CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT SR 'CD/PV. 244

25 February 1984
ENGLISH

FINAL RECORD OF THETWO HUNDRED AND FORTY-FOURTH MEETING

held at:ithé Palais des Nationsg, Geneva
on Thursday,, 25 February 19284, at 10.30 a.m.

President: Mr. . Turbanski (roland)

GE . 84‘— 6044'9



Al gerias

Argentinas

Australias

Belgiums

" Brazil;

Bulgarias

Burma:
Canadas

China:

Cubas

Czechoslovakias

Ethiopia:

CD/PV.244
2

. PRESENT AT THE TABLE . ... .

Mr. A. TAFFAR

Mr. J.C. CARASAIRS
Mr. R. VILLAMBROSA

Mr. R. ROVE
Ms. J. COURTNEY. - -,

Mr. M. DEPASSE |
Mr. J.M. NOTRFALISSE

Mr. C.A. DE SOUZA E SILVA
Mr. S. DE QUEIROZ DUARTE

Mr. K. TELLALOV
Mr. P. POPTCHEV

U THAN TUN
Mr. R.J. ROCHON

Mr. QIAN JIADONG
Ms. WANG SHIYUN
Mr. LI WEIMING
Ms. GE YIYUN

Mr., SUO KAIMING
Mr. ZHANG WEIDONG

Mr. P. NUNEZ MOSQUERA

Mr. M. VEJVODA
Mr. A. CIMA
Mr. J. JIRUREK

Mr. I. HASSAN
Mr. A. MAHER ABBAS

Mr. ¥. YOHANNES



- CD/PV.244

5
France: , T Mr. F. DE LA GORCE -

Mr. G. MONTASSIER

Mr. H. RENIE R
German Democratic Republic: Mr. H. ROSE

" Mr., J. DEMBSKI

Germany, Federal Republic. of: " - Mr. H. WEGENER
Mr. W.E. VON DEM HAGEN

Hungary: o Mr. D. MEISZTER
R " Mr. F. GADJA Wik
 Mr. T. TOTH
Indias ' " Mr. M. DUBEY

Mr. S.K. SHARMA

Indonesiaz IS . Mr. S. SUTOWARDOYO
Ms. P. RAMADHAN

Mr. B. DARMOSUTANTO
~ Mr. ANDRADJATI

Islamic Republic of Iran; © .. Mr. N.K. KAMYAB
Italy: . ¢ Mr. M. ATESSI

Mr. G.A. BRACEST
¥Mr. M. PAVESE

Japan; S Mr. R. IMAT
 Mr. M. KONISHI
Mr. T. KAWAKITA
Mr. K. TANAKA
Mr. T. ISHIGURI

Kenyas

Mexico: Mr. Z. GONZALEZ Y REYNERO '
Mr. P. MACEDC RIBA

Mongolias Mr. D. ERDEMBILEG




CD/PV.244
4

e e

Moroccos . Mr. O. HILALE

Netherlands: . Mr. J. RAMAKER
Mr. R.J. AKKERMAN

Nigerias . Mr. J.0.0BOH ET
Mr. L.0. AKINDELE
Mr. C.V. UDEDIBIA

comvmgra dumage . T

Pakistan: : Mr. K. NIAZ

Peru: .. - . Mr. C. CASTILLO RAMTREZ R
Poland: " " Mr. S. TURBANSKI
Mr. T. STROJWAS
Mr. J. CIALOWICZ s
Mr. G. CZEMPINSKI
Mr. J. RYCHLAK SR

Mr. A. KARKOSZKA

Romani.as PR Mr. I. DATCU
Mr. T. MELESCANU
-Mr. A. CRETU Plaanllox

Sri Lankas: oot ... Mr. P. KARTYAWASAM

Sweden: - . Mr. R. EKEUS
Mr. J. LUNDIN
‘Mrs. E. BONNIER e n
Mrs. A.M. IAU




Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics:

United Kingdoms

United.States,of_Amgrica:

~'CD/PV.244

5

Mr.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

V.L. ISSRAELYAN
B.P. PROKOFIEV
R.M. TIMERBAEV
L.A. NAUMOV

. T.F. DMITRITCHEV

Yo HOSTEINED - om0 0 I S
G.V. BER}')ENNI‘KW__;M_“
P.Y. SKOMOROKHIN -- -

. S.V. KOBYSH

G. VASHADZE
V. KROKHA

R.I.T. CROMARTIE
B.P. NOBLE

. J.F. GORDON

D.A. SLINN

L.G. PIELDS
N. CLYNE
H. CATHOUN
N. CARERRA
P. CORDEN

+ K.C. CRITTENBURGER

R. HORNE
R. NORMAN
J. HOGAN
L. MADSEN
R. WATERS
J.. DOESBURG




CD/PV . 244
i

Venezuelas e . Mr. A. LOPEZ OLIVER

o o LAl s
Yugoslavias S Ty, M, MIHAJLOVIC
Zaires S > Ms. ESAKT EKANGA-RABEYA

Secretary-General of the Confexence
on Disarmament and Personal = )
Representative of the )
Secretary-General : e Mr. R. JAIPAL

Deputy Secretary-General of the '
Conference on Disarmament: ... Mr. V. BERASATEGUL




CD/PV.244
7

IR SIALE LRI

The PRESIDENT _ The Conference on Dlsarmament is called to order.gj

The Conference contlnues today 1ts consrderatlon of 1tem l on lts agenda "
éntitled "Nuclear test ban";' In accordance with rule 30 of the rules .of procedure,
any member w1shlng to do so may raise any subJect relevant to the work of the
Conference. -

May. I welcome in the Conference the State Secretary for Forelgn Affalrs of
Norway, His Excellency ‘Bivinn Berg, who will be the first speaker today., The'
State Secretary has visited us on prev1ous occa51ons and T am glad to w1sh hlm a

useful stay in Géneva. .
Do !

I have on my list of speakers for today the representaulves of Norway, Hnngaryﬂ

Belglum, Czechoslovakla and the United States of Amerlca. . :

I now glve the floor to the flrst sPeaker on my llst the State Secretary.for,i
Forelgn Affalrs of Norway, Hls Excellency Eivinn Berg. S e o

Mr. BERG (Norway) Mz, President' diSuinguished members of the Conference on °
Disarmament, may I first thank you, Mr. President, for your very kind and warm words
of welcome extended to me and my delegation, -and permlt me also.to- exPress uy's '
satisfaction at. the honour. and pr1v1le0e afforded me to address: this- 1mportant
negotiating body ih- “the* fleld of dlsarmament May I extend ‘o you, the
distinguished. representatlve of Poland, ‘my congratulatlons on yéur assumptlon of:
the Presidency. “I'am pleased to. sée you as the first President of -the: Conference
on Disarmament. :The redesignation of the Committee t6 @ Conference was in- fact part
of a resolution” that my country had the honour to 1ntroduce durlng the ’ o
th1rty~seventh se931on of- the General &ssembly . : -

With your permission, Mr. President, T should like first, to make some- rather
brief general observations before addresolng some of the concrete 1ssues on the
Conference s agenda. T .

Desplte some Trecent encouraging developments the international scehe is still-"
unfortunately characterized by the absence of a broad and constructive international
dialogue and- by the fact that certain crucial bllateral negotlatlons on nuclear arms
remain suspended. : S '

Agalnst thls background the multllateral efforts made by the Conference on _yﬂ
Disarmament are becoming increasingly significant, underlining the growing e
importance. and responsibility of this Conference. I cammnot therefore emphasize
strongly enough the importance attached by the Government of. Norway to the cruc1al
negotlatlons in thls Conference. N

We' are confldent that no efforts w1ll be spared by the -mmembers of thls global
negetlatlng body in. order to secure concrete progress in the important issues now -
before the Conference.' If this can be achleved, it would meet, I think, the deep’
desire of peoPle everywhere for enhanced securlty through real and constructlve
arms control negotlatlons. ‘ - PR .

I like to emphasize this particular point because it is part of a concept of
securlty'pollcy Wthh I belleve is w1dely shared, namely that arms control and
disarmament &ré as vital and 1mportant to . the securlty of natlons as the
malntenance of adequate mllltary defence measures. : . :
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Consequently, we all have strong and real interests in pursuing arms control
and disarmament through negotiations, We have therefore also an obligation and a
mutual interest in protecting:our various fora of dialogue and negotiations from the
adverse effects of shifting political relations in the international climate. -

As a result; since disarmamenu is in the interest of all parties, we have
consistently made thé 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 arne race both in the nuclear and conventional field
representa a fundamental challenge to us all.

Against this background it is a matter of considerable satisfacticn to my
Government that the Stockholm Conference is now in progress and that a date has been
set for the. continuation of. the important MBFR talks in Viemna: " In our view these
two Conferences’ complement 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 military and political stability. ‘ '

* In oiir efforts to ‘curb the risks inherent in a continued nuclear arms build~up,
the Ncrwegian Government continues to attach the greatest importance to the ' now =
suspended or discontinued’ bilateral negotiations on intermediate—range nuclear T
forces (INF) and on the reduction of strategitc arms (START), It is our view . that
we should be prepared to demonstrate fleXibility and that any serious initiative .
that may serve to reopen these negotiations "should be carefully considered indeed.
We ‘should aim in these negotiations at verifiable reductions in the total number .
of intermediate~range and strategic nuclear aris to the lowest pOSSlble and balanced
level of forces, taking into account, of course, the security needs of the parties
ccncerned.

As I have already stated,it is the h0pe of my Government that the 1984 session
of the Conference on Disarmament will bring about substantial progress in the '
important questions on its agenda, to which I shall now address myself briefly.

Through the able leadership of ‘Ambassador McPhail of Canada, the Ad Hoc
Working Group on Chemical Weapons 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. ' B

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 to the Vital question of verification of destruction of chemical
stocks, the successful and impressive demonstration by the United States in -
Salt Lake City in November 1983, at which Norwegian experts were present, has
proved that a 'system based on a combination of remote sensing and on-site’
inspection can work efficiently. We also look forward to the forthcoming
demonstration in the Federal Republic of Germany concerning these issues.

The recent announcement by thé United States Secretary of State that the
United States will table a comprehensive draft convemtion in the Conference on
Disarmament concerning a chemical-weapons ban, is of particular significance
to the forthcoming negotiations, The Norwegian Govermment warmly welcomes this

as an important disarmament initiative.
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In thidroonnection I would add that Norway also welcomes the 1mportant ‘and
positive statement of the distinguished representative of the Soviet Unlon,__.mw
Ambassador Victor Issraeljfan, cn 21 February, when he declared the reddiness in.
principle of the Soviet Union to consider in a positive mamner the proposal on
the permanent presence ‘at ‘the special facilities on stock destruction of the
representatlves of 1nternatLonal control.:

It is the sinsere hope of my Government that the p051t1ve attitude reflected ‘
by the United States and the Soviet Union in these important announcements w1ll
indeed contrlbute significantly to expediting the work of the Conference in thls’4
hlgh—prlorlty fleld of disarmament. : _ o ]

The Norwegian Govermment has also noted the proposal of 10 January of the
East. European countries for a chemical-weapon—-free zone in Burope,: and welcomes
it as a CCnflrmatlon of adtive interest on their part in a chemical weapons ban. e
However, it is ‘the view of my Government that a comprehensive ban on ‘chet "al f—'
weapons, 1mplemented ‘on a world-wide basis and hence also in Europe, would more '
adequately meet the need for further measures to supplemen* the 1925 Geneva '
Protocol.

I would leave you in no dcubt that Norway is determined to contribute’ to thls
urgent task of the Conference. We therefore plan to present new results of our™
research programme -on verlllcatlon of a chemical-weapons convention. durlng the -
second part of this year's session. The Norweglan research programme w1ll be .
terwinated in 1986 when we plan to submit a set of concrete and spe01f1c proposals

for sampling and verlflcatlon procedures for the 1mplementatlon of a chemlcal-weapons
conventlon. ‘

|
|
|
|
1
|
|

i

A very important item on the international disarmament agenda is a |
comprehensive nuclear—test—ban treaty. If it could be achieved, it would COntrlbute
to haltlng the nué¢léar arms build~up and to promotlng non-proliferation’ efforﬁso
Stich a’ ban 8hould prohibit all nuclear test explosions in all envirohniénts on a’
permanent basis. -A future test ban should therefore - also in our view-include .
nuclear exp1081ons for peaoeful purposes , .

|

i

The deliberations in the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban in 1982 1
and 1983 have in our opinion been useful, even though the mandate has been limited !
to issues relating to verification and compiiance. The deliberations have confirmed |
that a global seismological network should play a promlnent role 1n ‘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 work of the Conference.on-
Disarmament. cn the establishment of a global 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 can be approved: -
at the next session of the Group. The continuation of the work of the A3 Hoc
Group of Seismic Experts is, of great importance for the further refinement and
development of a global network. hs a contribution to the work of-the Conference
on Disarmament NORSAR is continuing its research on the use of modern
telecommunloations.tecnnology for this wvery purpose.

|
It is the opinicn of the Norwegian Goverrnment also that the time has now come |
to finalize a convention on radiological weapons. Such a convention would be a i
limited, but nevertheless welcome arms—control measure. In the current international
climate, such a convention would have a positive effect on the multileteral
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disarmament process. -The Norwegian Government believes that a radiological weapons
convention can be based on the joint USSR-United States proposal of July 1979 and -
on the results of subsequent negotiations in this Conference. ‘

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

Norway considers 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.

Several important intermational treaties limit or prohibit various military
uses of outer space. There is, nevertheless,; a need to examine recent technological
developments in relation both to existing obligations and to the need for further
international legal instruments. In this regard I would like to add. that we have
studied with interest the Soviet draft treaty on the prohibition of the use of
force in outer space and from space against the Zarth. ;

Norway welcomed the decision of the Committee on Disarmament to include
prevention of an arms race in outer space as an item on its agenda in 1982. .~
In our wview, the Conference on Disarmament could start its substantive work along
the lines of the mandate proposed last year in document CD/413. I would hope also
that the Conference can agree on a mendate for a subsidiary body for this crucial -
gquestion as soon as possible during the present session. -TFor our part we would
like to follow closely the substantive work of the Conference on Disarmament while. -
drawing on our own technical expertise in this complex field.

Finally, I would like to stress once more the appreciation of the Norwegian-
Govermment concerning last year's decision to increase the membership.of this
negotiating body. by no 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 satisfaction that the adopted programme of work for the. first
part of this year's session includes a reference to the gquestion of gelectlng
addltlonal members. :

I do not~need to emphasize again the great dimportance attached. by my country
to the. question of full membership in the Conference on Disarmament:. As an-active
observer, we have consistently sought to contribute to the negotlations in this
forum. As a full member -—and through the establishment of a permanent
disarmament delegation -- here in Geneva we would be determined to contribute
even further to the work of the Conference. In the meantime, Mr. President, I can
promise you and your distinguished .colleagues that Norway w111 continue actlvely
to support-all aspects of the multilateral disarmameni process within the
responsibility of this prominent intermational negotlatlng forum.

The ?RESIDENT T thank. the representatlve of Norway for his lmnortant
statement and for the klnd words addressed to the President. v

I now give the floor to the representative of Rungary, Ambassador Meiszter.
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Mr, MBEISZTER (Hungary): Since this is the first time that I speak at a plenary

'meetlng of the Conference on Dlsarmament T wish at the outset to express my sincers

thanks to you,.Comrade Pres1dent and to all my colleagues for the kind wérds of
welcome addresséed to me, I hasten to assure you that I greatly -appreciate: the-
numerous signs of goodwill and friendly assistance, and that the Hungarian délegation

.continues to.be always ready to co-operate with everyone in our common search for

reallstlc ways and means of achleVlng tanglble results in the fleld of dlsarmament

It is with partlcular pleasur Comrade Pre51dent, that I extend to you my

-warmest congratulations, and express the thgarlan delegation's satisfaction at

seeing in the chair of "this important forum so distinguished a representative of a
socialist 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 %o convey special thanks to Ambassador Jaipal and Mr. Vincente Berasategui
for their advice and helping hand extended to me wheh T started my first steps
around the Conference on Disarmament. It is always’reassuring to kmow that one can !
rely on their great experlence and the Plnd as51stance of the secretarlat under their
direction. . ‘ : ;
!
i
|

ST glves me pleasure, Comrade President, to associate myself with the warm -
welcome which you exténded to the dlstlngulshed State Secretary of the Norweglan '
Mlnlstry of Porelgn A?falrs, qu_E1V1nn Berg.-_'

Flnally, I wish to commend your predecessor for tne leadershlp he provrded and
the task he fulfilled with great approval. ' : . :

I have come to head my delegatlon w1th no partlcular background and expertise
in dlsarmament affairs. However I am possessed with the desire to contribute -my
best towards representlng and realizing in practice.the foreign policy of the
Hungarian Teople'c Republic, which is aimed at strengthening peace and international
security in every conceivable manner, most of all by way of arms reéduction and
disarmament, T am not unaware that the present conditions are not propitious for
ny aspiration. ZRecent years have been characterized by a continual sharpening of
international political and military tension. Confrontation has been on the
increase, sovereign States in various parts of the world have become victims of
military interventions, unceasing attempts -have been made to upset the balance of

-power and to obtaln 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 Eurooe, in close proximity of the borders -of the socialist countries, among
them my own country, has entailed far—reachlng consequences for peace and security
not only in that continent but also in the world as a whole. 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
limitation and dlsarmament : :

In view of such developments the States Members of the Warsaw Treaty were
obllged to take appropriate counter-measures in order to preserve the balance of
military forces, to safeguard their security. The Hungarian Government considered
and considers those measures justified and necessary.
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Even. in situations where defensive counter-measures are forced upon us, the
Hungarian People's Bopublxc, like the other States Members of the Warsaw. Treaty, will
not cease 1o make every effort aimed at curbing the ~arms race, decreasing polltlcal 1;;
and military” “tengion, preventing dangers. that threaten peace, and maintaining o
contacts and dialogué as indispensable prerequisites.

Let me recall at this Jjuncture that the President of our.Presidential Council, in
his statement before the CGensral Assembly during the last session, firmly reiterated =
our faith in.the peacerul coexistence of States with differing social systéms. For
us —- ne said ~— "coexistence means active co—operatlon and a constant strengthe‘
of muuua11 -advantageous golitical, economic and cultural relations among peoples and '’
governmentsn, Durunﬁ the past 10 or 15 years, we have gained considerable experierice f
in this regard, =nd it is my undc*standlng that our partners have no reason to feel
disappointed either."

In a world fully saturated with highly sophisticated nuclear weapons which carry
in -themselves the risk of the devastation of our entire civilization, nuclear

dlsafmament is undoubtedly the mos® pressing task for us all, and measures capable
of preventing nuclear war must be accorded the hlghest priority. The Hungarian
Govermment, thérefore, attaches the greatest importance to the renunciatiofl of the -
first-use of anclear weapvons. The unconditional commitment by the Soviet Union not -
to be the first o use nuclear weapons under any circumstances has already -set the
example, UNow it is the tura of L1e other nuclear-weapon Powers, that so far have
not assumed similax obligations, ‘to follow, suit. We are conv1nced that a cluster
of such obligations, especially if embodiéd in an international. 1egal contractual
framework, could be a major step towards relieving tension in the world, and '
strengthening the. sonselof sncurluy of the. great majority of States that have 1ong
ago renounced the possession of nuclear weapons.

Let me-emphasize in this coatext that the States Members of the Warsaw Treaty
are ready to go even further than that and prcposed last year the canélusion of a
treaty on the mo+ua] nen-use of m¢11tary,force whether nucléar . or conventlonal. '
That proposal, was addressed to the States Members of the North Atlantic Treaty
Organlzatlonv tut +hﬁ treaty - would ho apen to every o+her State of the world., It
is evident-that such a treaty wounld be a substuntive ‘contribution to lessenlng the
danger of war . and strengthening confidence in general.

On-- uhe road to nuclear disarmament it would be = flrst step of maaor
signefloanoe if the nuclear-weapon States could agree to freeze, under appropriate
verification, all their nuclear arms in both qualitative and quantitative terms. . -
‘The concrete proposal of the Scviet Union to that effect could serve as a proper =~
basis for negotiations, as a comprehensive epproach to the prevention of a new
build-up of nuclear arsenals.. On the basis of such a nuclear freeze, further
negotiations covld he developed with the aim of reducing and eventually
eliminating all nuclesr—reapon SJOCLPlLGS\ and +hus ellmlnatlng forever the
threat. of nuclear war,

,The HungariaanpvernmenfﬁEQﬂtinues.to maintain that within the complex of
nuclesr disarmament measuvrss the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon ::
tests must be treated with the greatest uwrgency. Such a prohibition would prevent
the qualltaulve upgrading of nuclear weapons and the .emergence of new and more
sophlscl_ated systems of suoh"weaponsa‘ We believe that the draft treaty submitted
by the Soviet Union at-the thirty-seventh session of the General Assembly and the -
Swedish draft treaty tablsed here last summer, as well as the knowledge and
experience that have been accumulated in this body, could serve as a sound basis
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for negotlatlons and eventual early agreement on the subject,. We have for long been
convinced. that the conclusion of a comprehensive test—ban treaty would promote _
negotlatlons on ‘the whole range of nuclear and non-nuclear. dlsarmament problems._t'

I have alreaay devoted much time. to questlons of nuclear dlsarmament, even N
though I have only touched upon the most urgent ones. That, however, serves to
reflect the great emphasis which the Hungarlan Goverrment has always lald on those -
issues, and the urgency and priority that we attached to that complex problem. This
fact -does not in any way detract from our will and readiness to pursue concrete and
meaningful negotlatlons on every other problem before the Conference on Dlsarmament

CAs a matter of fact we have for a long tlme been ap ardent advocate of urgent
measures -aimed at- the prohibition of the development, productlon and stockpiling of
chemical weapons and the destructlon of .such weapons, as well as the prohlbltlon of
ather kinds of weapons of mass destruction. We are flrm in our belief that on the '
basis of the.various drafts and the great expertise concentrated in this body, '
negotiations could and should be conducted in earnest in order te ‘eliminate the
growing danger stemmlng from chemical and other weapons of mass destructlon~

Before  eoncluding -this initial review of my Government's position on, some of

the major -issues facing the Conference, I wish to underline the great lmportance we

ttach fo-the.prevention of an arms race Ain outer space. We are aware of the
rapldly growing . danger of the mllltarlzatlon of . that. limitless environment.
Therefore we have fully- supnorted the.initiation of urgent negotiations on the
basis of the proposal made by the Soviet Union at the thirty-sixth session of the
General-Assembly on,the prohibition of the stationing in outer space of weapons of
any type, and expressed our support also for the new Sov1et proposal concernlng ‘
negotiations on the prohibition of the use of force 1n outer space and from space '
against the Earth. :

" The basic- pos1tlon of the Mungarian People's Republic has always bgen and
contlnues to be the same: we are ready and willing to negotiate and conélude
agreements on the limitation, .veductioror prohibition of weapons of ‘any kind
on a just and reciprocal basis, and in full conformity with the pr1n01ple of
equality and equal security. My Government has on numerous o¢casions given-
evidence .of its resolve ‘to find commonly acceptabile solutions, to .make adJustments,
and to come- to reasonable compromises. ..

o I conclus1on, Comrade Pre81dent allow me to recall another short passage
from the statement which the Head of.. Qur Pres1dent1al Coun01l dellvered last
September before the General Assembly,‘ NThe Hungarian Government, wherever 'its
possibilities permity: assumes -its. share of respon51b111ty ‘and selects the‘. '
alternative of dialogue and negotiations rather than ccnfrontatlon.. oo Mol
are convinced that there is no disputed issue that could not be solved '
peacefully, by way.of negotlaulons.?.A

'.The PRESIDENT T thank the repr esentatlve of Hungary for hlS statement for
his friendly reference to Pollsh-—H.unb wian relations as well as for the kind words
addressed to the Presldent. e ' e '

I noW'give the“floor to the representative of Belgium, AmbassadorgDepasse.
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##.7 %Mp. DEPASSE (Belgium) (translated from.French): Thank you, Mr. President.
My first duty must be to thank you and the other members of the Confeerence who
have taken the floor before me and conveyed their best wishes to the new members
of the Conference on Disarmament in 1984. With your kind assistance, we may
indeed be able to respond to the wishes addressed to us. I should also like to
congratulate you very warmly on your Presidency, which you exercise with as much A
kindness as authority. .. I have been most struck by the very warm feelings N
: ekpressed around this table with regard to your country, and should like to
aSoOCldBe myself with then. Unen thinking over what I would say this morning,
"I 1leafed through an old work on Belgian 1ndep=ndence and checked up on a ctiildhood
memory.  The Belgian revolution in its early days owed much to Poland, and the -
‘gbedtést‘Belclan historian of the turn of the century, Henri Pirenne, wrote the
_following:  "On 29 November 1830 the Varsaw Uprising prevented Czar Nicholas from
“sending his troops to crush the Belgian revolatlon" I believe that since then
we have- always: found ourselves on the same side of liberty and national .
1ndependence, the depth and warmth of the relations between our two countries have
nevér been o matter of doubt for anyone. . I should also like to express the
respect which my delegation feels for State Secretary Berg who has honOuPed ‘this
Conference with a SLatement of great substance.

"The Committee on Dlsnrmament has a Peputatlon for sterility and tne fact that
it has besn converted into.a Conference .is probably not sufficient to ﬂenerate L
the product1v1ty whichr it- has lacked so far. That can only be the- result of a
method of work which concentrates efforts on topics offering the best chaﬂces
for 3rog?ess and which deals with them with restraint’ahd respect for ébnéehéusa

- The Belﬁlan delegarlon is .not very 1nterested in procedural dTbCUSSlOHo.
It did not participate in the debate on the draft agenda or in that whlch has not
yet been concluded, but which is, I hope, soon to end, on the nawes of our
sub51d1ary organs. o

I shall take th1s oooortun:tv to say that I am glad that I do not -have any
language problem “im:-French inicalling you Monsieur le Président, and I dofhot see
what you have gained by being.called “MP, President™ . rather than "Mr . Chairman®.
I believe that this is true for the other languages too.. £

T must say that the Belgian delegation has some difficulty in undebrstanding.
why the delegatlons of the socialist countries have run the risk of poténtially::
long and atrimonious:discussions in proposing amendments which, personally, I have
found rather frivolous and whose import, even on a tactical level, is--rather nard
to grasp. For us, in these procedural matters, the good is often the enemy of"

the best; and perfectionism should be rejected. It was with great pleasure that
I listened to the Ambassador of kugoslav1a pralslng the virtues of the principle
of continuity in procedural matters. . ‘ ‘

To go on to more serious matters, ws believe that in a tense-international - _
situation such as that facing us today, rhetoric and accusations are unproductive.
s ‘Where the agreehent of all is necessary to make progress, anyone who offends the
dignity of his partners can legitimately be suspected-of jeopardizing the calm. .
atmosphere essential to the progress of the entire undertaking. In this o
connection,. I would recommend the distinguished representative of the USSR to
refrain henceforth from expressing his views =~ as he did in his statement of
7 February 1984 -~ on what is or is not the will 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 expressing the will of the Belgian people.
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A glance at the calendar of meetings of the Conference on Dlsarmament reveals
that the Ldtte" will? be ablp to davote 1o weeks durlng the sprlng of.l984 to”’
ght items. 0 ‘the assumotloﬂ ‘that the Conforence neeos pvery‘d y'w1thouu : N
sAocpulon, eTementarv d1v1510n 1eads to the’ conclu51on that if 'the work is. d1v1ded
on an-arlbhmetical Da51s, we shall havc ava11aole °1X and a half worklng days
pel item. 1¢ v o7 e - ‘ < P '

<t

We therefore have to choose between dispersing our efforts, which would .
undoubtedlyilead to fallure on all of: chose top1cs,'anu select1v1cy, Whlch holds
out 'soma- hope of: success 1n some or them. '

. . . : PR R . .

Belvlum would like the organization of the work of ‘the Conference on
Disarmament to be guided by a desire to give priority to the Loplcs in respbct
of which the Confereihce can, in-all: ooJect1v1uy,.expect substantlal Drosress tolbp
“made ‘towards the’ negotiation of multilateral agreemants guaranteelﬁg soé01f1c .
neasures  For arms "eontrol o" e fvctlve dlsarmamont The Key word here 1s o
‘negotlatlon“ [ :

s

It is the antithesis of dﬁglarﬂtory dlylomacy on whlch we can no longer have
1llu51ons and wnich has no place ner-e° _ : e

B

I”imabiné; moreover, ~that it was probab1y on ‘tha basis of s1111ar crlterla .
that'our :sécretariat nad ‘already deleted fw01 th° draxt avenda whlcn it hai ;
“préparéd-several items in respect of which it was clear Lhat a debate could not at
present lead to positive results. That work should 'be ¢ortinued in ordér to
enable us effectively to concentrate our efforts solely on. those tOplCS whlch
seem likely to be fruitful. :

e

oY

Such an =ffort, such an approach is all ‘the more nebessary 31nce the
Conferende--on Disarmament i1s -now the only yniversal forum” open to caln ' L
negetiation, “the only oae whlch na " the potentlal to bc productlve,_ln the SRR

SR
!

-~

alsarmanunt apherv. : : n

e
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In the view of the Belgian dalegation, the problem of chemical weapons “is’
esoe01ally wloe for genuine negotiation. , :

R clear basis for'negotiation exists.  The report of tho Worklno Group
submitted by Ambassador McPhail' describes’ it adequately. ~A117 oub” States, in one
way or another, have reaffirmed their desire to conclude work rapidly, and this
was reflected oy tnb wording of a mandate for a worklng group, ad ﬂoc coﬂmlttee or
subsidiary oodv “the content of whlch we are unanlmous. ’

s . A " S -
H A . . . -

The United States announced that it'would shortly Submit a ‘draft treaty to us:’
this should help us to formulate more easily, in all its aspects, the text of the
convedtion which wé shall recommend our States to 1mplemsnt ' To thig bﬂd ’of
course,’ the Unlted States must make naSue to saomlt thls docu'nent° '

.

Some- quéstions which ?ecenth"still gave*rise'ﬁb'bolemichhave'dévépréd in "
a satlsfactOﬂy manner ; w1tn regard to the central problen of verlflcatlon of the
destructisn’of stocms of c¢hemical weapéns, we’ ner-taln]y noted a oweakthrouﬁh in’
the statement made ot 21 -February by the ClStlﬂéul&uéd “spressntattve of” thb USSR.
I found'that” statemanb paxtlcularlv eﬁcou”aplnv ‘be¢ause it clea? l"ﬂoes in the” j”4 .
direction of +bp conclusions which* drbw from’ attendlng the" Workshop OP@&GlZpd
by the Unlted States Admlnlstratlon at’ Toosle,’ In my op1n10n the conclu31ons
of LnatihorkshOp are’ qglt stwalghtforwa q,'*"'“"

|
|
D N el

T
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.The first is that effective verification of ‘the destruction of chemical .
weapons in an 1ndustria1 facility is possible on condition that the constraint of
verification is taken into account:at the design stage ‘0f the facilities to be set
up.. .. In- other words, if the olannlng office which designs the destruction facility
takes account of these constraints; the facility becomes wide open to verlflcatlon,
otherwise, 1t remains opaque.

The second conclusion is that the importance of a human presence for
verification: purposes.in a destruction facility depends on the sophlstlcatlon and
reliability of the equipment. The greater its reliability and sophistication, the
smaller the importanée of the intrusion of human beings.

At Tooele, ra-:permanent human presence. is essential not only during the N
destruction. stage but:above-all during the maintenance and setting of the’ instruments;
otherwise, -the reliability of the verification-is.negatively affectedi” “The-day
may perhaps come.when-the.automatization of the instruments will make it possible
to do without this permanent human presence, but that does not secem the case today.

-That -is .why my .delegation: was very .pleased by the statement made by
Ambassador Issraelyan on 21 February. His statemeént amounts to a breakthrough
on a fundamental point, but we do not think that it is enough to justify euphoria
on our. part. For differences on essential issues still exist, particularly with
regard to the means to be utilized to verify effectlvelv in future the non—productlon
of new. chemical weapons by the industry. o

We:th;nk;these dlfferences can be resolved.

Belgium, which has a large chemical industry, is prepared to accept a
verification 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 1n1t1ated in the event of susp1c1on°

Ve fear that the weakness of such a system could be that it reserves inspection
exclusively for cases which are already the subject of controversy, and therefore
having political undertones, whereas we prefer a“ routlne system that would" av01a
controve rsy.

..The: dlscu351on on this - poirit should therefore be continued, accUunt be;ng :
taken in particular of the proposals submitted by the Minister of State; :
Mr. Luce, to the Conference on 14 February 1984.

Assuming that these concaptual difficulties are resolved, considerable effort
and a great ‘deal of perseverance and flexibility will still be necessary to work
out the structure for a treaty prohibiting chémical weapons.. It would be a
mistake to underestimate the effort which remainsg 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 would be modest but
significant. We suggest that this issue should be separated from thée prohibition
of attacks against civilian nuclear facilities, which seeims to us much less advanced.
It might be possible, in an agreement on radiological weapons, to undertake to
negotiate: without delay on the prohibition of attacks 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.
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In our opinion, ‘at present none of the other-major items on our:égenda meets
the conditions that would already enable the Conference to forfiulate: synallagmatlc
and binding international instruments.  That is to be regretted -and.efforts: ’
should’ be made- to- create conditiéns that would make it possible to. breakiithe
present-deadlock, particularly:in".the entire field of niclear disarmaméht?ahd-spacb.

|

With regard to the central area of nuclear disarmament, the best &nd perhaps
the only serious basis for progress would undoubtedly be the resumption at Geneva
or elsewhere; 1A the most appropriabe Torm and doubtiess, as discreetlyias”
possible, of the INF and START negotiations botween the United States and the USSR.:

. Indeed, the Belgian - -delegation cannot reasonably hope that any truly. fruitful
discussion can be undertaken here and now, in other words publicly,: on the subject |
of nuclear disarmament when the breaking-off of the central negotiations between !
the two main protagonists. has been followed by verbal clashes-and recriminations, 1
unfortunately reflected in several statements here. !

"I should like to warn my collcao‘ues° in the nuclear field, it seems“to me L
that no substantial orogress is pos;101= unless relaxad and confldentlal .. Q'fl
aconfldentlallty and confidenczs have more in common than ‘alliteration) talks a:e '
resumed between Moscow and Washington with regard to the INF and START
nepotlatlons,'

At the most, we can hope to promote such talks by concentrating on an analyticsl
search For clements .that would make it possible to achieve progress on a series of |
lSSLLD mentioned here by many . deleﬂatlons, in partlcular the oveventlon ‘of an arms |,
race in outer space (Belvlum voted in favour of General Assemoly resolution 38/70 ¢
and Drooo ed to the Conlewence on Dlsarmaﬂenu, on behalf of the he;tcrn countmles, l
a draP‘_mandatc for a wof?vng group (document CD/413) whlcn remains on the table) h
the nuclcarntest ban and the p"evcnc1on of nuclear war. . It was already from that 1
standpoint thqt last year my country submlttcd document CD/BRO on .the elaboration 1
of confidence-building measures, and.docuaent D/4ll prop051ng a method of work for\
the prevention of nuclear Wapn ' s {

Such an approach Nlll make it . pOSalDle to define the scope of the negotlatlonsﬂ
and if they can take place more rapldly than we bell ve possible, we w1l"be fhe \
first to wclcowc the fact. -

In the atmosphere of uncertainty which affects 1nternétlonal relatlons, when
negotiation has been -interrupted on questions as fundamental as strategic and
interme dlatem~angc nuclear weapons, it seems to us that thc systematic exploration..
of concrott poss 1b111t1cs for negotiations is.the only area capable of bring 1ng
about any improvement 1n ‘the 1ncernat10nal environment . :

It iz .in that splrl .that. Belglun approaches the dcllb rations of our
onference in 1985, and those of the Stockholm Conference on Disarmaiment in
Jurope, and 1t s 1n thdt uDl” it too that it will resume the Vienna MBFR

ﬂcgotlatlons, Tt is convinced that the success of one of those negotlatlons would’
hava a positive impact on the others. 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 slready daserved well of the international
compunity .
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In conclusion, I should like to recall that all the representatives in the
Conference on Dlsarmament heard the mowing statement made here by His Excellency
the Minister for Forelgn Affairs of the Islamlc Républic of Iran. Even leaving
aside the qumstlon 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 weapona cannot have escaped anyone whose heart is
in the right place.

I see this as yet another reason why all necessary efforts should be deployed
to achieve without delay the final elimination of such inhuman armaments.’

ThéAPRESIDENT: I thank the hepkesentati#e of Belgium for his statemeht and
for the kind words.addressed .to the President.

I now give the floor to the representative of Czachoslovakia, Ambassador VejVoda,

Mr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia): Comrade President, first of all, allow me to
Join the 1list of speakers who spoke before me to welcome here in this room the
State .Secretary of .the Norwegian Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Mr. Eivinn Berg.
My delegation would like to introduce a working document of a group of socialist
countries entitled "Improved effectiveness of the work of the Conference on o
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 Warsaw Treaty Organization member States. to- the NATO member States,; advanced
on 10 January of this year, aimed at freeing Europe from nuclear weapons. On
the initiative of  the socialist countries, the United Nations General Assembly
at*its thirty-eighth session-adopted resolution 38/187 A, which 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, for this
purpose, to proceed immediately to drafting such 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 effactive work of the subsidiary body on
the prohibition of chemical weapons.

It is suggested. that the working. organ undertake the formulation of the text
of the convention so that a draft convention, or a draft containing agreed and
formulated provisions together with .suggested formulations for provisions whlch
have not been agreed as yet, could be submitted to the United HNations
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:of continuing
its work after the spring and summer parts of the scession should be considered.
Taking into account the new title of this forum and the advanced stage of negotiations
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.on . chemlcal weapons, the. suosldlary body should be.ﬂlven a t1tle of -

“Ad "hoc’ Commlctee on’ the Prohibition of’ Chemlcal Neaponsc “Its DOSolble sub51d1ary
bodies. and svstem of their functhnlng, ba ‘d on a schedule or tlmetable is also’
proposed in document CD/435. Namely it is suggested that the fOLlOWln“ worklng
groups could be establlshed w1th1n the Ad hoc Conm1ttee=

WOrklng Group on purposes “and scope of the conventlon, whlcn could deal w1th
fdeflnltlons and criteria, formula of basic undertaklngs, non-production, - E
, permltted .activities, nonause of chemical wedpons, relevant nonltorlng
measures, preamble and flnal provisions, etc.

f53"

o WOrking Group on the destruction of stocks of chemical weapons and destruction
a:Lof production facilities, which could deal with initial declarations,
”;antermedlato me asures, destrLctlon and monltorlng° '

-~ Working Group on’ compliance with the convcntlon which could deal w1th
international- ‘verificatién’on challenge, national measures ‘of 1mp1ementat10n
functlonlnc of“consultative and preparatory committees, consultations and
co—operation, complaints procedure, etc.

" =Yorking Group oh thHe'structure of 'the.convention, which could deal with the-
" position of articles;:their*Seduence, annexes, agreed understandincs, etc.

"The order of the elaboratlon of 'the various provisions of the future conventlon
in the working groups has:to take into consideration their importance, . inter-
relationship, logical sequehce’and the structure of the conventlon., ‘It has to be
determined right .at the begihning of the Committeect*s work, taking into account -also
the practical possibilities of participation by delegations of member States of
the Conference on Disarmament in this process. Meetings of the Committee convenad
to decide on the programme of work and other organizational metters, for the review
and appraisal of results achieved in the working groups and for the. preparation
of reports of. the Conference-could take plaée-aS'necessary, but, as a rule, about.
once every two weeks. Working groups or their subsidiary bodies could meet at
least two'or three times a2 week. . The work of all these bodies could-be very. -
flexible, in accordance with reguirements, and would be based on an advance schedule
of meetings as mentioned above, covering the whole period of the spring session.
Organlzatxon of work for the summer part of the session. should alse be spe01f1ed
albeit in a general form. It is also stressed that in . distributing the-- ... . .
chairmanships of: sub51d11ry bodies of the Committee on Chemical Weapons'the o
principle of balanced repres ntation of various groups should be preserved '

In tabllng these Droposals, the group of socialist countrles 1s motlvated
exclusively by a willingness to make:decisive progress in the elaboration of the
convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons. Given the pOllthaanlll‘Of all
countries participating in the negotiations to prohibit this type of weapons, the
tasks ahead could undoubtedly be-solwvad in the interests of curbing the arms race
and strengthening international security.

“.Comrade President, before-I conclude, allow me as the Co-ordinator of the
Socialist Group ‘to say a few words on. the statement just wade by the distinguished
representative,oleelgium. The group of socialist countries has never‘called.the
proposals and amendments of the group of Western countries frivolous; we always -
study them with all -sincerity and patience. This is the:only way to conduct a
disarmament negotiation seriously. We hope that the delcgatlon of Bclplum w111
also do the same and will not jump to hasty conclusions.
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Mr. FIELDS (United States of America): Mr. President, let me begin by .. . -
congratulating you on your assumption of the chair of the Conference on Disarmament
at its inaugural 1984 session. Our pleasure in seeing you presiding over this™
distinguished body is heightened.vhen we recall the great contributions which 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. Presldent we have an appreciation of Polish contributions
to my country and your contrlbutlons to our Conference as its inaugural President.
It is appropriate also to pay tribute to the 1ast Chairman of the Committee on
Disarmament, Ambassador Jorge Morelli Pando of Peru, who so ably guided our work
lagt .summer -and skillfully handled the important tran31tlon from Committee to
Conference. :

May I also associate my delegation with the warm welcome which you extended
on our behalf to the distinguished Norwegian State Secretery for Foreign Affairs,
Hig Excellency Mr. Eivinn Berg. He is a close personal friend and a familiar
face in this chamber and we are pleased to have him with us again. Moreover,
as usual, he has left us with much food for thought and sober reflection.

I should like to take this occasion to extend a warm welcome to our new
colleagues in the Conference: Ambassadors Butler of Australia, Depasse of Belgium,
Beesley of Canada, Lechuga Hevia of Cuba, Alfarargl of Egypt, Kebede of Ethiopia,
Meiszter of Hungary, Sutowardoyc of Indonesia and Dhanapala of Sri Lanka. I
extend to them, through you, Mr. President,; the firm pledge that my delegation
will give its best efforts, in close co-operation with each of them, to resolve -
the crucial issues before us, so that we together may effectively discharge our
solemn responsibilities to achieve meanlngful progress in the field of :
mltilateral dlsarmament -

Mr. Pre31dent, we have resumed our efforts in this historic city of Geneva
under a new name —— we are now the Conference on Disarmament. But the issues:
entrusted to our responsibility, and their importance, remain unchanged. - And
our charter also remdins the same: 4o search out practical and effective ways ‘of
reaching agreements among nations that will enable a more peaceful and secure
world to emerge.

A1l of us at this table today, whatever our differences —— and they are real
and. important —~ hold in common.a shared belief: that we shall all benefit if we
can reduce the level of arms —— be they nuclear, chemical or conventional.

of course, reduction in arms alone is not sufficient to resolve the
fundamental différences that give rise to tensions between men and nations —-
ten31one which, tragically, have all too often resulted in the resort to arms.
But we. ‘trust that all of us at this table share a deep commitment and a great -
desiré to work together to make it possible for this and future generations to
live in peace together —— not only through arme reductions but alsc 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
mst - oatlently, and persistently, searching oul those areas where progress
is. p0881b1e now. ° And in those areas where agreement eludes us now, we mist
seek to lay a sound and rellaole basis for future choices by the Governments
we represent. :
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. In this regsrd -let . there ‘be no mistake about -where the United.States of America
stands. .- As Pres1dent Reagan -said .in hig.State of -theUnion Msssage a few weeks
ago, "A 1ast1ng and meanlngful peace is ouxr owe: great goal ", :

Slnce the Commlttee on. Dlsarmament last met, many of us worked together in’ the
Firstﬂqommlttee at. the .thirty-eighth session of the United Nationg General-Assembly
in New York.. 4 large number of . issues . and resolutions were' dlscussed and - debated
in that body, but not, I.might observe, with unalloyed success. . While ‘this: . ;
record reflegts, the difficult realities of the worldainqwhichnwealive,.it%also;~§a
. provides a pertlnent legson: that to be successful here in the. Conference. on < ::
Disarmament,. our. efforts, need to. be. sharply focused on-those speclflc matters
where agreed . solutlons to. agreed . problems are boss1b1e.

Foremost among these matters ig & guldlng prlnclple underlylng the et
. United States approach:in .seeking -arms: control -and.arms reduction agreements. -
That prlnclple underlies: all- meaningful - agreement ~~ that is the need to: deslgn
effectrve verification and comollance -measures for such: agreements.,

Thig is indeed one of the four prlnclples referred to by Pres1dent Reagan
.in 1981. as governing our approach.to arms control and disarmament, and IL:should
11ke Yo .recall these.today. - First.is the principle of pursuing genuine,:. -
s1gn1f1cant reductlons in: weaponry,.. including -the elimination of entire categorles
of weapons, where'pessible; second is the need for balance by imposing equal -
obligations on all. partles .The third prlnclple mandates that any agreement be
an ;ntegral part of: the. larger objective of a comprehensive policy of national -
and international security. And finally,. there must, be an integtral;. effectlve
verlflcatlon reglme 0. ensure . compllance wlth eagh agreement achleved. P

These prlnclples apply dlrectly to the negotlatlon of; an- effectlve and
verifiable convention banning the development, production, and stockplllng of
chemi cal, ‘weapons ,and.-. prov1a1ng for thelr destructlon. vt :

o L St

Iflsuccessful our negotlatlons here uould ellmlnate an entlre category of " |
;-weapons. by imposing equal:-obligations upon all parties to destroy.all existing:: |
-stocks . of chemlgal weapons and to undertake never to develop, produce, . stockplle
or transfer such weapons,, in. any manger. 1nconS1stent with -the terms of the treaty.
Moreover, . the  foundation of such a treaty would be an effective.:verification.
cregime to ensure  that the obligationg-of .States. parties are undertaken faithfully
and, thus, ingtilling high confidence that the objective of the instrument: has .
been accomplighed. . 4And finallyy there is mno doubt that. such a treaty would-
sexve to strengthen both natlonal and 1nternatlona1 securlty.

With regerd to the pr1n01ple of verlflcatlon in our chemlcal weapons
negotiations, let me welcome as a sign of progress the statement of the
distinguished :representative.of the Soviet Union in our last.plenary meeting on
21 February 1984. We are .pleased that.the Soviet Government will be prepared: =
to agyeey; :in our negotlatlons on the verlflcatlon regime for .the destruction’ - l
of all . existing stocks of chemical weapons, to the !permarent presence: &t:the - 1
(destructronnsiteJ of the representatives of international controlM and.to the use !
of technical monitoring devices at such sités to a,ugment~that.verifica,ti‘o.n.process.1
My delegation will be actvively exploring the importance and significance of  the .
statement of the Soviet Union. Edmund Burke once said that “every prudent act —
is founded on compromise', and we note that our Soviet colleagues seem to be
exercising that degree of prudence which, if continued, will help to create a
firm foundation upcn which we together can congtruct a meaningful instrument
to ban chemical weapons once and for all.
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Mr Pre51dent let me recount briefly the status of our chemical weapons
hegotiations. Mbs+ ‘colleagues will recall that the Vice-President of the.
‘United States, Mr. George Bush, ‘delivered an- address to the. Committee last. -
February, in which he stressed the importance which the United States attaches
to the negotlatlon of an effective and verifiable ban of chemical weapons.

"+ Following the’ Vlce—Pre51dent s remarks, my delegation introduced a2 comprehensive

%~ paper outlining ‘our "detailed views' on the contents of a chemical weapons

" convention (CD/349 ' Verlflcethn played a central. role in the formulation of
thosé views. Indeed, the Soviet Union had ‘recognized the importance of
verification in their 'Basic provisions envisioned to form the basis of a'chemical
weapons ban" (CD/294), . Subsequent to an exchange of views on issues.in the
Chemi.cal: Weapons Workrng Group in the sprlng part of our 1983. session, my :
delegation introduced, in the summer part of our session, a second working paper
which provided an illustrative; comprehensive review.of on-site inspection
procedures for the verification of the destruction of chemical stockpiles. (GD/387).
This paper was designed to further our sea_ch for understanding of a mutually
acceptable solution to this 1mportant comnonent of the general verification .
approach in the negotlatlon of a chemical weapons ban

In order to provide a mult1—d1mens1onal demonstratlon of how these procedures
could be implemented in an actual  chemical weapon destruction facility, we invited
our‘§Olleagues —~"both' members and observers —— 1o participate in a woxrkshop. at

“our chemical agent munitions disposal site at Tooele; Utah, on 15. and . . .
16 November 1983. The,25 States that attended will agree,.I believe, that.the-
information and briefings provided at the Workshop, coupled with :the tour of the
actual destruction facility, were of considerable benefit in developing-an
understanding of what is required to provide an effective monitoring system to
verify chemi cal weapons ‘stockp 11e ‘destruction and an appreciation of the ease
and manageablllty of 1ts 1m91ementatron under actual circumstances.

“on’ 17 January 1984, Secx etary of otate, George %hultz announced in- hls
address to the Conference on Confidence- and Security-Building Measures and
Disarmament in Europe in Siockholm that, in coming menths, the United States
w:Lll ‘be presentlng in the Conference on Disarmement a draft treaty for the complete
and’ verlflable ellmlnatlon of chemical weapons, on a.global basis. : In particular,
our’ draft treaty will be a. comprehen31ve text, - conbalnlng, among other things,
reoulrements for the effective verification of compliance with the.terms .of the
convention. My Government has undertaken this formidable task in the belief that
our work in this Conference can be enhanced by our effort. This will be seen by
our colleagues, ‘T believe, as yet another sign of the continuing interest of the
TUnited States Government in the achievement of an effective and complete. ban of
chemical weapons and a genuine desire to expedlte the attainment of this
important objective..

But this commitment should by no means dmply that the work of this-
Conference in resolving the many remaining issues should be held in abeyance
pendlng the introduction of our draft text. On the contrary, our efforts to -
reach common understandlngs and agreemenb on the many unresclved issues should
bhe redOubled now —-— especially on key verification issues yet undecided,
because WJthout agreement on-these matters, dear colleagues, there can be no
-treaty. '
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Another matter before thig.Conference on which my delegation has expended
con51derab1e effort, partlcularly during the last two years, is that of a treaty
prohlbltlng radlologlcal weapons. Vlce—Pres1dent Bush stressed 1n thls chamber
the view of the United States that an agreement to ban radlologlcal Weaponsflw -
offers the prosoect of a modest but real step forward that could ellminate a .
potentlally dangerous' type of weapon.  He noted the importarce of “thig 7 7
preventatlve approach to disarmament and urged us ‘to- move ahead w1th all due
speed to conclude the negotlatlons of the treatj. ' .

‘In’ my 1nterventlon on 30 August 198%," I voiced my concern that desplte our
efforts and those of other delegatlons, Rl appeared 1mposs1ble o achleve Teal | ‘
progress because ot the views of certain delegatlons. Some view this effort as,
unworthy because.there are no radlologlcal weapons in being or because cuch a
treaty is of insufficient importance %o be concluded.

I

But notw1thstand1ng the views of these few colleagues, serlous efforts havew
been made to bring this long-standing initiative to- fruition.’ Proposals to
strengthen the multilateral complaints mechanism’ put forward by both the owedlsh
and United States delegations appeared to meet with broad approval. Moreower, \
there has been some progress in resolving the gquestion' of whether additional =
legal protection should be afforded to nuclear facilities against military attack.

" Certainly, there was a willingness to continue the dlscusslon of ways to deal with
thls issue. Al1"0f these optimistic developments came to naught at the hands of
a few delegatlons who argued that thls potentlal treaty 1s too unlmportant to )
occupy our time. = - o

. I think it is fair to state the obvious question: if progress on real,
albeit modest, measures: 1s ‘not possible in tnls bonference, will it ever be’
possible to make progress on more Far-rearhlng meéasures? Or more’ practlcally
stated: are we so surfeited with” dlsarmament treaties at ‘such an advanced stage
of negotiation’ that we can.dismiss so cavalierly measures of lesser importance? -
My delegatlon consgiders that any agreement which eliminates an entire category
of weapons —— @lbeit conceptual - 1n form — has importance to this Conference
and to mankind.,- If we can but same ‘one future life by taking what to some may '

appear to be an unlmportant step now, are we ‘not thereby belng faithful to our
duty'P

sy

- With regard to the miclear ‘facilities issue; my delegatlon stands’ ready to ™
undertake a full examination of all the complex1t1es involved in this. difficult g
issue. And T repeat that willingness today. It should’ be poss1ole to pr0ceed" |
promptly to a solution of this issue, but progress in this area should not stand |
in the way of concluding the radiological weapons,treaty. '

|
\
|

Another area in which Verification is of cardinal importance is that of a =
nuclear-test ban. MJ delegatlon is prepared to resume the work of the
Ad Hoc Working Group on & nuclear-test ban vheére it left off last summer. In our
view, discussion of significant aspects of the issue of verification and B
compliance for a muclear-test ban has scarcely begun and a vast amount of
essential work remains to be done. Those who say that the orlglnal mandate’
has been exhausted canriot produce one maJor element of agreement on a
comprehens1ve verlflcatlon regime for a ‘potential- nuclear—test ban treaty.
Let me assuré my ‘¢olleagues that, without such-a regime, any future test-ban
treaty will” be unverlflable and , therefore, unacceptable to the United states-
Governmert. Why then, do we not get down to the -task at hand ‘and do serlous' '
work on this Vital subject? - We' ‘only delay -the objectivé which everyone seems 2
to be seeking, each in his own way, by our continued inaction. :
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In the related, more technical work of the id Hoc Group of Scientific Experts
on an International Seismic Data Lxchange System, the Group has nearly completed
its third report and has begun preparations for follow-on exoerlmental worﬁ.,'fThe
proposed experlment would take adventage of the new authority- granted by the =~ -
World Meteorologlcal Organlzatlon to make use of ‘the global telecommunlcatlon .
system to exchange so-called Level I data. My delegation Jtrongly supports such
experimental efforts, which provide important, "hands-on! data to validate.
theoretical estimates of seismic data exchange capabilitied for a global data— B
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 ban and
we do not gerve our professed interests by failing to give the Group our fullest
support and co-operation. Therefore, it is the ardent hope of my delegation
that many btate will choose to participate in the work of the Ad Hoc Group of
Scientific Experts. :

‘ On the question of additional arms control arrangements that might apply
to the environment of outer space, my delegatlon remains prepared, .as it was last
year, to join in a consensus of our Conference to establish a working group with'
the mendate proposed oy the Unlted States and a rumber of our colleagues in
document CD/413, and supported by the Group of 21

I would also like to welcome the adherence of China to the Outer Space Treaty
of 19679 as anmounced by Ambassador Qian Jiadong in his statement to the
Conference on 16 Februury * China's ratification of this Treaty is an 1mportant
step because, for the first time, all five nuclear-weapon States are pledged not
to station nuclear weapons or other weapons of mass destruction in outer space.

With regard to other items on our agende, my delegation is prepared to JOLﬂ
our colleagues in serious wo*k on the question of the prevention of nuclear war,
1ncludlng all relaued matters, on negative security assurances and, when the '
Conference Judge° it pr001tlous, on a comprehensive programme of disarmament.

And we should not forget the efforts which were begun last year by the
group of "wise men" on arrangements affecting the institutional aspects of our
Conference. Our new beginning offers us a unique opportunity to consider
appropriate ways of improving our methods of woxk. If we could but find a more
practical and streamliined approach to the amnual ordeal of preparing our report
to the Genexal Assembly, we would have taken a giant step forward. The "wise
men' technique has demonstrated its value and consideration should be given to
employlng this method of filtering new ideas and recommendatlons for enhancing
our 1nst1tutlonal effectiveness.

We must realize, however, that our problems cannot all be laid on the

doorstep of faulty procedures or insufficient work methods. Indeed, we
ourselves are part of the groblem All too often we waste our time and
.energy — and frequently our political capltal as well — on trivia and

minutia, The sad spectacle of last year's spring part of our sess1on should

be painful to the memory of each of us. It not only reflected our
preoccupation with trivia, but it revealed a deeper and more distnrbing aspect
of the problem. Iinking issues and worklng groups is unreallstlc and it smacks
of pressure politics. This tactic is truly unworthy of the world s single |
multilateral negotlatlng forum on disarmement and we were gratlflea by the .
many,, statements made. this year that decried the use of this odious tactic. I.
gladly add the voice of my delegation to those who oppose artificial linkages

in this forum and sincerely -hope that we will never slip back into that '
baser mode.
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Mr. President, indeed, our name is new, but our challenge is as old as
mankind. We 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. 5o let us together put our shoulders
to the wheel and our minds to creative endeavour, for then surely we shall succeed.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of the United States of America
for his statement, for the kind words 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 speakers for today. Does any other delegation
wish to take the floor?

That does not seem to be the case. |

Ag 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 cuestions. The plenaxry meeting is suspended.

|

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

The PRESIDENT: As you know, we 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 will 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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