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·; ·.-. .i , t~·~ :·-· !. ' : 'l,' : • • • 

The PRESIDENT: The Conference on Disarmament is called to order. 

The Conference starts today ·its consideratiqn of item 2 on its agenda entitled, 
"Cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament". Hovtever, in 
accordance \-lith rule 30 of the rules of procedure, any member t.vishing to do so may 
raise any subject relevant to the work of the Conference. 

At the outset, may I extend a \varm \~~lcome to the l"linister for Foreign Affairs 
of Argentina, Mr. Dante Caputo, who will address the Conference today as first 
speaker. In doing so I wish him also a fruitful visit to Geneva. t.r:··~ :·.r,~: 

I have on my list of speaker;:~ fof. tbli'ay it!he representatives of Argentina, the 
Federal Republic. of Germany, Czechosloval;(ia, ·.the German Democratic Republic and 
India. I now give the floor to the first speaker on my list, the Minister for 
Foreign Affairs of Argentinay Mr. Dante Caputo. 

··: !.'.:_:1.": 

Mr. DANTE CAPUTO (Argentina) (_!.r•ansla'ted from Spanish) : :tvlr. President, it gives 
me particular pleasure to see you presiding over these deliberations as the 
representative of Poland, a country with vlhich the Argentine Republic has long 
enjoyed a deep friendship. It is only

1

r'ight to acknowledge the efficiency Hith 
which you discharge your responsibilities, as v1ell: ,as the valuable collaboration of 
the Secretary~eneral of the Cqp[erence, Ambassador Jaipal. 

On 10 December 1983, the day of his inauguration, Dr. Raul Alfons{n, the President 
of the Argentine Republic, in a message before both Chambers of the National Congress 
said: 

"We shall conform to the national"tradition in favour of the peaceful 
settlement of disputes, repudiating ail threats of the use of force. We shall 
support efforts designed to halt the arms:irace, shal"ing as we do the 1r10rld 1 s 
concern about the risl< of conflicts involying nuclear \veapons that could mean the 
end of human civilization and even the destruction of the environmental 
conditions that make life possible on this pt:anet. v1Te have pledged that our 
own technological capability in the nuclel3.r· field Hill never be applied -~o: 
purposes other than those of peaceful development, and \ve shall keep that 
pledge in absolute good faitho 11 

These words of President Alfonsin detined the policy \•lhich the Argentine Republic 
will pursue in this field: to favour the peaceful settlement of disputes; to support 
such disarmament measures as may be agreed upon, in particular those relating to 
nuclear disarmament; and to encourage the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. I wish· to 
reaffirm those principles before this multilateral negotiating body so that the 
Governments represented here may tal<:e official co£.Snizance of the position·s.~ .. lii'r;iC.s:Wl. .. .':: 
maintain on matters that are of equal concern to all. ...... . ·:...:.. ..... .......... r ., • ·; 

The present international situati~n is ·marked by a serious ..det~:riot.at.ion' in 
relations among States. The confrontation bet~·men the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics and the United States of America has reached levels similar to those .of: .. wbat 
\oJas once called the 11cold 1tmr 11 , which, it may be recalled, wa~ ctia;racterized ""b'y.::i:~:; .. · 
uncontrolled arms race and constant:;~p·o:liJt;ical. anp diplomatic attacks bY": the disp:Utl.ng 
parties. Thus, \oJe have seen a multiplication of political and military ·pressures and 
threats to the independence and territorial integrity of developing countries. 
Latin America 7 Africa, the Niddle East and Asia alike have been and continue to be the 
scene of political and military interventions in the domestic affairs of the States 
in those areas e 
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:.· At the· same .t.ime, against .. a pa~kg~'pu_nd of einph,a:tic chid sweeping statements of. 
supper~ for the ·prl.nciple of re-fraining· from the threat or U:s:e· of force as laid· down 
in Art~d-le 2, paragraph 4, of the' Gh~f~te.to :.of' the 'Uhi ted Na tiohs, one of the 
military allianc~s, arguing that ., it·'he~ds to redf~:c.ss an imbalance in Europe, has· · 
begun the depl()yment of interrilediat;~'.;.)..~~ge' 'missiles; iri that' region, while the oth~r, 
invoking the same reasons; vows to responci with similar deployments. ·· 

. . .·· . . . . ·. .... . . ·: . . . . 

I cf'o not ·• i~tend. to judge the mel"'i ts of ~/ith;er position, except to observe ·,.' 
not w~ tqc;>Ut surprise -- that the argun1ents ad:V.8:ni!ed 'tiy. both parties do not refer. tb . •·-' 
a d,:!,$pute on a specific question, but t6 strategi¢ .conside·rations base'd on an .. 
alleg~_d_ mili tr~ry imbalance o-r·. on the search foF 'an. also alleged military f?Uperiori'ty ( 
I use the term 11allege:d II ih . bo.th 'cases because~ sfnce t'he Second Horld t.Vai' every -: :ji.:·· 
increase in. the. milit£ry capa:.bilities of the two ··alli'arices has been explained iii ''':;. :j ·. · 

similar terms o ·'. Once again we ~ee wi·th distress that ori .the st1,;ength of ·certairi' ·~ :· .: : "J.< 
questionabl:e str~teg·j,c dod.ri:r{es a new stag~ iri_ the nuclear-arms r~ce has_ begu,ri · · j. '.' 
which will )nal<;e· even more precarious al:'ld feeble· the di'st.ance between· peace· and war, ·: 
between nre·and deatf{:'f6r mankfnd. .· .. ; ,,·,: 

. :J_<·:.~: ·-:~· .. :.~~· .;. :.':·:~i;'.': ;·~ .. 

Apart from the qualitative change that is being introduced in existing weapon ., 
systems, it :i,:s. ;se~.i9us indee'd· to see to~eapons of an undoubtedly strategic natm-·e 
being deployed in r the terri tory of States to~hich do not· possess ·such· weapons~ The 
danger of this kind of .horizontai'.'p'roliferation 'o'f nticlear weapons t·hus :.becomes·· ... 
crystal clear. On 'what political arrangements ~-~itl.'this deployment :·be based? '\o!ho · 
will have the responsibility of tak:ind:deci~ions·~onc~rnirig the.use of such weaporis~ 
rlill, pefhaps, the recipient States .be pas~iVEVw:i.tnesses to 'the presenc<f:of such. 
w~~PQ~S Or' on the 'contrary'. will they. be 'granted some participation in the fi.nal 
decisions that vle,hope will never be takenf:•· In the iatter.case .. it is eViderit :that-,·· .: .. • 
although at first sight the number of Powers possessing ·nuclear 1t1eapons woutd remain::· 
unchanged, the number of countries having power of decision over nuclear weapons . 
would, baye increased significantly. These questions seriously worry us, as vle 
are ,s.\Jre·, :they t-~orry all those t>~ho, like ourselves 1 strenuously oppose the vertical 
and. h9r;t'i;ontci) .. p.r.o),iferation of t)UCle~r weapons·. . ." 

:·.)' .... .... .· .•. . .. ·. . ' 

, 'tJ.t1ii~:. ~h~';superpowers and the,i.~ ~llies hold one another responsible for the .. ·· 
ex'fstiDg· situation, the great majority of countries of the international community·:-: '' 
are mel:'e :;Jj;>ectatprs of this regret'table process, which':hot only increases even;( ... : 
further th$ size of the huge ii'i-siilnals of nuclear weapons already in existence but 
also heightens insecurity and.the danger of nuclear·war: 

. '~· . 

Stagnation., an_si. paralysis prevail in the consideration of almost all these 
issues. Major d~~fogues have been_ ~nterrupted. Mistrust and susp:icio~ mark the 
relatiops., bet\>~eeln:· ,t'he Great Pd~~r's, 'and create a.'ci~.mate in which negoti'ati'ons 
requiring a minimum of good will and constructive spirit as a sine 'qua' non 'can 
hardly prosper·. 

.·." ~ ,..., 

This Corif.Eirehce · ori. Disarmament. has a fundamental role to pia{ in the-·search 
for -~he. road to, a peace' ·based on law and justice and hot on the· q'uanti ty and : 

j .. , ~ ' • • ! • • • • • • • • 

sop~istication. of ar!Tla·ments. Obviously, thi;:; body is riot an autonomous entity 

._, ·~. 

.: ''.::.· inde(pendeqf of the :dovernments composing it.; It is they~ and es'pecially the 
member·s of the two great military alliances, who must demonstrate by deeds and n'6t. :: ;: 
words that their repeated utterances in favour of disarmament and peace are 
truth:ful and sincere, and not mere rheto.rical exercises. designed scii~iy to :improve· 
their· b\m image and to embarrass the. ~dversary. · · · · ·'; ·: 

,,i 
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At this point in my statement,_ I should.lik:e to address a qirect appeal to the 
representatives of the Union"''bf Soviet Socialist. Repubiiqs and th~ United -S~ates., 
of 'America.''· The Argentine ·~epublic i'egrets . the i.nt~r,rupt~on of t~? b:i,latera:i tai~s 
On var,:i,o,u~,~~yp,e,S O.f rll,l~;lE?ar \veaponsthat Hel;"e beihg:;h_el~ .in this .. bity~ \'11~.<;1.0 SQ ... 
not Or1Jl·Y cin; humanitarian grQunds; but aLso as an inter~sted·paroty;. since ,our own 
survival is at stakEi. The ·private natJr>e of the~e talks_prevents Js from 
commenting on what has taken place there. However.,. 1,1 do ·tvish to· state that,·· as a 
non-aligned country, He cannot accep~ that the dipH:iV'!atid confrontation between 
the two PoweP·s be continued at thi•siC'Onference as i3::'het-J stag~ in this renewed 

. • : . .. ' • . • ' • ·• '. : . • _,..~ '. ! : ' .! . i . . . . . .· . • -; . . . .. .,. .. . ' i 
11cold Har.'~. In thi9 negoti9,tirig,. b.bdyf:.-countries ai'e; represented whJ.oh; hke m~he; 
do .. not belong t.o. the two militaliy-· 'a:J,H.al!lcies that divfde Europe.. . tve ·q.re, nonetheless, 
entit1.~id. to 'dema.nd tnal ttiosEi partlbipat:l:ng :in .. the wort< of this body-should regard 
us as ·:pa;rtners it1 the joint ventur·e of disaromament. Mutual accusatio'ns and 

;.;·, cri ticism.s . no longer. convince anybody. The· best proof of serious :intentions is . 
willingness to contribute to a genuine process of negotiation at this Conference~ 
At th.e .. present mom~nt, the Conference on Disarmament is the only disarmament · ; •. 
mechanism open for constructive dialogue between the great Potvers. .~Je therefore., 
expect froom them a positive attitude to WOl"k on issues of fundamentai importance 
for ma,nkiJ:ld· 

Fr.om the begirming, the a,ge.n<;la of this· body has included the most important 
questions c;)f our time~ on which . the least has been done:· th~ cessat:j.o.n of the 
nuclear ·a.rm.s. roace and. nu.clear disarmament and, a,s a first step to that end, a 
nuc],ear-'IPI~ap9:n7test ban. All other questions, hm..rever important . in, themselves, 
pale ·by. _C()!Jlpa:rison. They are mere palliatives, collateral measures or, in any 
event_contributions of considerabi'e value but, ultimately, not essential to·an 
effort, >{hioh, ;:?-f it fails in its main purposes, \.·Till be nothing more than a deceptive 
illusion that wil). not change the iroon-clad dilemma confroonting mankinq: to · 
eliminate duclear ~eapons or per~sh. · · . 

It. i.s true. that the nuc:(ear issue i.~. paroticularly int~id~te and difficult to 
tackle and, naturally, to solve. Furthermore, 1r1e have beeri.Jold this over;- ,apd over 
again~ What we cannot accept iJ that those considerations should justify inaction 
and negative positions. The peoples of the worold clamour for :-~ more than .clamour, 
they d,em?,nti -- th? ;complete r·emoval of the threat of annihilation fl"Om t.he1r horizon 
and from 'their fut4re. No demand is more just or mOre legitimate than .~nat.. Is. · : .. 
it, perhaps, necessary to remember the truism that.having lived throughAuschwitz 
and having been in Hiroshima~ enable one to know that \vhat is unimaginable is 
possible? 

Never·· in all the history of manl<ind, has the roe been a time t>Ihen the , 
obliteroaiton_of all life on this planet, the disappearance of every form'of 
civilization, th~ veryextinction of the human roace, loomed as a real and tangible 
possibility, as is the case today. · 

From this it follows that theroe is no political issue that could justify the 
use of nuclear weapons. The nuclear weapon is qualitatively different from other 
Heapons. The prevention of nuclear' war is, therefore, a question'requiri~g urgent 
treatment. Notwithstanding these indis.putabie facts, om" Conference witness~s-the 
failure of effOl"tS to elicit from .the PoHers possessing nuclear weapons guarantees ' 
that ::t'hey '\·lili -~~t use thel)l or threaten 'to use them aga:i,nst those not possessing 
SUCh 1fVe§!:pOns •. · l:Jfth one' exception, to so-called 11 assurances 11 that have been_ .. 
unilaterally proclaimed up to' now rather seem to be permissible scenaroios foro ~!le .. 
use or threat of use of weapons that may end civilization as we know it. 
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This g~ave situation concerns us all. ·The nuclear arms race has entered a·. 
stage in which the risk of \.Jar has reached unacceptable levels and· t.Jorld· public: 
opinion is justifiably alarmed. The tvm Superpowers bear the principal ' ,, .. · · 
responsibility for avoiding a nuclear war. 'Both should initiate consult2t:tions·; 
with, the assi$tance -of .oth~r Sta:tes, iri order to incl"ease confidence; a-void· 
conflicts· and' tensions an.d develop ~n acceptable modus vi vendi. It is, therefore., 
incumbent on the two' Supe.rpowers to ~~tablish the political bases -for a climate 
of respect and understanding in which it will be possible to negotiate measures 
of genuine disarmament •. This Conference is an ideal forum for such consultations. 

J ':'''''C· :J.:t.~. s:tructqre and procedures offer the appropri=ate framework for efforts, preferably 
.:;·,_.:of .an· informal natur-e, that can generate the political impetus ne-eded to arrive· at 

compromises and,agreements in the negotiations, compromises and agreements that 
-t.oday are, more-:than ~ecessary, vitaL .. , . 

. :· .·,Bes.ides ~akirig thi's request \vhich ,' if. t4e rely on the public statements ··of both 
-,Superpowers, shou.ld be accepted without difficulty, the Argentine Government considers 
that.in the matter ofpreventing nuclear war arid related matters it is not enough 
to proclaim that this is a common concern of the entire .international community •. 

.. Let me, rec~ll. that in the. Peace Memorial Par-k. of Hiroshima the monument bears 
. •·•· the inscr:-:tptio~,:. ; ''Rest, iri,;peace, the error 'Hill not be repeated"· But today, who 

g'l,larantees .this promise.?. Unfortunately,. men seem to have ttvo types of logic: . that 
9f. peace, sensitive to-~um;:mistic arguments, and that•of armainents, solely sensitive 
to. the, .arguments of power. ·politics, conceived ·as· a:. threat. . These two·· types ·of 

.. log:i,cl however, never meet. Those that act according· to· one or the. :other· ·do =not 
. listen to each other, do not eveh hear each other, and-- probably despise: each: other. 
· :Vlhat is the use, then, of our arguments if they cannot· penetrate· -the' 'logic 0.f the 
other, _pr.ecl,s,ely of those that haVe the real capability'-•to- halt··the· .arms; race!?. 
\fuat. ,capability have we, what me~t?s are at our disposal·,- to penetrate wi.th ·our 
huma,nistic reasoning the reasoning of oovJer and ·:_threat? Is there anything in: our· 
power that 1r1~ c'an do, beyond lamenting·, condemning and foretelling a nuclear . 
apocalypse~ · ·· · 

(:· .. · •. .··.· 
... ,.-.. 

,, -~. · It i~, therefqre, inescapable that those that stand defenceless before the 
h~ge_.nuclear arsenals in existence should make the weight 'or- their :.opinions and 
aspi_r.Cl.tions·.· felt.· :tn this regard, I wish to. inform the Conference that the 
Presidcmt .of the · Ar.gentine nation~ Raul Alfons:Ln, has addressed· himself .to: the· ·. 
Chairman of the Movement of the Non-Aligned Countries, the PrimEH"linister. of India, 
l'fJrs •.. Indira Gandhi, in or.der to propos~ 'consultations within the Movement ·on these 
subjects. The purpose of such· consul·tations 1r1ill be to prepare for concer.t~d 
international action at the highest possible politi'cal level, so that• the no.n~·, 

aligned positions may recei:v:e the attention they undoubtedly deserve. 

I have ali'eady ·star-ed that one principle of our policy is the use of nuclear· 
., ·; ener.gy exclusively fo:r peaceful purposes·~ As you kno\IJ, the development of a· new 

metr,od of uranium enrichment was recently announced in Buenos Aires •. · This.ad.vance, 
achieved through th~ ability and effort of Argentii'ie ·technicians, will.hav:e 

·undoubted beneficial effects which will transcend out~ . frontiers ·through co.:.operation 
with other· countrie.s • 

.. . The constitutional and democratic Argentine Government has guaranteed the 
.Pe\3-Ceful uses of this aqvanced technology to. \vhich only a small number of 
indu~trialized countries had up to no~1 gained access. In order to give this ·. · 
guarantee all the credibility it deserves·, consideration is now being given.,to ·the 
enactment of legislation that will shortly ensure the exclusively peaceful use of 
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nuclear energy in our country. This guarantee will adequately answer the 
unjustifi'ed expressions of al~u·m at a scientific achievement that l)as nothing to do 
with the military use·of nuclear energy. It needs to be.recalled that a uranium 
enrichment _plant has many c.i vilian applic~tions. The as~umption that it may be 
used for other purposes should be emphatically rejected, especially since the 
purpose o:i: the Argen~~ne programme;i,s to assist in the economic development of a 
~country \.Jhich, like eu-r-s 1 ,has···:been. making . extensive .. use ·of nuclear energy for 
peaceful purposes. - · ·· 

In this respect 1 as in others, .. the Argentine Gov.ernment is opep to the · 
broadest international co-operation. But this is a tvlO-\vay street. And inte·rna-t'ional 
co-dperation seems to ·\.rorl< in one '\.·Jay only. I 111ish, therefore, to mal(e. it cleat-· that 
we shall not accept any discrimination whatsoever with r•egard to our' nuclear · 
programmes, \vhose peaceful content cannot be' questioned.· Nor shall 1t1e countenance 
monppolies or undue restrictions. \..Jhich tv-ere already categorically rejected in 1966 
by my predecessor in. President Iilia.' s, Gove~nm~nt I .Dr.. t-1iguel Angel' Zavala Ortiz' 
whb; \vas responsible 'fox' sett;ing' .tl-ie gu;i.delirws· .of an: Argentine nuclear policy that 
ha~'<f.emained unchaMed to the ·present day. _.: . -. · . . . · 

• :- ·, ••• • > • -. • •• 

Unfortunately, the international situation in tpis .field also 'leaves much t9 
oe desired. The Treaty on the Non~Proliferation of Nuclear: :Heapons \vas· desighed to 
estabiish an acceptable balance of responsibilities and obligati'cmsbetween'nuclear 
v1eapon States and ,non~nuclear-weapon States.· Such a balance presuppos'ed, on the 

· one hand, the r~nunciation of nuclear weapons and greater co··Operation in· the field 
of peaceful uses' . and' on :Che other, specific steps towards disarmament and'' in'. . 
particular, nuclear di$q.rmq.ment. But, vJhat has been the result since the Treaty· \,las 

·opened.'f'or:- signature in 1968?. The renunciation of nuclear \-Ieapons \'las extended: by 
that iristrumemf to explosi-ons for peaceful purposes. To allay the preoccupations 
and concerns 'of the ci.ev~:J.oping countries. vTith r·espect to· this prohibition, the 
Treaty provided for ·a:il inte{~national service for the conduct of ·such explosions 
which'to date has riot:. been established, so that the prohibition is ·at present 
absolute. Neither is the-international control system equal for all. Hhile a·. 
great majority of countries are subject to the IAEA safeguards, a number of 
industrialized countries enjoy the b,enefits of a special system designed to ·'protect 
their· industrial secrets. The obligations to promote international· co.;..opera'tioh '•r· 
in the field of peaceful uses .have been countered 'by even greater res:trictiori:a 
than those: provided for in the Treaty. In Article VI of that in·strurrient·, the ' 
Parti·es Ul1Cie:r't0o.k = 11 to pursUe negotiations i11 good faith on effect.i ve m·ea:Sure·s:·· ~. ; . ; 
·r•e·lating to 'ci'e'ssation of the 'nuclear arms race at an early date and to- nuclear · ·' · 
disarmament iinci on a_Treaty ·on general and complete disarmament under strict and. 
effective iriternational _control":· ·; 

: ,' '· 

There is no need to specify to ·Hhom this prov~s~on Has mainly addressed. lrJhat 
have been :the results achieved? Hhile, fortunately, the club of nuclear-\·r'eapon 
Powers has not been enlarged, the military expenditures of both alliances· -gre~ic ' · ,_· 
from $US 2'3q billioB in 1968' to' approximately $US 435 billion in 19:82. ·In 1968 the 
strategic ·nuclear forces of both Superpm-Iers Parties to the· Treaty had -:approx~amtely 
5,400 nucl.eii.r:warheads at their disposal. In 1982 that figure exceeded i8,ooo nuclear 
~iarheacis. · · In the face of this regrettable reality, any speculation aroused by the'· 
mere commissioning ofanuranium enrichment plant becomes discredited. 

I shOuld not _like to conclude \vithol1.t stating that the Argentine delegation ''will 
co-operate clo~ely in the negotiations that art2) undertaken in tl}is Conference, iri -
accordance with the presidential guidelines on tvhich I· have just commented.· ~.c;:, 
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rJi thout prejudice to the protection of our national interest~ vlith ali''t.he z~al- ., 
that they deserve, \Je shatl shm..r.ali thr: flexibility needed to arrive at the ."; 
indi.spens'able agreein~nts. At the same time', ·we hope that those that. can and sh6.u;td 
s?t in moti6ri, a global ·.process of. disarmament· ~trill do so ~tlithout further delay. 

My Government pledges its firmest support for the work of this Conferepce, in 
. the. certainty that it -~lill .thus contrfbute tp a vigorous and :St1stained action thC!;t 
Hi;tfuitirnately bear fruits despite the drawbacks and difficulties :i.t is , 
encour)tering in' this ~ruly inau~plcious period. 

Pope John Paul II i.aunched an appeal to mank.irid, urging all nations to work 
for peace in order to eliminate htinger and the threat of nuclear annihilation. 
Preaching in favour of an ,easing of t·Jidespread te.nsion, on tne observance of 

.. Peace ·nay, he said that~· as a result of the interruption of the tall~s on the· . 
reduction of armaments; the world had reached a radical confrohta tion of positions. 
He added that mutual.mistrust multiplies the harmful effects of ideological 
struggles and exacer.bates the already. serious local conflicts' in .wtiicp. various 
co\int:ries.,. some of. t'heni 'very small, are steeped in bloodshed every. day. . .. 

. • ·: . • . . ' r : :. . • : • ~. ' 

He then referred to the-. pathetic :s.ituation of the poor countries, \-lith theJ.r. 
catastrophic d~bt burqeri, , l~ck of food. and :i-J1Cl,"'eqsed morta~f ty, e~pe'c~ally among .. 
childreri ~ and saiq that it . was due to .. manl<:in<:l 1.s. lack o.f' awal:"eness of. "the 
fundamental brot~e·rhood of peoples and· persons 11 • 

', ... - ' - ·. •' 

.I beg you :j.n the name ofreason and civilization, let us realize that the 
nuclear-arms racei'will'ultimately turn our earth into·a planetary gas chamber •. 

He must not forget that the time at our disposal is short. The minutes that 
separate us from a nuclear holocaust :are. steadily growing fewer. lrJe must 
therefore intensify our efforts to the maximum before it is too iate. · · 

It is very hard for us to imagine the state of mind of tbose who. ·irresponsibly 
play the game of nuclear holocaust. And to those deluded sou'!s who believe in 
the possibility that a nuclear war can be vJon, I 1:10uld point out that 'the 

. survivors of such a war 'Hill not e.ven have time to envy the. dead. 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Argentina for his important 
statement and for the .kind words addressed to· the President, and in particular for 
the friendly reference to Polish-Argentinian relations. 

I.now give the floor to the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany, 
Ambassador toJ'egener. \ 

.-~ .. 
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M.r •. 'WEGENER (Feder_al Re~u1?~i~\ 9f 9E7pn~w) .. ~.i::~~·r:.t~e,~i~e:q.t: ·:I, Wfrf:9Rfl1e the. 
opportqrnty to address ,the f~r§lt ·$t~_tem:en:i:;,:ofr!JlY,.4.~le~tJ.on,.yh~.~-·yeq..1'_to the' 
represen ta ti ve of Poland~ ·9u.r gi'ea t hei.gl;l.bot}i'. 'cqtU._i. try·. · }l' ~:;)6qcy in Gern;tany, no body 

• • ' ; •' _ • , ••• 1 • , : • ., : , / t ! , I ~ ,••', , , ' , , ; I , ~ • , 1 

fu ol,ir gener~t:ion can be'· ?bli vious · ()f' }11.~,; tr~~i{. d.;i.£1J3l{.~?,~i1' .'?_f ··'the relationship 
between our two peoples. ·· But the best· among·us; 6n'either side of the frontier, 
do not only mourn the suffering, the i~uries and the humiliations of the past • . , . _· : . ;/' .... :, .-· --:·: ,'. -... , .. , .. -=J·~·- ·:·;"• ': 11'i•''i i' ·r ;-:"-:-. ,·.:. ·. ·. i · · . . 

. Inde~Q., . bo.th the·.: p:1.9r~ ... s·om~r~ page~·· §,r· 9W_., 'tt.~~l~tY ... #~ 9iir. shar~d European, h~ri tage 
make i't i.J;lcumbe:ht'. upoh' us' t6 turn resolj,i"tely' 't'o".' the' tasks of" the future ana·; 'in a 

: 1 ' 0,'; ,j , , ' , ' , t • '~ \•: .,' r-( ,o I • , I'' , 1 • ; · • I • . . f '~ <' :_ ' • i : , , ' 1 ' . .. 

spirit of· reconCiliation, work for a Et.ii'ope that, :j.I}. all its. p~:l;ts·, ehj~ys las}?~ng 

peace and justice. My many person~l···exchanges with you, Mr ~ Presidimt', ·.have 
.Q . .onvil).ced .~e .. tpa t you .. , :pl,q...oe your work in such a noble ;p~rspE) cti ve, and I . q1l). 

ho~oured to .. -p:~Y trihtiJ:~ · t6 Y,pu as you pi'E;JsiQ.e over our",~o.rk. ...;:_.< 

My :c1.eiega tion :gi.0:.t~~~lY, recalls the contribution. Alri:rr~·ssador Jorge Moi-el~i Pando 
hae made·.''fis. tl;l.e p)J:tgpJng ~h~i:rmcm oyer' the last few months . 

. !• ... ; . . . . : .' ·. · .. : . . ' .... · .: .' ... I •• • ••• ; .:. ,.' • 

... I,,:~. ~r~yll~~e,o.;~.:¥b~· 1 Pr~;~,iq_:~·t,·:·~o be the fi~st to take toe,.!loor after the 
Confe~ence. hp.s h~:a;t:'d. the :presentat:i.on .. 9f His E:JCc~llency, the Ni1fi.s,tE;lr of Fore~gp. 
Affairs of the Argi:mtine Republic •. ·1 am thus'' also the first t6 congratulate him 

.upon h;!.\3, stp..t~rn~nt13,n,_d __ :t;o exprel;)s,my d~J.r;'lgatiq:t1.1,s, ,gratitude,.:for bis re~diness to 
hpr.io.vr.· 1ih?·, V~.P~~rerice by his pr'~.S.~);J.Qe ~,9 socin'.'after his rtE;i.+Y.~ele?ted_ Goverr;une:t1t 
b,as 'take.n. office~. In its new, dynamic policy the Goverr:uilent of .Argentina_ will 
be able'to draw upon the rich resources of r'espect and friendship which' this great 
Latin lunerican nation traditionally enjoys • 

. ·.'·l 

'M.r. President, as of 7 Februq..ry of this year our Confwence has res'\-lmed the 
prcrud name of earlier periods of rin~l tilateral disarmament history. It thereby 
corrE?sponds to the growing expectSJ-;tip;ns of the. peoples of. our time. A larger 
audience will now· look to us for h~gher stan9-q..rds of perfl)rmance .: .. This is a 
challenge;. and, as many' speakers have' stressed in .the pas1i few weeks, we m1J,_st .. · 
thus heighten the demands which we place upon ourselves. In the first instance, 
th;i.s is certainly true in terms of results~ which vie should strive_harder -:to achieve. 
But I would sub)11it .that it is .. also true :i.l:J. terms of me th6dology. A number of • ... 
st~tements which,:we have heard, especially in th~ very early :part of this annual 
session; make me' wonder whether. there is a sufficient amount of cofpirion unders'tanding 
as to the nature of our dialogue. It is all too readily stressed by many orators 
that the Conference on Disarmament is the only universal negotiating body in the 
field of. disarmament. ·But we all .. know this .to be true only wt.th_-.o.r:i!3 .. ip1P.ortant 

.· modifi·cationg that our plenary meetings where we all develop· the broader security 
policy perspectives of our Governments an.d the principles of our negotiating 
stance do not constitute negotiations in a narrow sense. In fact we have to 
acknowled:g.e. that oiir Conference has a dual nature: comprehensive pronouncements 
of policy in public meetings, and technical negotiating activities in priva·te' < 
sessions alternate and interact, fertilize one another. However, this interaction 
can only function if our public statements abide by certain ground rules) if they 
set the stage suitably for intended or ongoing negotiations. These ground rules 
are simple: they are the rules of rational, argumentative discourse. 

In some of the earlier statements, I submit, these ground rules have been 
unnecessarily violated. They have been violated in a triple manner. 
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Too often, we hear one-sided a.ccusa tions of other members of this Confere.nc~. 
Long lists of alleged new weapon systems OX' actions designed to prove hostile 
intent are cited, and often the speaker seems to convey the impression that his own 
country has no weapons and no military budget at all. This form of selective 
evidence is .. non-argumentative and. proves no point at all. .A mature audience like 
the one around this table wishes to base its judgement on all relevant facts of a 
g'iven security situation; on a sober description of the forces on either side, and 
on.the degree of their balance; on over-all political ancl military behaviour instead 
of selected utterances out of context~ 

Again, the same or other speeches choose to restate positions which have already 
been discussed at great length _in this Conference, as if they had never been 
submitted to argumentative scrutiny before. IIow can rational discourse ~Dd, later, 
negotiated disarmament prevail, if the same views are repeated over and over, -:without 
any .mention of relevant counter-arguments as they have already come forward? vlould 
intellectual honesty not demand that a new presentation of a particular policy would 
be taken.as an opportunity to deal rationally with counter-arguments to acknowledge 
their worth or to disprove them where possible? Those delegations who present. their, 
arguments in good faith and try to promote argumentative discourse mustfeel 
relegated to a "dialogue de sourds" if, in such speeches, they are cohfron ted ;vi th 
totally unchanged views 9 as if their coU11ter-arguments had never been proffered. 

A third methodological deficiency appears in statements vlhich endlessly cite, 
in support of their views, from the open literature, newspapers or politicians in 
societies which are characterized by an open iriformation system. Of course, in .such 
open societies any number of views are expressed in the most diverse manner. They 

'are part of a large opi:Uion-shaping process where decisions are taken by responsible 
citizens in a v7ell-regu1ated process of democratic decision-making. Here again 
it would be a necessity of argumentative fairness, but also proof of the ability of 
the speaker to discern the real .relevance of political processes, to provide a more 
balanced comprehensive picture of opinion~ 

Hy plea for a :nore argumer:t'ative, rational ·cliscourse among nurse1ve8 is not 
designed to lecture anybody, but rather to sensitize colleagues to the new challenges 
to vlhicli. we have to respond. 

:But I have· also introduced these methodological 'reflections in order to be able 
to demonstrate better the deficiencies of one particular contribution to our debates. 
I refer to allegations in the Soviet statement of 7 February 1984 -- since then 
echoed by delegations of other members of the vJarsaw Pact -- that recent deployments. 
of interrn.ediate-range nuclear weapons in some Western European countries have 
"drastically aggravated military confrontation in Europe" and heightened the risk 
of a nuclearwar. The Soviet delegation also maintained, in a curious reversal.of 
arguments, that it was in reality the United States which lei't the negotiating 
table dealing with these weapons, and'that, in addition, the aforementioned 
deployment was effected against the will of the European peoples on whose soil they 
are now stationed in very limited numbers. 

I do. not consider it useful to go over the INF controversy at this juncture, 
and thus to duplicate discussions that ought to be held elsewhere. I woulct, 
however, use the methodological yardsticks which I have just recommended to criticize 
the way in which the distinguished Soviet delegation has broached the topic. If . 
these allegations sank in, a dangerous myth would be created which ha.s to be dispelled 
at an early point. Such a myth could only originate, precisely, because the ' 
allegations are faulty in methodology, marked by a selective omission of facts. 
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:But we·shoU:ld: demand. that, if the INF problem is treated, the facts be represented 
fully and in a balanced manner. If the Soviet delegation wishes to priticize th\3 
Western INF deployments -- it is perfectly within her rights to do so -- then it 
would also have to speak of its own huge, ·totally unprovoked armament in the same· 
weapons category since 1976; of· the fact. that even since Tiecember 1983 ·more vleapons 
of the sa.rile type (nan<>.ly at least 27 SS-20 missiles 1vi th 81 nuclear watheads} ha;e 
been depl0yed than NATO has set out to install; that, in addition~. a whole array o;f. · 
new Soviet nuclear 1veapons have been deployed in various countries of the Warsav1 Pa.ct; 
that, contrary to the Warsaw Pact, the \'lest has continued to state its readiness 
that all INF weapons would be withdravm at the earliest possible point if agreement 
on an acceptable balance of forces is reached between~the parties; that even for 
the vel"'Y small NATO deplojment, and in- identical numbers, other nuclear warheads 
have been withdrawn from the deployment countries; that inthe fall. of 1983 NATO 
unilaterally' decided to wi thdra•tJ 1, 400 nuclear vlarheads from European soil;· that the 
decision, to go through, reluctantly enough~ . with limited armament measures on _the 
NATO side was- in ·each case the consequence of a serious public debate and unequivocal 
majority-decisions of .all the constitutional organs involved; and finally, that-the 
\'!estern·· side'--continues to be ready-at the. negotiating table to resume construct,tve · '· .. 
negotiations while ::the Soviet Union, contrary to -her ovm calls for negotiations. . , 
without pre-cori.di tions ·in so many domains,. and· to. broad appeals from the internationa~L 
community, · still chooses· to stay a way • ·- · · ·· · --- · ------··-- ... ··--- · · 

In this. case as in others, an arbitrary selection· of facts _leads to arbitrary 
conclusions. On an important problem of this nature, v1e should.·ask to be served 
better. · vle ·should all refuse to fall victim to a dangerous and u...'1.fou....'1.ded myth. 

· .. 
As ·rar ·as the INF issue is concerned, the. reality is that the Soviet Union has 

attempted th:rough a number.of years to create a Euro-strategic superiority, 
enhancing its conven-tional capabilities. in Eastern Europe, in order to obtain an 
instrilment of political power for the direct exercise of pressure on the free 
democracies of vlestern Europe. Hovmver~ the .Soviet Union had to re·cognize that 
even in the longer term she possesses no realistic prospect. that Western Europe 
would content itself with a lower security status. The real issue is not precisely 
how ·many weapons arE:' stationed ·on. one . or the other side of a tension-ridden 
demarcation line, but whether the Soviet Union and the vlestern .A.ll_iance succeed, 
by way of patiently negotiated compromise, to agree on a balance of forces in Europe 
which -ensures a lasting·stable equilib:dum at substantially. lov1er levels of 
armament without a one-sided monopoly,. and the prevention of hegemonic ambition~·-
We will not cease to hope: -- and work -- for eventual Soviet acceptance- of this 
conce:irt· Of --parity and peace. 

I would like to ·leave this field of the methodology of our work with a note of 
regre·t that our first full month of activi·ty has not been sufficient to overcome 
the procedural hurdles which once again we have managed to placEl in our way. -MY 
regret is the stronger since I feel that the flexibili·Qr and margin of manoeuvre 
which many ·-delegations --·including my own -- possess, has not yet been fully 
exploited, notwithstanding, needless to say, your O'l'ln commendable efforts.· -0~ the 
procedural side, we may well need to rethin..1< our present approach, and in that 
respect I wish to e:kpress my approval for a number of suggestions proffered 
recently by Ambassador Vidas of Yugoslavia. I find his. call fqr a greater amount 
of contiimi ty of our \vork -- and our working org8....'1.s -- persuasive and practical. 
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Turning ~6\\T .to ti{~. inlportant agenda item of chemical weapons I would like to 
voice the 'gra tif:ica tion pf my delegation vTi th the considerable momentum that has. 
recently been instilled in our work. .All of us are eag·erly anticipating _the 
comprehensive draft convention ·which the ·'um ted States delegation will so.on submit, 
certainly as a major accelerating factor· .of our work. l1y delegation is also highly 
gratified vTi th the proposals introduced by_ the Soviet delegation on 21. February. 
The readiness of the Soviet G_ove~runent to a:ccept the contim:wus surveillance of the 
chemical weapons destructfon process by i:r;1ternational on-si.te inspection _is most 
enco:ur.aging. The Federal Government,. by. the voice: of its Vice-Chancellor and 
Foreigri :tvlit.lister·,. has welcomed- this s'tep .. in one of the· crucial areas of our 
negotia:tions where an accord .is still outstanding. . Ny d~legation hopes that the 
Soviet proposals can swiftly be transiated,,intci concrete terms. In this prOC!3SS, 
and while we consider in greater detail the ~equlrements of on-site inspection in 
the destruction phase of thEi Operation of the· futVre convention, >ve will also have . 
to visualize the inherent-relationship between· tha~ particular aspect of verificatioh' 
and the. other important verification problems:·:to be solved. There is a logical I , 
bond between the activities of inspectors ill that first ir.lportant phase, and the · 
treaty obiigations we have to.work out on the invoivement of the in~ernational 
inspectorate' both in the. verification of future non-production of chemical weapons, 
and in the· ·case of on-chalienge inspections.·· :t-1y delegation welcomes. the recent '· 
proposal of the Soviet Union in the expectation that the Soviet delegation will 
demonstrate a similar co-opera t.ive a tti.tude at the time when these other aspects of 
verification come up for detailed consideration and negotiation. 

The United States announcement of a comprehen:s-ive draft,. the Soviet sta temen.t·.. .. 
of 21 :E'ebruary, the helpful procedu,ral suggestions· containeq in Wor~_ing Paper rJIJ/435,-•.' 
the Working PaJ2E)rs introduced in the last few weeks, among others by the delegation I·. 
of the Un.i ted· Kingdom and my own, taken together with the swift agreement of aJl · ···· 
delegations on a forward-looking negot:ia ting mandate for the future comm.i ttee on 
chemical weapons, entitle us to look into the future of our vJork; ·with some realistic 
optimism, hoping that the one "ray-of hope" which .Ambassador Issraelyan had perceive&· 
earlier in our· session ~an soori broaden .in to lasting sunshine. . : __ [, 

!vir. President, before demonstrating the readiness. of my. own delega t.ion to - ;: ~: 
contribute vigorously t~ this new phase of our negotiation~ on chemical weapons; I 
let me briefly deal with two relate: developments in the chemical weapons field... _

1 

.. 

While this Conference embarks on a new phase in the attempt to ban chemical 1 

weapons forever, there continu~ to be chilling reminders that huge arsenals of 1 

these grUesome weapons still exist, and that there -may be new incidents_ inyolving .· i­
their p:r;oduction and use.. · : _, 

I1y delegation has taken note with preoccupation of the accusationswhich the 
Foreign Minister of Iran has levied•on 16 February of this year in our very midst 
regarding the use of chemical '\veapons on the national territory of Iran, •. ;-- The 
Geneva Protocol of 1925prohibits the use of chemical weapons in wa~. ·For a long 
time, ·fuy. Government has insistently'maintained that all a~d e~ery. allegati~n of 
the use of chemical-weapons in violation of international law, ·wherever· they are 
raised, must receive the--same carefv.linvestigation and -clarification. As :re~ds .. 
an instrUment for such investigation, there is the possibility of recourse to the 
mechanism with v7hich the interna tio:q.al comnrqni ty has endowed itself on the· basis of 
United N!Ottions resolution 37/98 ]) .. · This. in~trumentis, as a matter of course, 
also available to the Government of Iran. 

In his statement of 21 February, Amba~sador Issrf1elyan has again referred to 
the recent proposal of the States p~rties .to the. W~rsaw Treaty on ~. ZO?e free_.: qf .. 
chemical weapon·s in Europe. yrhen this proposal i wa~ first publici?ed, my Goy~;r.'rll)1~:p.t. 
underlined as its positive feature that the Soviet Union and her allies were.&'iv~!:\~ 
new emphasis to the significance of the chemical weapons topic. However, while 



CD/PV .245 
16 

(Hr. itlegener 1 Federal Republic of Germany) 

agreeing wholehearteclly that Europe should be freed of the menace of chemical weapons 
as soon as possible, I would again like to stress the priority importance which the 
Federal Government attributes to the negotiations on a world-wide, comprehensive and: 
reliably 'verifiable interdiction of all chemical weapons in this Conference. Our ··· 
negotiations, we all agree, are now in an advanced state, and everything that would 
slow them down or serve to dissipate our energy should be avoided. · Our. further 
negotiations must concentrate upon the still outstanding issues, especially in the 
realm. of verification.' Regional solutions would undoubtedly· work to the detriment 
of this global persp'ective. · Y.Tere they to be given precedence, injustice would also 
be done to the countries of the Third vlorld which are rightly fea.rfui, on the basis · 
of past experience, of the chemical ·weapons threat· to their parts of the world.·· ··· 
They would not understand that this· vital topic o{ negotiation would be, wholly: or 
in part, ·taken out of their hands. All co'urit:des have the same right to be freed 
from'the scourge of chemical weapons. Since verification problems are essentially' 
iden'tical, in some aspects even larger, in regional contexts~ my Government alsO' 
has doub:ts as to whether the. corresponding-language of· the Warsaw Pact-offer oontairis 
any indication of willingness of the authors to deal with verification issues in an 
adequate way.· On the other hand, my delegation is·ready at· all times to·pursue all' 
available contacts; including bilateral contacts, that promote the efforts of the 
Conference to arrive at a 'World-wide chemical weapons convention with the appropriate 
verification mechanism. 

Let me nov; turn to some contributions which my delegation wishes to make to 
our ongoing chemical weapons negotiations process in this annual session. I would 
first like to introduce a Working Paper that deals with the question of the transfer 
of super._toxic lethal chemicals artd their key precursors. The paper is n.Gi'l before 
us and be"ars the symbol CD/ 439. With; this vJorking Paper my delegation wishes to . 
provide ah input into the current discussions on "Prohibition of Transfer 11 and· 
"Fermi tted Trci.nsfer". · 

Obviously, in this realm a fihe balance must be maintained between the dangers 
inherent in the transfer of super-'-toxic lethal chemicals and their key precurso"rs: -­
the danger that the fundarmmtal prohibition of the development, production and 
stockpiling of chemical weapons be circUL~vented --'- and the unencumbered functioning 
of international trade iri chemical products. \tfe have been encouraged ·to undertake 
a new search for such an equilibrium point "by our impression that these two 
conflicting principles have not been adequately balanced in all of the proposals· 
for transfer limitations that are already before the Conference. 

T.he question of which chemica:l products should be regarded as key precursors 
of super-toxic lethal ·chemicals is fundamental to the formulation in a chemical 
weapons convention of a transfer ban and of the provisions for ·permi tte'd transfer. 
Underlying the present Working Paper is our long-held view that a narrow definition 
must apply to the. term key precursor. 

' . 
In the .v:Lew of my delegation chemicals should be defined as key precursors 

only if:: they have particular significance to the relevant provisions in a chemical· 
weapons conv'en tion·; ·they constitute 'characteristic chemical compounds at the. · · · ··· 
final technological rea:ction stage for the production of super-toxic ·lethal chemicals; 
arid they are not used, o.r are used in minimal quanti ties cirily, ·for penili tted purposes, 
To us 5 this definition appears :particularly relevant for the international ·measures 
of verification of the non-production of chemicals for use in chemical weapons 
because it strictly limits the range of chemicals which might be covered "by controls. 
Thus, legitimate interests of the chemical industry are duly takeninto account. 

Our definition implies that controls, and any limitation of production~ shall 
extend. only to the; _t~ansfer of substances for "protective purposes II·. According to 
our .proposal' the transfer for . ":P'ermi tted purposes II between States pax: ties. ·\'lill not 
be limited. 
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With regard to the transfer ·of super-toxic lethal chemicals a~d their-·key· '., , :· · 
precursOJ;s for protective purposes~ permitted tra.Yisfers ·bet~·le(~h Stc~tes parties ~l1oui4, 
be lim:q~4. to the allowed production: leveL Ncr·hficatiori to the ConsuJ..ta·&ive · · 
Corrm1i ttee of any transfer of such supGr-i;o::c::.ic lethal eb::micals or their key precursors 
shall be required. 

:· :\.! 

A)3,,;tn a .preyious \'larking Pap~r, CD/326, VJh.ich pu:rports to set out the views of , 
my delegatipn ,on various aspects·· of' verification, the pr•':!s·ent Wo2·king Pape4.' couchel;3 . 
its recq~en_da tio.ns in presc:riptive language. l'fJy del ega ti.on thereby hop.d38 j;p, ·· .. · · 
faoili tate.: th~ consideration .of .. the problems'· raised ].n the mo~t conc:rete terms· · ·· . :<: 

possible~- .. in keeping:·w.:Lth the:'no{r agreed mandate .fDi,;· the. \v-o:t'k of the oolT'.ri.littee on 
chemical weaponsy lvhich emphasizes that the futu.:r·e coti.venticri"· should be developed 
and worked out ill requisite detaiL 

.. ···, : . '. ·. =-· '• . '. .::. . ··: :.: :. ~. ·: . . · ' i'!.: . : 
.-.:. :. ;.... . .. 

As delegations." are. aware; .:the Federal Governmeri.t, 'oii i~e: basis of an. invii;atioi:'{~~'., 
extended at .,the second special-> session of' the General 'Ass~m"bJi··aevqted to disa.rinam~nt,: 
intends tq;-l;!o"L<t:a .Workshop for. the .discussion of problems of" ve:hf.:i.catiori relating tq 
the destruction of stocks. I take pleasu.re in making this·ilivitation more concrete· 
by informing,you,_.that the Workshop:will now take pl3:ce from.12 t.o 14_June 1984 at · · 
Munster in nort:Qern Ge:rman.y;;. A formal letter of invitation to ··:ea":ch head of . 
delegation will be·,sent·. soon. In co-operation with tbe :P:iiesident ·of .the Conference 
for the month of June (who is at the same tillle the Chaihnan of th,e Committee on 
Chemica,]. Weapons and who is al:r'eady informed) we intend'to establish the closest 
possib.J,.~ connection between· the Workshop and the ongoing negotia'tions at this . 
Conference. We expect the Workshop to make a practical'" contribution to the proble14s , 
o:f v~~,ification of.the destruction of stocksp illustf.afed'.by·~he situation at a ~llj 
natio~ destruction facility. My delegation realiz-es ;that this invi tatioti t~E:}s, _on'l 
a new significance in the aftermath of ··the proposals of· the Soviet Union relatib.g't'o. .-.~~~ 
the verification of the destruction of stocks. This gives us the hope that all 
delegations find it possible to parUcipate in the event. 

I .~. 

My delega-tion ·does not intend to concentrate its work during the current sessib'~: 
uniquely o:p oheJn·ical weapons; not-\dthstanding the pri:ltl.ary importance of that sUbject.~· 
We also 4oP~::::tq,ma)re ·.contributions on other important'"agenda items. Jlmong these, . 
we share. :t;P,e;.43ense .. of. urgency which attaGh:es·· to i. tem 3 6f our agenda, the pre'v€!ntioit 
of nuclear war and all its related aspects. There is not the slightest doubt that 
the importance of p::r;even ting war has been immensely heightened by the m1cie:9X . 
phenomenon .• · Our work; however, mu·st be based on rea~·istic assump·tions as 'to wher(;l,. 
the dangers to peace in .our era loom, and shoul·d- 'aim at a comprehensive strategY,: . ':·' . :.-J 
designed. to make war in all its forms· increasingly le·ss likely and indeed irupossi'ble&_::y 
As I had occasion to· point out at· the thirty-eighth session of. the General· AssenibfY'; If. 
my delega-t;ion is ready to embark on a thdrougtl' argumenta. tive :process on the problem · · ( 
of the prfi)vention o:f. wars in particular nuclear wai' 1 with a view to operational : c . .\:" 

solutions, in any work format that seems appropriate to this Conference, and we are · l 
looking :forward to an early commencement o:f that important endeavour~ . My delegation ' 
likewise :Lntends to :make specific contributions during t:b.is sr·ring part' of-' otu: session: 
to the proqlezns .·of. nuclear. testing and radiological ,.,eapons .- · · 

.·:. 

The P.RESJJJENT: I thank the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany 
for his statement and fo~ the thoughtful and thought-provoking statement and the 
kind words addre$sed to the frea,ident~ 

I now give· the floor to· the representative of Czechoslovalcia.1 Ambassador Vejv.oda . .; i· 
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Mr. ·· VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia) : First of all allow me to welcome the · · 
Minister for Foreign Affairs of Argentina, Mr. Dante Caputo, who has addressed 
OUl" Conference. We listened to his statement with great interest and are going 
to study it attentively. 

It is my intention to introduce today document CD/437 which contains the 
proposal of the Harsaw Treaty member States to the member States of NATO to free 
Europe from chemical weapons. ·.This pr•oposal, as is stated in the document, t-ras 
presented at the USSR Ministry of Foreign Affairs on 10 January of this year to 
the embassies of the United Kingdom, Belgium, the Federal Republic. of Germany, 
Greece 1 Denmark, Iceland, Spain, Italy, Canada, Luxembourg, Netherlands·, Norway, 
Portugal, the United States, Turkey and France. 

The member States of the Warsaw Treaty Organization proposed to the 
member States·.of the NATO to hold in 1984· a meeting of plenipotentiary 
representatives for a preliminary exchange of views on the question of freeing· 
Europe .from chemical weapons.·· The group of socialist countries considers ·that, 
besides lessening substantially the risk of chemical 1r1ar in Europe 1 the · 
implementation of such a partial measure of a regional nature wo~ld bontribute 
to the efforts undertaken on a world scale aimed at the acceleration of the 
conclusion of a convention on the prohibi t'ion of chemical weapons, vthich continues 
to be the ultimate aim of the· \-Jarsa\-1 Treaty r1ember States. Hence, this proposal 
is not meant to compete with the effo1•ts to eliminate chemical weapons on a global · · 
basis but to facilitate them. And this I >>~ould li\(e to underline and stress agairi 
after what has just been stated by the distinguished·representative of the 
F'ederal Republic of Germany, \vho expr•essed fear•s that there should be nothing that 
should slow us down or dissipate our energy ln negotiating the ·total prohibition · 
of chemical \-leapons. vle are certain that our proposals \-!ill only increase our 
energy in trying to reach the final goal. 

The readiness of the socialist countries to contribute to the early 
elaboration of the convention on the total prohibition of chemical weapons by 
deeds, not words, has been once more clearly demonstrated by the constructive 
proposal of the Soviet Union on the verification of the elimination of chemical-; 
weapon stocks advanced. by Ambassador• Issraelyan in his statement of 21 February.·' 

In advancing this proposal, the Warsaw Treaty Organization proceeds from 
the fact that the danger of the use of chemical weapons, particularly in Europe,· 
increases in the conditions of the present aggravation of the international 
situation. The· pi"esence of chemical weapons on the densely populated territory 
of Europe poses an extreme danger to all European States and especially to 
civilian population. It is estimated that in the event of a conflict involving 
the use of chemical weapons the ratio of lethal casualties among servicemen and 
among civilians could be one to twenty. 

The obligations of States with regard to the chemical~weapon-free territory; 
which v.Jould be defined in the accord, could in·clude, for example, the declaration 
of the presence or absence of chemical weapons on that territory, the 
inadmissibility of the deployment of chemical weapons Hhere there are no such 
weapons at present., the freezing of these v1eapons, the withdrawal or scr~pping · 
of the existing stocks of chemical Heapons, and the renunciation of their .. 
production, acquisition 7 entry into and transfet to States located within that 
territory. In working out .the accord the interested States can, as it becomes 
necessary, co-ordinate mutually acceptable adequate forms of verification. 



· ... ·i.!L': .. -......... ~ ... -

CD/PV:2~.5 
19 

(Mr. Vejvoda, Czechoslovakia) 

This pt•opo~a.i, ·if. implemented, \~6uic:i· undoubtedly strengthen Europeait· security, 
reduce'· the' thr•eat· of . .'~~-;. and facilit;itt\h~ C(JhSolfdation of mutual· trust <?-net the 
improvement of the ;o:jj-ei•~all p~J.it.icar·'iitmosphere. The Warsa\-I Tr•eaty countrte:;i ;;1re 
introducing this proposal ir:. ·c,11e C~zn ~..);;•;:;nce on Di.:::armament in order to und~riiri~··· 
again our. intm~est in the elimination. of all chemical '·Jeapons. Given the importance 
of th~,. p~6tii~m;:c ;2-he Harsa>.J Tt~eat.y Hemtei- States expect that the governnietits of the . 
NATO countries Hlif appr·oach thj.s Pl'bpcjsj_J:- kit.h all attention and ser.:i.ousness~'·".: ··:·; . 

. ·. -· ;: : ,· ·:. ['. ; ... 
Mr. ~OSE;t{Ger·ii~::.n Democratic R8pu.oUc): Comt~ade President, ·it is w·Hh great.:_,,,. 

pleasur:; that I joj_n in the congi."atulations addressed to you, Comrade Turbanski 1·! ·:. 

on your• assumptton of the fh·st Presidency of the Conference on Disarmament. It 
gives ua deep,,oa.;;t~faction 'co t::Jte that:. this important office is being·, exercised . 
by the· rep.t?esentat.iv'?. oL a countr•y ·~'lith ~vhich the .. German:: Democ:•atic Republic is.- ~··.:'r··_;1: 
linked by cJ_o.::1e F.tr!d fra terna1 bonds. · He are united· ln the·. common goal to build; -~, ~:.. <'f 
socialist society a.nd t.o st.reng'.:.hen \vol~lct peace. Together .. tve stand against any_,:;:,:·.,. I 
manifestation of. rovcng:Lsm. It 1t1ould not be exaggcr.a'ced,·. to .. say that it is mainly .. : 
due to you:;:• .diplomat.ic sk:'~ll and oxper•ience :that our· Conf,erepc.e was able to ., ... 
quickly adopt its agenda an0.;·,tJO"'k pl'og:r-amme. Since your Pr..estdency is drawing .t.o .­
its end 7 it j_s certainly fully justified to state that during its first month ·tbe·. 
Conference h2.s been in good hands. Nay I also express through you, 
Ccmrade President, our thanks to your. distinguished predecessor, 
Arnbassador Jorge Morelli Pando .. of Peru, . for his tireless efforts to move. us a . 
step forward in our responsible task. 

My. dclegat,ion has listened with gPeat; attention to the address of 
His Excellency .. . H:e. Dant.e: Caput.o, r1.inistel' of Foreign Affairs of the 
Argent-ine Republic. Fpom_, his stat8ment it. b?c8me appar•ent that Argentina 
attaches, vd.ta1 importance to ·t:.hG question<! of strengthening peace and preventing 
nuclear t-!"'_,r;~ 

I t-Iould like t.o avail myself of t.his oppox~tunity to extend a t.Jarm wetcome 
to our nmv colleagues, the distinguished Representatives of Australia, Belgium, 
Canada, Cuba:.,-· Sgypt, Ethiop:i.a, Htmgd.::·~y, Indonesia c:u:td. Srl~ L;:mka. I \<Jish them the 
best cf success a.nd look forHard to constru!=!tive co-opeP<iition. 

:·,. 

The Conference on Disar·ma.ment .. ~t.~wted its "'OL'l'C l,.mde.r:·,_p.onst,i,tions of ,, 
complicated. international relations. The threat of a nuclear catastrophe has 
considerably increased. This is ~ihy; vie join all thos.e. delegations y-Tjlich .. 
consider concrete measure::> to aVeJ:'t· a nuclear• inferno to be. ,the_,_.zh.9.~.t.-;urgent. , , .• 
task of the. p;:'eser,t .·t;iuo. People all oyel" the vtorld expect''sJ,.l'c.h- .. measures ... :-. 
becauze they ar>o a.raro o:Z' the dovastc:~ ting consequences of n,~~lear war •. , , . 

\faa t is nec::!ssal"Y -is· a. b~'oa.d coalition of reaso_n and common sense. . The 
Chairman of the Cour:cil ')f State of qle rerman Demo.~r:atic,.Re_public, 

Erich Honecker~ recently reaffirmed the German Democratic Republic 1 s approach 
in this regard as fol2.ows: 

11\rJorld politics should not get out of control. ~·Je Hill joint vlith 
all those Kho m~o gEided by the Pealization that there is no 
reasonable alternative to the policy of peaceful coexistence between 
States having d:!.ff~C~l·ent socdal systems, Hith all those 1r1ho sincerely 
desire pcar::e. 11 
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·A. r"eversal ·or the negative trends in the intel'•national situation is 
necessary. To·bring it about·requires above all that the actions of those who 
bear political responsibility are guided by reason, thoughtfulness and 
predictabili t'y. 

· .. ' . ·. 

On many occasions~ .the German Democratic Republic, like the other socialist 
States, ha:s furnished practical proof of the reliability of its peace policy. 

On .,t}1e basis: ·of their . Prague and· JVloscow declarations of last year-, the 
States memberf?. of the Warsa-v1 Treaty have submitted concrete and realistic 
proposals.· ... 

They were, and they continue to be, ready to consider the legitimate .. 
interests of all sides in honest negotiations. This includes being open to all 
useful :i,d.easj no .matter from \vhich side they may come. In this connection I may 
recall the readi~es~ of th~ German DemoOr~tic Republic to join in the 
establishmerrt_ .. in Europe of a zone free from battlefield nuclear• weapons. For 
the same considerations, on theoccasione of Prime Minister Trudeau's recent 
visit the-: Ge.rman Democratic Bepublic supported his proposals to reduce the 
danger of nuclear war. · 

During the debate, several speakers have already referred to the close 
interrelationship between developments in Europe and·the world as a whole, and 
rightly so. 

On the European continent, the situation has considerably deteriorated as 
a result of the deployment of .. United States medium-range missiles. It bas put 
in jeopardy all that had· been. achieved in terms of stability and co-operation 
during the 1970s. A new situation has emerged. Th.is fact cannot be obscured 
by the verbal peace assurances of those who, by deploying the missiles, have 
opened .ano,t}1er .Pound in the. arms pace, \vhich they even celebrate as a 
victory. · · · · · 

The far~reaching Soviet proposals were rejected and the Ul~gent appeals 
by the wol~ld public ignored. By the •day, the numel'ous mass l~allies in 
lrJestern Euro·pe. against United States medium-range missiles render absurd the 
assertions that the decision was based on a "democratic processll. 

The only aim of the United States was to.instal qualitatively new 
weapons for. a nuc-lear first strike. With the deployment, the basis for the 
negotiations was removed and the States Parties to the ~>!arsaw Treaty were 
forced to take countermeasures. 

,:; 

It is necessar~y to return to the situation as ·it existed before the 
deployment·o.f. :United States medium-range missiles in Western Europe. 



CD/PV.245 
21 

: ~:-. . ~ (Mr. Rose, German Democratic Republic)· 
..... ·-·· .. ····-···· ..... 

The struggle for peace, arms limitation and. d~sarmame9t•must be furt:her 
increased, .noH more than ever- before. . ::. ,• ... 

,l. ··. r 

The Stockholm Conference offers a chance to come closer to reducing military 
confrontation~ .. 

' ' 

Together with the other States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty, the ,,-,., ,,: 
German Democratic Republic advocates far-reaching steps to build confidence and 
to strengthen security. . . . . .-., 

: . . . . . : ~~ ; . . 
tole cons.ider as. prio~:ity meGt_Sm~~s the conclusion_. of a. ~}')t;!~J·Y; P~. the 

renunciation of the use of military for•ce ancl the maintenance of peaceful 
r•elat_iOJ:1?1,. 'l{pe est?blishment .of. .nucl.~p.-r-weapon-free zones, a, free;z~ on .. nuclear 
\-Jeapqns.. anc;i Jn:4;Lit.~tY budge~~_,,;:: qS. ~1.~ii. as the,.freeing of. E~.1rqpe ,,from, cJ1~?1-~caJ,. :' 
~veapo_ns ······:d;: 

At the same time, we are in favour of complementing and extending the 
confidel1Q~~QJ.lil{l~ng m_1::asures adopted at Helsinki in 1975. ., \r<, :-.':: ". 

o~- 'tq/~th~r;:-hai-lo, .proposalf3,_~th~t ~1"€) '~aimed at perp.~·t¥ahn& _the_ i~m~ii _r:~·ce',. 
wh.:i),~: -¥laki.ng . it only "transparent 11

, ~l"~ n.ot likely to en.hpnce confidenc~ .a.nd 
securit.Jii··:- ,And it is surely not conducive to bl.lilding ponfid~nce and promoting . 
the East~West dialogue if one side openly calls for a revision of the po~itical 
realities that have emerged as a result of the Second World War and post~war 
development,f..l, -in:l.Eurqpe.!" ,~, S\Jcf1 attempts are. inconsistent Hith the _Helsinki 
Final Act and dir•ected against European security. -- · ... 

,· L~_ad:i.ng rep~-~s~n~ati vel'!. of NATO's majo~~ Patve;~ '>·,who in. r:ec,en-B ·-Y.:~ars, .w~r.e 
openly advocat1ng, concepts .p:f yai~ious kinds, of nuclear war.fa.re·, ,have recenJ~ly 
stated th?.,t such ,a '~a~ c~nnot.' j)~:;t-lo'n:,-.an~J must nev_er' b,ej·6~~rt~ '•. ·. '· ' .... 

Nodify,ing an; qld prov~rb., -~ne·\~;fght say th~t due note has been. taken. of· ,·. 
the message, but what iE?'·d~cisi~e-).s t.q,~l~fl:t-~0:._1-rord~ ~1ith d_e€!ds •. ·1,·-·'· ,._. ,,·· 

.. :;. 
In this connection, it is_ necessary to ask the ioiiowi~g q~estions: 

Has· :the. -United. ·states sq far -~~~de even ori~~ singl;e: ci.ii in its p~ogranim.~:s 
Hhich are,. directed at gaining military SUperi·O~~i't'y .and; G.reat-ing a rlU~ll':la;r', 
first-strike capability? Is it not l~ather a fact that 'i~he funds fo.r .the. 
hugest armaments. progranm1e -ever .are being increased .considerably year by . . . . . . ~ . . ' " . 
year?,,: .... :•.:··· .. . .. : ';: .... :. 

. . . : ; .. . . . .. , . , . . . :- v ;_: r. ; _ ... , '· ... 1 .• :::. : 

Is the United State_s 'n.\lling. to conduct negotiatiotJS .in good, (fi;i.t.h, ,on. 
the .b.as·i.s of t!J_e principle of equalit~ _and. equ;:tl secur,ity? '::. ' .. ;. ·' .. " 

·-·· :. ~ '.. . . : .. . · .. : 

In a l·wrd: Is the United States :ready to. desis~ from tr.e policy: of 
strength and of militarizing international relations? 

:1::; .-i •.. : 
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These very q~estions themselves make· it cleat: that vei"b~:fi assurances about 
readiness for understanding t-lithout positiV.e changes· in poHty will not ht'irig · 
us any step closer to arms limitation and disarmament. 

' -~· . : .. ., ; : .. ' 

It is not for the sake of polemics when we mention this, but to avoid 
confusion. When inviting readiness to conciliat~?n,., on~.· r.nust not mix up 
addresses. 

A reliable yardstick to measure the position of States towards burning 
questions of our time is their approach to central issues in the field of arms 
limitation·· and. disarll!ament dealt with ''by the United Nations Genera_l Ass'~mbly. 

Ho\1 cafi. one talk about readiness for dialogue while neglecting the will 
of the overwhelming majority of States ·at the last session of the· United Nations 
General Assembly by casting almost 30 negative votes on resolutions aimed at 
the cessation of the arms race? 

'•,'.• . .' 

No less disquieting are attetnpts to belittle the impor•tance of those 
United Nations resolutions for the Conference on Disarmament. This brings 
us· to the'·char-a·cter and the '1-Jol:-king method of our Conference, whose. rol'e; 
has increased' objectively in view of the tense international situat-.iotL Hen"ce, 
we cannot ·accept endeavours to 'prdceed on the motto of the 11 lowest 6ofumon · 
denominator 11

, that is, practically to submit to the \·rill of one singi'e State. 

To do'justice to the increased role of the ·Conference On ·Disarmament 
rather means: 

First, irrime~di~tt:.ely to. ·take up negotiations on such significant questions of 
our agendir''as the prevention' 'of a· nuclear vlar, a nuclear test ban, the 
cessation of the nuclear arins ··r-a:ce and nucleat~ disarmament as vi ell as the 
prevention of an arms race in outeP space. For this purpose, appropriate 
subsidiary<bodies \-tith negotiating mandates are necessary. Document ·cD/434 
tabled by the delegation of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic on behal.fof 
a group of socialist countries meets these requirements. 

' ···: 

Second, to make consistent use of any signs indicating the chance of 
reaching agreement. That also means tha·t drafting vmrk on the convention 
on the prohibition of chemical \vea:p·ons should star•t vrithout further delay. 

Third, it is necessary to approach the question of verification,in a 
serious manner. To put it bluntly: so long as the question of verification 
is artific~ally played up and used as a tool against negotiations, any 
substan'(i.af· progress is endangered. The pur·pose of verification is to 
strengthen confidence. But the approach adopted by one side to this question 
has brougpt about confrontation and created distrust over the last years and 
has deadl6cked disarma~erit·n~gotiations. 
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He wish to emphasize: that in viev1 of the real danger of a nuclear inferno 
and in acco1•dance with the relevant resolutions of. the United Nations 
General Assembly t •. ac:J,equa te measures to prevent a nuclear war should be the 
most important task. for· this Conference. to agree upon. ::: ·< 

;_; ·: ·~ . ':.• 
The Declaration on the Condemnation of Nuclear \-Jar .adopted by the 

thirty~eighth session of the United Nations General Assembly (resolution 38/75) 
at the ·initiative of the Soviet Union .. car•ries con~idl'!r~ble .. political and· 
moral weight. It urges States. to dra~~ pl~actical: conclusions· for ~heir 
policy, including their activities at this Conference. 

The Gr·oup of Socialist Countries,· as \-Jell as the Group .of 21,,. in 
documents CD/355, CD/406 and. CD/341, submitted their_.pr9posals for" 
negotiations.::_ . 

The Conference should act immedj_ately and establish an appropriate 
subsidiary body. 

Like many other countries, :.the German Demoqratic Republic attaches 
decisive .importance to. the .. :non~.first~use of nuclear -v1eapons. Dur..j,ng the 
debate, ·speakers have already referred to resolution 38/H33 _B, .wl11i;ch. was 
initiated by ray country and Cuba at the thirty~eighth session of the 
United Nations General Assembly. The resolution commends the unilateral 
declarations of the USSR and of China and invites the other.:three nuclear~ 
vleapon States to: proceed in a similar Hay. .···. 

1111i th a . viet·T to evading this demand, reference is frequently made to 
conventional armaments. Thia.:is untenable, because _there exist~ a military 

;_, 

:. ' .:~·. ' ' ~- . 

·~·. 

. :l 

parity between the Warsa1e1 Tr:eaty Organization and NATO in. the field of . ; 
conventional weapons too. Furthermore, the States members of the. 
'lrJarsaw Treaty have repeatedly reaffirmed their defence doctrine and 
consequently proposed to the NATO countries to conclude a treaty on the 
renunciation 0f the. use .of milital~y .. force and the maintenance of peaceful 
relations~ · lve still \vai t for a .;positive l"eact~on. · ·· · 

. ··~ -. 
No leas .than. three resolutions of. :'chl3 thirty-eighth session of .the · .. , 

United Nations Genel:"al Assembly urge a freeze on nuclear-weapon arse~als and 
mark out routes towards this goal. Such a step would. not only create 
confidence' but VIould also· promote the ;,~eductio.n of nuclear . weapons. 

·"•.ii 

One should not dismiss any important initiative aimed.at the prevention 
of nuclear ·\var by raising the objection that this idea allegedly nas -no 
consensus potential. On the contrary, uhat is necessary is to display 
readiness for business~like negotiations to examine relevant ideas in this 
field and· to find mutual·ly acceptable s.olutions .• 

··t···: 

I may recall that the delegation of Mexico, for instance, proposed in 
the First Committee of the thil'ty~eighth session of the United Nations 
General Assembly the incorporation of the obligation not to be the first 
to use nuclear weapons in an internationally binding legal instrument 
(A/C.l/38/PV.3, page 26). This and other ideas deserve careful examination. 

I 
I '• 
I 
I "' 

1 !' 
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.· .<· .i. 
: ·• ' - ._~w••"•· • ,,,; 

. .··· (Ivlr. Rose, German Democratic Republic) 

To; ente·r''into negotiations on and conclude a·· c'omp't:ehensive 'nuc'iear.,..test-
ban treaty·'be6omes ever more urgent. The ·thh"d."N'PT"R~View·conference J: ... , 
schedu'led""fo1rf 1985 underlines their poli ti6a'l<tbp'i:c·ali ty ~: 'We· expect the ·: · ' ·' 
Western depositaries to take specific' step::(\:.r'ith' a vi'Sw to negotiations 'in . ·':,:: 
accordance with the commitments undertaken under the Partial Test Ban Treaty 
and the N'on:Ofif·ol'ff·eratio'n Treaty. It is t6 be v1elcon)~d that in·· our d·ebate 
tnany spe'iikers ·have erapha:sized the pl~iority of 'ti1'e: iss~e. · iile hope_ thi~ . _ 
commitment wiii'aLso B~:'i:.;eflected irt a detern1ined- advoc~cy of the establishrilent 
of a subsidiary' body :with a clear n·~gbtia'ting mandate·~:·, Draft treatie·s ··are' on 
the table. ·· ~ . '· . 

It would·certainly hot serve the cg.use;of.!=i. comprehensive-test ban'to 
stress its priority arid--at the S;;tme tini'e; to·keep ~ sUbsidiary body busy :J.iih 
noncommittal discussions of verification questions. International· practicb·· '' 
so far has shown that it is _not possible to go from verification to .. a.complete 
nuclear-test ban. 

It should be recall~d that all countries represented at this Conference 
in 1978 approved the princfpie contained in the Firt~l Document of the 
first special :session of the· United Nations:-Generai~'Assembly devotee· to 
disarmament 1 aCCOrding tO WhiCh the fOrffi Of.\J'er:lfication ShOUld be tieterrttined 
by the scope of the· agreement concerned.· · · · · 

·' .; 

It ''is riot verification that is at stal<e. He share the conclusioh ·ctrawn · 
by the delegation of Sweden here on 17 February that there are no techhicai .· 
obstacles to verification of a comprehensive test ban. Thus, the Conference 
should no l~nger allcrw·1tseif to be misused as a scre.en ·to conceal lacking 
\o!illingness· :o:t one sicte. The ··conference should not subject "itself ariy longer 
to the \-till of" one· nuclea~i~7eapon-State; rather, that State is.·call~Hi -tipon 

. . . '. . .... (' ' .. '. 
to reconsider its po'sition anc;l to clear the road' for negotiations in the · · 
frameworlc of •;i reie-~ant subsidiary body.' · 

;; .-.; .. . . 

vie sh:a:r·e the opinion 'of the major•ity· of delegations that the Confercii}~efs 
responsibility has increased in relation to the cessation of the nuclea:r.:.a.~nis · 
race and nuclear disarmament. By elaborating a programme of gradual nqcl~ar 
disarmament it co1lld also promote bilateral and regional· negotia'tions··:and . 
give them an import:ant impetus. 

. . r: :: .. 

The prohibit:Lcm of the nuclear neutron weapon is a special arid impo'rt~rit· 
aspect of nuclear disal~mament. Resolution 38/183 C adopted by the last session 
of tri·~ 'un{ted Nations· Gen~:ral· Assembly at the· initiat'ive of the · · 
German Democratic Republic'".stresses t.he gi~o~i:i.ng: conc·~rn about the production :· 
of this .~>~eapon. · · · · · :· ·' · · ., :• ._,.-: · 

:; . ·.·:~ : : ··lj ! r 

There are clear indications :·that this vJea~ol1:: is t"o replace. the obsbiete 
nuclear Harheads that are now being r'emoved f~om \..Je:;>tern Europe amidst a g:reat 
propaganda effort~ ·.· ·. ' 

·r 
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No tr~me !ljllSt; be.:J..os1;:in elci.borating me~~urM to prevent.an arms r>a.ce.in·outer 
space. ~ie agree·wttll., a;t:i-.th9se qelegations .~~hich,pointed to the great .urgency ·of· 
this matter. ThosE;J:.S,tates ,f.kat voted in faV'OUl" of res:olutlori 3Brto \-Till hopefu.:Uy 
support the establishment of a subsidiary body whose task is dehhed in paragraph_ 7 . ·' 
of tne.above_;tnentioned resolution • 

. ... '·.·. 

The two nuclear-weapon Powers that refrained from· approving the re.solution are 
invited to di,splay the necessary flexibility to e:nable the immediate optining of 
treaty negotia,tions in the frameW'(if.'k Of the corresponding SUbf3idiary body. 
Sufficient:,roa,terial is at ,hand to proceed in. t.lfis way. In.P~l"ticular, we have in 
mind the draf.t treaty submitted ·last ye?.r by<the Soviet delegation. That is why. 
tie see no sense in pretending that here we face a completeiy new problem and that 
it is necessary for this Conference to consider this issue from a theoretical 
angle. The mere examination of existing agreements would be of no practical VEI.lue. 

It is quite logical that negotiations on a new treaty should take into account -·::­
all legal instruments which already exist. We cannot but hope ·t~at suggestions 
for a._.r~view of proven agreements are not in fact designed to question their 
validity and to impede the elaboration of new agreements on the prevention of an 
arms race in outer space. 

Expe;ctation of progress on a· chemical: weapons ban have _gl"ot-~n. Thr::y are 
justified only if all sides are ready to do s'erious work ,0n the convention. That 
means, above all, starting drafting work immediately. My,delegation has always 
supported this demand, and has made concrete proposals, for instance on 
22 Fehruary i98};.- · · . I 

At the previous meeting, the Czechoslovak delegation, on behalf of a group ofl 
socialist countries, made a number of important suggestions concerning the future · 
method of wor!{ of the Conference on Disarmament in the field of the prohibition of 
chemica-l· weapons. TheY are 'intended to help.' ~ttain a. nm-1 quality in our work. · 
To carry on long-drawn-out discussions of some partial questions would only delay 
the formulation of the text of the convention. 

To make ·s~-Jift progress it is necessary· to display l-Jillingness to accommociate · , 
interests and to seek solutions t-Jhich are acceptable to all sides. 

At this' junct:ure, \ore would· like particularly to commend the constructive 
attitude of the ·USSR.·· New evidenc~ of this constructiveness is the preparedne.ss 
of the USSR to accept in 'princip'le' ihtern'atfonai continuous on-site inspections in ·· 
connection with the destruchion of chemical t-rea.pdns stocks, as announced by 
Ambassador Issraelyan on 21 February. In the interest of an early elaboration of 
the convention, we .. not-1 expect a sirrtilar readiness for compromise on the part of 
the United States. 



.:·. 
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(:Mr. Rose'. Ger~ Democratic Republic) 
-· • •.••• .•• • • - ... ,.~. • ' ....... ,":'.1' .• ' < ~- ' .... 

· On the same day when the USSR once again demonstrated it-s vrillingness ;for· 
conciliation, the. United States attempted, by means· of a report handed ·over to 
the United Nations 9 to step up its, slanderous campaign about the _al-leged ·use .. of 
chemical weapons. This. gives rise to the question of whether sucJ:i·adtion cart·be 
reconciled vTi th assurances of one 1 s own willingness for businesslike negotiations • 

. , · ·'· The· proposal td··:free Europe from chemical weapons submitted by the 
German Democratic Republic and the other States members of the ·Warsaw Treaty on 
on 10 January 1984 is evidence of these countries' resolve to -remove the threat 
of'such weapo:1s from the European continent. It reflects their firm determination 
to avert the- danger of chemical war by practical measures whi-ch can be agreed upon 
and •implemented very quickly. ·.· L 

·. :Regional efforts to eliminate chemical "\-ieapons would promote' negotiations' on 
their elimination on a vrorld-1-ride scale. The one does not preclude the other. 
The·-German Democratic Republic is prepared for negotiatioris-·-with interested States 
on a zoile free of chemical weapons in Europe. ·:My country' :idopts· a posilt'fve.:. · ' .' '·: 
attitude towards all reasonable proposals which are directed at g:t~d-lia:ll;Y'free~ng 
Europe from' chemical weapons. · ,.. ·· ·· 

Undoubtedly, in view of the present complicated international situation, the 
Conference is faced· ~;i th difficult tasks. vJe have no alternative but to 
resbiutely vmrk 'for their'•solution. 'i L i.J.· 

···· .. : r~ 4~ • • ~-

The PRES:mENT: I thank the representative of the Germcm·:B~~ocratic Republic 
for his statement and for warm references to the fraternal relations existing 
b!?~ween Poland and t):J.e -German Democratic }lep1..1-blic as 1-;rell.as .. forth~ kind words 
ad<ires.sed to the Pres;ident. . ...... 

··:. :,.,,• 

';['h0.t coneludes; my list of speakers for t9day, _ does any a.t.:Per 4~:;L~,g8:t.io~. wi~h 
to ,t?.J<:e tf1e. floor7 -~, _ . . .:. :.,,·. ;·.· .. . . . 

May I advise members who intend to addres~ the plemary'' in 'the ccini:l.ng days to 
ins_~;rib,-e themselve;:;. ~:!.S. soon as,,;possibJ,e, since w~ J:J.ave on,;Ly. one. spealq:~r:.f?r t}fe 
plenn.ry meetings 9J:1 Thursday _qlXld Tuesday.,n~xt .. :::.' ·cy 

May; I now put before the .. Conf'eren~e, t;hr~,e d:raft 11JfL;t1dates (l,ated 28 Feb:ru~ 
for the re-establishi:nent of ad hoc :·i:n.;t.b~id::i-p.ry· bodies :e •. The sec~etariat has, ;:tlt.~~dy. 
circulated the relevant texts for consid.ei:ition.by i(he .. Cq11ferertce. I sug@iest ~hat 
we take them 1}.1? one. by,. o:p.e.,,.:foliowing th~ ·._orqer of the. i terns on the Agenda •.. 

:' • : < J. \ -'~' : • - • ~~ : ~. ~ • • ' '; • • ' • 

. , ~he first draft mandai;~. deals with the re-establishment of an ad hoc 
subsidiary body on chemical weapons, and it includes also the que~tion of the 
appointment of its Chairman. 

If there is no objection I will take it that the Conference adopts the 
draft mandate. 
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. l ~-

I Mr. PE ~QUZA.·~ SILVA (B~aitl): I . .thin.!( 'it vras unders'tiood that we Shothd adopt·~· 
this dr•aft mandate together with a sta.tenient;.. by the Presiderl:~, already agreed upon '-' 
in an informal meeting. My delegation. has not received, together \·lith the' · 
doc1.!!llepts, this: _.q~aft statement by tbe .P.:resident. I w.ould re.,quest that we have 
both' 'state.m~~.ts'. ,b'e'rore us' before we :take a final dec'ision. - . : .. <:' 

i:, 

The PR~SIDENT: I thank the rep·r'esenta ti ve of Brazil, anD. would: like to ·:o · · · ·, 
explain that this statement '1-ras circulated at the informal meeting: it will be 
read out irntqe.qi,<;ite~x, after .. the .9e.Gi.s,ion on the mandate .ha::; .beer) taken, as was 
agreed. Would ,.t;l;lis satisfy 't·he,,:ctistinguished l"epresentat:ive of. Braz.il?·::·:·:[ tha~k _,. 

',( . '-~ 

Then I t~l~e it that there "is no objection to adopt,ing th~i draft mandate i( .... :·! 
for the re-establishment of the ad hoc subsidiary body on ch~micai weapons? . : ·: 

It was so decided • 
. · :· .1·; ..... . 

: •• !, •. 

Mr •. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia) : I t-TOuld like to 1nake · a ·comment on the· decision:· 
that has just been taken concet~ning the draft mandate for an ad hoc subsidiary body 
on chemical vreapons.. . . . . . 

. : ·~ •· .. ! . :· ' : 

.. 
The PRESIDENT: I would suggest that you make this comment after I have ·read 

the statement of the President. Thank you. 

l::w:LslL to d!i~W a,t;tention to paragraph 3. of the decision just taken by the 
Conference on the .re-establishment of an ag. hoc subsidiary.;body on chemica~ 
weapons which states: 

."Th·~ term.· 1 ~d h~~. subsidiary body i is used in. this c~nnect~ol). pend~ng a 
decision by- the Conference on the designation to be adopted vlith due 
urgency with:j.n two weelcs for. its, subsid.:i,ary. bodies wi.th()u.t pr;_ejudi.ce .~(), 

.. • 

e:jt.1\.~:1ripg practice in this regard"~ · · ... · · •:: :-·..:. ... 

.· ''±'1:. is my. inten~i~~ to· begin. cons.ul tat.ions immedi~,t.ely in ord.ei ... ' to . reach 
conset),sy.s,,.on .. th;e· question of d,el~?.~gpat,j,.<;>n~. , ... 

. ·. 

It is understood by th~ co~ie~;~nce ~n Disarma'~~nt that the same desigoatio·n··"· 
be given to all the subsidiary bodies established directly under respective · '· 
agenda items unless the Cl'mference,, in specific cases.,. decides other'l'lise •. , .. . ~. : . . . . . . . '• . . 

. . . . . . I . -~ J ; : .. • '· ' . • • : '~, ';• . 'I 

,Furthermore,.~,fr.no,.c,I,~c:L.s.ic;>:n is: take.n at the end of two weeks, a provJ.s~c;mal. r,, 
designation shou~,q,'b.e agreed upon .. pending a definitive decisi.op by. the ·conferez:lce~~.-:,.; 

!-:>: 

It is al?o,;~~.~el~:;3.tood,. that no decision as to design~·tion t.Jil1. have q~a~?+al 
or structur~l implicap,;oQs. _ 

I now give the floor to the representative of Czechoslovakia. 

·•: . . . ·~: .. 

1/ Decision contained in document CD/440~ . . i:".: 
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Mr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia): The Czechoslovak delegation would like to 
explain, · ~m ,behalf of a group of Socialist States, how the group understands the 
last paragraph of_ the decision just adopted, regarding the subsidiary body- on ,'.the 
negotiation of the prohibition of chemical weape>ps. 

We understand that the words nwithout prejudice to existing practice in this 
regard 11 in this paragranh iueans that the term 11 ad hoc subsidiary body 11 will be 
used tsmporarily, without prejudice to the full application of rule 23 of the 
rules of procedure of the Conference on'Disarmament. · 

;. __ , 

The. PHESI.DENT: I wish to sub!llit now for consideration by the Conference a 
draft. mandate for an ad hoc subsidiary body on effective international 
arl"angements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of'' 
nuclear weapons. 2/ If there is no objection, I will take it t):lat the 
ConfePence adopts-the draft mandate. :, · ' 

-~ ::: ' 

It was so decided. 

Iviay I i10h' turn to the draft mandate fOl~ an ad hoc subsidiary body on the 
comprehensive programme on disarmament .• 2./ · · · . _ ... 

As agreed yesterday at our informal meeting, this ad hoc subsidiary body 
will meet during the second part of the annual session. I take it that there 
is no ,,qbj_~9,tion .to ,the adoption of the draft mandate. 

It t·ms so decided. 
. . . . ·. ~ 

. . 

That Concludes .. oul"' business f<;>r this plenar'y meeting. ,HOwever', ~Jith your 
kind permission I would lil<e to ma.ke a statement· before we conc'iude. 

This being the last plenary meeting under my Presidency, permit me to take 
this opportunity. to mal<e just a few rel)larl<s 'befo~e we adjourn.'>-' ·· ·· 

... '~ .. 
• -·....!. 

Although at the end of this first month or''the 1984 session or· th~ 
Conference on Disarmament \ve may have rather littie to report, I hope you ·will'' 
share the view with me tha:t. the time we spent here was not wasted. In the. three 
weeks of our worok we had seven plenary meetings with 38 speakers taking the· 
floor, and nine informal meetings with detailed discussions 'c6hcentrated on the 
agenda, ,the programme of work, and subsequently on the establishment of 
subsidiary bodi~s •. 

) .. :. 

lftiithout going into details of, and trying to sura tip, \::.he plenary .discussions 
I \orould say .that while touching upon the gravity of the present international 
situc:.t.ion'. speCI.l(ers have debated .all aspects of. the broad and 'complex disarmament 
problems. 'lrle have rightly agreed to put on our agenda ivith net-1 emphasis the· ., 
problem of the preventipn_of nuclear war, as a separate item •. The debates over 
the last years, and particularly during the 1983 session of the Coinniittee on · 
Disarmament, have clearly shown the importance that the delegatibns of the 

2/ Decision contained in document CD/441. 

3/ Decision contained in document CD/442 • ........ 
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'•';. :: ........ ; . ~ : . 
.~ ·.~· . ''." :: ~· -·· (The President) 

overwhelming majo1~ity of States represented in this .room do attach to the _ 
question of the prevention of nuclear war.. It- t·ms .indeed gratifying to me,· both 
as President' of'- this ·Conference ·and. as Poland r s representative, ·that .. the prop~sal 
of· a. group of socialist•.:States to. make the question oLthe ~r.eventipn of n~clear __ · 
war an independent i tern on the agenda of· the Conference on Disarmament ha~ f!,"om· · 
the very beginning received strong support and endorsement from-the Group'o:f-21, 
non-aligned, and neutraLdelegations, _which thereby led. to its rela.tiyely sp~edy 
approval. Our long informal discussion yesterday, ~~i th the· Group· of 21' playing 
a. lea~Hng r9le, vlhich has just allowed the establishment of three important 
sut;:ll3idiary. b()die.f? I I regard ·as _yet another example of" a constructive dialogue~ 
It was equall'y'. rei·Tarding fo s·ee th1e delegations of the Hestern group dispiaying·: : 
goodwill and a sense of political realism that contributed to· a consensus,,,-,;.·: 

In i-qy bpenirig statement't):lree· weeks ago I voic·ed my profound trust and· hope in conrtectiqn vlith''_the _general expectations the int.ernat:i,onal community · · 
associated with the cointriemcement ·or this session of' the conference~ ori - . -... 
Disarmament. Even more hope and more trust is required today. But trust. .is:-.·,, 
not E;lpough. ~1[e_ should realize that the adoption of the agenda is not "a 
.suc_c~ss 11 _ but mh· first and el:ementary d~ty if· we are to move ahead.·-~ At the 
iiiame tim~, our deliberations have sho\-m clea1.:1y the dimensions .of mi:3trust._· · · . - . 

. ·.·still 1:,0' b,e:.:o.v:ercome' the 'depth. ciuid magnitude··of the gap betwaen the respe·ative-
positfqns ~ ... · · · · · · - · .·1; ·' · ... 

I personally regret' not to have been' able' 'due to lack of' time I to conduct 
more informal meetings and exchanges of views that would lead- to the•-. -'· ·. · · 
establishment of subsiqiary bodies on a nuclear-test ban, the cessation of the 
n~dlear arras race' _preven~ion· of nuclear T.olar or the prevention.; df an arms r'ac~ 
in ·outer space~ These i:\l;.e, indeed;· urgent rna tters· ancl bttrhing disarmament.' 
problems. I have no doubt that my' fi-iend· and colleague, Ambassador .Datcu.;o.f 
the Socialist Republic of Romania, who will set in this chair in the month of 
March, will spare·· no effort. to ha-v~· these-matters settled to th_e satisfaction 
of all of us. All my good wishes accompany· him in this, end.ea,vo'ur. ~ · ·He· .. :'can 
certainly count on my full co-operation. ·. · · · ·. '· ?·· ·>=~• •.· . . :.· 

These ar·e the few general reflections I \van ted to make. 't1hatever-' good we 
have ach:i,eved a_t th,e beginning of this year's session, we have achieved it 
together' in a 'commorl effort".. ·• ... ·' : . . .. --- .:.: '~:. 

>''. :·.:·.; .• 

I thank all of you for the kind co-operation, help and advice that you have 
given me· in discharging my· duties •.. Nay I add my special thanks. to tl1e . .. _. 
co-ordinator's of all political groups and to the distingui:?l)ect·:·;Ambassador•·· of . ·' 
China for their particularly friendly and sincere advice displayed in the course 
of numerous rounds of consultations • Let t(le s pii'i t of co-operation of. the 
commencement of this session, displayed in discussions on organizational' matters, 
prev;;til in .a.~l our. future substantive negotiations. 

Hy very,cordial thanks go to Ambassador Ri'kh:l.Jaipal; the Sec~et~~y-Generai-
of. the' ConferencP., and ·~a· .his Deputy, Nr. Vincente Berasatagui. I for :orie 
shall alwa-ys t:h~rik with .. great appreciat:i.6n and respect of' the exemplary -:· _. · ,_; · 
13fficiency which ~hey have·demon~tra,ted in the performance of'their·important: 
fiin6t~ons.. . F;ina:J:iy I I .. e:::ctehd my heartfelt thanks to th~. members. ~of the 

. ~ecreta~tat, 't9 the interpretati6ri and translation services for theii'''hard work 
and dedication. . ., . ' ':;,· 

t ., ~: :. 
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(The President) 

It has been an honour for me to represent my country, Socialist Poland, •as 
the first President of the Confe!."ence on Disarmament. . It has been a personal 
honour for me to sit behind this table. ·r wish to.thahk you very much for all 
the kind references you have so gener·ously addr·essed to my country :ahd the· Polish 
people and for your .\-Jarm t-Jords dit•ected to me· personally. 

·That concludes. my statement. 
: . . Does anybody wish to··take the floor? 

·:.: 
:c 

Hr ~ c~BUTLER (A us t0alia) : 
pass without 'speaking briefly 
February3:of ·the Western group 

I think it would be wrong of me to let this occasioq 
in response to you, as co-ordinator for the month of 
of countries. 

As has been said many times, this is a first for yqu, the first President of 
the Conference on Disarmament; if I may Day so, it has ·also been a first for me,.·. 
and it has·been a great honour and a great pleasure to work with you during this 
month. 

Please accept, from the Western group, our expressions of ,gratitude and 
apprecia:tion for the good start·· that you have given us. . I t:.~.ink that it is tru~ ~ 
that throughout this month the iil,te!'pretation that :t hav~.givem to you of the.wili 
of the \vestern group has at all times emphasized our fundamental concern with . 
substance, and, as a consequence, of our determination to deal with matters of 
procedure as swiftly, as rationally and as clearly as possible, and I believe 
that we have done that. · · · · 

The group which I today represent is therefore satisfied Hith the decisions 1:·. 

\-le have' taken up to this stage and we are indeed grateful. t~.,-Y9~ for enabling us ' .. ( 
to do that and to make those decisions possible. 

• 1 •• -. 

The PRESIDENT: .. I thank :the re:wesentativc of Australia fci:t"~ his· kind words 
addressed to the Presidept" .. 

I now give the floor to the representative of Czechoslovakia. 

iVlr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia): I vTould like to address .. to you. a very brief 
statement of thanks as co-ordinator of t.he Socialist countries·~ · 

The PRESIDENT: . I thank the representative of Czechoslovakia for his very 
kind and b~ief.statement. 

:t fl;O'tl g·ive the floor to the representative of s~v-eden. 

. ·:.:. 

. :; : . ·-~' .• 

l"lr. EKEUS (Sweder~): On behalf of the Group of 21, I would like to thank you 
very much indeed fa;:- your guidance and your Pl:"esidency in.this very difficult and 
ir'nportant· :f'il:"St month of the session of 1984. I personally, . a·s well. as, I am 
quite sur·e, all the members of the Group of 21, especially appreciated the sound 
judgement, the good spirit and constructive attitudes you have shown, to~hich I 
think have significantly allevlated our wor-k. Sometimes l-Jhen one is reflecting, 
the problems could, I am afraid, have been much \·Jorse if we had not had the ::­
benefit of your very Hise approach to some quite sensitive ahd difficult problems •. 
So, once again, Mr. President, thank you very much. · 
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The PRESIDENT: I thank very much the representative of Sweden for his 
statement and I now give the floor to the representative of China. 

Mr. QIAN JIADONG (China) (translated from Chinese): Mr. President, I would 
like to join the previous speakers in conveying to you our appreciation and 
gratitude for the achievements made in the first month under your presidency at : 
this session. vle all expected that. the unfortunate situation t11e faced last year 
would not be repeated, and under your able guidance this desire of ours has to a, 
certain extent been realized. Compared with last year, it should be said that 
this year we have already.made a good beginning. Lastly, I would also like to 
thank you for your kind words addressed to me personally. 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of China again for his kind words 
and for his co-operation. 

I am afraid of repeating the mistake I made in asking if there was anyone · 
who wished to take the floor, which stemmed from my trying to be too democratic. 
Before concluding, however, I understand that there is no other member who would 
wish to take the floor at this meeting. 

Before adjourning, I would like to inform the Conference that the Ad Hoc 
Subsidiary Body on· Chemical Weapons 1«1ill meet in this chamber on tvednesday ,, 
29 February 1984, at 3 p.m. 

The next plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament will be held 
on Thursday, 1 March at 10.30 a.m. This plenary meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 12.45 p.m. 




