,eaknesses of this body t or· the dire·ct 
effect events outside this chamber have on our efforts withi.n it. But I also 
reaffirm . the three encouraging trends which together are the basis of what I have 
calle<;i th.e ne-w consensus: the· emergence of true political w1.ll, the wip to 
negotiate; the recognition that international security isa shared responsibility, · 
and p~~ce a new willingness to come to grips with diffi6ult issues suc~: as pr<lct~cai ·· 
measurefi" to enforce arms control agreements; and the developraent ;of a new ··reallsin:,· 
developed through discussion and negotiation alike, that has improved our chances of 
reaching agreement: None of these trends is so firmly established that we can take 
them for granted: quite the contrary. Al~_ must be nurtured if they are to take 
root; but they exist none the less, and they constitute th~ nascent state of the 
momentum and negotiating dynamics which, ·t.intil now, this Committee has so severely 
lacked. : · 

For four yean~ I have participated in the great adventure to which this Colilmittee 
needs most humbly ·t~ dedicate. itself-- the adventure· of building peace. The three· 
trends ! _discussed now suggest we may be headed ln the right d.irection 

May the Committee succeed, which is to say, may we all succeed. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish): I thank Ambassador McPhail tor his 
statement and for introducing the repo!."t of his Group. In doing so, I wlsh .. to 
convey our deep gratitude .for his important contribution to the work of the Comittee. 
Ambassador McPhail has been an outstanding Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working. Group on 
Chemical Weapons and also an able representative. of his country i~ th.t's Committ.e~,,.'; · 
of".which he has been Chairman. In bidding him farewell, I hope that i~ his new.· 
post he will remember the colleagues and friends he is leaving here. We shall.all 
miss him, not only for his diplomatic skill, but also for his personal qualities. 

I now give the floor to the Chairman .of the Ad Hoc Working Group on N~gative . ·., 
Security Assurances, Ambassador Ahmad. . , 

'," 
• I 
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Mr. AHMAD (Pakistan): It is my honour to-"p~sj!nt to the co,mni t.tee on 
Disarmament ~be Report of the Ad Hoe Working Groqp on Effective Inie~tional. 
Arrangements to Assure Non-lfuclee.r-Weapon States' Aeainst the Use OT ~t of Use 
of Nuclear Weapons 09ntained in document an/ 417. The report is divided into the 
traditional ..rou.r .. p~a: introduction/ organization' of work and doc$1ientation, 
substanti'Ve negotia\'i:ons, and· conclusions 8llt\.. reooDDendations. 

In ea.rryine out the task entrusted to it·, the Ad Hoe Workill8 Group bore 
particularly in mind its special report to the Colllllli ttee prepared in view of the 
second ~ecial session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament 
(crJ/28lfRev.l) presented last year. The Working Gro'I.\P had held no meetin8e since 
that repprt until it waa re-established in 1983 ., wbe~pon the prospect of further 
progress on this i~_sue waa debated. · · 

The Working Group took into account, inter alia, previous recolllllendatione 
and existil'l6 proposals, as well as resolutions 37/80 and 37/81 of the 
General Assembly. Though the importance of effective security assurances to 
non-nuclear-weapon States was reaffirmed, the eeneral positions of delegations 
remained unchaneed. It was widely held that there was an urgent need to, reach 
agreement o·n · -e. ·"common fo1'D1Ula" which oould be -includ.ed in an intern.ations.l~ 
instrument of a legally bind.i.J'l6 character. There was also no objection; 'in 
principle, to the idea of an international convention; however, the difficulties 
involved were also pointed out. 

The Chair put forward various proposals as to the direction the. 
Wo~~- Gro:u;p CQ)lld .. take, and other delegations put forw~ propo sale as . well. 
However., . tbe ~-conclusions· of the Workill8 Group contiwe to speak for tbeiDeelves: 
"Negotiations· on the 8\:lbstance of the effective a.rraneementa revealed that 
specific difficulties related to differing perceptions of security interests of 
some: ·nuclear-weapon. States and non-nucleal'-weapon States persisted and that the 
complex nature of the issues involved in evol vine a COJIIII¥)n formula acceptable 
to all contirrued to prevent aereement on such a formula, as well a.a on an 
internatiqA8J, conV!'tJltion. Under these circumstances," the report continues, "no 
p:rOgreeEi was achieved.". Against this background, tbe Workill8 Gro~ reeolliDends 
to the Co~tte~ · ?~. Dba:nnament ~t at the beginnine of the 1984 see¢-on 
coneul tations shciu;J:Ct take place in order to determine the most appropriate <;qurse 
of action, inclu~ the reSI.UilPtion of the activities of the Workill8 Group · 
itself. · 

On a personal note , I must once ~ain express my disappointment and concern 
at the failure of the Col!lni ttee on Disarmament to make any substantive progress 

: towards evolvU:lg an . ~&ment on this question 'Which would be satiefacto_ry to. 
all concerned, particularly to the non-nuclea:ro-weapon States. 

Before I conclude, I would like to express my deep and sincere gratitude 
to the members of the. Workib8 Group for their co-operation, which waa 
indispensable for .the work' of the Group • 

I lllUet also put on. record my .gNat appreciation for the efficient support 
and assistance provided by the secretary of the WorkiJ'l6 Group, Mr. Cassandra, 
and his associates in the secretariat. Their valuable contribution particularly 
facilitated the consideration and final adoption of our report. 
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The CHAIRMAN -(translated from Spanish); I thank the Chairman of the 
Working 'Group on Negative Security Assurances for the stca.tement he has 'just made 
intrbslucing the report of his Group. 

'We. should now proceed to the adoption· of the repor~e of the Ad Hoc World~ :·, 
Groups. Firstly, the report of the Ad Hoc Worldng Group on CheJUical. Weapons, . 
which is _cqntai~ed in document CD/416. If there is no objection, I shaJ.l take. 
it th,at the Committee· ·~pta the report of this Ad Hoc World.ng Group • 

. ... 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish): \ofe shall now consider the report of 
the Ad Hoc Working Group on Negative Security Assurances contained in 
document 'CD/417--.· .. If there is no objection, I shall take it that the report is 
adopted • 

. rt was so decided. 
f. 

The . CHAIRMA.N (translated from Spanish): 
the. ;Q_oo·r •. : · Mr. J&ipal has the floor. 

-· The secre.tariat has requested 

Mr. JAIPAL (Secretary of the Committee on Disarmament, Personal Representati v:e 
of the Secretary-General): With reference to the statement made by the 
distinguished Ambass?dor of Nigeria regarding his chairmanship in June, I wish to 
sta~e for the record that the secretari~t. was informed by the ·Nigerian delegation 
of its understen~g with the .Peruvian delegation. Thereupon -the"eecre:ta:riat 
inquired of Ambassador Peter Carmock of Peru if he would take tne Chai-r · i'ri:. ·. 
J~· under rule 10 of the ru],es of procedure. Unfortunate'iy · .. · .... ·· · .'.: :· · -·.~ 
Ambassador Peter Cannock regi-etted that he could not do 8o :and preferred to wa.:i;t 
for Peru' s turn in the month of August. · · 

.. ,.. ... ,., 
. . 
; "M±. CASTILLO (Peru) (translated from Spanish): . According to the information 

ay~lahle to' the delegation of Peru, the Group of 21 adopted by consensus, that 
is to sa;f ·withOut any objection, the following agreement: the chairmanship of . 
the Committee on Disarmament in the month of June would be held by Nigeria, in 
July by Pakistan and in August by Peru; as to the Group of 21, co-ordination .- . 
would be exercised in June by Peru, in July by Nigeria and in August by 
Pakist.an. 

Mr. ISSRAELYA.N (uhi.on of Soviet ~bc{alist Republics) ( tiQl¥\1 ated from Russian): · 
Permit me to express on behalf of the" Sovie-t delegation and in connection with 
the adqption of the. reports of the working groups gratitude to the Chairmen of 
the working groups, Comrade Rose, Ambis'sador McPhail, Ambassador Ahmad, 
Ambassador Robles, and Ambassador Lidgard. -Th~y did,. i'rtdeed, no small.: amount 
of work and, if we did not achieve the desired results, they are, naturallY, . 
the le~st to blame. But I have not taken the floor merely for an expression of 
thanl:tt3·• · I was ri?t present for today' s statement by the United States delegation 

·;J .. : . . : .. ' 
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devoted to chemical weapons and it is only now that, having· been able to 
famili¢z~ myself with it, I would like to make a few comments. I am doine- this 
w .t because ;r 8$ek . a confrontation with the United States delegation or with any 
other delegatl.on, but because we have to continue next yea:r work on the bMnine' 
of chemical weapons. . I am making my CODIIIIente in a s(>iri t of goodwill ~ I 
would like the Uni t~d·· s'tatee delegation and a numb.er· of o.ther d.eie~tions · that 
sha.."t'e i te approach tq. try to understand our posi,:tion too. · · · · ..• • · . 

Firstly, the united States.· representative said, in particiul~, "We ni,~ 
there has as yet been no detailed reaction by certain key delegation.s to ei'thei' 
of the major papers we have put forward this year". Perhaps we have indeed not 
oome forward with a detailed response or commentary to the document from the 
Uri.i ted . .States delegation. But penD.! t me to ask.· the United States delegation . 
and a number o.f other Western countries the .following questions , wey- have '~y 
what I wuld call such a.'J ambi tio'us attitude vi th regard to :the1.r own documents? 
l~ are they · silent for many yeai·s vi th regard to other d~legat.ions' proposals? 
wcy, for example, have the delegations of the United States or of other Weetem 
Powers · not COIIIIlentad in detail on the draft treaty on the pi-o~ bi tion of the uee 
of nuclear weapons prop.osed by the d.elega:tion of Iridta? Why have. the delega.tions 
ot. Western States not' commented on tne draft international ~ements on 
eeeuri ty @Uarantees for non-nuclear-weapon States proposed by ·a. eroup. of socialist 
countries and· by Pakistan? I do not recall there having been any d'etailed 
·cOu.entary a~ those, nQt just. WJ?~ng papers, but draft in'ternationa;I. ~eJDetlts. 
The representatives of Wee:tern Stai;es aa.id merely "en passant" that :thOse . 
initiatives '!were not acceptable to them, that they were illDpportune, and eo .c;>n. 
But when there appears a. dOCUlllent fxom the United States "delegation or from a 
number of other Western States, everybody must. COII!IIlant on it in detail. Wh,y? 
What if our attitude to tho~e documet1ts was, on th~ whole, negative and we. 
exp;resaed that riegati ve attitude in. general fonn? Why should we )>e obli8ed to 
do it in detail? Are we in a co\~f·t ·1 that we should have to justify ourselves or 
submit faetu.al evidence? For o11r part, we do not make such demands of others. 
Why' fo'r exam{l.le' did the Uni.ted . States deleeatio~ not present in plenar,y s&s~~na 
a.. detailed opinion concerning the Sovie t draft basic proVisions of a treaty ori . 
the .Prohibition of chemical weapons? If my memory serves me right, our 
doQ:gment ~as al.eo referred , to 11eti paasant "· .... . .. . '· 

. . 
. r .6.fl~t~r point: -~ .... - . 

"It must be remembered that we made tllia proposal over a year ~ on 
the quota and questions about it have been on the table ever since. Only in 
the last week, when the work of. the contact group on stockpiles had be~n 
completed, did the Soviet delegation begi.n to clsri£,1 for the Committee ita 
proposal tor verification of stockpile destruction by inspection on a 
quota basis. I t must be remembered that they 'made this proposal a year a.go, 
and questions ah<;~u t i t have been on the table ever since. 11 • 

Well, to begin with, that ie inexact. We have explained our position on 
verification on a quota basi.s in quite some detail durit)€ bilateral oonsulta.tione 
with_ num.e;rous delegations. And it is especially surprising to us that the 
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United States delegation, with which we · held oonsul tations in pa.rt~cular and openly 
· set out a whole range of cri tsria and whose reaction we awaited and are still 

awaiting, should raise this question. The delegation of the USSR has ·repeatedly 
emphasized that we have a p~ciee idea of the general principles of verification 
on a quota basis, and we have .repeatedly set out those general ideas. As regards 
detaii:s, .. we have repeatedly invited all delegations to reflect wfth us on the 
most efficient and, at the same · time, unobtrusive way of conducting systematic 
international checks on the destruction of stockpiles of chemical weapons not on 
a permanent basis, but on the basis of individual systematic inspections, that is 
on a quota basis. 

A third matter: ''My delegation cannot understand", it was said today, "wcy 
the Soviet delegation, which ardently professes its interest in completill8 a · · 
convention as soon as possible, refuses to discuss the subject of chemical weapons 
production and fillill8 facilities". I wish to say that we have a position on this 
subject and that we have expressed it. We took into account the views of other · 
delegations and we made on 18 August a statement which, of course, everybody vill 
remember. But I have a question of my own; is it not true that the United. States 
delegation has repeatedly declared and continues to declare, including in its 
statement today, that it will not proceed to the formulation of a draft convention 

· until such time as all questions-have been settled? In other words, the entire 
convention is in suspense. When \ote say that we wish to suspend one question and 
a.re · rea.dy to resolve all the others, we are told that it can't be done, that an 
answer must first be given on the issue concerning which we are proposing the 
con·tinuation o.f. n:ego'tiations~ 

: ·As you know, Mr. Chairman, our negotiations are negotiations among States 
with equal rights. But some delegations are suggesting to us that such 
negotiations were conducted in evil colonial times and not in our day. 

· One more topic, that of binary '·reapons. According to the disti~ehed 
representative of the United ·States,. Mr. Busby: 

"On the other hand, the proposals to single out binary chemical ·weapoils 
stocks and production facilities for specially severe treatment seem to:·.my·, 
delegation to be extraordinarily one-sided. '.rhey can only be seen as 
efforts to preserve Soviet chemical weapons capabilities while eliminating 
those of the United States.". 

· Nothing of the kind. The United States already has sufficient stockpiles of 
chemical weapons; its chemical muni tiona total 3" million units. And we are 
opposed to binary weapons not because we do not have such weapons and find 
ourselves in a worse position. As you Jmow, the world has already been a witness 
on several occasions to a situation in which ne"' types of weapons have appeared in 
the United States and the Soviet Union has, after a while, been obliged to acquire 
them too. The same could happen in the present situation. And we fear that, 
because the appearance of binary weapons in the United States - and that means .. 
in other States too -- \-rill inevitably complicate the conclusion of a convention 
on the prohibition of chemical weapons. . Many delegations share this opinion. 
It is incomparably more difficult to monitor chemical binary weapons; they 
represent a qualitatively new step in the development of lethal chemical weapons. 



rJD/PV .236 
53 

(Mr. Issrael:yan, USSH) . 
-·· I '\lfa8 far from malli ng ail::un.colll)limantary :remark about the'·Vice-Preeident of 

the U!U.ted. ·States, Whom ·I lmov peredJlall.y. The onJ.y.- tlUJ18··.tba.t vas · eaid'-vae 
thi.at _, .. here, :within the confines of·.thh Coamittee, .the Vioe-P:residetit. of the 
United S·tatee. actvoea:tedt or spoke in favour· or, the speeding-u;p .Lof· negptiationa on 
the eliJili:naUon of tho th!reat posed by. chamical wespona. · · Isn't that true?. . A i'ev 
JDO.nthe later; the same ·person out a decid.ing vote in favour of the implementation 
of a pNgromme wh:leh is killil'l8 -those negoti·atidne. Ian!Jt :it. true tba.t· be ccst 
tbe decidiD8 vote for the il:Jiplementation of a programme which, from our point of 
view, is indeed.killing :the neeotiations? I : . · . . . . ,. ' .-! : . 

Finally, there sounded in Mr. Busby's last statement a note which really made 
me prick up rrxy ears. I would like. to think that I made -8. mistake~ that I 
misunderstood the United States delegation. It .seemed to me tbat the tone vas 
once ~ain that of an ultimatum: unless all delegations agree on all issues, there 
will not be any definitio!lt ~~_to~~~.i..9.~··or .. :.e: :dz'at't convention next year either. 
Now that makes me pr~ck \lP my ears. 

I should like to conclude my short statement not in a spirit of confrontation 
but by an appeal to a .m.unber of delegations to sho'tl understanding for the 
po.ei tiona of other States, respect for their opinion, due attention to their 
proposals. We have never said that there is nothing in the United States 
proposals that would be a-cceptable to us. The examples given here by Mr. Bueb;y 
are on the whole, it i e true, correct. But would the United States. dele~ation 
not agree that we have made far greater ste}ls towards ita position than it towards 
oure, particularly on such important key issues as the conducting of systematic 
international inspections in situ and the like? All those present bere will aeree 
that the USSR delegation took serious account of the po si tiona o:f tbe non-ali8Jled 
States: at the beginning of this year, we declared our willinen~ss to include a 
provision concerning the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons in a future 
convention. Those are really substantive steps and. we await the same steps from 
the United States and its allies. I think that if understanding is shown for 
the position of each country, including my own, p:rogress will certainly be possible. 
But if attempts are made, eo to speak, to twist each other's anne, then the 
negotiations will simply staenate. 

My statement has probably been somewhat conf'u.sed , but it vas, I hope, 
intelligible. 

The CRAIRMA.N (translated from Spanish): Thank you, Sir, for Your statement. 
On behalf of the Committee, I should like to express our gratitude to the 
Chai;rmen of the .Ad Hoc Working Groups on Chemical Weapons and Nega.ti ve Securi t;y 
Assurances for the skill with which they have perfo:nned their important functions. 
Because of the hour, I would request that we limit our attention to two matters 
to which I shall now refer. 

Firstly, the info:nnal meeting originally scheduled for tomorrow afternoon 
will be convened at 11 o'clock to.zoorxow, Wednesd93, in the zoornii18. It would 
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ap,.P~a.; -r?~~ 8:-t this )unctu:re i t .. ,is too lqte to l*!t up a .dr.a£t.i.J:l€ group -as had ~een 
pla.rin~~:: :?o~~equ~t~y.~ .it .. W9UJ.d be b~t-7er, to :consid~r :.tbe. ·a.:'~~t sbbst~ti:~e . 
pa.r~apha 1:fi .lnfo~ J:De~~l;-~s. , .and .not l.n the p:rop_Qaed •tttaft.ln8 ; ~\l.F;: !.hope 
that··.we sh{IJ.J, ' be a9le . to . pompl .ete our dra.ftine work at these- i:n£-cmnal.: ·'meetin,ge · 
''by· Tliursd~ morni!l8 ,' iThere will therefore be three ·informal tDeetingsl·-'. "D. · • · 

· "Wedne.~d~; :t;o~rrow, a.t :il a..i:n. and) ·.P :m.; an~ on Thm"sda,y .. the 25th a.t 10. 3(> a;m. • 
. r·. . ,... ~ . .. 
Secondly, the G~up of 21 will meet tomopow -at 10 a•. m. · in this -rooui.; · 
~ • • f . • • • • • • 

: . 
The next plenary di sa.rmament meeting will be held on Frid<l\1, 26 August, 

.at 4 P~lll· 

The ~~~ng ·is adjou.x:ned. 

The m'- _ ·=:=s - £ -- -




