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The CHA~tAN (translated from Spanish): I declare open the 
231st plenary me_eting o_f the C<?mmi ttee on Disarmament. 

The Committee will continue today its consideration of item 6'" ~f its agenda, 
entitled "Comprehensive programme of disarmament". In conformity with Nle 30 
of the rules of procedure, members who so \'Tish mey- make statements on ~:other 
subject relevant to the work of the Committee. 

• • • • • '• f ,. 
·--·~- ---·--.-··-- · 11> .. ··· ~·-~· .- ....... ........ .. ... _ .... . 

I ha.ve on my list of speakers for todey the_:~~n~I:eaent_a.:t.iv~» .o~- ~~~ 
German Democratic Republic, Sweden, the Union of Sovie,j; .Social~at. llepul>lics and 
the Federal Republie of· Germany. I no"' give the noo.r :to.'";tbJ3 .(i~e:t. ·_speaker on 
my list, the representative of the German Democratic Republic, Mr. Thi.elecke • 

.: ' • ' .: · • I._, .•. ~r I : •; ~· 

l·ir. THJELICJ\E-. -{cerma.n Democratic Republic ):: - -h~-~-:~~-:~.;.;.~ __ it·~=i~~t 
meeting this Committee took note of the progress report of the Ad hoc Group of 
Scientific Experts on its sixteenth session, which was introduced by its Chairman 
on 26 July. In this connection, I '\-rould like to make a few remarks on the work 
of the Group of Scientific Experts as well as on some broader aspects of a 
comprehensive test ban. My delegation welcomes the recent report of the Group 
of Scientific Experts and the significant progress which has been made towards 
achieving consensus on the forthcoming Third Report. 

It is our mi.derstanding that this report will constitute the basis for a 
comprehensive experimental exercise of the envisaged global system for the exchange 
of Level 1 seismic data which would be conducted after the entry into force of a 
treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nucleav-weapon tests. 

\vithout any doubt, the Group of Scientific Experts has done useful work 
until now. The recommendations contained in its two reports 
(documents CCD/558 and CD/43) provide a clear idea on the international exchange 
of seismic data to be established in connection with a treaty on the complete and 
general prohibition of nuclea.J:'-\-reapon tests. The relation between the work of 
the Group of Scientific Experts and negotiations on a treaty was clearly expressed 
in the present mandate of the Group adopted by the Committee on Disarmament on 
7 August 1979. 

However, the situation with regard to item 1 of our agenda has changed since 
then. Whereas the technical work on a comprehensive test ban is quite advanced, 
there are actually no negotiations on a treaty on the complete and general 
prohibition of nuclear-weapon teats. 

We share the opinion contained in last year' a report of the Ad hoc Working 
Group on a Nuclear Test Ban "that there was a close relationship between 
political negotiations on a nuclear test-ban treaty and technical work on a 
verification system and that the latter should not be carried out as if it were 
an open-ended exercise that could go on indefinitely so as to take account of 
every scientific and technological advance". 
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(Mr. Tbieliake , German Democratic Republic) 

A political decision to start negotiations on a comprehensive teet-ban 
treaty i s urgently needed. otherwise such technical work is bOund to beoome 
l ' art pour 1 1art. 

' 
There .are do'cwnenta on the · table now which not only identify and define 

issues of a futlll"'e treaty but. ~vide sufficient 1:1ateri.al .for treat y negotiations. 
The ":Basic provisions of a treaty on. the compl ete and genel'al. prohibiti'On of 
nuclear-weapon tests", submit ted by the So~iet Union at the beginning of this 
year's. session, covers the main eleiXients of a comprehensive teet-ban treaty. In. 
June , Sweden t abl ed a ''Draft treaty 'banning allY' nuclear weapon tes t explosion in 
a.ny enviroiJJ~~ent" . With regard to such main issues a.e the ·s cope of prohibiti on, 
a solution for the question of peaceful n~clea.r explosions and the proceduxe :Cor 
the entry into force of the treaty, both documents. enVisage similar provisions~ 
They have in oommon the basi c approach to veri.fioa.tion , i . e . they p]."(}oeed from a 
combination of ' national and international means of verification. On the other 
hand, there a.re certain differences with regard to detail ed verificatidn ·questions 
which, in our view, co~~ be overcome in negotiations. · · 

We face a strange- ·s.i:tuation now in this Committee: -whereas there are a lot 
of idea& -on- a.nd even draft provisions of a. t r eaty on the complete 8l1d general 
prohibition of nuclea:t\-veapon teats , the Worldng Group on a,. Nuclear Test Ban 
is confined, under its mandAte , to mere discue&.ons . The World.ng G:rou.p is 
prevented :from proceeding to actual negotiations by some· countries W'hioh consider 
a comprehensive teat ban only a lo~term goal . 

Until now these countries have not given a convincing ansver as to what 
would be an adequate system f"br the veri.ficat'ion of comp.lia.noe wUh a tnaty on 
the oo~lete · and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests •. ; · 

Td jhsti.t';Y their negative attitude With reepeot · to ne-gotiations; 'they have 
put forward so-oall.ed WlSolvad technical problems' whioh should be deaJ.t with 
before the .Coumittee proceeds t 'o negotiations. 

This approach ia, inter alia, characterized by ignorance o£ the major 
progre.ss made in the -'course of the l ast 20 years in the f i eld of technology for 
monitorfng seismic events. Moreover , the proponents of SU:ch an approach 
somet imes tcy to single out certain el ements of a. system for the verification 
of a comprehensive test ban and to d.isouas them in an abstract ~ and allege 
that their verif."ice.tion potent i al. would not be sufficient . Thereby, the complex 
cha.ra.cter ·and the capability of the whole conceivable verification system 
:ra.nging from national technical means up to on-ei te inspections. by cb8J.lenge . 
is ignored del.iberately. 

Some delegations deplore that up to now no concise assessment is 
availa.ble as to whether the international exchange of seismic data. as reco111Dend.ed 
b4': the Group of Scientific :Ex:perts will work effectivel y . On 2 August t he 
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(Mr. Thielicke , German pemocratic Republic) 

delegation of the United Kingd.o.m poi nted to the fact that the. world-wide · network 
contemplated for the verifi cation of a comprehensive test- ban treaty is not yet 
in existence. Furthermore, it argued that the "capabilities of such .. .a net'!'lork 
are, therefore, not yet proven, and the estimate that we make of ita .. -''~b:-)>ii1Hiities 
i s based on assumpti ons with respect to the distribution of stations wlU.ch cannot 
at present be determined, since it will depend in part on ad.herencE( to the 
treaty" . \~e sh.a.r& this assessment. However, we miss the conclusion which should 
logically be drawn . from it . This co_nclusi.on can only be to agree·: .on a_ treaty on 
the complete and general prohibition of nucl e&r-weapon tests . Only then will it 
become knpwn which States wil l participate and make their seismic stations 
available · for the international network. Only in this wa:y can the vicious circle 
menti oned by the United Kingdom delegation be broken through. 

It ·was argued tl~t it wpuld not be possible to agree now on a comprehensive 
tes~ban b~cause of meth,ods for the evasion of such a ban. Thoae . techniques · 
were·. discullse.d i:q the predecessor of this Committee already more .~:l;l.a.n . 2P .years -
ago. Iti the Working Group op.. a Nuclea.:r: _Test Ban my delegation d'!'lel.t · u.~on .thi·~ .' 
question in detail. We drew attenti on to the fact that the pra.'ct.ical potential 
of evasion meth.od.s is highly do'\lbtful . Even those delegations vhich ,,refer to 
them again tod~:~oY , confess that these methods are not very likely. Hpvever, . · 
a.t the same time_,;: .we. were asked . to st;udy in-depth these a.nd other · tecbirical 
question& before ~;~ta.rt.i,ng,.negot_iationa .on a comprehensive test-ban treaty. So, 
we:.migbt legi ti.ma:t;ely a.ek: how long shall we · cooai der such dubious problems 
before proceeding to negotiations? 

After Mving dis9ussed the different approaches to ~ verifi cation, my 
delega.t.iolJ.,: in its statement of 31 August 1982 in this Committee, drew the 
following conclusion: . "It is, of c9urse , , important to clarlii axi<t :i;J.91ve 
technical problems connected with verification of a CTB. · However, -a:t some· 
poin~~ polit~cal decision should ~e taken. Otherwise, there woul~. be a dagger 
of converting negotia~iona ~to technical deliberations , arid their , pUr.pose --
a CTBT - would be buried under a heap of technical papers" (CD/W~l83, p.32). 
This conclusion has not lost i ts topicality • 

. Verification of compliance with a comp:rehensivei' test;..ban treaty is very 
important. . However, ·it .mu.st not be misused as a smokes~i'een for th~. I:lega.i;~ve . 
attitude of some countri~s, ,to,mrd.s a. comp~ete cessation of ~~cle~weapon tests . · 
Those countries leave no :Q.qubt about the~~ real position. relp;.ting to . 
nucle~wea.pon tests, Which they deem nec~ssary for the development of new 
systems of nuclear weapons that are part and parcel of programmes to acbieve· 
military superi ority. · 

While the United Kingdom delegation at the end of the I970s· made rather 
encouraging statements in this Committee on the progress of the trilateral 
negotiations, it is providing us now ~th quite a gloo~ picture on a 
comprehensive test ban, whi,~ it obviously does not rega.l.'d as a priority item" 
a;ny more, In close connection with this, we may observe 'hot-r agreements :reached 
during the trilateral negotiations seem to be put aside step by step. This 
applies, for example , to the question of peaceful nuclear explosions. 
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(I-ir. Thielic.ke, Gersnan pemomtic fi.ePublic) 

In the Worlc.ing Group on a Nuc:lear Teat :Ban we had, on the basis of the 
programne or vo:rk, a .stl'l.lctured discussion to de.fine issues concerning 
verifi·ca.tion. and compliance. Nov, eJJ. o! us aeelll. to h8.ve quite a. gle~ '· . . 
understanding of the positions and approaches of different delegations. lt , · .. 
has become even IDOre obvious that the present mandate of the World.ng Group does 
not ~~teet the s.cttial. requirements. It is ne~ssary to pass to the next phase 
in the work ·of this Worlc.i.ng Gr-oup, i . e. to elaborate a treaty on the eomplete and 
general prohibition of nuclear-weapon te~ts. A9cordingly, the mandate of the · . 
Group should be enlarged. Such a procedure WQuld be in keeping ·with .the · 
deoisions · t'aken by the Committee in 1962 and this year· on the eatabllshm.eilt ' of 
the . Ad ho'(l Working Group. Such a view was share4 e;t the thirty-aevep~ll ses.,ion 
of ·the Uilited Nations General Assembly by 124 countries which voted in .favour · 
of resolution 37/72. Only two countries - the United States 8nd, ~~ . 
United Kingdom -- mantfested their negative attitude by a co~spondihg vote. 

On the .occasion of the forthcoming twentieth anniversary of the Moscow 
Treaty on :the :Partia.l prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests, on 5 August, the 
German DemoCre.tic Rllpublic, which was one of the first Treaty parties, would like 
to emphasize tba.t ·1t is neceesa.r,y to implement the Treaty i.n a.ll ita ·provisions. 
This includes · the obligation to continue negQt,ia.t~ons on th.e prohibition. of all 
teat explosions of nuclear weapons for all. t~., .. : : I:t spi ta· of the resistance of 
some countries to a comprehensive teet ban, we have- t .o io 8.P.ead 'vitn ·our e.ffoJ:t.e 
to sol"'e this problem and to contribute in this wa;:r, t 'o. t~· ·~ssation .o{ · the 

• .. 1 r• 
nuolea.r arms race . ·· ·· · 

. '. t 
' • . . ,• . • J : .. l 

11r. HYLT£.lMIUS (Sweden): Mr. Che.innan, all ow .me :fil"St of all to .OOli:gratuJ.a:te 
you on your asaUIIIPtion of the cha.i:rmanehip for ·thf'e lll.Onth. Let me offal' -jcu --·· 
on beha.lf of. ttr:f delegation our complete c:o-.opera.tion, and express our pleasure .. 
at havi.I:lg the opportunity to ~rk under your experienced guidance. Let . me also, 
~~oU&,}l you, ~. Chairman, express our appreciation to your predeoeeso11p 
Mr.-.: ~ o:.f. Pakistap, for the skllfp l and effective maz:mer· in which he discl'laTged 
his responsiblli~ies as chairman during the month of July. ·. 

~ . . .. . ,. . 
.... ':f· . .. • .... : • . •. · · . , •• 

Tomorrow 'j.t will . be 20 years since the partial -teat-ban Treaty was signad \ 
in Moscow by the Soviet. Union, the . United Kingdom and the United States. On '· 
that occasion those nuclear-weapon powers pledged to continue negotia~ions 
o~--a .,~.om~~nsive teat-ban treaty. ~t is with deep regret that ve note that 
there i_s,,'t;~~ no real negotiation on this issue, nor is thex-e a¥JY prospect 
of a · ~lution of this question in the near future. This has serious 
consequences for the prospects of halting. the nuclear aJ:'IDS race and for the 
e·fforle to prevent the spread of nuclear weapons. It also blocks efforts to 
reach agreement ori a number of other disa.:rmBm.ei\t issues., including the question· 
of a qpmprehenai ve programme of disarmament. 

. .:. ' . ~ 
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(Mr. Kylteniue, Sweden) 

But in spite of this fact we must not fail to provide new impetus to a 
negotiation process' which inevitably must get started if we are going to avoid 
a global nuclear disaster. It was in this · spirit that the Swedish delegation 
submitted a d~t treaty on a nuclear test ocm ·at the ·beginning of the summer 
session. 

~he main obstacles to the conclusion of a comprehensive test~ban tre~ty 
are no 'doubt political., but also some technical. issues reuia.in to be ·resolved.·:· 
We sfi6uid. at ltiaet ·try ~o make progress on those issues -awa.i ting a '.IUQre . · : , ·. 
fav9unj.ble ~te.rnat·iona.l situation. Tode;y I would, therefore, like :tG5 revert 
t<;> . 6£e .·re-atitte · ot·'·th~ Swedish draft treaty, namely, the proposal rega.rdi.~ the 
estalitlsh:nient . of . an'. international system for the surveillance of a.:i.rborp.e 
radiodbtivity, which 'shoul.a be complementary to an international seismof.OiicaJ. 
monitoz:ing network, and in so doing I shall also have the honour of intl'Q9,ucing, 
working. paper fJD/403, which has just been submitted 'by Sweden to the CoiDD!,ittee ·. · 
todey. 

A little more than one year ··ago Sweden proposed, in document fJD/ i57 .• tha·L : 
the disctissions on the veri:fication-of a comprehensive . ·test ban, Wh4.:.9ll ·.for .a . 
very long' t;l.me have been'· focused on: the surveillance of und.ergro~. te,s~s, 
should also cover the at~ospherio test .. environment and its main verificatio;n 
method,, i.e., t~e arxUysi·s·•of atmospheric· radioactivity. It is qt4te natural 
that when the techniques· for· the detection and localization of unde_rground 
nuclear ·explosions have became ··eo advanced, the means of verification· in other 
test media again emerge to the surface of the discussion. Back in the early 
196os, before the signing of the partial test-ban Treaty, extensive schemes 
o£ ye~i,t'i~tic;>p were el~1>o:J:"ated for a comprehensive t~s:t-ban treaty, which 
seem~ to ·:P~ - a'j; }Wld at .. that time. Already 'then, the··tE:rchnic~ IJroblems .in 
designing' an- ,atm9_Bp~e.ric cont:t"'?l IJ,Yf!te!D . s~~med to ~v~ ;p~~n overcome. · However, 
as I jup1; .JJ~d, . .41 ~-~ last 20 ye?-rs., inte':reet has pe~n rocused on elaborating 
other me~":Q~-·~:J-e.~~~onal veri.q.~tion • . Now tha~· \re, from the 1;echnical · 
point; of:··view, .. a:re rSrther close -to ·a.n 'effective seismological monitoring system~,'-' 
it is time to revive · the · idea· of an iliternational network for the ·fru.rvelllance ·· .. ~ 
of airborne radioactivity 'as a complemehtary system· of veri:ficaticSn '7cif! ta -: 1'l;''· :.::..: 
comprehens;i:ve :t.~st-ban t,;~aty. Sw~en, in its draft treaty ~bm.i. tted to the 
Collllli.tteQ ·.o.n ~lsarmament ·on .14 June 198.3 .(document fJD/381) in arti'cl:e 'l'f' =· t: . . .. - .. .... . . :. 
include.d ~~ ~ SJ11tem.l\s_ a means of ver.:i:!.:j.cation. · · · , :: ''.' .. :.;. 

: I eho~d n~~-~ :to comment on ~orking paper CD/403 on the internat-~onaJ. · 
eurveillanc~ . ot'- airbo:me .-radioa~tivity, which is before you: Tljis·' paper · ·•··: 
attempts to ~awer. some "or the :comments w8de and the questions · asked ·iri-· 6onnection 
With the pro.Pd~~ -that 'M_·'international system be established fo:fCthe ·. :· .. ~ 
inte~tioru4: ~~illance cif airborne r.adio~ctivity. · My delega~i6ri i$ ~ ' · 
grateful to th6ee delegations which have Sh~· interest in ·our :p~posal ;-.:8nd it 
is our hope that we shall be able to answer at least '86me of' tlie· questlons 
asked. and meet the concerns which have been expressed on this issue. 

It has been argued that the partial test-ban Treaty, which did not include 
any international measures of veri:fication, has worked well for 20 years, and 
this is mainly true, but it must be noted that that Treaty is primarily a 
health measure and not much of an arms limitation treaty. It has, all through, 
been poaeible to continue nuclear weapons developments through underground tests. 
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If and ~eJ:?..·.~ · oqmp~ensive teet-ban .treaty enters ·into force, the eituati,on will 
shi:ft si~icantly. The ,temptation to make. clandestine tes:ts .of ~uolea.f 
devices in··the ·,a.tmosphere ·is. likely to increase d:r;..stica.lJ.Y:,. .. -i~ ;J~here i,s .no 
effective ·monitoring of. the atmosphere. · The · impo:r.t;an·~ .o~: :l;h.:.\~. looph9le in 
verification is well :i.llustrated. by · the ·underta.i:nty about . ;t}l~ ... e;~en'J; • in the 
South Atl~t-ic'·in ·September .1979. , . . It was not possible ·t.o ·.~1;~lhh ~hrpugh 
international means whether. that was a clandestine atmospheric. nuclear explosion 
or not·_. ·· .As' there are very few national samplizl€ sta.tions .. fqr .atmp~pherj,o · · 
radioactivity in the southern hemisphere with the capao~ty ~o detept s~l ~ounts 
of shortlived debris, it was not possible to trace possible corroborative evidence 
of a n\iolea.r explosion. · With an international system for the survei;l.l.anoe· of · 
airborne· 1:r8dioa.ctivity operating, the probability of getting that e~:i.dence would 
have been greatly ·increased. 

It has also been said or implied that national systems are quite adequate 
and~th.at · there ·is noth.:U'lg to :gsin from international eo-operation in this field. 
Debris from· 'everl sma.:u !J:iuGlear tests .. in the Far i·Eaet :·haa been.-:eASily detected in 
a number of .. oo1.1ntrles ·a.t ·' md.;;..la.titud.eaJ.'in the northern hemisphere. This is due 
to the .general circuJ.ation of a.ir by strong westerly winds at mid-latitudes. 
Howev~~' this is not the case all .over the globe, and .the probability of piold.ng 
up . deb~is · from a test V~T.Y- much depends on the location ·of · the t~et site and th~ 
sampling station. The oolleotinn of data -simultaneously at . s~veral sampling 
stat~'ons- in a. global netwc>rk, · in· addition to·· the · time· of the ~ilCP.l"Qsj,.on, would 
in Sddition provide same information that would help ·to locate ·the teet site. 
Internati~ co-operation would ensure a global · coverage .with as .even· .ae possible 
a detection oapabili~· ror all possible test locales. It would ale~make 
certain that the surv~illance "Operates continuously; and it would p;rovide data 
for judgement by all parties to the Treaty Without discrimination. , ' 

41. the working paper now submitted to the Committee, there is a short 
description of how a poss~ble system for the international surveillance of 
airborn~ radioaotivity could· be set up~ and of ·the costs involved in eetabl~phing 
and · operating' it. The paper also contains a short summary ·of a study carried 
out by the meteorological authorities i.:h Sweden dealing with methods to · 
optimize, rrom a · meteorological point of view, a global-·network of sampling 
stations in a system of international surveillahce of -atmospheric radioactivity. 

As is evident from the working paper, such a. system would technically be 
fairlY easy to establish and to operate, and the costs involved would be modest. 
We fail 1io ·see why a verifiCation system should not be improved as much as . :. 
possible as long a.s· this can be done at 'reasonable costs. By adding a. sy:ate~ 
for the interna.ti'ona.l surveillance of atmospheric rc1dioactivity to a seiSU19l~cal 
monitoring network, the effectiveness of verification' would be greatly -~cad. 
As thi,s can .b~ done at modest costs, my delegation is of the opinion that this 
possibil'ity 'should be seriously considered. · · 

The CliA.IRMAN (translated from Spanish): I thank the repreaEtnFB.ti.ve of 
Sweden for his statement and for the kind words he adc4'6eeeQ. to t~ ,.QJ:i8.ir. r · 
now give the floor to the representative of the Union of j Sovl.e~ ,. $Q9~aiist Repill5llc~, 
Hie Excellency AmbaEisador -Issra.elyan. ..•· . . · 



CD/PV.231 
12 

-Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Ru~sian): 
Mr. Chairman, allow me first of all, on behalf of the delegation of the Soviet Union, 
to welcome you, the Ambassad~~ of the friendly Latin American country of Peru, to 
the difficult and responsible office of Chairman of the Committee for the month of 
August o You w!ll be directing the work of the Committee during its most delicate 
phaae, that of the qr.afting and approval of the annual report of the Committee on 
Disarmament to the United Nations General Assembly at its th1.rty-eighth session. I 
should like to assure you of the readiness of the delegation of the USSR to give 
you every ass!:::tance in the discharge of your duties. 

Allow me also to express our gratitude to Ambassador Mansur Ahmad 
for hi.s skilful· guidance of the work of the· Committee during the month 
for hia tact, understanding and dexterity in solving the many problems 
inevitably confront the Chairman of the Committee in the course of its 

,. 
of Pakistan 
of July, and 
which 
work. 

The .delegation of' the USSR -would like to make some comments in connection wi:th' 
one of the highest priority it~ms on the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament 
the question of a comp.lete and general prohibition of nuclear- weapon tests. 

·' . 
One of the main reasons why the overwhelming majori.ty of delegations in the 

Committee on Disarmament agreed t _o the setting up of an a<.l hoc worl<ing group on this 
question with a clearly limited mandate was their sincere desire to use every 
possibility now existing for the achievement of progress towards the conclusion of a 
treaty on the prohibition of nuclear tests. The question we have to answer now is 
whether the Committee, after two years' discussion of the problem, is any nearer to 
the attainment of the r,oai set before it by the international community, namely, the 
elaboration as soon as possible of a draft treaty on the complete and general 
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests and its submission for consic.!et-ation to the 
United Nati.ons General Assembly. 

An objective analysis of the present situation and of the documents submitted 
by a number. of delegations, and in particular by the United Kingdom delegation, 
leads us to the conclusion that we are now further away f~om such an agreement than 
we were a few years ago when mutually acceptabl~ agreements were reached, as set 
forth in the tripartite report to the Committee on Disarmament (document CD/130). 
It was precisely these agreements which the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test 
Ban decided to take into account, amongst other things, in its work. 

From the discussions which have taken place it is obvious that, evidently as 
the result of a political decision to put off indefini~ely. the conclusion of a 
treaty, the positions of two of the participants in the tripartite negotiations, at 
least in certain important respects, have undergone a change. In order not to make 
unsubstantiated statements; I shall give some examples. 

Whereas these two po\~~rs earli.er agreed to the drawing of a clear distinction 
between nucJ.ear-weapon tests and nuclear explosions for peaceful purpose~ and the 
provision of separate regimes for them under the treaty, they now insist that, as 
is sta.ted in t.he United Kingdom worklng pape1·, document CD/383, "confidence in a 
comprehen~iv~ t~eaty could only be ensured if all nuclear explosions were banned". 
That. is not,.in. ilCcordanoe with either the letter or t.he spirit of paragraph 10 of 
the tripa~tite report (CD/130) which states in particuiar that the treaty will be 
accompanied by a protocol on nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes, which will 
be an integral part of the treaty, that the parties will establish a moratorium on 
nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes and that without delay after the entry 
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into f~rc~. _of th~ ._tr~aty on the prohibit~9n of ~~clear-weaP-Qn tests _the partie.s 
will keF~ un~er .eon~~eration the _subje~: of ar,rangemen~s for cond~cting nuclear 
e:~plos~ns., f~r.. pea~~f)ll· purpoa~s, -ipclU!i~ng the aspect .of p.r~).uding· mHl tat"y .· "! , ,- '· , 

benefits. : .: .. . . ... . . . ·' :..- . .. ·. , 

He w~e.h o11.::e mo~e to emphasize that the Soviet Upion .- and -other o.o.Ullt.ries, 
too, as haa .b~'>l?~ - olear in the COU!'se of toe .. discus~ions - .has always atta~hed 
and continues tc a~tach greater ~porta~ce to ~he. use of nuclear explosions for. 
pt-aceful purposes, ,and derlvea sll¢~fiqa~t .e.~O~O. benefits frOtn. ·SUCh USea . 
Nevertheless ? in the interosts of the speediest possible conclusion of a treaty on 
the ?om~~te and general p~ohibition of n~c).ear.~weapon tests, the USSR agreed . 
dUl"ing the tripartite negotiations to .thf! .~!!~·pli~nment of a moratorium on nuclear 
exploai9flS. tor. peaceful pt;:~poses. That.i :ill!por~nt step by the Soviet Union· was 
welc~med at .the time both by the participants in the tripartite negoUations and. by 
tho WOf!ld e>')ll!3lunity as a H':1ole. . ... 

. . . . 
Li,~e rnany others, we c·,onsider that the question of nuclear explosions. for 

peaceful purposes is of secondary importance by comparison with ·the goal of a 
complete !'H'Oh:!.bition of nuclear-weapon tests and can be settled in the context of 
negc~ia~iona after ·.the con.clusion of the treaty • 

. 
We .. believe that the po3ition concerning nuclear ex:plo~J,ons for peaceful 

purposes. formulated in the Soviet dpcw:lent, nBasic. proviaio.na of a treaty on the 
com.pleti~ - .and ,general. prl)hibition of. n~clear:-weapon: test-an, .9ffers a poas1!>111ty 
for the solut~~n of -~e quostion of the scop.e of.. .. the .prohib~ti.on, within the · .· 
fr.-amework cf a trea~y on a mutually ac~ept;able. basis.. It p~rmits on the one hand 
the attainment 9f' the principa-l goa~, namely, the conclusi · Jf' a treaty on .. the 
t>rohibi.tio? of nuclear-weapon testa, and Of1 .: the other .... the working 'Out,. d~ing the 
period of t-he mor-atorium, of procedur-es for the·.conduct. of P.eac~fuLnucl!'!flr : 
explosions. Thus _there are no i.n~urm0untable obata~l,_~s .in this conneotj,on, ~es~,_ 
of course, deli berat.e efforts are n;ade to create ·suc.h _Qbatac]:~s. 

-·,.· A~<>;ther q~stion on .which the posit.1ons of the t.Ho nuclear-:weappn powers have 
'.mdergQ~5; a .~pang_e is that of\ seismic veri-ficatipn • . \fu1le: earlier th~ agreed .in 
princi pJ,e:_ th~t the .system for the intet•national exchange. of, seismic ~ta tro.Uld: I)~ 
~.uffici.~t. !pr the ,purposes of an ~.nterna.t.:tonal tre::>ty, they evj,!ien~l_Y.. ,now .~~xe _.a.,, 
dif~,~n~ op:l,.nion. Wher·eas f';3.i"Her ~;hey agre~d. t~ incllJ~E! -in the_:t ,ext of .tbe, 
treaty only ·-:the brq!id outlineD of a system for th:e international exchange of. ·. 
seismic dat-2, leaving t.!1~ <i€. ':.c.i.l3 o;:' t b;! r,ys tE:.:<· t .; i:> t; 1'/..J . .!'icHl oul,. by .. a committee of 
experts, they nO~l insict that ·~11 ~he detail~ Hhnuld be '1-IOrked OUt ·bef~re the entry 
into force ot .the treatr. 

Essentially, what tile United Kingdo~ working paper (document ·:.CD./ 402'>.. eubm1 tted · 
at our plenary meeting on 2 Auguat implies is that until all the technica'l problems 
of verificatlon have been resolved, there can be no negotiations. This ·applies 
particul&r.lY to seismic verification. This would mean i.n practice that it would 
n~ver be poas:1..ble to devise ;:~ verification system that would be 100 per oent 
a~.ti1:1f~tory to the States ~lhich consi.der this esst-ntial. All the more strange and > 
incompl~ehena1 ble, thE\n, is the conclusion reached in the United Kingdom pape.r. that .. , 
11Hhat is at issue is the political Hill to recognize that the correct path 'towards 
an 9greed treaty-- however long it may prove to be-- leads -through detailed 
conside~&tion of the verification issues". This is an upside-down kin~ of logic. 
It <Jhcr~s, n<ri:; a will to negotia.te, but a w1li to block negotiations. It 

1
ia o~vious 

that. no problem~ c ::tn be ~esolv-P.d hy mere discuss.ton, however d~tail.ed th_a~ may be. 
Thea.~ . pr,<;>ble~1s -can -.only .be ~·~solved at . the oegodating t.abl.e., not in ~- d~bating . 
cl.,ub. · - · · · ' ' .. · '· 
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_Furt;her~re~ ~s is clear from ,the tripal'ltite .report, the two nuclear-weapon 
States ·lili:f''·not earli-er s-ee any neea for a supplementary system for the detection. 
of air~r.ne, ... _r~'di.O.a~ti.v~~"}r. No~ .they are arguing in favour of such a system for 
the verifieation of compliance with a prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. 

Lastly_, wh~reas earlie-r these States agreed in principle to the . carrying out 
of on~site ' inspe~tions on a voluntary basis, they are now rushing to support a 
view put forward by certain delegations in the Ad Hoc Working Group which amounts 
in effect to the principle of verifications on a compulsory basis. 

· · It is difficult to see how all this can be reconciled with what is stated in 
paragraph 19 of the tripartite report (CD/130), namely , that "the three 
negotiating parties believe that the verification measures being negotiated -
particularly the provisions regarding the international exchange of seismic data, 
the committee of experts and on-site inspections -- break significant new ground 
in international arms limitation efforts and will give all treaty parties the 
opportunity to participate in a substantial and constructive way in the process 
of verifying compliance with the treaty". 

·' I tUl~e given thes-e examples because they are extremely characteristic of the 
approach of these delegations to the work of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a 
Nuclear 1est Ban and, indeed, to the entire problem as a whole. The main purpose 
of this appr6ach is to play down the agreements reached in the past and to emphasize 
the d!Vergen~~s of ~{~.\-(~: that subsist, with respect to practically all aspects of 
the prohlbfti:on o.f nucle~r-weapan tests, instead of trying to achieve mutually 
acceptable· agr-~ementa · o~ these aspects. The ulti.mate objective of all this seems 
to us perfectly obvious -- to ,try to convince the States members of the Committee 
on Disarmament and the entire; world· community that it is not the lack of political 
will on thei~ part ... that is the 'o~stacle to . the conclusion of a tr:-eaty on the 
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests but the difficulties of a technical and other 
nature that are, allegedly, objectively inherent in this problem. 

The questions dealt with in the two documents submitted by the United Kingdom 
delegation, as everyone very well knows, are not problems which have only just 
arisen. They existed 20 years ago also. But as the history of the tripartite 
negotiations shows, they can be settled on a mutually acceptable basis if there is 
a sincere desire for and interest in the conclusion of a treaty. When that desire 
is missing, then we are presented with such documents, the sole object of which is 
to put us still further away from a possib~e agreement . 

The position of the Soviet Union on the question of the prohibition of 
nuclear-weapon tests, i.ncluding the verification of such a prohibition, has been 
frequently and sufficiently clearly set forth at the most varied levels. 

The Soviet Union belongs tO the majority group of delegations which believe 
that the means of verification existi,ng today, as, indeed, those which existed 10, 
15 and even 20 years ago, are entireiy adequate to provide an assurance of 
compliance with a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon 
tests, and that what i.e required here is a political decision. 

If we turn again to document CD/130, we can see that the participants in the 
tripartite negotiations worked out an extremely well-bala~ced system for the 
ver.'ification of compliance with the provisions of a tl:'eaty on the complete 
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. The participants in the tri.partite .: 
negotiations reached an agreement in principle not only on all the basic componen~s 
of such a system but also on very many of its specific technical details. We do n~t 
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wish to m1nim1ze the divergences of vieva vhlch nevertheless· lfubaiated. be\~~ the 
participants in the negotiati~ms. The important thlng, however, is that the 
international veri~~tion system eetablished under the treaty should -give tb& · 
parties to it sut't"1c1.~nt· - I repeat, sutticient - aaa"renee that ta. prona10Ni 
or the treaty are :~~~ oomplied with by the parti~a, that sucb a ay~~· ahoUl~ 
deter the parties fi'Om engaging in any a~tivity prohibited by the tN&~ and taaat 
it should, to the maximum degree poaaible, preclude unvarr·anted suap1o1ona· carieUtg · 
in connection with events of natural origin. 

We believe that such a aystem is to be found in the Soviet document, "Basic 
provisions of a treaty on the cOmplete and ·general prohibition or nuclear-weapon 
teats" (CD/346) and that it is ndequate for the purpose~ of' the treat~. 

. We are firmly co~vtnced that the only way to achieve progress towards the 
con~~·ueion or a treatY:~~ .,~he · prohibition of nuclear-w~'apon testa co~te in · 
endeavouring, in a eonstr\ietive spirit, to widen the area of avee~ ~ 
over many years or laborioua negotiations, instead of trying to·UOcteM~t 
agreement, changing positions, raising more and more problems and emphasizing and 
exaggerat1na differeneee or views. The metamorphosis which has -tal(elf·"JSl'aO& in the 
at~~tude~ of twa or ~~e partici~ilts in the tripartite nesoti:itioni ·~=the ·queetion 
of th~ .. ~rohibition ~t nuclear-weapon testa 1a truly profound'. · Ttiia ~~ 1a, . 
genen).ly spea!dng, extremely_-dangeroua in negotiations. I l!lhOUld 'llb to uk a 
question: supposing we had sOilehow ~ached an agreecMnt yesterday, ..... "\fbat 'gu&Nnbee 
WO':Jl~ t there be that the parties to the agreement whO behave in such· a way wuld not 
repudi~te' it today? · 

In eonolusio~, t~e dele~tion of the •USSR would like to ilflake a t'ev brtet': 
eo-.enta on the pregr'ess report or the Ad Hoe Group dt' Seientino·•Ezperta Vh1Ch has 
been .aub!Ut.ted to }:he CMm.!.ttee for its consideration • 

. ' 

. . ~- Soviet delegati,on ha.e no obj~ctions to 'the report and 1\grees that the 
CoiiiiDi~~ should take· note .. of it. . 

The Soviet. Union 'attacbes great ialportance to the work of the Ad Hoc: Group of 
Scientific E'xperts .' t • ~ first and secOnd· 'reports O'f the Group of Experts, 
contained 1n documents CCD/5S8: or 1978 and CD/4~ ot 1979, provide a sound basis 
for the drafting of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition or nuclear-
weapc)n ··teata. · • 

We should like to emphasize that the Group of Experts ought to oontinue ita 
activity solely -- solely -- in the context of the negotiations on the conclusion 
of ·a t~ty on the pl'Ohibit:ton of nuclear testa. otherwise, ita aotiv1ty ,will 
mislead world public opinion as to the true situ._uon in the Coalllittee on 
ru aarmament on this issue. 

The Group 's final repot't, adopted on the basis of consensus, sh~l'd conati tute 
a use~ contribution to the sueceast'Ul ~rtheranee of the work o~ t~ eo.ittee on 
Diaa~~nt on the complete ·and general prohibition of nucl~~r-weapbn teats. 

. me CHAI§MAN ( tta~la ~d fr~ Spanhh): I thank the repreeentati ve or· the 
Unio~. of _§q~ et Soeialf8t R:epubl1os for his statement and for the ldnd worda he 
addressed to the ~air. I now g1v~ the flOQr to the representative of the 
f~de~~~ R~publ;c p~ Germany, His Excel~e~~r Ambassador Wegener. 
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Mr. WEGENER (Federal Republic of Germany): Mr. Chairman, allow me -to add the 
congratulations 'of my delegation to those of the other members of the Committee 
who have expressed their pleasure- at seeing you in the Chair. Your wide 
professional experienc~ acquited·-in the' highest diplomatic posts of your country 
befits us well in a month when particUlar momentum is needed to deal with 
unfinished business and· to· put ·a· \positive face on our troubled annual -session. 
Through you X. should also l"ike to express gratitude to your predecessor, 
Ambassador Ahmad, who has set new standards of excellence for . the chairmanship of 
the Coa:mittee. 

Today ·! have pleasure in introducing a working paper, document ~D/404, . .. 
entitled "Modalities of the review of the membership of the Committee". 

Our ·!re¢ent discussions on that topic in an informal framework have revealed 
that a nU!nber· of differences of view and conceptual ambiguities sti.ll persist with 
regard to 'the plan '·to proceed to a limited expansion of the Comittee's membership, 
a plan which; in ·prfnciple, all delegations have endorsed. 

The ·working paper purpor.ts to clarify some of thefte ambiguities and t<? 
enumerate the principles which should govern any process of enlargement. of the 
Committee. Based on these principles, the working paper introduces t~e concept of 
a sta~ered enlargement over ti.me as one possible ·mode.l for the solution ot: the 
membership problem. It is ·the. hope of my delegation that the working paper will 
contribute to the success of ·our further discussions on the subject and, 
ultimately, to the adoption of appropriate decisions which will, at the ~me time, 
enhance the work and functioning of the Committee and meet the concerns of many 
observer '· delegations which have worked with us diligently over many ye~r.s but 
whose formal applications for membership have so far remained J.ma~swt:r~d. 

May I also take this opportunity to draw the attention of delegations to the 
text of a statement'' by Foreign Minister Genscher on the occasion of the anniversary 
of the signing of the Final Act of Helsinki. In his statement, which has .. been made . 
available to colleagues on an informal basis, the Minister assesses the great 
imp()rt~b\ce1 · ol"..:'.tne: .. im~nding decision of· the ~drid meeting or the· Confer~nce o_n 
Securitf and Co-operation' in Europe to convene a European Disarmam~nt CQnference as 
a new ·afuFimp(>rtant forum .. for an arms contro~- dialogu_e in all . o( Europe. 

•• :· r 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish): I thank the representative- of the · 
Federa~: Republi~ of Germa~y for h~s statement and for the kind words he addressed 
to the Chair.. · ~:- , ., · · · · 

I have no other ~Peakers on my list for today. Does any other delegation wish · 
to take the floor? Apparently not. 

-,.·; The secretariat has circulated today, at my request, a time-table of meetings 
of-;,the Committee and its sub~idiary bodies for next week. As usual, the ti.me-table 
is purely indicative and subject to change, if necessary. Members of the Committee 
will note that the time-table includes an informal meeting to consider follow-up 
measures to the conclusions of the First Review Conference of the Parties to the 
Treaty· on .the Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear Weapons ~pd other Wea~ns 
of Mass Destruction on the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor· and' in' the Subsoil' Thereof. 
This informal meeting will take place on 9 August. There is also the possibility 
of another informal meeting on 11 August. These meetings will be held i~ 
conformity with the decision adopted by the Committee at its 225th plenary meeting. 
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Mti~;-JA:IPAL ''(~ore'tal"y-of the Committee on Disarmament and Personal 
Repreaen~.at~ve of the ~ec~~y ... q~~ra~) : tit'-. Cha1~. th~re 1~.· a .sl.ight; 
omiss~<m .in . ~~e . time-tabl•(:t~at hae l>eep : cir.culat,ed . a,nd I ~OU.ld · like ~ dr.aw, 
atten~~- ~.J-~. :: · . 

For Tuesday, 9 August, in the afternoon, there will be a meeting in . Room V 
at 3 p·;iai·~ ·or:·aroup·· "B ·c,r the !'adiologioal weaP.ON.l . ..WO&Iklng . .Gz;oup~ · the .aeOoDct.. .:. 
correo~i~ ·~ c.oncerns · th~ time-tabl'e :<-:ror ;'r~urstl&Y', ?lt lli8ust .'1983; 1n th& -~noon. 
In Room v · tii~ Ad ·HOc Qorking orbup on··R&diol'ogieh,'Weapona Will 1n ract: ..M· 
from 9.30 to 11.30 a . m. and not 10.30 a.m. 

We shall be reissuing this p'lper with corrections. 

~- 1'tia · euiiRM»~ · _<t~~slat8d r.rom· spanishf: · rr· _t;~e · a:ra ·no ob~eetiooil~- .~ abal_l 
consider. that 'th-e· CPiliDittee -~.s · prepared· to ·adopt ··the time-table With the 
correot16na·· juat1 mentioned~ The ' representativ~ of ·t::anada has the ·floor. .. ' • · ' - . . . . 

.. . . 
. Mr'.' .&~: (Ca,nada): A. m'Om~~t_,~o.; .- you menti.oned tha~ the sea-bed .. Treaty 

Review C3nrerence preparations wotud be held on 9 and 11 Auguat . Of cours~~ 
we have to await the outcome of the meeting on Tuesday, 9 August, on this subject 
to know whether, or not there wiH, ·b~ a m~et1.ng on ,the·· ~+th. ~t said, ~~er, 
is ther·e -any· ant.icipat~on on '-~~~ . paz:-t . or- the sec.se.tari.a:.t ·~S . :~o how the s.ecpq~ .. 
meeting·. will ~. t)e.l.~ 1 - .wher.e,, .~ a;t. what tU&? ,Should it .be n~6saary_ to ha~e 
a second meeting? ... 

· ·nw· t~RMAJf.:i(tran.alated' froid Spl#iifhf:·• I ' should be 'sMttef\ll i:-t'-tne ~ · · ' 
secretariat could provtde us with some intormati~ in res~it'· to tl'fe:':queatf'OI'la; 
ot the representative of Canada. 

: ···.·;, · · f 

Mr. JAIPAL (Secretary or-€~:tcoiiitt1te cifi~r~ent and Personal 
Repre~tlve~of the Secretary-General): We were thinking of scheduling that 
meeting, if necessary -- we are not quite sure if it will be necessary -- on 
Thursday morn!ng, after t he plenary meeting. 

Mr. de BEAUSSE (France) (translated from French): Mr. Chairman, although 
we areat the and of this meeting and I am not going to make a formal statement, 
I should like, befC:'Ire embarking on the subject of these few remarks, to say how 
pleased my delegation is to see you guiding the work of our Committee during 
this, the most difficult month, and my delegation would also like to ta.k.e this 
opportunity to express its 3J'Rtitude to the representative of Pakistan for the 
very effective way in \-lhich he guided our work last Dlonth. 

It is not the intention of my delegation to question the decision taken by 
the Committee concer.ning the consideration of the conclusions of the First 
Review Conference of the Parties to the sea-bed Treaty. I feel obliged, 
nevertheless, to atate that my delegation very much regrets that the small amount 
of time we have ava:Hable -- the time-table for the week is very crowded -- that 
these few meetings. we shall have will be devQted in part to this subject.. I do 
not , in fact, think it proper that the Committee snould concern itself with a 
consideration r,f the oonclus:tons of the First Review Conference of the Parties 
to the sea-bed Treaty, for that i s a subject which is not on the Coalllittee' s 
agenda and does not fall within the terms of its mandate; furthenno!'e, v.!}ry many 
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members of the Committee· are not even parties to that Treaty. I should like to 
repeat, Mr. Chairman, that I am not questioning the decision that has been taken, 
but I wanted formally to recall the position of my delegation in this coMect1on •. 

The CHAIBMAN {translated from Spanish): I thank the representative of Fr.ance 
for his statement and for the kind Words he addressed to the Cha.J.r. If. there are 
no objections, I shall consider that the Committee adopts the time-table aa it ·-.-
was amended. · 

It was so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN .(translated from Spanish): In this connection, I wish to inform 
the Committee that I received yesterday from the representative of Norway a 
communication indicating that he would like to take part in the informal meeting 
or meetings to be held on the subject of the sea-bed Treaty. That note has been 
circUlat-ed . .fllllong membe.rs of the Comm1 ttee. I presume that there is no objection 
to the 'participation of Norway in the informal meetings on the subject of the 
sea-bed Trea.ty. 

I see np objec.tions. I shall inform the representative of Norway 
accordingly. I s~ll communicate to m~bers of the Committee any other request 
I may receive betw'e~n today and next Tuesday concerning participation in t~~se. · 
informal meetings. 

The next plenary meeting of the Comm1ttee will be held on TuesdaY.t 9 ~-~~· 
at 10.30 a.m. The meeting 1a adjourned. 

The meeting rpae at 12 noon. 


