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The Conference on Disarmament is c·alled to ord~r. -.-_: .. , . __ .., · 
. . . . .• .. .- : .. -· .... · ... ~ :.-. 

I . 

T;h'e Conference contiriues.today<it~ consideration-of it'em_l .. on),.t~--,~~~~ :-. _'.
1 

emti tled "Nuclear test ::h~n" ~ · J:r1 accordance wi t:h ~rule 30 of ·.the. ~ules ;._of :P~~c~4J.,Uie, . 
any member wishing to do so may raise any subJect relevant to the work of the 
Conference. 

.r 

~ay_ I iiel.conie in i;l:J.e Conference the State Secretary for Fore·ign Aff~i~s -.o£ 
Norway, ·His Exc'ellency''Eivinn Berg~· who will be the first speaker. today. T.h~·> ,·,:,.· ... , .. ;. 
State Secretary has visited us on previous occasions and I am glad to wish him _a 
useful stay in Geneva. . · 

.i· 
• . •. · I 

I have on my list of speakers for today the representatives of No~ay, ,Hungary 7i 
Belgi.um, Czec~oslovakia·and the United States of America. . · .. ', ';_ - ·I· 

. I n~--~~l.ve the floor. to the first speaker on my. list, the ·state-.s.e:dretacy-.}~r ;:_1-
For.e_i~ Affai!'s_ of Nonray' His EXcellency Eivinn Berg. · ' ·- · · · ·- =- ·· •· -

1 
·' 

with your permission, Mr. Presiclent 9 I should like first 1 to make some·'~ ~ather 
brief general observations before addressing some of the concrete issues- on the 
Conference's agei).da. . . -

'J ,. '· 

Despite some recent encouraging developments the. international scene is· still 
unfortunately charact!:)ri~ed by the absence of a broad and constructive international 
dialogue a:~d "bY the fact that certain crucial bilateral. nego~iati6ns on n,;_cJ.ea~ arms· 
remain-suspended. 

Agains-t thi~ background the multilateral efforts ·made by. the· Conference on 
Disarmament are becoming increasingly significant 9 underlining the gTOWing '··-:·., 
importance and responsibility of this Conferencee I cannot therefore emphasize . 
strongly-enough the importance atta94ed by the Government of. Norway to the crucial 
negoti~t:i.~~~ :i,.n th~s Conference. · · · ·· · · · 

.. 

we·; ar~ "coiifigent that no efforts will be spared. by the :inem1:lers of this global 
ne£'C"tiating· body."in .. order to secure concrete p+ogress _in the important issues now 
before the. Conferertce •. If this. can be achieved; ·i:t would meet, I think, 'the deep .. 
desire of pebpi~·:ii!verywhere for enhanced, secu:dty through rea.l_ and constructive· 
arms control· riegotia.tions. 

I like to emphasize this particular 1•oint because it. is part of a concept of 
securi ty:polic;y :which I beliey~.- is widely shared~ namely .tha:~ arni.s (jontrol· and 
disarmamen"t :a"re. a~· yital. and_ important to .the security 9f nations as the . 
maintenance of ao.'eq_U:§.te ffiiolitary defence mea~ures. . . ,.-.: ... : . . 
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Consequently, we all hav!3 strong and real interests in pursuing arms .control 
and disarmament through negotiations. We have therefore also an obligation and a 
mutual interest in protect.ingi_our. ·various fora of dialogue and negotiations from the 
adverse .effects of shifting political relations in the international climate. 

As a result, since disarmament is in the interest of all parties, we have 
consistently made the point that the conduct of negotiations should not be put in 
jeopardy by attempts to· exact political concessions or as a means of pressure or 
reward. 

The curbing of the arms race both in the nuclear and conventional field 
represents a fundamental challenge to us all. 

Against this background. it is a matter of considerable satisfaction to my 
Government that the Stockholm Conference is now in progress and that a date has been 
set .. for :the, o~ntinuation of the important .JYIB:i!,R talks in Vienna~ ·In our View these 
two Conferences c·omplement each. other in the ·sense that building confidence· through· 
concrete measures and providing at the same time for an improved conventional 
balance are conducive to milit0ry and political stability. 

In o"iir efforts' to.· 6-i.lrb the: risks i!!herent in a continq.ed riuolear arms' lni:i,ld~"ii:P ·, 
the Norwegian Government co:p.~iri-q.es to attach ·the greatest importance. to the' .. nqw ·. . 
suspendedor discontinued ·"bilateral negotiatioJJ:s on intermed.tate-::r~ge nucl~~r··· .· ·: ·; 
forces (INF) and on .the reduction' ()f str.ategib .. arms (START). · 1-jj is. o,ur view ."i;~a.t 
we shoulcl be prepared to ~emcinstra:~e. ·:rrexipil~ty and that any sii:r:ious ini ti~tive,:· · · 
thai; may serve to reopen these negotiation~ ·should be car_efti.ily_ considereq: ·in¢ieed._'' .. 
We ·should aim in these negotiat.i6ns at verifiable reductions· in ·the total.n"Umber · . · 
of intermediate-range and strategic nuclear arrtis to ·the lowest ·~ossible arid balanced. 
level of forces, taking into account 1 of course; th~ security needs of the parties 
cqncerned. 

As I have already stated,it is the hope of my Government that the 1984 session 
of the Conference on Disarmament ivill bring about substantial progress in the 
important questions on its agenda 9 to which I shall now address myself briefly. 

Through the abie leadership of.}unbassador NcPhail of Canada, the Ad Hoc 
Working Group on Chemicai W~apons managed in 1983 to make progress~ In our 
opinion, multilateral agreement on a comprehensive chemical-weapons ban is today 
a priority disarmament issue. What is needed now is to elaborate a comprehensive 
draft convention. 

It is also to us very encouraging that progress was made during the 1983 session 
on issues relevant to the incorporation of a p~ohibition on use in the scope of the 
convention. This would, I think, complement the prohibition in the 1925 Geneva 
Protocol. As tQ the vital question of verification of destruction of chemical 
stocksp the successful and impressive demonstration by the United States in ·. 
Salt Lake City in November 1983, at -vrhich Norwegian experts were present, has 
proved that a ·system based ori a combination of remote sensing and on-site 
inspection can work efficiently. vl e also look forward to the forthcoming 
demonstration in the Federal Republic of Germany concerning these issues. 

The recent announcement by the United ::ltates Secretary. of State that the 
United States will table a comprenensive draft convention in the Conference on 
Disarmament concerning a chemical-1veapons ban, is of particular significance 
to the forthcoming negotiations. The Norwegian Government warmly welcomes this 
as an important disarmament initiative. 
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In thiS''·ooniiection I would add that Nor:·Tay also welcomes the importa~f·'~nd · · · 
pos_i tive statement of the distinguished repref;lentative of the Soviet U:ijio:r).j .... ··'· .( .. 
.Ambassador Victor Issraelyans ori 21 February 7 -v1hen he declared the readiness .in·· · 
principle of the Soviet Union to consider in a pos~.tive !:'.anner the _prop9s_al on 
the permanent ·preiserice 'a:t 'the special facilities on stock destruction of ·the · 
representatives of international control. · 

It is the sin1ere hope of my Government that the positive attitude reflected 
by the United· States and the Soviet Union in these important announcements will 
indeed cdntribute significantly to expediting the 1vork of the 'Conference in:·'tilrs 
high-priority .. field of disarmament. ' · ···· · ... 

The Norwegian Government has also noted the proposal of 10 January of the 
East. EuJ:'opean· countries for· a chemical--weapon-free zone. in Europe,· B:nd wei'cbliles 
it as a cbnr±:cination ·of. active interest 011 their :part in a chemical -vrear:i.diis) ban.·'.,_ . 
However; it fs :the view of my Government that. a comprehensive qan on che:tiifc_a:l'" · · ·.· _-.'' 
·w-eapons' impl'emented ·On a world-wide basis a'nd hence also in Europe, would more.':·; I 
adequately meet the need for further measu:res to supplement the 1925 .. Geneva · · · 1. 

Protocol~ · · · I 

I 
I I would leave you in no doubt that Norway is determined to contribute· ·f;a·1this 

urgent task of the: Conference., We therefore plan to present nevr result~ of ·ou-r···;· 
resea~ch prdgramme -on verification of a chemical-weapons convention.duriri~ the·· 
second part of this year 1 s. :-1ession. The Norwegian research programme. ~r;Lll be . 
terminated in '1986t when we plan to submit ·a set of_ concrete and specific-·:Prop~sa:ls . 
for sampling and verification procedures for the implementation of a ··chemical~weap6nk 
convention. · ·! 

A very important item on the international disarmament agenda i~ a 
comprehensive nuclear-test.:..ban treaty. If it could be achieved, it would contribute: 
to hal tiilg the nuclear arms build-up and to promoting' rion-proliferatiori' ef±'<5t'£~ff~": .. 
Such a· ban ··should prob.i.bi t all nuclear test explosions in all enviro:hriierit's''on ·a:· .. · 
permanent bas.is. ·A future test ban should therefore -also in our view ··include 
nuclear· explosions for. peaceful purp·.)ses. 

The deliberations L~ the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban·in 1982 
and 1983 have in our opinion been useful, even though the mandate has been limited 
to issues relating to verii'ication and compliance. The deliberations have confirmed 
that a· global seismological network should play a prominent role· in··a verification 
system of a-nuclear-test ban~ 

For·several years~ as.you will know, the Norwegian Seismic .Array (NORSAR) has 
undertaken research with a view to contributing to the i·rork of· the Confer-eric·e. ·on ' 
Disarmament- en the establishment of a giobal seismological network.· . Our · ,· · ·. 
scientists have taken an· active part in the elaboration of the draft.'.of.: the·:·,.· 
third report of the-Ad Hoc· Group of Seismic Experts~ which we hope Gan·be appro~ed' 
at the next session of the Group. The continuation of the work of the Ad Hoc 
Group of Seismic Experts is,of great importance for the further refinement and 
development of a global. newark. As a contribution to the ·.J:ork of·:· th~.-Confer~nce 
on Disarmament NORSAR is continuing its research on ·che use . of modern . . , . 
telecommunications tecl"illology for this very pu:rposeo . . . . .. . ; ·~ . 

It is the opinicn of the No~vegian Govervnent also 
to finalize a convention on radiological weapons. Such 
limited, but nevertheless welcome arms-control measure. 
climate, such a convention ;.rould have a positive effect 

that the time has now come 
a ccmvention -vrould be a 
In the current international 

on the multilcteral 
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disarm~ent process. ~~e NoLvegian Government believes that a radiological weapons 
convention can be based on the joint USSR-United States proposal of July 1979 and 
on the resu~ts of subsequent negotiations in this Conference. 

The prohibition of attacks on civilian nuclear facilities is -another·issue 
that should be vigorously pursued. The conclusion of a radiological weapons . · ·. 
convention must not lessen our resolve to make pro5Eess also on this question. 

NortoTay consid_ers that an extension of the arms race into outer space could 
threaten military stability both in space and on earth, while·at the same time 
jeopardizing civilian uses of outer space. Every effort should therefore be.made 
to prevent such a development. 

Seve+al important international treaties limit or prohibit various military 
uses . of outer space. There is, nevertheless 9 a need to examine· recent technologica:·l 
developme~ts in relation both to existing obligations and to the need for further 
international legal instruments. In this regard I would like to add that vie .have 
studied with interest the Soviet draft treaty on the prohibition of the use,of 
force in outer space and from space against the Earth. , 

Worway welcomed the decision of the Com~ittee on Disarmament to include 
prevention of an arms race ·in outer space as an item on its agenda in 1982. 
In our view 9 the Conference on Disarmament could start its substantive work along 
the lines of the mandate proposed last year Ln document CD/413. l would· hope also 
that the Conference can agree on a mandate for a subsidiary body for this crucia=l · 
q~estion as· soon as possible during t~e present session. For our part we would 
like to follow closely the substantive work of the Conference on Disarmament \vhil.e .. · 
drawing on our own technical expertise in this complex field. 

Finally~ I vTould like to stress onc.e mo·re the appreciation of the Non;egian· 
Government concerning last year 1 s decision to increase the membership.of this 
negotiating body byno more than four:States and to inform the thirty-ninth session 
of the General Assembly of the agreement reached as to the selection of new members. 
We have noted with satisf'action that the adopted programme of ~orork for the. first 
part of this year's session includes a reference to the question of' selecting 
additional members. 

I do not need to emphasize again the great :importance attached by· my country 
to the. q_uestion of .full membership in the Conference on Disarmament •. As an· active 
observer, we have consistently sought to contribute to the negotiations in this 
forum. As a full member-.,.. and through the establishment of a permanent 
disarm~ent delegation -- here in Geneva -v-re i·JOuld be determined to contribute 
even further to·the work of the Conference. In the meantime~ Mr. President 9 I can 
promise you and your distinguished .colleagues that Norway will continue actively· 
to support· all aspects of the multilateral disarmament process within the · .. 
responsibility of this prominent international· negotiating forum. 

The PRESIDENT: I than..~ the representative. of liorv1ay for his important. 
statement and for the kind words addressed to the President~ 

I now give the floor to the representative of Hungary, Ainbassador Meiszter.· 
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. _·. lVTx. MEISZTER (Hungary}:_: Smce this is the first time· that I speak at a plenary 
·~eet.ing of. i;}f:e C?n:ferenc·e on Di.sarmament~ . :(wish at the outset tp expres·s my sincere· 
thanks to you, . Comrade :President 1 and to all my colleagues for the kind· ..rords of 
vlelcome addressed to me~'. I hasten to assure you that l greatly .appreciate·: the- · 
numerous signs of goodvlill and friendly assistance, and that the Hungarian deleg<:ltion 

. contmues. to·: be always ;r,-(3ady to co-:'operate with everyone. in our common search for 
realistic. ways. a~d Iheamf of _achieving taJ1gi?le resl;ti ts in the field of disarmament. 

·.: _: ···' 

,_,_ It is vlith part:j..cular pleasure~ Coinrade_President, that I extend to .you my 
warmest corigratulations ~ and express the Hunga:dan delegation Is satisfaction at 
seeing in the chair of'this.iffiportant forum so· distinguished a re~resentative of a 
soc~alist country which is _·linked to Hungary by proverbial ties of centuries· and 
the traditional amity of the two peoples. Your-diplomatic skill and wisdom, and 
the manner in which you have been discharging your awesome responsibilities,·have 
already won you the well-deserved appreciation of the whole Conference. 

I wish to convey special thanks to .Ambassador Jaipal and :Mr. Vmcente Berasategui 
for· their- advice and hE?;lping hand extended to me wheh T started my first steps 
around the Conference 'on Disarma..-rnent •. It is alwayf? ·reassuring to know· that one can ; 
rely on their grea't experience and the: kin9 assistance of the secretariat under their 
direction. . . , · I 

I 
, :It g{ves .. nie'· p-~easui-'e,. Comrade President;· to associate myself with the warm 

'"eicom.e wh;lch you ·extend'ed to the distipguished State Secretary of the Norwegian 
:r-finistry ·of Fo;r:-eigii Affairs, iYrr. ·Eivin:a Berg. · 

.·. . . . . . " 

Finally? I w·ish to commend· your prede-cessor for 'the leadership he provided and 
the task he fulfilled with great aPJ:)ro~ral. · · 

J.ha~e. qome t'o head ·mY ·deiegation vri th no particular background and expertise 
in di's.armament affairs. Ho.vever I a.m· possessed with the ·desire to contribute -my 
best towards representing and-realizing in :practice.the foreign policy of the 
Hungarian People's Rep'l;l.blic, which is aimed at strengthening peace a.nd 'international 
security ill every conoei vable mmme:c, most of all by \{ay of arms reducti-on and 
disarmament~ · I am not unaware that· the l?..resent conditions are not propitious for 
my aspiration. Recent years have been characterized by a continual sharpenmg ·of: 
international political and.military tensiqn. Confrontation has been on tpe 
increase, sovE!reign States :i,n various parts of the vrorld have become victims of 
military mterventions,·unceasing attempts·have been made to upset the balancie'of 
-power .and to obtain military superiority. 

The Unfavourable development of the international situation has been most 
conspicuous in EUrope. The deployment of American medium~range nuclear weapons in 
Western Euro~e, in close proximity of the borders -of the socialist countries, among 
them my own country~ has entailed far-reaching consequences for peace and security­
not only in that continent but also in the 1wrld as a i.fhole. As a direct consequence 
of that sinister step.it has become impossible to continue negotiations on such 
weapons. Its adverse effects have soon become apparent also at other·fora of.arms 
liniitatioh arid qisarmament. 

. . In. view of such developments the States Hembers of the 11/arsaw Treaty vrere 
obliged to take appropriate co~mter-m~~~ L~ order to preserve the balance of 
military forces, to safeguard their security. The Hungarian Government considered 
and considers those meas.ures· jb.stified and n~cessary. 
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Even in situations where defensive counter--measures are forced upon us, the 
Hungaria1l. P~ople 's R.epublic, like the other States:,.Jiiembers of the Warsaw ,Tre.aty, will 
not cease ·t.o II).ake e·veJ:y effort·: a=ime·d ··at· 011rbing; ~the·· .. arms race, decreasj..ng pqli tidcil_ · · ... · 
and mili tary:'·tension, preventing dangers. that threaten peace-, and ·ma~taining · ·· '.-:·; 
contacts an~1Jlj.~lggue. as indispensable prereq_uisi te:;J. · 

. Le:l{.m!? .r..€lcall at this juncture that the, Pres:i;P,ent of our. Presiden~i~H Council, in. ... 
hls statement before the General Assembly d'liring the last session, firmly reiterated· 
our fai tl~ in the peaceful coexistence of States, wii:;h differing social systems. F.or 
us -~ he .. 'said_- -- · "c.oe~dstence means active co·-operati.pn and a constant strength~~~g 
of mutually- z,_9:vu.nt.ageous political, economic and cul tmal relations among peoples. and· . 
governmE)I).ts o :: D~:i.:ng .'the past 10 or 15 years 1 vie ha:ve gained considerable experience '::· 
in this =Fegard~,·- ~nd it j_s :my understandL'rJ.g that our partners have no reason to feel · .. 
disappo:i.,1ited .either. 11 · · 

In a world fully saturated w·i th highly sophisticated i~uclear weapons which carry.': 
in ·the;mselves the risk of the de.vastation of our en·tire .civi],ization, nuclear 
disa::cmaml2)nt is undoubtedly the most pressing task for us a.ll, and measures c_apable 
of :egveriting_!luc)...Q.CJ~ii§£ must be accorded the higlie,st priority~ The Hungarian 
Gove:ci1inei1t; th~refore~ attaches tbe greatest impor:tance to the renunci(3,tio#.;.s>_f the ...... 
first-use of :nuclear i'leapons. The unconditional comm.i tment by the Soviet Union .not 
to be the firs·ti to use nuclear weapons u_l'lder any circumstances has already ·set the · · 
example6 Now i·li· is the turi~ of the. other nuclear-weapon POivers ~ that so far pave 
not assumed sj_mila:;~ obligati,anf;l_, to follovr, suit. ~fe are conviric~¢l.-that a c:ilu.'ster 
of such obliga.t:Lons s especia.i].y if embodi'ed in an international ... ~~ga]. q·o,ptractuat/o. · .... · .... 
framet . .;rork 7 could 1)e a major step towards relieving tens:i.on in the· w6±ld $ ana· · · 
strepgthening ,the ssnS:e.. of ;,s'3our;HY of' the .. B?;E;lat majority of. States that h~ve l_qng 
ago renoTmced the possession of nuclear weapons. 

Let me. em?b.a;size in this context. that the States J~embers of. the Warsaw Treaty 
are ready to go even further ·chan that~ and :p:r.c:posed last year the cqnclusion of q. 
treaty on the m.ntua1. rt.£:g::;ise. of I!lili _1ary for_2_§_~ vlhether nuclear. or ·cciliyention,al. .: . 
That~1Jro'Pv~?al,:we.s' addressed to the States Nembers of the.North At~antTcTrea;ty 
O:r.gan1ze.tion~,-b1l.t ·the treat·;y· -,;o'.llfl 'l)(' O"JE:n to e;;e::::-~r other State o:f''the world.· It 
is evident ,that .such a' tr(;laty ·.,.;rou~l_d be ~ subst:.mti~-e 'cbntri1mtici~ to lessening the 

. -... ~ 

dange:r:. of vrar :arid strengthening confidence" in generaL . · '·· 

On the, ;!.oad tQ nuclear disarmament i·[; wo:uld be .a first step of major 
significance if the nuclear-:'vreapo!l States could agree to freeze, under appropriate 
verification, all their nuclear a:i.:ws in both q_uali tative and q_uanti tative terms •.. 
·The Qoncrete proposal of the Soviet Union to that effect could serve as a proper 
basis f'Jr. negotiations~- as a comprehensive approach to the prevention of a ne>·l 
bui::!s}-up of nuclear arsenals •. Oii. -fhe basis of ·s-Qch a :1uc::!.ear freeze, further 
negotia_tions CC•U.ld 1)e developed ~Ii th the aim of r:edu,cing and eventually . 
eliminating all nucle<:J.r-w•ea.pon s-tockpiles~ and tht.is eliminating forever the 
thrE>a t. of nuclear 1-var ~ . . · · 

.Tb.e Hungarian. G;overnm.ent. continues _to maintain that 1d thiYJ. the complex of 
nuclear disarmament measures the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-1-veapon 
tests. must be treated vli th the greo. test u..rgency. Such a prohibition vtoulcl prevent ,. ' 
the q_uali ta ti ve UJ?€;TB.9,-ing of nuclear vreapons and the . emergence of new and more 
sophis:cJqated systems of su~-~ ,:vreapons. \>J'e believe that the draft treaty submitted 
by the· Soviet Union at· the ~p.~_rty--seventh sessiori of the General Assembly and the · 
S1-Iedish draft treaty tabJsd here ls.st · smf!lll8r 9 as 1>1ell as the lmoitrlec1.ge and 
experience that have been accumulated in ·this body, could se:r:·ve as a sound basis 

-:.·. 

-~- -
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for negotiations apd eventual early agree111ent·on thesubject~. ·We have ~f.or long been 
convinced. that the conclusion of a .comprel).ensive tes.t-ban trea~y would promote 
negotiatio:n,s on the whole range of nuclear and non-nuclear. disarmame.nt. p~oplems • 

. · ·. · .. 

I ·have already devoted much time .to questions of nuclear di~armamen:t, everi ... 
though I have oply t01;!.Ched upon the most. urgent ,one.s. That1 hoWe~er, serves to . 
reflect the grea.t ·emphasis which the Hungarian Gove:z::rlment has aiways Ia._id on· those · 
issues, and the urgency and priority tl:ia·t we attached to that complex probl~ni~ . ~is 
fact· ·does not in any way detract from our will and readiness to nurs1,1e ·concrete 'and 
meaningfui negotiations on ~very other problem ber'ore tP,e Confer~nce d:r{ Disarmament: • 

. , As a matter of fact w~ have for a long ~ime be~ri an ardent advocE/-:t.e' ·of urgent 
measures ·aimed at· the prohibition of the development$ production and stocJqJ'iling of 
chemical weapons and the q.~s;t;ruction of .such weapons, .as well as the proh:ibition· of 
ather kinds of weapons of 'ma~s destruction. we are firrri' 'in our belief th.at on the .. 
basis of the .various drafts .and the great expertis.e concentrated in this body; · 
negotiations could and. should be cond:ucted in earne~·t. in qrde:I;" 'to .. ~liminate the . 
gro ... ring danger stemming from chemical and other .weapons of. ·mas,s ci.4structio:rl_• · 

:Before· concluding ·this initial revievf of my Gove:J;nment 1 s position on. some of 
the major ·issues facing the Conference, I .wish to unde:dine the great importance we 
attach to the. prE?vention of an arms·. race ,in outer space. . We a:r.:e aware of· the 
rapidly·: growing. d~nge:J? of the militarization of that .limitless· 'environment~ 
Therefore we have fv.lly supported t:he .. ini tiation of urgent negotiations on the 
basis of the proposal made by the Soviet Union at the thirty-sixth session of the 
GeneraLAssembly on,t:Q,e prohibition of the stationing in outer spEl,ce of weapons of 
any type, and expressed Gur ~uppor* a.~so ,for the new Soviet pr6posal'concern~g . 
negotiations on the proh;ibi tion of .the ;use of force in outer space and from space· 
against the Earth. · · ''• ' , · 

I. ;. :: 

· The: basic ·position. of the Hungarian. People 1 s Repuolic has a],.ways. been anQ. 
continues to be the .eame: we are r·eady and wiJ.ling to neg()tiate and cortbiude 
agreements. on the liiiii'tation7 .·i-ed.u~ti.ori:·or .prohi:hi tion of wef3,pons or:. aey kind 
on a just and reciprocal basis., aJ?:d,. ::iJl fp.ll confo:i:'Iili ty vr;i. th the ·p~·~ciple of 
eq_uali ty and equal security. My Government has on numerous· o'cca.si.ons given 
evidence· .of· its resolve to find ·Comm.only acceptable solutions~ :to .. ~ake adjustments, 
and ·to come· to reasonable compromis.es. 

The PRESIDENT; I thank the representative of Hungary for his statement, , for·. 
his friendly reference to Polish-H1-mgarian relations as well as for the kind words 
addres::~ed to the President. · ·· · 

J no1.r give ~he .. floor to the representative of :Belgium, Ambassado.r,Depasse. 
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"!'.'·' .';·Nr. DEPASSE (Belgium) (translated from. French): Thank you 1 Mr. President. 
My first duty must be to thank you and the other· members of the Conference who 
have ta~en the flobr before me and conveyed their b~st ~ishes t6 the new members 
of the Conference on Disarmament in 1984. vnth your kind assistance, we may 
indeed be able to respond to the Tfiishes addressed to us. I should aJ.so like to 
congratulate you very warmly on your Presidency, which you exercise vJith as much 
}cin·ctnes:s a·s authority a .. I have. been most struck by the ver.y war1n feelings ·· · 

'.· expreSE?"ed· ar>ound this .table with regard to yolll~ country 1 and should like to · · · .. 
c "associ"<ite myself with them. Hhem thinkl.ng over vJha t I would say this morning, 

'ct leafed through an old Hork on· Be.lgian independence and checked up on a childhood 
memory. The Belgian revolution in its early days o'tied much to Poland 1 and" the · 
great$st' Belgian historian of the turn of the century 1 Henri Pirenne, wrote the 

.·roilowing: · ·"On 29 November 1830 the ltlar.saH Uprising prevented Czar Nicholas from 
··sending his troops to crush the Belgian revolution 11 • I believe that since then 
we have ·always-'-found ourselves on· the sa~.~ side of liberty and national .. 
independence;·: the depth and vmrmth of tt1e ··relations betHeen our two countries have 
nev~r b~~ri ~ ~atter of doubt for anyon~. . I sho~ld also like to express the 
respect which iny delegation feels foi." State Secretary Berg who has hon.6ured "this 
Conference with a statement of great substance. 

The Committee on Disarmament-has a Peputation for sterility and the'fact that 
it has been converted into. a Conference is probably not sufficien.t to .. geni!:irahe ::'-'· 
the productivity 1tlh:i,clT it hiis lacked so . far 0 That can only be the. re'sul t o~f' "<( 
method of work >-.rhich concentrates efforts on. topics .offering the best· chance;s· · 
for progress and \-Jhich deals Hith them \·lith l~estralnt and respect. fol~ con~e·nsus o 

· The Belgian delegation is .not. very interested in procedural discussi.ons:. ,. 
tt· did not par·ticipate in the debate on the· draft agenda or. in that wh:l.ch'·has not 
yet been concluded; but Hhich is, I hope, soon to end 1 on the riafnes···qf' our 
subsidiary organs. 

:~'i :ihall take th:fs. opportunity .to say that I am glad that r.::·do nc>Lhav:ei any 
langu?lge pl"oblem ·in·._-French in.:c<;J.lling you·' tv)qnsieur .le Pres"J.dent, and I do;·'not see 
what you have gained by being -:c.alled "l-it,. President": rather than 11 Mr ." Chairman'.'· 
I beli~y~ that this is true for the other languages too •. : .'' . 

I must say that the Belgian delegation has· some difficulty in unde'rstanding. 
\-Jhy the delegations of the socialist countl~ies have· run the. risl< of :poten-tially.:.·: 
long and a·crimotr.ious. ·discussions in proposing amendments. which 9 personally, I have 
fourid rather. f~ivolo~s and ~hose import; e~en.on a tacti6al leveli ~s··rath~~ hard 
to grasp. For us 9 .in these procedm"al matters, the good is often the enemy of 

·the best;· and perfectionism should be rejecteQ.. It 111as with great pleasure that 
I listened to the Ambassador of Yugoslavia praising the virtues of the principle 
of continuity in procedural matters. : · 

To go on to more serious matters 1 we believe that in a tense· ii1ternational · 
~situa~ion such .a& that facing us today 1 rhetoric and accusations are· unproductive • 

. ·,· .:.Vfuere the agree.ment of all is necessary to make progress 9 anyone who offends the 
dignity of his partner·s can le,gi Uma tely be suspected· of jeopardizing· the· calm .. 
atmosphere essential to the progress of the entire undertaking. In thi.s · 
connection.,. I •,·JOuld recommend the distinguished representative of the USSR to 
refrain henceforth from expressing his ~i~ws -- as he did in his statement of 
7 February 1984 -- on l-.rhat is or> is not the Hill of the Belgian people. I should 
like to assure him that those responsible for my country's policy devote most of 
their efforts to ascertaining and express~ng the will of the Belgian people. 
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·.. ..··· ·.·.:.: ·· ..... ,. 

,._ .... ·-~ ...... H-·-··~--·-----
A glance at the calendar of meetings of the Conferenc;e on Disar~a,me.n.t, reveals 

that the~ latteF• w:ru: be :able' to devota io '\..reeks' durfng th'e spr:i:rig' or'· 1984' to. 
eight ·it~ms··;: .... ,·on the:' asst.ifupti'on:·tha:t the Corifer~nce; me'e'cs every d~y'-'withou}:. . . .. ' 
exoeptior{j -· elemehti:l:r'y' d1visiori: Tea.'i;ls ~o th~' c.bnblusi~n-::that: if 'the~;-~.-1o'~k _ii:··div'ict~d· . 
o"f1.' an· ·::u:i thme'tlcal· has' is' 'we·. ·shall·;.'have. a\railable' :s-;Li( and a half. vrorkj.hg'. d_ays ... : \ 
pei~"·i-te'rn'.;:.'.·· ·: .:·· "' .. ,;. · .. •' . .;;. c,;· ... , . - ... · .. 

VJe therefore have to choose betvJeen dispersing our !:'fforts, vJhich. would .. 
undoubtedly'' lead to failt.i.'re' '6n all o'f 'tr1ose ·top:{ as' and' selectivity' ~~'h1:6f1' rio'ids 
out: ·some hop·~- 6-r: si.i'cces's in s'ome' 6f them.· · · · ·· · ' ·.;: ':· ' · · · · · .,,. · · ·· · · . ·•. /." . ··. . ~ . ~ . : 

Belgium \vould lU::e the organi zahon or' thG tJOi'k of the Conf'er~n6~·· on 
Disarmament to be guided by a desire to give priority to t~e topics in_ re~pec~. 
of 1Jhich the Confel"ei1C8 can; in. all· obJectivity,. expect substantial progr'ess 't9 pe . 

. :made ·toviard's the' negotiation or: rin1i tila tera1' agreements guCirant'ee:f.ng ~p~cifi<:::' 'I:' : ,, '; 
measl:lres:ror ariT!s··control o1~ effectiVe disarmament, T'ne key word.- here is . ,, , .. , 
:1neg0tia tion 11 ~ '· · · ' • · 

:·.,. 

It is the anti thesis of declar•atory diplomacy on vJhich v.re can no. lor1ger: .h,'fwe 
illus~ons and Hhich lias no· place here~- , , ... _ :::-

·-Iimagine-;' moreo-Jet~; that it ~ras probably dn''tri'~ basis of'sfl11ilar:~rite~l'a . 
that:·--OUl" •SeCr"etaf'ii'at had '·alr-eady deleted fl,;dm. the draft agenda ·vJhic.l1' it n~d' ·: :;:,·· ~ •. 

c·p-J?e:pai--ea:·:sever<'i'1' 'itetnsi in . res'pect of wl1ich :!. t was cleat-' 'that a :debate .co-uld nof ~t:·.· .. 
present lead to positive results o That v1orl< shOuid ~be ·c.orlfirlu~d·: in o·rd~~- td·: ·. · ' { 
enable us effectively to concentrate our efforts solely on those topics }'fh,ich . 

. . '' . , . : 
seem lil<ely to be fruitful. 

Such ah '::!ffort ,- ·such· an approach· :is ·all ·the more nece'ssary since the· 
Conference·· on Disarmament is: .:nd'\;j the oniy. un-i versai forum open to .ca.lm 
negc't'iat•ion, the onty on:e_.·,~hicli lias ·the: pc)tential to be ·productive,'· in the:.'. 

! 1-

disa·rhl:a:in'ent ·spher'e .: ., · · · · · ._., ' ·· ' '" · · · · · ' · · .. ·. 

In the vie~.; of the Belgian· delegatJ..cni, ·the problem of chemical ·tveapohs i·s·'' 
especially ripe for genuine negotiation. 

'A' <::Tear; basis fen~: n.·ego'tiation • e·xists. . The. rep-ort of. ti1e Ho.rk.ing Group . : 
submit-t'Cd b'y· A.ittba:Ssaaor · i'1c'Pl1ail: describes: ft adequate.ly. All7 6u~-, Stafes·;. in one 
way or another, have reaffirmed their desire to conclude vJork rapidly, and. th'is' 
was reflected by the wording of a mandate for a working group, a~ hoc commi~te~ or 
SUbSidi'ary bod':[~ <?ii' the c·~~·t,en,t Of \vhich. 1.118' aPe. unani~OUS. . . 

_1_ '. 

·. ::,.· 

.·; 
. ' 

··.·, 

The United States announced that it \oiOUld shortly submit a ct'raft tt•eaty t({us:. 
this should help us to formulate more easily, in all its aspects, the text of the 
conven'tion \4hfch' ~~~'shall: r~commend our ··states to implement; '1'0' this end 7 bf' 
course,. the' United· States nn1st make haste to subm:i t this. docUment. . . . ' 

'!::. 

' ; . ' . . ,. . •. . . '. - ~~ ... .. 
Sd~e~4uestioris 0hi6h 0ecenily·stiil gave rise~~6-~ol~mics~ha~e d~v~iop~~ in· 

a satisfactory manner; with rGgard to the central problem of veri~ication of the 
ctestt~ucti6n :or ·stoclcs or 6hemical weapons, v1e·· certainly noted i:i '6f;ieakthrough in· . 
the statement madh 1 o~·2l·?ebrGiry·by· th~ distiri~tiishact··0~p~~s~~£~ii~~-o~··th~--~§~R~ 
I fourid; that·· statement ·pal"tfcular'lY' ehcotiragtng· ·beC·auSe .:·it; ~-+~~~iY-''g§~s ~~:~t~e :·· _: •'. 
ciirectiori 6f the· conclusions: which .:.I drev1 · from"attet1d:Lng the. Workshop oYiganlZ~cr 
by the united ~St8:tes.-·Admiri:Lstrati6n ·at' T~oe1e·~. :In my 'opinion:; the coriclusioh~··· 
of that·:·Horkshop art!! :'q\ii te· stra:ightfbrward. . . . . . . 

,. .'': .! .-: ~: ··; ; ) : 

• 'I ... ,. 
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.The first is .that effective verification of ·the destruction of chemical 
weap~ns .in an inqU:s;tdai facility is possible on condition that the constr~int of 
vedfication is taken into account!·at the design s·ta:ge· 'of the facillties to be set 
up •. · In other words, if the planning office '"hich designs the destruction facility 
takes 0\CCQUnt .of. these constraints, the facility becomes Wide open to· verification; 
otherwise, it remains opaque. 

The second conclusion is that· the importance of a huinah ·presence fol~ 
verifica,tio.n: purposes. in a destruction facility depends oh the sophistication. and 
reliability of the equipment. The greater its reliability and sophisticatioi1, the 
smaller the importance of the intrusion of human beings. 

At Tooele,: a ,permanent human pl~esence is . essential not only during the . 
des~ruction .stage but;abov:e-=all during the maintenance and setting of the .:i:nstruinents; 
otherwise·, -the rel,:iability·.of .the verification·is-negatively affected~··· :Tne·day · · · 
may perhaps come.1.,rl:len -t!'le .. .automatization of. the instruments \·dll make it p~ssible 
to do without this permanent human presence, but that does not seem the ca~e today • 

. That -~s ,·why my ~delegation, Has very -pleased by the statement made by 
Ambassador Issraelyan on 21 February. His statement amounts to a breakthrough 
on a fundamental point, but we do not think that it is enough to justify euphoria 
on ou~ ·part. · For differences on· essential ·issues still exist, particularly with 
regard to the means to be utilized to verify :effectively in future the non-production 
of new. chemical weapbns by th.e industry. 

We th~nk these differences can be resol~ed. 

Belgium, which has a large chemical industry, is prepared to accept a 
verificatioQ system which combines systematically organized random inspections 
with ad hoc inspections in the case of a· challenge procedure. The USSR 'proposes 
a different system, based on prohibition of the production of certain, especially 
dangerous products, but verification would be carried out solely on the basis of 
the challenge procedure initiated in the event or suspicion. 

\-Je fear that the ~-.reakness of such a system could be that it reserves inspection 
exclusively for cases which are already the subject of controversy, and therefore 
having political unde~tones, whereas we prefer a routine system that wo~ld avoid 
controversy • 

. . Th.e .'di.scussion on this ·point should· therefore be continued, account bEiihg 
taken in particular of the proposals submitted by the Minister of State~ 
Mr. Luce, to the Conference on 14 February 1984. 

Al:lsuming that these conceptual difficulties a1~e resolved·, considerable effort 
and a great ·deal of perseverance and flexibility 1-.rill still be necessa·t~y to work 
out the structure for a treaty prohibiting chemical <veapons. It' 1-rould be a 
mistake to underestimate the effort which remains to be made to achieve that goal. 

Belgium has always been in favour of the early conclusion of a convention 
prohibiting radiological weapons. Such an agreement wa·uld be modest but 
significant. We suggest that this issue should be separated from the prohibition 
of attacks against civilian nucleal~· facilities, which seems to us much less advanced. 
It might be possible, in an agreement oli radiolo'gical ~oreapons, to undertake to 
negotiate with.out delay on ·the prohibition of attacl<s against civilian nuclear 
facilities, a subject to which my country attaches great importance·in view'of the 
size of the civilian nuclear industry in Belgium. 



~CD/PV.244 

17 

(Mr. Depasse, Belgium) 

In our opinion, ·at present none of the other -major items on our.' agenda meets 
the conditions that t•IOUld a·h•eady ··enable the ·Conference to foriihilate' synallagmatic, 
and binding international tnf3trtiments. That is to be regretted -~nd -efforts:·.: · ' 
should:' be made·. tb. create conditions· that would make it possible· to. bt>eak-•the -
present . deadlock, particularly 'in·. the entire ·field of micleal~ disarmataent ahd . ·spac~. 

. ·:.:··.:-~·· .·. . : 

With regard to the central area of nuclear disarmament, the best ~na·:~~~hap~ 
the only serious basis for progress would undoubtedly be the resumption at Geneva 
or. els~t-rhere·, it'l the most appl~dpriate form and doubtless,· as discreetly :a.s· · '· . 
possible, of the INf' an:d START negotiations boti-reen the United States. and the USSR~· 

.. Inde~cl, tha_ Belgian ·delegation cannot reasonably hope that any truly. fruitful! 
discussion can be undertaken here and now~ in other words publicly; 6n th~ subjscti • 
of nuclear disarmament when the breaking-off of the central negotiations between 
the· two main pPotagonists_ has been follm-Jed .by varbal clashes and· recriminations, 
unfortunately reflected in several statements here. 

I should like to.w~~n my colle~~~es: in the nuclear field 1 it seemff to me 
that no Sljbstantial 'Jt~ogrB$S is posslble unless rela:.<;:<~d and Confidential~" ·.,··I. 

(conf:i,den.:~;i.ali~y and confidence l~gve ~ore in common t-han ·alliteration) talks aljo · · 
i~esumed · betwee11 Mosc;ovl and ivashipgton .with regard to the INF and START 
negotia ~i<;:ms. ··· .... 

'. ~ . 
At the most, w~ can hope to promote such talks by concentrating on an analytic~l 

sea:rqb fol':' ole~t;;nts; tl;J.at would make it possible to achieve progress on a !3.eries of 1 

issues mentioned here by 'many_.delegations, in 'partl:cu;l.ar the p'revention ··of. .an ar.ms I 
l~ace . in out.ei"' space (Belg:i,.uni .. voted in favour of General Assembly l~esolu:t;.iori 38 l10 
and proposed to the Confe.renc9 on Disarmament., on b.ehalf. of. the- \tJeste1.;n countdes 1 

a draft mandate for a vjo~~king group (document CD/413) wh:i.c\:1 remains on· the table)", 
the nuclear-£~st b~n ~nd ~he preventiori .of nucle~r ~ar .. It was already froni that 
standpoint t_l:iat last yeai."' my country ·submitted .·document CD/380 on .the elaboration 
of confidence-building measures, and.~oc~m~~t CD/411 ~io~6~{ng a met0oct ~f work for. 
the pi.:,;evention of nuclear war. ., ' . ,,,:; 

Such an approach ~.,riil make it. possible to define the scope of the ri?~Otia~J.dri~.,l\ 
and if. they can take place more ra'pi~ly. than we. beli~ve possible' . we will 'Qe 'the., ; . 
first· to '-'H.~icome 'the fact .. 

:' .•. . .· . ' . • i 

In the atmosphel~e of uncertainty Hhich affects international relations; when 
negotiation has been-~nterrupted Qn questions as fupdamental as strateg~c and 
interm~diaie-rang~ nu6lear wqipon;, it seems to us that ~he systematic e~ploration,_, 
of conc~ete o0s~ibili£i~i for negotiations is.the o~1y area ·capable of_b~inging 
about a1~y improvement i~ the int~rnational. environment. · · ' 

. , i~ is · .. in tl'iat spirH. that .. Belgium appr'Oaches the deliberations of our 
Conferenc~, in. 1984, . q.nd those .of the Stockholm Confet'ence on Disarmament in 
Evr.ape;:. ~nd "it i:?.-·in th:~d:. spi.rit too that j_t .will resume the Vienna i"JBFR 
nel?;otiat.ions. It. is co.nvinced the.t the success of one of those negotiations would· 
have a positive impact on the oth·:Jrs. It considers that if the Conference on 
Disarmament could by the end of the year submit a preliminary draft of a convention 
covering chemical weapons, it would have already deserved well of the international 
community. 



CD/PV.244 
18 

(Mr. Depasse, Belgium) 

In conclusion, I should like to recall that all the representatives in the 
Conference on Disarmament heard the mmting statement made here by His Excellency 
the l'1inister for Foreign Affairs of the Islamic Republic of Iran. Even leaving 
aside the question of the verification of the allegations in that statement, as 
my office obliges me to do, the heart-rending and pressing nature of the problem 
of the.prohibition of chemical weapons cannot have escaped anyone Hhose heart is 
in the right place. 

I see this as yet anoth~r reason why all necessary effofts should be ~eployed 
to achieve without delay the final eiimination of such inhuman armaments.· 

The. PRESIDENT: I thank· the representative of Belgium for bis stateme'nt and 
for the .kind words,addressed.totrie President. 

I now give the floor to the representative of Czechoslovakia, Ambassador Vejvoda. 

~1r. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia): Comrade President, first of all, allow me to 
J01n the list of speakers who spoke before me to welcome here in this rqom the 
State .Secretary of. the Norwegian Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Mr. Eivinn Berg. ·. 
My delegation \o10Uld like to introduce a working document of a group of socialist. 
countries entitled 11 Improved effectiveness of the vJOrk of the Conference on 
Disarmament in the field of the prohibition of chemical weapons", which bears the 

·symbol CD/435. . .. 

The socialist countries consider the prohibition of chemical weapons one of 
the most important tasks·in the field of curbing.the arms race and disarmament. 
One more demonstration of their. keen interest in this problem is the proposal of 
the Harsaw Treaty Organization member States to the NATO member States, advanced 
on· 10 January of this year, aimed at freeing Europe from nuclear :vreapons. On 
the initiative of the ·sopialist countries.? the United Nations General Assembly 
at· its thirty-eighth ses.sion -adopted resolution 381187 A1 vlhich urges. the 
Conference on Disarmament to intensify the negotiations in order to achieve accord 
on a chemical weapons convention at the earliest possible date and 1 for this 
purpbse,·to proceed immediately to draftingsuch a convention for submission to the 
United Nations General Assembly at its thirty-ninth session. With a view to 
fulfilling this task, a group of socialist countries today tables document CD/435, 
containing its proposals for the most effective work of the subsidiary body on 
the prohibition of chemical weapons. 

: It is suggested that the t.rorl<ing organ undertake the formulation of the text 
of the convention so that a draft convention, or a draft ~ontaining, agreed and 
formulated provisions together with. suggested formulations for provis~ons vJhich 
have not been agreed as yet, could be submitted to the United Nations 
General Assembly at its thirty~ninth session as called for by the relevant resolution. 
The subsidiary body should make maximum use of time and.the possibility :or continuing 
its work after the spring and summer parts of the session should be considered. 
Taking into account the new title of this forum and the advanced stage of negotiations 
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.on .Gb,~roi.qa1'i./e~pons_;· .. t_he. subsi_diary body s:hould be given a title of · .. .' .. , .. '' .: .. ' .. 
'Ad. hoc'' Cqmt\}it;~.~e·. 'on' the. Prohibition of .. Chem~.cal Heapons 0 •• ,;•Its possib.le·. sirbsict:i.ary 
bo.dies and. ~ys~ei:n of their furictiqning·, basEict on a schedule or timetnbl'e ,' .is ~lso 
prop<;>sed Jn' d,ocurfien't CD/435. Namely it i~·· ~uggest·ed 1 .· that' the. following \~orking. 
groups 'could Ge established \-Ji thin the:· Ad ii6h eomrrG. tte'e.: . ;. . . ~. ~ ,.. .. ·:· . \ . 

···. ;~ ~- ·,-~iqr.V:~ng · :Gr.9JP C,n purposes ·and sc~·PE! .. ·af the cdnyerition, ~rhich could 'deal ·with· 
· 'de6n~ ti9'i:~.s·' and criteria,· formula o'f basic 'undertakings, non=produt:tion, 

.. "pef.rfli t ted, . activities 1 non=use. of chemical _Hecipons·, relevant monit:oring 
~ed~ur~s; preamble and finai ~revisions·, etc. 

Working Group on the destruction of stocks of chemical weapons and destruction 
,of production facilities, which could deal with initial declarations, 

··· ·· :lritermedia t.~ .. ·1peas.ures, destruction and n1oni to ring o 

Working Gr•oup an· compliance ·Hi'ch the convention, which could deal with .... :.•. 
interna:tiomH: verification '·on challenge·, nation'E!,l measures ·of implement·at:ton·; 
functioning cif'·'consultat:tve and preparatory committees, consultations and 
co-operation, co~plai~ts procedure, etc. 

;_::·'~~or king Group on th(/ structUl~e of. 'the. convention 7 which could deai with ·the 
'.:: po:sitlon of articles.;·· ·their ·sequence 1 annexes 9 agreed understandings, i:ltc. 

. ..· .·:_:·:·. 
., :. 

The order of the elaboration of'the various provisions of the futdre ·convention. 
in the i·rorlcing · gr;ups has•· to take into considemtlon their importance 9 . inter-~ · · 
relationship, logical ~~ijuehce~and the structure· of the convention. It has to be 
determined right at the'begihning of the Committee 1 s work, talcing.into account ·also 1 

the practical possibilities of participation by delegatione of member States of 
the Conference on Disarmament in this process. Meetings of the Committee convened 1 

to decide on the programt~e at vrork and other ol~ganizatiohal mattePs, for> the review 
and appraisal of results achieved in the .. \~ar-l<i.n.g groups and for the preparation 
of reports or: the Conference· could take piace .a's ·necessary, but, as a rule 9 about 
once every two Heeks. \llorking groups or their subsid-iary bodies could meet. at. 
least t~1o :en~ three t'imes a week. The work of all th·ese bodies could· be ve.ry. 
flexible, in accordance vii th requirements, and 1-i'Ould be based on an advance schedule 
o~ meetings as mentioned above, covering the whole period of the spring session. 
Organi·zation of wot~k for the i:iummer• part of the session. should· also be ·spec:i,fied, 
albeit· irr a general form. · It· is also stressed that in distPibuting .:the····.·'·: 
chairmanships of. subsidiary b-odies of the Committee on Chemical l-J.eap.ons the: .. 
principle of balanced rept•esentation of various groups should be preserved o 

In tabling these proposals 9 the group of socialist qountr;Les is· motiv;_ated 
exclusively· by a \..rillingness to make: decisive progres:;; in tl;le elabo.ration .qf the 
convention on the prohibition of chemical t,reapons. Given the political Vill ,of all 
countries participating· in the negotiations to prohibit this type of He?-pons.~ t!le 
tasks ahead could undoubtedly be. solved in the j_nterests of curb-ing the arms. r.ace 
and str~ngthening international securit~. 

· .Coinrade President, befQl"e ·I conclude,· allow me as the Co~ordinat9r of the 
Socialist Group ·to say a few words on the statement just ~nade by t.he 9-istingJ.liShE:!d 
representative. of: Belgium. The gr01.w ·of socialist countries has never call1pd. th~· 
proposals and .amendments of the gro.up of Hestern countr-ies. frivolous.; ·we ahmys · 
study them :tvith all· sincerity and patience. This .. is tl:le on.l.,:y: Hay to conduct_ a 
disarmament negotiation seriously. He hope that the delegation of Belgium.will 
also do the same and 1t1ill not jump to hasty conclusions. 
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Mr. FIELDS (United Stat~~ of America): Mr. President, let me begin by .. 
congratulating you on your assumption of. the chair. of the Conference on Disarmament 
at its inaugural·l984 session. Our pleasure in seeing you presiding over this·:·-~-:~ 
distinguished body is heightenecLyrhen -vie recall. the great contributions ivhich -the , 
Polish people have made to the great American dream. From Pulaski to Paderewski,. 
we ·have. been enriched by our Polish heritage - in our culture, industry and 
institutions. So, Mr. President, we have an appreciation of Polish contributions 
to my country and your contribJt'ion,s. to our -Conference as its inaugural President. 
It is appropriate also to pay tribu.te to" the ·last Chairman of the Committee on 
Disarmament, Ambassador Jorge JYiorelli Pando of Peru, who so ably guided our work 
last .su.inmer and skillfully handled the important transition from Committee to 
Conference. 

May I also associate my delegation vri th the warm welcome -vrhich you ·extended 
on our behalf to the distinguished No~vegian State Secretary for Foreign Affairs, 
Hi:s ·Excellency Mr. Ei vinn :Berg. He is a cia se personal friend and a familiar 
face iri this chamber and we are pleased to h~ve him ~i th us again. Moreover, 
as usual, he has left us \vith much food for thought _and sober reflection. 

I should like to ta.l';:e this occasion to extend a warm \'lelcome to our ne1v 
colleagues in the Confereru:;e:: Ambassadors :Sutler of' Australia, Depasse of :Belgium, 
:Beesley of Canada, Lechuga Hevia of Cuba, Alfarargi of Egypt, Kebede of Ethiopia, 
Meiszter of Hungarys Suto;vrardoyo of Indonesia and Dhanapala of Sri Lanka. I 
extend to them, through you, }rr. President, the firm pledge that my delegation 
will give its best efforts~ .. in close co-operation -vri th each of them, t0 resolve ·., 
the crucial issues before us, so that -vre together may effectively discharge our 
solemn responsibilities to achieve meaningful progress in the field of 
multilateral disarmament. 

11r. President, we have resumed our efforts. in this historic city of Geneva 
under a ne-vr name -- we are no-vr the Conference on Disarmament. :Sut the issues·. 
entrusted to our responsibility, and their importance, remain unchanged. ·. · And 
our charter also remains the same: to search out practical and effective ~ays=of 
reaching agreements among nations that will enable a more peaceful and secUre' 
i'i'Orld to emerge . 

All of us at this table today, ivhatever our differences -:- and they are real 
and important -- hold in common. a shared belief: that vle' shall all benefit if we 
can red~ce the level of arms --be they nuclear, chemical or conventionai. 

Of course, reduction in arms alone is not sufficient to resolve the 
fundamental., differences that give rise to tensions be t-v1.een men and nations 
tensioni:i"which,- tragitally, have all too often resulted in the resort to arms. 
:Sut we trust that· all of us at this table share a deep commitment and a great 
desirE;j ·to ~rork together to make it possible for this and future generations to 
live in peace together -- not 01Uy through arms reductions but also through a 
reduction in the tensions which underlie the reliance on weapons for security. 

Alas, the evidence is abundant that it is terribly difficult to translate 
our objectives - vital as they are --into concrete progress. But try we 
must -- patiently; and persistently, searching out those areas where pro&ress 
i9 possible no,.,. · And in those areas where agreement eludes us now, we must 
seek' to lay· a sound and reliable basis for future choices by the Goverlliil.ents 
ive represent. 
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'••-·----·• •,,.., ..... wo __ ,.,_,..,_ ·--•• •-~ NOO• .. o• • -• o 

. In; this reg~d., :let .there -be no mistake. abou.t :\-.rhere the United. State.s .of .America 
stands.,:·· .As P.r.e.siden,t,.Reagar,~:.'said in hif.l· State of. the·rUrtion :r1essage a fe'vr weeks 
ago, "A la_sti~g ~d meaningful .. p~a:~e is ou;r- •··•· •. 'great. goal-.• 11 • ·. , 

. ·,:·· .... ·: :.· . . .. . : 

Si.nce .the QoAJID.i:f;i:;ee :.on.D.i:sa;rmament •l.as·t -met; manyoof us wor:ke·d- together'::in·the 
Fi::~;wt. Gommi ttee 9-~··: the .·.i;;hi-rty....o·eighth se.ssion Pf. the United -Nations Gene raJ.· Assembly 
in Nevr York .•. ,, ~ l.W'ge nU1Ilber :of.,is.s:ues :and resolutia.ns· were' discussed. and· debated 
in, :th?~ _,bo;dy.,:. ~ut .not.,. I, wight observe, w.tth unalloyed·· success •. · '1ffiile :this .... 
record ref;Leq.tfJ, the a,iffi,cu],t realities of t:h,e WQrld··in.,whi.ch.)re:live-,.it>·also .. ·! 1 

. pr.qy:i;P,efil a Petrrtinent.;Le~s0n~ that to be sucdessful. here .in the Conference·. on: •· ·. · 
Disa:J;'WamE1n.t,: C?-qr: _efforts.~ee<:1, to be s:P,arply focused on those .specific' matters ··: 
where a.g:s~e,d ,so;Lutio.ns to. agr~ed. pr~blems are ,:possible.• · · 

, ,' • : • ,,.,; I ,i '...: , ,' • .:. :. , ' ' I ~ ! ~ • , ' : ~ ' ' t 00 ,• 

FqregJ~Q·S:t _among. tP,ef:\e matters .. is· a guiding princiPle .. underlyi·ng>the .. ;· · 
. ; ·:Un.i:~e_d. S;li!l-t~!3· app:ro(3.ob,:.in .-seeki.lJ.g ·q,;:cms; -oontrol ··and .arms .reducti.on agreeme;nts. 

That. pr:inqiple un.d~?rlies· all mea"l'li:Q.gful· agreement ,__ that is the nee.d to: .de~i,gn · 
effect~ye.verif;Lcation ~d compliance .. me;3.sures for such a,greemen,ts. · : 

. ·; ······ 
This is indeed one of the four principles referred to by ~resident Reagan 

_in 1981: as governing our. ~ppr0?,9h to arms .control and.disarmament, and. r.: sl;lould 
. li:lce .. to re.call these .. t9d.a.y •. · Fi.rst.; i·s the principle of ·pursuing ge,nuine, , .· 
slgni:f.:i,.c?Jl~ :red~e.tioi+s ,in: weaponry, ... including the elimination .of .entire .. c~tetories 
of w·eapons~ 'v:here~PQ.ss~9le·~ se<;:ond is the:need for·balance pyimposing equal· 
obligattons, on g+~ par:t,i.es .. ·:.The third principle_. mandates that any agreement be· 
an :j.ntegr_al,..~ p~t of; the larger. objectiye of a compreh~msi ve policy. of national·.·,·: 
and int.ernc;Lt;i.Qnal .. securi:ty. . .And finally, .. there -]Jlust; pe an integral;. effective: ·· 
verifigati~n ;r.~,gim,e to. ensure. ~oznpJ:ianc~,·)';ith. each;agreement .acbieved .• ;.;,·. ..· .. · 

These prin.cipl.~-!3. '~pply. directly to the negotiati~~ of:; ;:m. effecti v~ ':~d 
verifiable convention banning the development, production, and stockpiling of 
chemica1,..·weapons, q.n¢1.-.providing ;f()+ their .destruction. ·,. · .·. 

. r . . . ~ :. . . . . . .. ~ ' 

If' .success;ful, ,.our nf:)gotia·l;ions he~e "HOU:ld .eliminate an entire category :of· 
:;·We1:J.po,ns. J:>y imwo~ing equaL-obligations. upon all parties to destroy, all existing.'::, 

:stqck.s;Qf chemica],. -ymappns and to U!fd,ertake never .to. develop, produce,, .. stoch."":pile. 
or transfer,. such 'l;f8apons,. in any m~~r inconsistent. irith ·the te~s of the treq.ty. 
Morepver, the foundation of :puch a treaty v.rould .be an effective·' verification . 

. · re_glJ;Ile .t~ ensur(3 ·that· thE;J· obligatiQn.s. ·of :States parties are .underta."ken .faithfully 
·and,_ ~hus, inf!jtilling hi,.gh <;:onfid.ence that the objectiv~ of the .instrument· has 
been accomp~i.f;Jl:led ... · Ar).d. :finally·,: the.re is ·no doubt that. such a treaty vrould· 
ser.ve to strengt:P,en qat)+ :natignal and inte.rnationai security._, , . · 

. ;· . ' ·: ~ · .. '· . ,·· 
With regard to the principle of verification in our chemical Heapons 

negotiations, let me vlelcome as a sign of progress the statement of the 
distinguished.: representative, .o£ th,~- pov,iet Union· in our last •. plenary meeting. on 
21 Feb:r,ua,.ry 198_4. vle are ,pl~.asea. tl;l9.t .. the ·Soviet_. Government -vrill ,be prepared· 
to ag~ee; :in· our negoti~tions on the verification regime for the destruction· 
of a.fl e:xi~?.tin,g s1;.ocks o:f .chemical :vreapons, to ,the .11permaJ1ent presence at :.the: . · 
(destructi,on. site,) of the representatives of international· control'" and. to the. use 
of techpi,~aJ. monitoring de.vi9e_s at. such si tfis to augment that verification .process. 
JV.fy delegation will be actively exploring the importance and significance of · .. the'· . .: 
statement of the Soviet Union. Edmund :Burke once said that "every prudent act 
is founded on compromise 11 , and ~oo1e note that our Soviet colleagues seem to be 
exercising that degree of prudence 1-rhich, if continued 1 ~vill help to create a 
firm foundation upon which we together can construct a meaningful instrument 
to ban chemical >-reapons once and for all. 

I. 

! 
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Yrr. President, let me reco~t oriefly the status of our ch~~cal weapons 
negotiations. ·Most ·colleagues will recall .that the Vice-President of the. 
Uriited States, JV'lr~ George_:Bush, ·delivereci an address to the. Committee· ·last 
February, in ivhich he stressed the· importance which the (Jni ted States attaches 
to the negoti~tion of an effectiv~ and verifiable ban of che~cal weapons. 
Following the'Vice~President's re~arks, my delegation introduced a comprehensive 

\.- ·. pap8r outlining ~our "48t_ailed .~;ievrs!' ·ari the· contents of a ahenP.cal weapons 
··.'convention (cri/343). ·. Verification played a central. role in the formu.lat:Lon of 

those views. Indeed, the Soviet T.inion had. ·recognized th~ importance of· 
verification in their ''Basic provisions envisioned. to form the basis of a· chemical 
vreapons ban" (CJJ/294) ~ . Subse.quent to. an exchange of views on issue~ .in the.· ·. 
Chemical· Wei:ipcins Working Group in the sp_ring part of our 1983. .se s.sion, my 
delegation introduced, in 'the summer part of our session, a second v!Orking paper 
which provided an illustrative 1 comprehensive review. ()f on-site inspec.tion 
procedures for the verification ()f the destruction .of: chemical stockpiles. (CJJ/3:87). 
This' paper. was de signed to fuJ;ther our sear_ch for understal).ding . of a niu.,tuaJ,ly : · 
acceptable solution to this important component of. the geperal verification 
approach in ·(;he negotiation of a chemi.cal vrea:pons ban . 

. In order to provide a mul ti-d.imensionai demonstration of ho\·r these procedures 
could be implemented in im actual chemical w·eapon destruction facility, we invited 
op,r collecigu:es --·oath members and observers -- to participate in a workshop, at 

.. # '· . . 
·our chemical agent muni t:Lons disposal site· at Tooele, Utah, on 15 and 
16 November 1983. The 25 States that attended ~>rill agree·, .. I b.~lieve, .that, -the·. 
information and briefings provided at -the \{orkshop, coupled 1...-ith :.the tour o.f .·.the· 
actual destruction facility, vrere Qf considerable benefit in dev~loping ·an 
understanding <?f ivhat. is rE;stuir\34. to provide ap. ,effective monidi.oring :system· to 
verify chemichl weapons 'stockpile destruction and an appreciation of the ease 
and manageability Qf i t~LiPlP.lE?mentation under. ?CtuaJ. circumstance-s. .. . . . . ,, . . . 

' '. . ,. .. · . . . . . ,· ·. . . . 

On 17 .January 1984; Secretary of State,. George S.hu;L tz announced in his 
address to the Conference on· Confidence- and Securi ty-:Building Measures and 
Disarmament in Em;·qpe in Stockholm that~ in coming months~. the Unite.d States 
will be. PJ:'esenti!jg __ l.n ·the do'rife:I;'ence on D;isarmam~nt a draft treaty for the complete 
and'vei•if:table _et.j,.ri.llnation of cherilic.al !N"eapons, on ~-global basis. • In particular, 
our· d:raft' treaty vlill be a. comprehensi v:e text,. .con·t;aining' among other things' 
recrulremel.lts for the effective verification of compliance \vi th the. terms .of the 
c()nventi6n. My Gove·rnment has unclert.alcen this ·form,idable task in the belief. that 
our viork in·tl)is Coriference cQn be enhanced by our effort. This will be seen by 
our colleagues, ·I believe, a_s yet another sign of the· continuing ·intere,st of the 
United States Government' in the. achievement of an effective and complete. ban of 
chemical \veapons and a genuine desire to e:>(l?edi te the attainment of this 
important objective •. 

. ' 
·'· 

But this commi_tment should by no means imply that tb:e work of this. 
Conf~r~nce in resolving the. many r~mallll,ng issues should be held in abeyance 
pending the introduction of our draft .text. On the contrary, our efforts to 
reach common· understandings ~IDd agreement on the many unresolved issues should 
be redo'ubled n6.w -- especiB..lly on key verification issues yet undecided, 
because without agreement on·these ·matters, dear colleagues, there can be no 

· tre:aty. · · · 
; : 
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. · ~ · Anothat:: matter before .this .. Conference on which my delegation hCl.s expE?ilded 
corii:d:~~-rabie~ ... ~:.f~o~t.; ·_pa:tt~cula.+lY during the last two years, is_ th~t ?f e~.· ~r.eaty 

'prohi'bi tihg1 radiologic'tu weapons. Vice-President :Bush stressl3d in" this· ·chamber· 
the y:t~w.:o;r _·t.~e uru. ted. ·states tP,~~ an agreement to ban· radiolag.t~Eq· ve~~s>#:~ ·.·, .. ·.:· .. 
offers' the prosp€lct of a mode'st· but real step forward that could. 'elimil'iate' a · · · 
poten'tfaLly· dange·rou~· type Of weapon. . He n9ted the :i.mportatice o':{"tMs .: .. ;;l· ... ..-· 

preventathre approach to disarmament and' 'urged' ~ls' 'tO' ni6ve. ahead with ail'' due . 
speed' to conclude the ne·gotiations of tlie··· treaty._. . : .. . •. 

. .. . . ·. . ; : : . . .. ~.;. 
. ·In· my interve~tion on 30 August 1983, ·I voiced ~Y 'concern that, despite our 

efforts. and those of :other delegati6ns' it ·appeared impossible to a'chi.eve 'real 
progress because 9·r· the vie~·lS of, pert~r delegations. Some view thi~· effort as, 
unworthy because'~:there are' no radiological weapons in being or bec'ause such a 
treaty is of insufficient importance to be concluded. 

· :i3ut, n6t-ivi thstanding the vi·e,vs o.f these fevr colleagues, se;i:-ious efforts have ' 
been made to brj,ng this long-standing initiative· to· fruition. . 'Proposais to 
strengthen the ·1huJ. tila:teral compiaints mechanism pv.'t forward by both the Slvedi.sh'· ! 

and United s·tates delegations appeared to meet with ,·broad approval.· JYiorecrve~~, 
there has been some progress in resolving the question of whether additional· · 
legal protection should be afforded to nuclear facil~ties against roilitar,y attack. 

·Certainly, there was a "\•Tillingness to continue· the discussion of weys· to deal wi thl 
this issue. All'.-of these optimistic developments came tO naug!l;t·'~t·the hands of I 
a··few'delega.tions'Who argU.ed that tJ:>..is·potential treaty is too unimportant to· 
occupy our' time •.. :· . :'. 

I think it is fair. to state the obvious question: if progress on real, 
a.lbei t modest, measures· is not possib:)..e· in tlrip Conference·,, will i f"ever be· 
possible to mal~~ progress on mor~ far.:..reaching· measures? Or mor(? '·practically_ 
stated·: are we so surfe'i ted vith-:di~'armci.m.ent 'treatie:;J at ·such an 'advancerd stage 
of ne·gotiaticm:·that i•Te ca.n:.disiniss so C'avalierly measures of lesser imporfance? 
lfzy deleg~tion conside~s that any agreement which eliminates an entire category 
of weapons·-- albeit conceptual. J.n form _.:_· 11as importance to this Conference 
and. to ~ci.nkind..·· . if we· 9all but sa;;,;e '·one fu.tu.re life by taldng what to ~ome may 
appear to be. an unimportant step ilo-i-.r;, are. \ve 'not thereby _being faithful to our .. 
duty? · ·· 

·' ·~ . . .. ' . 
1fi th regard to the nuclear ·facili tie~ issue·~ my delegation stands ready to · · 

undertcike a full examination of. all the complexities: in:.&-oJ:ved in this- diffieul t 
issuiii~ And I repeat that i'Tillingness today. It should.'be possible to pro<;ieed' 
promptly to a solution of tl'lis issue 9 but progress in this· area should riot· stand 
in the way of concluding the radiological vreapons. treaty. 

Another area in which verification is of cardinal importance is that of a 
nuclear-test ban. My delegation is prepared to resume the l'TOrk of the 
Ad Hoc Working Group on a nuclear-test ban ,:rhere: it left off last summer. In our 
view, dfscussiciii of significant aspects of' the issue of verification and 
compliance for a nuclear-test· ban has scarceiy begUn and a vast _amount of 
essential work·remains t6 be _dorie. · Those who say that the original mandate· 
has 'been eJ_d:iausted. cannot produce one major element of agreement on a 
comprehe±;fili ve 'verification regime· foT · a··potential -'nuclear-test· bari · tr~aty. 
Let me asi3ure.niy'colleagues that, >vithout such·a regime; any future,test-ban 
treaty wil1:::be. UL-i~e:dfiable and, therefore, u:naccep:Uabie to· the· .. ·ttni ted Gtates .. 
Govermnerit. vJbY -thi:m 9 do we not ·get dC1m to· the ·t~~k at hand:·~· and do serious 
work on this··vi tal; subj~ct? ·We >only· delay ·the ·objecti vEi ·whidh everyone seems 
to be seeking, each in his own way, by our continued inaction. 



CD/PV .244 
24 

(Mr. Fields, United States) 

. In the related, more technical l'i"Ork of the li..dHoc Grou}J of Scientific Experts 
on an International Seismic DEta Exchange 8yste~, tlie Group has nearly ~c~mpleted 
its third reJ?or~i; and has begun preparations for follow-on eXperimental work. 'The 
proposed experiment would take advantage of the ne1~ authori ty·gr.ant¢d by tl:l~· · 
World lvJ:eteorological Org~zation ·t;o malce use of the global t~J}e:6oinriJ,U,nlccytion 
system to e~change so-call'ecl Level I data. IVIy delegatibrt strongly' ~up:\?9-'r\is·' f?UCh 
experimental 'efforts' \•rhich provi(j.e important' "hancls-ori" dat'a to validatE:< .. ' 
theoretical estimates of seismic data exchange capabilitied' for a global·· dat(l.-. ' 
sharing system. This important· Group continues to render a valuable service in· 
an area of great relevance to the. verification of a future nuclear-test bet;l and 
we do not serve our professed interests by failing to give· the Group our fui:I,est 
support and c<?-operation~ Therefore~ it is the ardent hope of my delegation . 
that many ~tates 'trill choose to participate in the vTork of the Ad Hoc Group .O.f 
Scientific Experts. . · 

On the question of additional arms control arrangements that might apply 
to the environment of outer space, my delegation remains prepared., .as it· was last 
year, to join in a conse:qsU.s of our Conference to establish a Horking group with. 
the mandate proposed oy the Vni ted States and a rrumber of our. colleagues in 
document CD/41), and supported by the Group of 21 · 

I I•JOuld a1so like to >relcome the adherence of China to the Outer Space Treaty 
-?.f 19,67, as announced by Ambassador Qian · Jiadong in his statement to the · 
Conference on 16 Februai"J· · China's ratification of this 'rreaty is an important 
step because, for the first time, all five nuclear-weapon States are pledged not 
to station nuclear weapons or other 1·reapons of mass destruction in outer space. 

With regard to other i terns on oui· agenda~ my delegation is prepared to join. 
our colleagues in. serious work on the crues-11ion of the prevention of nuclear war, 
i~cluding all ~elated :matters~ on negative security assurances and, vi-hen the 
Corifereii..ce .. jud:ges it propitious, on a comprehensive progJ.·amme of disarmament •. 

And >ve sho~id. not forget the efforts 1-rhich were begun last year by th~ 
group of 11v1ise men" on arrangements affecting the ins.ti tutional aspects of· our 
Conference, Our nm-.r begirmii].g offers us a unique orrportuni ty to consider 
appropriate v.rays of iml)roving our methods of v-rork. If we could but find a more 
practical and streamlined approach to the annual ordeal of preparing our report 
to .th~? General Assembly, we vmuld have taken a giant step forward. The "wise. 
men" , technique has demonstrated its value and consideration should be given to 
em;ploying this method offiltering nev'T ideas and recommendations for enhancing 
our institutional effectiveness. 

We must realize, hovrever, that our problems cannot a~l be laid on the 
doorstep. of faulty procedures or. insufficient vrork methods. Indeed, 1-re 
ourselves are part of the problem. All too often v-.re waste our ti1Ile and 
~ner~J -- and frequently our political capital as well-- on trivia and 

'ininutia. 'rhe sad spectacle of last year's spring part of our session should 
be painful to the memory of each of us. It not only reflected our 
preoccupation 'Yli th trivia, but it revealed a deeper and more dist-D,rbing aspect 
of the problem. Linking issues ancl vvorking groups is unrealisti_c, ood .it smacks. 
of pressure politics. This -tactic is· -truly unworthy of the wor+,:d' s _single. 
multila,teral negotiating forum on disarmament and vre 1vere gratified by the 
many., .Statements made ULi.s year that ·decried the use of this c:idious tactic. I. · 
gladiy add the voice of. rrry delegation to those vrho oppose artificial linkages 
in this forum and sincerel:;,r hope that i'ie will never slip back into that 
baser mode. 
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!'1r. President, indeed, our name is ne-,r, but our challenge is as old as 
mankind. vle must continue our determined quest to find the key to the achievement 
of that delicate balance between security and disarmament. The maintenance of 
that balance will ensure peace and stability. The task is formidable but the 
reward is worthy of our very best efforts. So let us together vut our shoulders 
to the wheel and our minds to creative endeavour, for then surely \ve shall succeed. 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representa.tive of the United States of America 
for his statement, for the kind 1.rords addressed to the President and for his kind 
reference to the historical link between the peoples of the United States and 
Poland. 

That concludes my list of speru<ers for today. 
wish to take the floor? 

That does not seem to be the case. 

Does any other delegation 

As agreed last Tuesday, I intend to convene this afternoon at 3.00 p.m. an ! 

informal meeting of the Conference to continue our consideration of some outstanding, 
organizational questions. May I suggest that we suspend the plenary meeting and ' 
resume it immediately after the informal meeting in case we might have to take 
decisions on those questions. The plenary meeting is suspended. 

The meeting was suspended at 12.20 p.m. and reconvened at 5.50 p.m. 

The PRESIDENT: As you kno\v 7 \-Te have nothing to formalize at this plenary 
meeting as we had hoped. It therefore remains for me to announce that the next 
plenary of the Conference on Disarmament vrill be held on Tuesday, 28 February 1984 
at 10.30 a.m. The meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 5.52 p.m. 
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