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

The Conference starts today its consideration of item 2 on its agenda entitled,
"Cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament". However, in
accordance with rule 30 of the rules of procedure, any member wishing to do so may
raise any subject relevant to the work of the Conference.

At the outset, may I extend a warmzﬁéicome to the Minister 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. . ) sy i

adiv

I have on my list of speakers fo?'tb&éylthe representatives of Argentina, the
Federal Republic of Germany, Czechoslovakia, :the German Democratic Republic and
India. I now give the floor to the first speaker on my list, the Minister for
Foreign Affairs of Argentina; Mr. Dante Caputo.

N RSN . IR ST M
[ P MM PR T

Mr. DANTE CAPUTO (Argentina)(translated from Spanish): Mr. President, it gives
me particular pleasure to see you presiding over these deliberations as the
representative of Poland, a country w1th which the Argentine Republic has long
enjoyed a deesp friendship. It is only rlvht to acknowledge the efficiency with
which you discharge your responsibilities, as well:.as the valuable collaboration of
the Secretary -General of the Conference, Ambassador Jaipal.

On 10 December 1983, the day of his inauguration, Dr. Radl Alfonsin, the President
of the Argentine Republic, in a message before both Chambers of the Natlonal Congress
said:

"We shall conform to the national, tradition in favour of the peaceful
settlement of disputes, repudiating ali threéats of the use of force. We shall
support efforts designed to halt the armsirace, sharing as we do the world's
concern about the risk of confliets involving nuclear weapons that could mean the
end of human civilization and even the destruction of the environmental
conditions that make life possible on this planet. We have pledged that our
own technological capability in the nuclehr: field will never be applied to: =~ - ="
purposes other than those of peaceful development, and we shall keep that
pledge in absolute good faith.®

These words of President Alfonsih defined the policy which 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 take official cognizance of the p051t10ns we'jhall
maintain on matters that are of equal concern to all., ; T

‘The present international situation is marked by a serious detérigpation' in
relations among States. The confrontation between the Union of Soviet Socialist .
Republics and the United States of America has reached levels similar to. those of,what
was once called the "cold war', which, it may be recalled, was characterlzed by'a_j
uncontrolled arms race and constant;polifical and dlplomatlc attacks by. the dispiuting
parties. Thus, we have seen a multiplication of political and military pressures and
threats to the independence and territorial integrity of developing countries.

Latin America, Africa, the Middle 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.
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At the same tlme, agalnst a background of emphatlc and swceplng statements of
support for the pr1n01ple of refralnlng from the threat or tise of force as laid- down ‘
in Artiéle 2, paragraph 4, of the Charter of the ‘United Nations, one of the 1
military alllances, arguing that 1t né pdo to redress an imbalance in Europe, “has
begun the deployment of 1ntermed1ate—range m1551les'1n that region, while the other, |
1nvok1ng the same reasons, vows to respond W1th s1m11ar deploynents. ' )

I do not 1ntend to ‘judge the’ merits of e1ther posltlon evcept to observe ——"“",
not w1thout surprlse ~- that the arguments advanced by "both partles do not refer to
a d1Spute on a spe01flc question, but to strateglc con31derat10ns based on an
alleoed m111tary imbalance or on the search for' an also ‘alleged military superlorlty.
I use the term "alleged" ‘in both cases because; ance the Second World War, every - i
1ncrease in the milltary capabllltles of the two alllances has been xplalned 1n S
similar terms.  Once again we see with distress that or the strength of -certain -
questlonable strateglc doctrlnes a new stage in the nuclear-arms race has begun _
which will make even more precarlous ‘and feeble the dlstance between peace and war, |\
between 11fe and death for mankind. ‘ . 2 1

Apart from the qualitative change that is being introduced in existing weapoti
systems, it is serious indeed to see weapons of an undoubtedlj strateglc natuire
being deployed 'in the” terrltory of States which do not’ possess  such- weapons. The
danger of this kind of horlzontal prollferatlon of nuclear weapons thus ‘becomes
crystal clear. On what polltlcal arranﬁements w1ll thls deployment ‘be based? Who <
will have the responsibility of taxlng de0131ons concernlng the use of such weapons?
Will, perhaps, the recipient States be pas31Ve w1tnesses to the presence ‘of such - -
weapons or, on the ‘contrary, will they be granted some partlclpatlon in the flnal
décisions that we. hope will never be taken? ' In the 1atter ‘case"it is evident that
although at first sight the number of Powers possessing nuclear weapons would remaln
unchanged, the number of countries having power of decision over nuclear weapons '
would have increased significantly. These questions seriously worry us, as we
are sure they worry all. those who, like ourselves strenuously oppose the vertical
and horlzontal prollferatlon of nuclear weapons.’ ' E

f,Whlle the Superpowers and thelr allles hold one another responsible for the -
ex1st1ng situatlon, the great maJorlty of countries of the international communltyff“f
are mere spectators of this regrcttable process, whlch ‘not only increases even * ”1
further thé size of the huge arsenals of nuclear weapons already in ex1stence but‘ .
also heightens insecurity and the danger of nuclear war:

Stagnatlon and paralysis prevail in the consideration of almost all these
issues. Major dlalogues have been interrupted. Mistrust and susplclon mark the
relations, between the Great Powers, ‘and create a ‘climate in which negotlatlons
requlrlng a minimum of good will and constructlve spirit as a‘slne quia ‘non- can
hardly prosper. :

ThlS Conference on Disarmament has a fundamental role to play in the- search
for the road to a peace based on law and justice and not on the quantlty and
sophlstlcatlon of armaments. Obviously, th1s body is not an autonomous entity
1ndependent of the Governments composing it.” It is they and espec1ally the -~ - -
members of the two great military alliances, who must demonstrate by deeds and not L
words that’ their repeated utterances in favour of dlsarmament and peace are h
truthful and sincere, and not mere rhetorical exer01ses de51gned solely to 1mproveu““f
their own 1mage and to embarrass the adversary. _ o
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At this p01nt in my statement, I should like to address. a direct appeal to the
representatives of the Union*of SOV1et 8001alist Republics and the United -States.
of America.. The Argentine Republio regrets the 1nterruption of the bilateral talks“
on varlous,types of nuclear weapdns that were being held in. this 01ty. e do so_.,
not only on humanitarian grounds; but also as an 1nterested party, s1nce our own
survival is at stake. The private nature of these talks prevents us from
commenting on what has taken place there. However, I do wish to state that, as a
non-aligned country, we cannot accept that the diplomatic confrontation between
the two Powers be continued at- this: COnference as, g ney stace in this renewed i
eold war" In this negotiating.bod’”ﬁcountries are represented whioh like mlne,
do not belong to the two militarylalliances that divide EUrope.A We are, ‘nonetheless,
entitled ‘to demand that those participating 4in., .the work of this body should regard
us as partnerq in the joint venture of disarmament. Mutual accusations and
criticisms .no longer convince anybody. The best proof of serious intentions is . -
w1lllngness to contribute to a genuine process of negotiation at this Conference.gi
At the. present moment, the Conference on Disarmament is the only disarmament i
mechanism open for constructive dialogue between the great Powers. We therefore,r.”
expect from them a positive attitude to work on issues of fundamental importance
for mankind. . :

From the beginning, the agenda of this body has included the most, important
questions of our time; on which the least has been done: the cessation of the
nuclear ‘arms race and nuclear disarmament and, as a first step to that end, a
nuclearmweapon—test ban. All other questions, however important in themselves,
pale by, compayrison. They are mere palliatives, collateral measures or, in any
event contributions of con31derable value but, ultimately, not essential to an
effort which, Af it fails in its main purposes, will be nothing more than a deceptive
illusion that will not change the iron—clad dilemma confronting mankind to :
eliminate nuclear weapons or perish. '

It is true that the nuclear issue is particularly 1ntricate and difficult to
tackle and naturally, to solve. Furthermore, we have been, told this over and over
again. What we cannot accept ias that those considerations should Justlf] inaction
and negative positions. The peoples of the world clamour for —= more than clamour,
they demand -- the ,complete removal of the threat of annihilation from their horizon
and from ‘their future. No demand is more Jjust or more legitimate than that. Is |
it, perhaps, necessary to remember the truism that’ having lived through Auschw1tz
and having been in Hiroshima, enable one to know that what is unimaginable is
possible?

Never in all the history of mankind, has there heen a time when the
obliteraiton of all life on this planet, the disappearance of every. form ‘of
01v1lization the very extinction of the human race, loomed as a real and tanglble
poss1b111ty, as is the case today.

From this it follows that there is no political issue that could justify the
use of nuclear weapons. The nuclear weapon is qualitatively different from other
weapons. The prevention of nuclear war is, therefore, a question requirlng urgent
treatment. Notw1thstand1ng these 1nd1sputable facts, our Conference w1tnesses the
failure of efforts to elicit from .the Powers posse551ng nuclear weapons guarantees,
that’ they will not use them or threaten to use them against those not posse331ng
such weapons,’ With one exception to so-called "assurances" that have been . o
unilaterally proclaimed up to now rather seem to be perm1551ble scenarios for the
use or threat of use of weapons that may end civilization as we know it.
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This grave situation concerns us all. The nuclear arms race has entersd a
stage in which the risk of war has reached unacceptable levels and world. publlc i
opinion is justifiably alarmed. The two Superpowers bear the principal™ -
responsibility for avoiding a nucléar war. 'Both should initiate consultationsy-:: -
with, the. assistance -of other States, 1n order to increase confidence; avoid’
confllcts and ten51ons and develop an acceptable modus vivendi. It is, therefore,
incumbent on the two’ Superpowers to establlsh the political bases for a c¢limate
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.
. Ttg . structure and procedures offer the appropriate framework for efforts, preferably
..of: an*informal nature, that can generate the political impetus neceded to arrive at
'compronlses and . agreements in the negotlatlons, compromlses and agreements that
-today are, more. than necessary, vital. R :

Be51des maklnﬂ this request wnlch, "if 'we rely on the public statements of both
ySuperpowers, should be accepted without difficulty, the Argentine Government considers
that in the matter of’ preventing nuclear war and related matters it is not enough
to proclaim that this is a common concern of the entire international community..

. Let me recall that in the Peace Memorial Park. of leoshlma the monument bears
: 5the 1nscr1pt10n°'l"Rest in peace, the error will not be repeated".. But today, who
guarantees thls prom1se? Unfortunately, men seem to Have two types of logiecs: . that
-~ of peace, sensitive to’ humanlstlc arguments, and that of armaments, solely sensitive
to. the arguments of power politics, conceived as- a. threat.. These two types of
,;.log;c, however, never meet. Those that act according to'one or the. :other do not
. listen to each other, do not even hear each other, and- probably despise:maech-other.
‘What”is“the use, then, of our arguments if they cannot penetrate-.the logic of the
other, precisely of those that haVe the real‘Capability“td~halt*theharmsﬁrace%~
What -capability have we, what means are at cur disposal‘"to pengtrate with our.
humanistic reasonlng the reasoning 'of power and “threat? Is there anything in: our -
power that we can do, beyond lament1ng, condemn:.ncIP and foretelllng a nuclear
apocalypse.,” .
: It 1s, therefore, inescapable that those that stand defenceless before uhe
huge nuclear arsenals in existence should make the welght ‘of “their ‘opinions -and
asplratlons felt. In this regard, I wish to inform the Conference:that the
President of the ‘Argentine nation, Radl Alf0n31n, has addressed himself to: the-
Chalrman of the Movement of the Non—Allgned Countries, the Prime:Minister of Ind1a,
Mrs. Indira Gandhi, in order to propose consultations within the-Movement -on- these
subJects. The purpose of such consultations will be to prepare for concerted
international action at the highest possible political ‘level, so that' the non-.
aligned- p031t10ns may rece1ve the attentlon they undoubtedly deserve,
I have already. stated tﬂut one prlnclple of our policy is the use of nuclear
i, energy exclusively for peaceful purposes. As you Vnow, the development of a- new
- method of uranium enrichment was receritly announced in Buenos Aires.  This advance,
achieved through the ability and effort of Argentine technicians, will have
- undoubted beneficial effects which will transcend our. front1ers through cOmoperatlon
with other countries. :

.. . The constitutional and democratic Argentine Government has guaranteed the
hpeaceful uses of this advanced technology to.which only a small number of
1ndustr1allzed countries had up to now 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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nuclcar energy in our. country. This. guarantee will adequately answer the
unjustified expressions of alarm at a scientific achievement that has nothing to do
with the military use of nuclear energy. It needs to be recalled that a uranium
enrichment plant has many civilian applications. The assumption that it may be
used'foerther.purposes should be emphatically rejected, especially since the
purpose of the Argentine programme.is to assist in the economic development of a
scountry which, like. eurs .has-been. maklnv extensive use -of nuclear enercy for
peaceful purposes. : - : e :

In this respect, as in others, . the Argentlne Government. is opcn to- the
broadest international co-operation. But this is a two~way streest. And international
co-¢peration seems to wWork in one way only. I wish, therefore, to make it clear that
we $hall not accept any discrimination whatsoever with regard to our'nuclear: o
programmes, whose peaceful content cannot be guestioned. UNor shall we countenance
monopolies or undue restrictions, which were already categorically rejected in 1966
bJ my predecessor in President Illia's. Government, Dr. Miguel Angel Zavala Ortiz,
. who was responsible For setting &he 5u1dcllnes of ani Argentlne nuclear policy that
haS‘remalned unchanged to tne present day. . .. o e

‘Unfortunately, the international situation in this fleld also leaves fauch to
be desired. The Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear:: Yeapons was' desighed to
establish an accéptable balance of responsibilities and obligations between' nuclear
weapon States and non-nuclear-weapon States.' Such a balance  presupposed, on the

“one hand, the renunciation -of nuclear weapons and greater co-operation in the field
of peaceful ‘uses, and, on the other, specific steps towards disarmament and,- in -
particular, nuclear dlsarnament. But’, what has been the result since the Treaby was
-opened for 51vnature in l9b87 The renunciation of nuclear weapons was extended: by
that 1nstrument to’ exp1051ons for peaceful purposes. To allay the preoccupations
and concerns of the develop:.nrr countries. with respect to:this prohibition, the
Treaty provided for an intérnational service for the conduct of such erp1051ons
which’to date has not’ ‘been established, so that the prohibition is -at present
absolute. WNeither is the international control system equal for all. While a .
great majority of countries are subjesct to the IAEA safeguards, a nuwmber of
industrialized . countries enjoy the benefits of a special system designed ﬁo‘protect
their' industrial secrets. The obligations to promote internaticnal’ co-operatlon
in the field of peaceful uses have been countered by even greater restrlctlons !
than those prOV1ded for in the Treaty. In Article VI of that 1nstrument the;’ -
Partiés undertook "to pursue negotiations in good faith on effective mea’sures’
relahlno to cessat1on of the nuclear arms race at an early date and to nuclear -
disarmarient and on a Treaty on general and complete disarmament under strict and
effective 1nternaulonal control" :

There is no need to specify to whom this provision was mainly addressed. What
have been the results achieved? While, fortunately, the club of nuclear-weapon
Powers has not been enlarged, the military expenditures of both alliances” nrewf“
from $US 236 billion in 1968 to approximately $US 435 billion in 1982. 'In 1963 the
strateglc'nuclear forces of both .Superpowers Parties to the Treaty had-approxiamtély
5,400 nuclear warheads at their disposal. In 1982 that figure exceeded 18,000 nudlear
warheads,' In the face of this regrettable reality, any speculation aroused by the
mere commissioning of anuranium enrichment plant becomes discredited.

I should not like to conclude w1thout stating that the Argentlnc delegatlon w1ll
co-operate closely in the negotiations that are undertaken in-this Conference, in N
accordance with the presidential guidelines on which I -have Jjust commented. Sl
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Without preJudlce to. the protectlon of ou. natlonal 1nterests w1th all the zeal
that they deserve, we shall show.all the fleYlblllty needed. to arrive at the W'
1ndlspensable agreements. At the same tlme, we hope that those that can and should
set in motion. a global process of disarmament will do .so w1thout further delay. - -

My . Government pledges its flrmest support for the work of this Conference, in
"the certalnty that it will thus contrlbute to a vigorous and sustalned acétion that
will ultlmately bear fruits despite the drawbacks and dlfficultles it is . :
encounterlnp in thls truly 1nausp1c10us period., .

Pope John Paul II launched an appeal to manklnd urging all natlons to work
for peace in order to eliminate hunger and the threat of nuelear annihilation.
, Preaching in favour of an easing of widespread tension, on the observance of
" Peace Day, he said that, as a result of the interruption of the talks on the.
reduction of armaments, the world had reached a radical confrontation of p051tlons.
He added that mutual mistrust multlplles the harmful effects of ideological
struggles and exacerbates the already serious 1ocal confllcts in whlch various
countrles, some of them very small, are steepéd 1n bloodshed every day..

He then referred to the. pathetlc 51tuatlon of the poor countries, with thelr
catastrophlc debt burden,, lack of food and increased mortallty, especlally among .
children; and said that it was due to. manklnd's lack of awareness of. "the
fundamental brotherhood of peoples and persons“ C

I beg you in the name of  reason and c1v1llzatlon, let us realize that fhe
nuclear—arms race ‘'will ultimately turn our earth into a planetary gas chamber. .

‘We must not forget that the"time at our disposal'iS}short. The minutes that
separate us from a nuclear holocaust are steadily growing fewer. We must
_therefore 1nten31fy our efforts to the maximum before it 1s too late.,”,m

It is'very hard for us to imagine the state of mind of those who ‘irresponsibly
play the game of nuclear holocaust. And to those deluded souls who -believe in
the possibility that a nuclear war can be won, I would point out that the
“survivors of such a war will not even have time to envy the.dead.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representatlve of Argentina for his 1mportant
statenment. and for theé kind words addressed to the President, and 1n particular for
the friendly reference to Polish-Argentinian relatlons.

I now give the floor to the representatlve of the Federal Republic of Germany,
Ambassador Wegener. oo o




L ODfv.215

in our generation can be lelVlOLS of the t_ag
between our wo peoples. ~ But the best among'us, on” i her dide of the frontier,
do not only mourn the suffering,. the 1naur1eswand the humjiliations of the past.

. Indeed, both the more, sombre pages of ory and our shared European heritage
Cmake” it 1ncumbentiupon us’ “to turn’ resolutely to the tasks of " the future and,,;n a
spirit of” reconclllatlon, ‘work for a Europe that, in. all its, parts, enJoys lastlng
peace and Jjustice. My many personal ‘exchanges with you, Mr, President, have’
convinced me. that you., plage your work in such a noble perspective, and I an
honoured to pay trlbuie fo you as you pres1de over our. Work.

,“has made as the outgolng’cbalrman over “the last few months

o I am prlvlleged Mr Presrdent to be’ the first to take the.floor after the
Conference has heard” ‘the presentatlon of His Excellency, the Mlnlster of Forergn
Affairs of the Argentine Republic. I am thus'dlso the first t0 congratulate him
apon hlS statement and to express my delegatlon ) gratltude for his readiness to
honour’ the! Uonference by his presence S0 soon. after his newly—elected Government
has taken offlce.' In its new, dynamic policy the Government of Argentlna W1ll
be able to draw upon the rich resources of respect and. frlendshlp wblch this great
Latin American nation traditionally enjoys.

Mr Pres1dent, as. of 17 February of this year our Confewrence has reuumed the
proud name of earlier periods of miltilateral dlsarmament history. It thereby
. corresponds to the growing expectations of the. peoples of our time. A largex
audience will now look to us for, hlgher standards of performance. . This is a
challenges and, as many speakers have stressed in the past few weeks, we must |
thus heighten the demands which we place upon ourselves. In the first instance,
this is certainly true in terms of results, which we should strive harder %o achieve.
But I would submlt that it is also true in terms of methodology. ‘A nummber of.
statements which, we have heard, especlally in the very early part of this annual
session, make me ‘wonder whether there is a sufficient amount of common understanding
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
£iéld of. disarmament. -But we all<know this to be true only with one important

wmodifications that our plenary meetings where we all develop: the broader security

policy perspectives of our Govermments and the principles of our negotiating
stance do not constitute negotiations in a narrow sense. In fact we have to

.~ acknowledge: that olhr Conference has a - dual nature: comprehensive pronouncements

of policy in public meetings, and technical negotiating activities in private’ '*
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 accusations of other members of this Conference.
Long lists of alleged new weapon systems or 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
given security situation; on a sober description of the forces on either side, and
on the degree of their balance; on over-all political and 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 i
submitted to argumentative scrutiny before. How can rational discourse and,: 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? = Would
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 possibleé?  Those delegations who present. their
arguments in good faith and try to promote argumentative discourse must feel
relegated to a "dialogue de sourdsg" if, in such speeches, they are confronted with
totally unchanged views, as if their counter-—arguments had never been proffered.

A third methodological deficiency appears in statements which endlessly cite,
in support of their views, from the open literature, newspapers or politicians in
societies which are characterized by an open information system. Of course, in such
open societies any number of views are expressed in the most diverse manner. They
rare part of a large oplnlon—shaplng process where decisions are taken by responsible
citizens in a well-regulated 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 nore
balanced comprehensive picture of opinion.

My plea for a more argumentative, rational discourse among ourselves iz not
designed to lecture anybody, but rather to sensitize colleagues to the new challenges
to whlch 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 Warsaw Pact -~ that recent deployments
of intermediate-range nuclear weapons in some Western European countries have
"drastically aggravated military confrontation in Burope'" and heightened the risk
of a nuclear war. The Soviet delegation also maintained, in a curious reversal of
arguments, that it was in reality the United States which left the negotiating
table dealing with these weapons, and that, in additicn, the aforementioned
deployment was effected against the will of the European peoples on whose soil they
are now statloned 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 would,
however, use the methodological yardsticks which I have just recommended to:eriticize
the way in which the distinguished Soviet delegation has broached the topic. it
these allegations sank in, a dangerous myth would be created which has to be dlspelled
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-should demand: that, if  the INF problem is treated, the facts be represented

© fully and in a balanced manner. If the Soviet delemgation wishes to criticize the
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 armement in the same
weapons category since .1976; of the fact that even since December 1983 -more weapons
of the same type (namaly at least 27 55-20 missiles with 81 muclear warheads) have
been deployed than NATO has set out to install; +that, in addition, a whole array of -
new Soviet nuclear weapons have been deployed in various countries of the Warsaw Pact;
that, contrary tc the Warsaw Pact, the West has continuved to state its readiness
that all INF weapons wculd be withdrawn at the earliest possible point if agreement
on an acceptable balance of forces is reached between®the parties; that even for .
the very small NATO deployment, and in-identical numbers, other nuclear warheads
have been withdrawn from the deployment countries; that inthe fall of 1983 NATO
unilaterally:decided %o withdraw 1,400 nuclear warheads from European soil; that the
decisicn, 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
najority--decisions of all the constitutional organs involved; and finally, that- the
Westérn sideicontinues to be ready-at the. negotiating table to resume constructive . :
negotiations while:the Soviet Union, contrary fto.her own calls for negotiations . -. .
without pre-conditions in so . many domains,. and:to. broad appeals from the 1nternatlonal,
community, -still chooses to stay away. SRR :

In this. case as in others, an arbitrary selection of facts leads to arbitrary
conclusions. = On an important problem of -this nature, we should-ask to be served
better. - We -should all refuse to fall victinm to a dangerous and unfounded myth.

As'far'as the INE issue is ooncerned the reallty is- that the So 1et Union nas
attempted through a number .of years to create a Buro-strategic superiorlty, A k
enhancing its conventional capabilities in FBastern Europe, in order to obtain an .
instrument of political power for the direct exercise of pressure on the free
democracies of Western Europe. However, the Soviet Union had to recognize 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 31de of a ‘tension-—ridden
demarcation line, but whether the Soviet Union and the Western Alliance succeed,
by way of patiently negotiated compromise, to agree on a balance of forces in Eurcpe
whichiehsuréé g lasting stable equilibrium at substantially lower levels of ‘
armament without a one-sided monopoly, and  the prevention of hegemonic ambitions.

We will not cease to hope —-- and work —- for eventual Soviet acceptance of this
concept: of parlty and peace. -

I would llke to leave this fleld of the methodology of our work W1th a note of
regret that our first full month ¢f activity has not been sufficient to overcome
the procedural hurdles which once again we have managed to place in our way. My
regret is the stronger since I feel that the flexibility and margin of manoceuvre
which many delegations ——'including my own —-— possess, has not yet been fully
exploited, notwithstanding, needless to say, your own commendable efforts. -On the
procedural side, we may well need to rethink our present approach, and in that
respect I Wwish to express my approval for a number .of suggestions proffered.
recently by Ambassador Vidas of Yugoslavia. I find his call for a greater amount
of contlnulty of our work — and our worklng'organs —— persu431ve and practical.
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Turnlng‘now to £ e 1moortanu agenda item of chemical weapons I would 11ke to
voice the gratlfloatlon of ny delegation with the considerable momentum- that has.
recently been ingtilled in our work. All of us are eagerly anticipating the ..
comprehensive draft convention which the “United States delegation will soon submit,
certainly as a major accelerating factor of our work. My delegation is also highly .
gratified with the proposals introduced. by the Soviet delegation on 21 February. .
The readiness of the Soviet Government- to accept the continuous survelllance of the
chemical weapons destruotlon process by 1nternatlonal on-site 1nspeotlon is most
encouraging. The Federal Government,. by. the v01oe of its Vice~Chancellor and
Foreign Minister,. has welcomed.this step .in one of the crucial areas of our
negotiations where an accord is still outstandlng. - My delegation hopes that the
Soviet proposals can swiftly. be translated, into. concrete terms. In this process,
and while we consider in greater detail the requlrements of on-site ingpection in }
the destruotlon phase of the operation of the: future convention, we will also. have
to visualize the inherent relationship between that particular aspect of verification’
and the other important verification problems. to be solved. There is a logical -
bond between the activities of inspectors in that first important phase, and the
treaty obligations we have to work out on the involvement of the international
inspectorate both in the verification of future non-production of chemical weapons,
and in the case of on-challenge inspections. My delegation welcomes the recent
proposal of the Soviet Union in the expectation that the Soviet delegation will
demonstrate a similar co-operative attitude at the time when these other aspects of
verification come up for detailed consideration and negotiation.-

‘The United States announcement of a comprehens1ve draft, the Sov1et statement .
of 21 February, the helpful procedural -suggestions contained in Working Paper CD/ 435}
the Working Papers introduced in the last few weeks, among others by the delegatlon :
of the United’ Klngdom and my own, taken together with the swift agreement of all-
delegations on a forward-looking negotiating mandate for the future cormittee on
chemical weapons, entitle us to look into the future of our work with some realistic
optimism, hoplng’that the one ”ray of hope" which Ambassador Issraelyan had percelved'
earlier 1n our se331on can ooon broaden into lasting sunshine. .

Mr PreS1dent, before demonstrutlng the readlness of my own delegation to '5et
contribute v1gorously to this new phase of our negot1a+1ons on chemical weaponsy
let me briefly deal with two related developments in the chemical weapons field..

While this Conference embarks on a new phase in the attempt to ban chemical
weapong forever, there continue to be chilling reminders that huge arsenals of
these gruesome weapons still exist, and that there may be new incidents invelving .. | .
their production and use. S . : |

" My delegation has taken note with preoccupation of the'aocusations:whioh_the
Foreign Minister of Iran has levied on 16 February of this yeer in our very midst
‘regarding the use of chemical weapons on the national territory of Iranr,&_The
Geneva Protocol of 1925 prohibits the use of chemical weapons in war. - Fer-a long .=
time, mJ Government has insistently malntalned that all and every: allegatlon of
the use of chemical weapons in violation of international law, wherever they are
raised, must receive the same careful 1nvest1gatlon and clarification. As regards "
ah 1nstrument for such 1nvest1gatlon there is the possibility of reccurse to the
mechanism with which the international community has endowed itself on the basis of
United Nations resolution 37/98 D. | This instrument is; as a matter of course,
also avallable to the Government of Iran. » :

In his statement of 21 February, Ambassador Issraelyan has again referred to
the recent proposal of the States parties to the Warsaw: Treaty on a zone free of -
chemical weapons in Europe. When +hls proposal was first publlclzed, my Government
underlinéd as its pOS1t1ve feature that the Soviet Union and her allies were g1v1ng ﬁi

new emphasis to the significance of the chemical weapons topic.  However, while

|
|
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) agreelng wholeheartedly that FEurope should be freed of the menace of chemical weapons

ag 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 andf
reliably verifiable interdiction of all ohemloal weapons in this Conference. Our-
negotiations, we all agree, are now in an advanced state, and everythlng 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 perspeotlve. " Were they to be given precedenee, injustice would also
be done to the countries of the Third World which are rlghtly fearful, on the basis®
of past experience, of the chemical weapons threat-to théir parts of the werld.
They would not understand that this vital topic of negotiation would be, wholly -or:
in part, - taken out of théir hands. A1 countries have the same right to be freed
from' the scourge of chemical weapons. Since verification problems are essentlally
1dentlcal, in some aspects even larger, in regional contexts, my Govermment also
has doubts as to whether the corresponding  language of the Warsaw-Pact. offer contalns
any indication of willingness of the authors to deal with verification issues in an:
adequate way. '~ On the other hand, my delegation is Teady at all times to pursue all
available contacts; - 1ncludlng bllateral contacts, that promote the efforts of the-
Conference to arrive at a world—W1de chemical weapons conventlon with the approprlate
verification mechanism. » :

Let me now 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 and their key precursors. The papér is now before
us and bears thé symbol CD/4)9 With this Working Paper my delegation wishes to
provide an input into the current dlsouss1ons on "Prohibition of Transfer” and
"Permitted Transfer”

Obv1ously, in this realm a fihe balanoe must be maintained between the dangers
inherent in the ‘transfer of super<toxic lethal chemicals and their-key precursors —
the danger that the fundamental prohibition of the development, production and
stockpiling of chemical weapons be circumvented ~- and the unencumbered functioning
of international trade in-chemical products. We have been encouraged to undertake
a new search for such an equlllbrlum 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.

The question of which chemical 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 permitted transfer.
Underlying the present Working Paper is our long-held view that a narrow definition
must apply to the term ‘key precursor.

In the view of my delegation chemlcals should be defined as key precursors
only ifs’ they have particular slgnlfloance to the relevant provisions in a ohemlcal
weapons conventiony - they constitute ‘characteristic chemical compounds at the - -
final- technological Treaction stage for the production of super-—toxic lethal chemicals;
arid - they are not used, or are used in minimal quantities only, for permitited purposes.,
To us, this deflnltlon 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 taken into account.

Our definition implies that controls, and any limitation of production, shall
extend only to the transfer of substances for '"protective purposes! According to-
our proposal, the transfer for ”permltted purposes" between States partles will not
belwumd. » o
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With regard to the transfer of super»tox;c lethal chemicals and thelr key
precursors for protective purposes; nermltted transfers betweeh States parties shcul&
be limited to the allowed production level,  Notification to the Consulfative . ..
Committee of any transfer of guch superthIic lethal chemicals or their key prccursors
shall be requireda

Ag.in a prev1ous Ubrklng Paper, CD/JC6 which purports to set out the views of ,
my delegatlon .on various aspects of verification, the present Working Paper coughes .
its recommendations in prescripiive language. My delcgatnon thereby hopes o 2: '
facilitate. the consideration of~ the problems: Talsea 1n the most concrete terms o e
possible, dn keeping with the:now agreed mandate foir the work of the committee on
chemical weapons, which emphasizes that the future cohvention® should be developed
and worked oul in Icqul 1Te detallu

T L g

As delegatlons are. uware, the Federal Governmeqt, o the ba51s of an, 1nv1tat10n
extended at.the second specialisession of the General Assembly devoted to dlsarmament,
intends to; hold a Workshop for.the discussion of problems of vérificatior relating to
the destruction of stocks. I take pleasure in maklng‘thls ‘invitation more concrete .
by informing:you:that the Wbrkshop will now take place from 12 to 14 June 1984 at
Munster in northern Germanys A formal letter of invitation %o ‘éach head of = |
delegation will be.sent. soon. In co-operation with tne Pre31dent of the Conference
for the month of June (who is at the same time the Chaitmen of the Committee on
Chemieal Weapons and who is already lnformed) we inténd to establlsh the closest
possible comnection between the Workshop and the ongoing negotlatlons at this
Conference. We expect the Workshop to make a practical contritution to the problems
of verification of the destruction of stocks, illust¥ated by the situation at a small
national destruction facility. My delegation reali¥es “that this invitation takes om |
a new significance in the aftermath of the proposals of the Soviet Union relatlng to‘
the verification of the destruction of stocks. This gives us the hope %that all
delegations find it possible to Darticipate in the event.

My delegation: does not intend to concentrate ite work during the current se351on;
uniquely on chemical weapons, notwithstanding -the pllmary importance of that subject.
We alsc hope.to.make contributions on other: important-agenda items. “Among these, = |
we share the.sense of urgency which attaches  t0 item 3% of our agenda, the prevéntion |
of nuclear war and all its related aspects. There is not the slighiest doubt that
the importance of preventing war has been dmmenseély heighiened by the miclear
phenomenon, - Our work,; however, must be based on realistic assumptions as %o wherg
the dangers to peace in our era loom, and should aim at a comnlehen31ve strategy” _
designed to make war in all its forms increasingly less likely and indeed 1mp0881b1ee;T
As T had occasion to point out at'the thirty-eighth session of the General Assemblyy 1
my delegation is ready to embark on a thorough” argumenﬁatlwe process on the problem
of the prevention of war, in particular nmuclear wai, with a view %o operational
solutions, in any work format that seems appropriate to this Conference, and we are -
looking forward to an early commencement of that important endeavour, =My delegatlon
likewise intends to make specific contributions during this s*r1n5 part of ouxr sess;on
to the problems:of . nuclaar testing and radiclogical weapons°

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representatlve ‘of the Pedpral Republlc of Germany
for his statement and for the’ thoughtful and thoughi-provoking atatemernt and the
kind words addressed to the Pres1dent.

I now give the floor to the representative of Czechosglovakia, Ambassador Vejvoda.
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Mr., -VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia): First of all allow me to welcome thé-
Minister for Foreign Affairs of Argentina, Mr. Dante Caputo, who has addressed
our 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 Warsaw Treaty member States to the member States of NATO to free
Europe from chemical weapons. ' This proposal, as is stated in the document, was
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, 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 war in Europe, the™ '
implementation of such a partial measure of a regional nature would contribute
to the efforts undertaken on a world scale aimed at the acceleration of the
conclusion of a convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons, which continues
to be the ultimate aim of the Warsaw Treaty Member States. Hence, this proposal

is not meant to compete with the efforts to eliminate chemical weapons on a global-

basis but to facilitate them. And this I would like to underline and stress again °
after what has just been stated by the distinguished representative of the

Federal Republic of Germany, who expressed fears that there should be nothing that-
should slow us down or dissipate our energy in negotiating the ‘total prohibition
of chemical weapons. We are certain that our proposals ‘Wwill 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 cnemical-
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 presence 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 would be defined in the accord, could include, for example, the declaration
of the presence or absence of chemical weapons on that territory, the
inadmissibility of the deployment of chemical weapons where there are no such .
weapons at presenb the freezing of these weaponu, the withdrawal or scr'applnc
of the existing stocks of chemical weapons, and the renunciation of their.
production, acquisition, entry into and transfer to States located within that
terrltory. In working out the accord the interested States can, as it becomes
necessary, co-ordinate mutually acceptable adequate forms of verlflcatlon.
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Tth pvopo al ;t . implenented, w0ulu unqoubtedly btrengthen hxropean security,
reduce’ the' threat' of - wer and f40111+ate_the cohsolidation of mutual trust and the
improvement of the ‘ovéh-all rolltlcal‘aimosphe re. The Warsaw Treaty countrles are
introducing this proposal in tie Joniwsence on Disarmament in order to uhderllne
agaln our ;ntewest in tne el1m;nat;on of all chemical weapons. leen the 1mportance

i

NATO countries w111 appPUuCu Ghi& pvupuba tLtn all actentlon and serloUSness.

e . Ca C B
Me, RObH;xGor 2N Dcwocrauﬂc Republic): Comrade Pre31dent -1t is with great.
pleasure that I join in the congratulations addressed to you, Comrade Turbanskijr:
on your assumption of the first Presidency of the Conference on Disarmament. It !
gives us deepusabisfaction Lo . note that.this important cffice is being:exercised
by the representativa of. a country with which the. German;Democratic Republic is wori
linked by cleése and fraternal bonds. - We are united in the common goal to build <
sccialist socizty and to strengthen world peace. Together .we stand against anyiz-:
manifestation of rcvengism. It would not be exaggerated-to .say that it is mainly. ..
due to your .dipleomabic skill and cxperience that our Conference was able to =i =
quickly adopt itz agenda andrvork programme., Since your Presidency is drawing to -
its end; it is certainly fully Jjustified to state that during its first month the. .
Conference has been in good hands. May I also express through you,
Cemrade President, cur thanks to your distinguished predecessor, B
Ambassador Jorge Morelli Pando.of Peru, for his tireless efforts to nove us a
step forward in our responsible task.

My. delegation has listened with greatiattention toc the address of
His Exeelleney. Mr. Dante: Caputo, Minister of Foreign Affairs of. the
Argentine Republic. From his statement it beceme apparent that Argentina
attaches. V¢tal 1mportgnce to-the questions of strengthening peace and preventing
nuclear war :

I weuld Like to avail myself of this opportunity to extend a warm welcome
to our new colleagues, the distinguished Representatives of Australia, Belgium,
Canada, Cuba;,- Lgypt, Ethicplia, Hungary, indonesia and.Sri. Lanka. I wish them the
best of succvus and leook ferward to oonscructlvn conoperatlon. :
The Con-erence orn- Dloqwnameru at@rted its work under condlthﬂs of .
complicated international relations. The threat of a nuclear catastrophe has
considerably increased. This is why vwe join all those. delegations which- £
consider concprete nﬂaoureﬂ to avert a nuclear inferno to be, the, mosb urgent ;}.; e
task of the present - -vinn. People all over the world expect such measures..
becauss they are aware of the devasteting consequences of nugclear war. ,

What is necassary is a bread coalition of reason and common sense.. . The :
Chairman of the Council »f State of the Cerman Demogpratic. Republic, - AR
Erich Honecker, recently reaffirmed the German Democratic Republic's approach 4
in this regard as follows:

"World politics should not get oul of control. We will joint with
2ll those who ars guided by the realization that there is no
rzasonable alternative Lo the policy of peaceful coexistence between
States having different gocial systems, with all those who sincerely
desire peace.?
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"A"reversal of the negatlve trends in the international situation is
necessary. To- brlng it about requires above all that the actions of those who
bear polltlcal respon51blllty are guided by reason, thoughtfulness and
predlctablllty.

. On many occasions, the German Democratic Republic, like the other socialist
States, has furnished practical proof. of the reliability of its peace»polioy.

On .the basis. of their Prague and Moscow declarations of last year, the
States members of the Warsaw Treaty have submitted concrete and realistic -
proposals.~ :

They were, and they continue to be, ready to consider the legltlmate
interests of all sides in honest negotiations. This includes being open to all
useful ideas, no.matter from which side they may come. In this connection I may
recall the readlness of the German Democratlc Republic to join in the
establlshmentlln Europe of a zone fres from battlefield nuclear weapons. For
the same considerations, on the occasions of Prime Minister Trudeau's recent
visit the:German Democratic Repuol1c supported h1s 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 wor]d as a whole, and.
rightly so.

On the European continentw the situation has considerably deteriorated as
a result of the deployment of .United States medium-range missiles. It has put
in jeopardy -all that had been achieved in terms of stablllty and co-operation
during the 1970s. A new situation has emerged. This fact cannot be obscured
by the verbal peace assurances of those who, by deploying the missiles, have
opened another round in the arms. race, which they even celebrate as a
v1ctory. : ; : :

The far-reaching Soviet proposals were rejected and the urgent appeals.
by the world public ignored. By the way, the numerous mass rallies in
Western Europe against-United States med1um~range missiles render absurd the
assertions that the decision was based on a "democratic process" S

The only aim of the United States was to instal qualltatively new
weapons for a nuclear first strike. With the deployment, the basis for the
negotiations was removed and the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty were
forced to take countermeasures.

lt is necessary to return to the s1tuatlon as 1t existed before the
deployment -of. United States medlummrange migsiles in Western Europe. '
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The struggle for peace, arms limitation and. disarmament: must be further
inereased, now more than ever before. o

The Stocknolm Conferehce offers a chance'to come closer to reducing military
confrontation. : - . . L

Together w1th the other States Partleu to the Warsaw Treaty, the vl
German Democratic Republic advocates far-reaching steps to build confldence and
to strengthen securlty. : :

We cons1der as. prlorlty measures the conclusion. of a. t eaty on the
renun01atlon of the use of military force and the maintenance of peaceful
relations, the establishment .of. nuglear-weapon-free zones, a freeze on nuclear
weapons and mllltary budgets, as well-as the, freeing of . Europe from chemlcal
Weapons «:.. i ; . : : : e

At the same time, we are in favour of complementing and extending the
confldenoenbulLdlng measures aoopted at Helsinki in 1975 3

On the other hand, proposals hat are almed at perpetyatlng the arms race,h
while,making it only "transparent”, are not likely to. enhance confldence .and :
security.. ;And it 1is. surely not conducive to building confldence and promotlng .
the East«West dialogue if one side openly calls for a revision of the polltlcal.
realities that have emerged as a result of the Second World War and post-war )
developments; in, Europe.. Such. attempts are inconsistent with the Helsinki .
Final Act and directed against Eurcpean security. T

. o Leading representatlvee of NATQ!s major Power, who in recent Yyears. were
openly advocat:n . concepts..of | varlous kinds’ of nuclear warfare have recently
stated that such.a war cannot. be won. ang must never be fought

S

Modlfylng an old proverb, one m15hc say that due note has heen taken of;_
the message, but what is de0131ve s to, match worde w1th deeds.ﬁh;

In this connection, it is neeessary “d'aek the‘foilowing questions:

Has the Unlted States S0 far made even one s1nvle cut in 1ts nrogrammes
which are: directed at gaining military superlorlty and. creatlng a nuclear
first-strike capability? Is it not rather a fact that ‘the funds for the
hugest armaments programme -even are being increased considerably year by
year®. . ai - o ' . . T

Is the Unlted States w1lllnv to conduct neQOtlatloas 1n good falth on ';
the. bas1o of che Drlnc1ple of equallty and equal :ecur1ty7

In a word: Is tne Unlted States ready to. oes15t from the pollcy of
strength and of militarizing international relations?

(Mr. Rose, German Democratic Republic)
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Tnese very queSulons themSelves make: it clear, that verba1 assurances about
readiness for understanding without p051tLVe changes 'in poliecy will not bring
us any step closer to arms liritation and dlearmament.

It is not for the sake of polemlcs when we mention this, but to avoid
confusion. When inviting readiness to conciliation, one must not mix up
addresses. o ' ' ‘ ~ C

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
llmltatlon and disarmament dealt w1th by the United Natlons General Assembly.

HoW'canvone talk about readiness for dialogue while neglecting the will
of the overwhélming 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 attempts to belittle the importance of those
United Nations resolutions for the Conference on Disarmament. This brlngs
us- to- the'character and the uorklng ‘method of our Conference, whose role
has increased objectively in view of the tense international snuatlon° Hence,
we cannot accept endeavours to proceed on the motto of the "lowest dommon '
denomlnator" that is, pra0u1 ally to submit to the will of one s1ngle State.

To do'-justice to ‘the 1ncreased role of the ' Conference on Disarmament
rather means: R : ‘

First, 1mmed1ately to ‘take up negotiations on such significant questions of
our agenda“as' the prevention’of a nuclear war, a nuclear tesft ban, the

cessation of the nuclear arms tace and nuclear disarmament as well as the
prevention of an arms race in outer space. For this purpose, appropriate
subsidiary bodies with negotiating mandates are necessary. Document CD7434
tabled by the delegation of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic on behalf' of
a group of 5001alisc countrles meets these requlremenus.

Second, to make consistent use of any signs indicating the chance of
reaching agreement. That also means that drafting work on the convention
on the prohibition of chemical weapons should start without 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 artlflclally played up and used as a tool against negotiations, any
substantial progress is eéndangered. The purpose of verification is to
strengthen confidence. But the approach adopted by one side to this question
has brought about confrontation and created dlthuQL over the 1ast years and
has deadlocked disarmamerit- negotlatlona. - S
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We wish to emphasize:that in view of the real danger of a nuclear inferno
and in accordance with the . relevant resolutions of the United Nations
General Assembly,:adequate measures to prevent a nuclear war should be the . - -
most 1mportant task. for this Conference to agree upon. -

The Declaratlon on the Condemnatlon of Nuclear War adopted by the.
thirty-eighth session of the United Nations Genergl Assembly (resolution 58/75)
at the -initiative of the Soviet Union.carries considerable.. political and - :
moral weight. IL urges States. to draw practical:conclusions: for their [P
policy, including their activities at this Conference. , e

The Group of Socialist Countries, as well as the Group of 21, in
documents :CD/355, CD/406 and .. CD/94J submitted their .-proposals for-
negotlatlonswu e

The Conference should act immediately and establish an approprlate
subsidiary body.

Like many other countries, :the German Democratic Republic attaches
"decisive importance to. the non=first-use of nuclear weapons. During the L g
debate, ‘spéakers have already referred to resolution 38/183 B, which. was R T
initiated by my 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-
weapon States. to ppoceea in a similar way.. :

W1th a.view: to evadlng this demand rafeﬂence is frequently made to Sl
conventional armaments. This:is unteaable, because there exists a military. = | -
parity between the Warsaw Treaty Organization and NATQ in the field of
conventional weapons too. Furthermore, the States members of the.

Warsaw Treaty have repeatedly reaffirmed their defence doctrine and
consequently proposed to the NATO countries to conclude a treaty on the
renunciation of the.use of military. force and: the maintenance of peaceful -
relations. We still wait for a: p051t1ve reaction. y

No 1ess than three resolu51ons of he thlrtywelghth session of the ‘ P
United Nations General Assembly urge a freeze on nuclear-weapon arsenals and .
mark out routes towards this goal. Such a step would not only create
confidence hut would also promote the vreduction of nuclear weapons.

One should not dismiss any important initiative aimed.at the prevention
of nuclear war by raising the objection that this idea allegedly has no
consensus potential. On the contrary, what is necessary is to display
readiness for business~like negotiations to examine relevant ideas in this
field and to flnd mutually acceptab1e solutlons. R

I may recall that th° delegatwon of Mex 1co, for instance, proposed in
the First Committee of the thirty-esighth session of the United Nations |
General Assewbly the incorporation of the obligation not to be the first &
to use nuclear weapons in an internationally binding legal instrument |
(A/C.1/38/PV.3, page 26). This and other ideas deserve careful examination.
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To'‘ehtér into negotlaclons on and conclude a 00mprehEn31ve nuclearutest-.“
ban treaty- betdmes ever more urgent. " The thlrd NPT Review Conference °° e
scheduled® for*l985 underlines their polltlcal toplcallty. ‘We' expect the
Western depositaries to take-specific steps ‘with' a view to- negotlatlons in
accordance with the commitments undertaken under the Partlal Test Ban Treaty
and the an-Prollferation Treaty. It is to be welcomed that in our debate
many- speakers ‘have emph331zed the priority of 'the" 1ssue. We hope thls
commitment will 'also Be'Feflected in'a deternlned advocacy of the establlshment
of a subsidiary body ‘with a clear negotlatlng mandate.: Draft treatles'are on
the table. 3 [

SR

It would: certalnly not serve the cause ‘of a comprehen51ve test ban to
stress its priority ard '@t the same tinme" to- keep a subsidiary body busy w1th
noncommittal discussions of verification questions. International practicé
so far has shown that it is not pos51ble to go from veriflcatlon to a complete
nuclear-test ban. .

It should be recalled that all countries represented at this Conference
. in 1978 approved the pr1n01ple contained in the F1nal Document of the

first special ‘Session of the United Nations’ General ‘Assembly devoted to
disarmament, accordlng to which the form of verlflcatlon should be determlned
by the scope of the- agreenent concerned

It “is - not verification that is at stake. We share the conclu51on drawn
by the delegation of Sweden here on 17 February that there are no technical -
obstacles to verification of a comprehensive test ban. Thus, the Conference
should no Ionger allow itself to be misused as a screen to conceal lacklng N
willingness of one side. The ‘Conference should not subJect itself any 1onger '
to the will of one- nuclearuWeapon—Statc, rather, that State is’ called upon
to reconsider its p051tlon and to clear the road for negotlatlons 1n the R
framework of a relevant sub51dlary body.. B '

We share the opinion of the majority of délegations that the Conference‘
responsibility has increased in relation to the cessation of the nuclear-apms’
race and nuclear disarmament. By elaborating a programme of gradual nuclear
disarmament it could also promote bilateral and reglonal negotlatlons ‘and
give them an 1mportant 1mpetus.

The prohibition of the nuclear neutron weapon is a special and important’
aspect of nuclear disarmament. Raesolution )8/189 C adopted by the last se351on
of the United Nations General Assembly at the 1n1t1at1ve of the 5
German Democratlc Republlc stresses tne grow1ng COncern about the productlonﬁf
of thls weapon.; ' T

A RYSR

There are clear indications that this weapori’is té replace' the obsolete -
nuclear warheads that are now belnu removed from Western Eurooe amldst a great
propaganda effort.‘f”

Wy (x.,;.- ’
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No time must be. 1ost in elaborating measures to prevent an arms race 1n -outer
space. We agree- w1th all those delegations which:pointed to the great urgency of
this matter. Those States that voted in favour of resolution 38/70 will: hopefully
support the establishment of a subsidiary body whose task is deflhed in paragraph 7,;
of the above—mentloned resolution. :

The two nuclear-weapon Powers that pefraihed. from approving the resolution are
invited to display the necessary flexibility to enable the immediate opehing of
treaty negotlatlons in the framework of the. corresponding subgidiary body.
Sufficient material is at hand to proceed in.this way. In particular, we have in
mind the draft treaty submitted-last year by. the Soviet delegatlon. That is why
We see no sense in pretending that here we face a completely new problem and that
it 1is necessary for this Conference to consider this issue from a theoretical
angle. The mere examination of existing agreements would be of no practical value.

It is quite logical that negotiations on a new treaty should take 1nte account .-
all legal instruments which already exist. We cannot but hope that suggestions
for a_review of proven agreements are not in fact designed to questlon their
valldlty and to impede the elaboration of new agreements on the prevention of an.
arms race in outer space. '

Expectatlon of progress on a- chemlcal weapons ban have grown. They are
Jjustified only if all sides are ready to do serious work. on 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 February 1983.

At the previous meeting, the Czechoslovak delegation, on behalf of a group of | -
socialist countries, made a number of important suggestions conceérning the future -
method of work of the Conference on Dlsarmament in the field of the prohibition of
chemical weapons. They are 'intended to help”attain a new quality in our work.

To carry on long-drawn-out discussions of some partial questions would only delay
the formulatlon of the text of the convention. i

To make sw1ft progress 1t is necessary to display willingness to accommodate‘f;
interests and to seek solutions which are acceptable to all sides. o

At this’ juncture, we would: like particularly to commend the constructive
attitude of the USSR.. New ev1dence of this constructiveness is the preparedness
of the USSR to accept in pr1n01p1e 1nternatlona1 ‘continuous on-site inspections in’
connection with the destruction of chemical weapohs stocks, as announced by
Ambassador Issraelyan on 21 February. In the interest of an early elaboration of
the convention, we: now expect a similar readlness for compromise on the part of
the United States.
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* On the same day when the USSR once again demonstrated its w1111ngness Tor
conciligtion, the . United States attempted, by means of a report handed over to
the United Nations, to step up its:slanderous campaign about the alleged use -of
chemical weapons. This. gives rise to the question of whether such action can ‘be
reconciled with assurances of one's own willingmess for businesslike negotiations.

The proposal tofree Europe from chemical weapons submitted by the
German Democtatic Republic and the other States members of the Warsaw Treaty on
on 10 January 1984 is evidence of these countries' resolve to:rerove the threat
of-such weapons from the Buropean continent. It reflects their firm determination
to avert the danger of chemical war by practical measures which can “be agreed upon
and.” 1mplemented very qulckly. cr T

+ “Regional efforts to eliminateé  chemical weapons would promote negot1atlon° on
their elimination on a world-wide scale. The one does not preclude the other.
Thé German Democratic Republic is prepared for negotiations-with interested States
on a zone free of chemical weapons in Europe.. My country’ddopts a positivd.. ' '@
attitude towards all redsonable proposals whlch are dlrected at gradually freelng
Burope from: chemical weapons.

Undoubtedly, in view of the present complicated international situation, the
Conference is faced with difficult tasks. We have no alternative but to
resolutely work ‘for thelr solutlon. ) SR ST e

reogoty
v

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of the German Democratic Republic
for his statement and for warm references to the fraternal relations existing
between Poland and the .German Democratic Republlc as well as for the kind words
addressed to the President, , o

Thﬂ conoludes my llst of speakers for today, does any other delegatlon w1sh
to.take the floorf ., . ) S . S e

May I advise members who intend to address the plenary in the coming days to
Jnscrlbe themselves as, soon as, poss1ble, since we have: only one. speaker for the

........

May: I.now put before the. Conference three draft mandates dated 28 Februaxry
for the re—establlshment of ad hoc: subsldlary bodles., The secretarlat has already,
circulated the. relevant texts for cons1deratlon by the. Conferenoe. I suggest that
we take them up. one.by: one, follow1ng the order of the, 1tems on the Agenda.

The flrst draft mandate deals w1th the reaestabllshment of an ad hoc
subsidiary body on chemical weapons, and it includes also the question 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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Mr. DE _SQUZA E SILVA (BPale) I thlnk it was understood that we should adoptﬁ
this draft mandate together with a statement by the President, .already agreed upon f

in an informal meeting My deleyatlon has not received, together with the
documents, this.draft statement by the President. I would request that we have
both statements before us, before We take a final decision. -

The PRESIDENT: I thank the-heprésentative of Brazil, and would :like to:. -
explain that this statement was circulated at the informal meeting: it will be
read out immediately after the decision on the mandate has been taken, as was

agreed. Would. thls satisfy the dlstlngulshed representatlve of Braz117 I thank .

YOU ¢ 2

RN qeawﬁ&

Then I tale lt that there is no obJectlon to adoptlng the draft mandate l/
for the re~establishment of the ad hoc subsidiary body on chemical wedpons?

It was so decided.

Mr.. VEJVODA (CzechosloﬁakiafwﬂAI would like to maké a comment on the decision:
that has just been taken concernlng the draft mandate for an ad hoc sub31d1ary body
on chemlcal weapons.. : o

The PRESIDENT: I would suggest thatKQen make this comment after I have read
the statement of the President. Thank you. : :

I .wish to draw attention to paragraph 3 of the decision just taken by the
Conference on the re-establlshment of an ad hoc su031d1ary body on chemlcal
weapons which states:

"Thc term 'ad hoc sub51d1ary body' is used 1n thls connectlon pendlng a
decision by the Conference on the designation to be adopted with due
urgency within two weeks for its. supsidiary bodies without preJudlce to
exnstlng practlce in this reward"' :

'It 1s my 1ntent10n to begln consultatlons 1nmed1ately in order to. reach
consensys.. on .the. questlon of de51gnat;on. -

R

It is understooo by the Conferenee on Dlsarmament that the same designatloniﬁUT

be given to all the subsidiary bodies established directly under respective
agenda items unless the Conferenc ,.1n spec1flc cases,. d001des otherwise.

Fufthefmore 1@ no., de01s1on 1s taken ‘at the end of two weeks, a prov1smonal
deslgnatlon should be agreed upon. pendlng a deflnltlve decision by the Conference,

-----

or structural 1mp11catlors.

I now give the floor to the representative of Czechoslovakia,

1/ Decision contained in document CD/440. TR

i

B!
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Mr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia): The Czechoslovak delegation would like to
explain,-on behalf of a group of Socialist States, how the group understands the
last paraﬂraph of the decision just adopted, r-egar'am'r the subsidiary body on, the L
negotiation of the prohibition of chemical weapons.. j

We understand that the words "without preJualce to exlsting practice in this'
regard"” in this paragranh means that the term "ad hoc subsidiary body”" will be
used temporarily, without prejudice to the full appllcatlon of rule 23 of the
rules of pfocndure of the Conference on’ Disarmament.

The PRESIDEVT I w1sh to submlt now for con51deration by the Conference a
draft mandate for an ad hoc subsidiary body on effective international o
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of useof
nuclear weapons. 2/ If there is no obJectlon, I W1ll take it that the
Conference adopts the draft mandate.

It was so decided

May I now turn to the draft mandate for an ad hoc sub51d1ary body on the
ccmprehenswe pr'ogr'amme on disarmament. 3/

As agreed yesteruay 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 npﬁquag;ion,to?the adoption of the draft mandate.

It was so decidad.

That donéludés éur business fdh thls pléﬁary meeting HoweVer, with your )
kind permission I would like to make a ‘statement before we conClude. i

This being the last plenary meeting under my Presidency, permit me to take
this opportunity.to make Ju»t a few remarks before we aogourn.jf“ o

Although at the enu of this first month of he 1984 session of the )
Conference on Disarmament we may have rather little to report, I hope you Wil
share the view with me that the time we spent here was not wasted. In the. three
weeks of ouir work we had seven plenary meetlngs with 38 speakers taking the’
floor, and nine informal meetings with detailed discussions cohcentrated on ‘the
agenda, the programme of work, and subsequently on the establishment of
suos‘dlary bodles.

Without going into details of, and trying to' sim up, the plenary discussions
I would say . that while touching upon the gravity ol the present international
51tuatlon, soeakers have debatea .all aspects of the broad and complex dlsarmament
problems. We have rlgntly agreed to put on our agenda with new emphasis ‘the
problem of the prevention of nuclear war, as a separate item.. The debates over
the last years, and particularly during tae 1983 session of thé Committee on '
Disarmament, have clearly shown the importance that the delegations of the

2/ Decision contained in document CD/441.
3

Decision contained in document CD/442.
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overwhelming majority of States represented in this room:do attach to the

question of the preventioén of nuclear war.. It -was. 1ndeed gratifying to. me, both:

as President:of .this Conference and as Poland's representatlve, ‘that- the’ proposal

ofa. group of. SOClallat States ‘to.make the .question of.the prevention of nuclear :

war an independent item on the agenda of the Conference on Dlsarmament has from’

the very beginning received strong support and endorsement from the Group of 21

non-aligned:and neutral delegations, which thereby led. to its relatlvely _spee dy

approval. Our long informal discussion yesterday, with the Group of 21" playing
-.a.leading role, which has just allowed the establishment of three important

: subsidlary bodles, I reward ‘as yet another example of a constructive dlalogue. _
It was equally’ rewardlng to ses the celegations of the-Western group. dlsplaylng

goodwill and a sense of political realism that cortributed to a consensus; . :

. In my openlng statement three weeks ago I voiced my profound trust and’ hope
in connectlon w1th the general expectatlone the 1nternatlonal communlty
associated with thie commencement of this ‘Session of' the Conference’on
Disarmanment. Even more hope and more trust is required today. But trust.is:
not enougn.__ We should realize that the adoptlon of the agenda .is not '"a
,success“ but oupr first and elenentary duty if we are to move ahead. At the
V»same tlme our dellberatlons have shown clearly the dimensions .of mistrust . i
“still to be overcome, the depth and magnltude of the gap betwéen the respectlve )
p051t10ns.,‘“., , . _ ) ‘ REE S

I personally regret not to have been’ able, due to lack of tlme, to conduct '
more informal meetings and exchanges of views that would lead: to the- . :
establlshment of subsidiary bodies on a nuclear-test ban, the cessatlon of the
nuclear arms race, prevention of nuclear wapr ‘or the preventlon of an arms race .
in outer space. These are, 1ndeed urgent matters and ournlng -disarmament:
problems. I have no doubt that my ‘friend &nd colleague, Ambassador .Datcu.of:
the Socialist Republic of Romania, who will set in this chair in the month of
Mareh; will spare-no effort to have these- matters settled to the satisfaction
of all of us. All my good wishes accompany him in thlS endeavour.* Hevcan
certainly count on my full co-operation. " e

These are the few general reflections I'nanted to make. ;thatever?bocd we
have achieved at the beginning of thls year s sess;on we have achleved 1t
together, in a common effort. '

I thank all of you for the kind co-operation, help and advice that you have
given me in discharging my duties. . May I add my special thanks to the .
co-ordinators of all political groups and to the dlstlngulshea Amoassador of .
China for their particularly friendly and sincere advice displayed in the course
of numerous rounds of .consultations: - Let the spirit of co-operation of the
commencement of this session, dluplayed in discussions on organlzational matters,
prevail in all our future substantlve nenotlatlons. :

My very cordial thanks o to Ambassador Rikhi Jaipal; the Secretary—General
of the Conference, and to his Deputy, Mr. Vincente Berasatcgul. I forone
shall always thlnk with great appreclatlon and respect of " the exemplary
efficiency which they have demonqtrated in the performance of* their’ 1mportant
functlons. FLnally, I extend my heartfelt thanks to thé members. of the _
«:secretarlat, ‘to the 1nterpretatlon and translatlon Serv1ces for thelr hard work
and dedication. SR o

'x.,'
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It has been an honour for me to represent my country, Socialist Poland, 'as
the first President of the Conference on Disarmament. It has been a personal
honour for me to sit behind this table. I wish to- thank you very much for all
the kind references you have so generously aadresseéed to ay country and the Pollsn
people and for your .warm words directed to me. personally. 8

- That ooncludes,my.statement. 4 Does anybody w1sh to take ‘the floor?

Mp:"BUTLER (Australia): I think it woulu be wrong of me to let thls occa51on
pass- w1thout 'speaking briefly in response to you, as co-ordinator for. Lhe month of
February of the Wcstern group of countries. . i

As has been said many times, this is a first for you, the first President of
the Conference on Disarmament; if I may say 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 thlS .
month.

Please accept, from the UeSuern group, our expressions of gratltuce and
appreciation for the good start that you have given us. I thlnk that it is true
that throughout this month the 1nteWpretatlon that I have given to you of the’ w111
of the Western 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 Satlsfled w1th the de0151ons‘
we have taken up to this stage and we are 1ndeed grateful Lo you for enabling us @
to do that and to make those de01s10ns p0531b1e.' .

The PRESIDENT;u,I thank -the rcvresentaulve of Australla for hlS Llnd words )
addressed to the President.. : : S , s ] :0

I now give the floor to tha representative of Czechoslovakia.

Mp. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia): I would like to address. to you a very brlef
statement of thanks as co-ordinator of the Socialist countries.

The PRESIDENT: . X thank the representative of Czechoslovakia for his very
kind and brief statement. . .

I now give the floor to the representative of Sweden.

Mr. EKEUS (Swedenn): On behalf of the Group of 21, I would like to thank you
very much indeed for your guidance and your Presidency in this very difficult and
important ‘Tirst month of the session of 1984. I personally, as well.as, I am
quite suré, all the members of the Group of 21, especially appreciated the sound
judgement, the good spirit and constructive attitudes you have shown, which I
think have significantly alleviated cur work. Sometimes when one is reflecting,
the problems could, I am afraid, have been much worse if we had not had the. s
benefit of your very wise approach to some quite sensitive and difficult problems. -
So, once again, Mr. President, thank you very much.




CD/PV.245 ‘
51

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. We all expected that the unfortunate situation we 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 word$
and for his co-operaticn. '

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 will meet in this chamber on Wednesday,
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.






