
COMMITTEE OM DISAR~A~E~T 
CJD jPV. 210 

GE.83-60832 

1 April 1983 

ENGLISH 

FINAL RECORD OF THE 'Rr/0 HUNDRED AND TENTH PLENARY MEETING 

held at the Palais des Nations, Geneva, 
on Thursday, 1 April 1983, at 10.30 a.m. 

Chairman: Mr •. F. van Dongen (Netherlands) 

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
None set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
None set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nihal.rashid



Algeria: 

Australia: 

Brazil: 

Bulgaria: 

Burma: 

Canada: 

China: 

Cuba: -
Czechoslovakia: 

Eg;ypt: 

Ethiopia: 

CD/PV .210 
'·, 

2 

PRESENT .A!l1 THE TABLE· 

Nr. A. T.AFFAR 

Mr. J.C. CARASALES 

Mr. R. VILL.AMBROSA 

Mr. R. STEELE 

Mr. T. FINDLAY 

JVIr. J.M. NOIRF .ALI SSE 

Mr. c.A. DE SOUZA E SILVA 

Mr. S. QUEIROZ DUARTE 

Mr. K. TELLALOV 

Mr. B. GRIND BERG 

Mr. P. POPrCEEV 

U TIN KYAW .HLA.nJG 

U THAN TUN 

11r. G. R. SKThlJffiR 

Mr. M.C. HAMBLIN . 

1-liss c. de VARENNES 

Mr. LI LYUE 

Mr. TIAN JIN 

Mrs. GE YUYUN 

Mr. P. NUNEZ NOSQUERA 

Mr. M. VEJVODA 

Mr. A. CIMA 

Nr. J. JIRUSEK 

Mr. I.A. HASSAN 

Mr. A.M. ABBAS 

~fiss K. SINEGIORGIS 

Mr. F. YOHANNES 

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
None set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
None set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nihal.rashid



France: 

Ge:rma.n Democratic Republic: 

Germany, Federal Rel?}lblic of: 

India: 

Indonesia: 

~: 

Italy: 

Japan: 

Kenya: 

Moasolia: 

Morocco: 

CD/PV .210 
3 

Mr. F. 

Mr. B. 

Mr. G. 

Mr. H. 

Mr. M. 

DE LA GORCE 

D1ABOVILLE 

HERDER 

THIELICKE 

NOTZEL 

Mr• H. WEGENER 

Mr. F. ELBE 

Mr. w. ROHR 

Mr. T. TOTH 

Mr. s. SARAN 

Mr. N. WISNOEMOERTI 

Itts. P. RAMADHAN 

Mr. B. DARMOSUTANTO 

I1r. I.H. WIRAA.TMADJA 

Mr. F. SH.AHABI SIRJ ANI 

Mr. C.M. OLIVA 

Mr. E. DI GIOV.ANNI 

N:r. R. ll1AI 

Mr. M. KOlfiSHI 

Mr. K. TAN.AKA. 

Mr. D.C.C. DON NANJIRA 

I1r. A. GARCIA ROBLES 

Mrs. Z. GONZALEZ Y REYNERO 

M:r. D. ERDEMBILEG 

Mr. S.O. BOLD 

Mr. O. CHIMIDREGZEN 

Mr. A. SKALLI 

Mr. S.M. RAHHALI 

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
None set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
None set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nihal.rashid



Netherlands: 

Nigeria: 

Pakistan: 

~: 

Poland: 

Romania: 

Sri Lanka 

Sweden: 

Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics: 

CD/PV .210 
4 

Mr. F. V.AN DONGEN 

Mr. J. R.AMAKEJR 

Mr. R. J. . AKKER!'\:IAN 

Mr. A.N .c. l'TWAOZOMUDOH 

Mr. J.O. OBOH 

Mr. 1.0 •.. AKINDELE 

Mr. A.A~ -.ADEPOJu 

r!f.iss I.E. C. UKEJE 

Mr. T. ALTAF 

Hr. v. ROJAS 

Mr. J. ZAWALONKA. 
Jvrr. J. CI.ALOWICZ 

1-h'. T. STROJWAS 

Mr. G. CZEUPINSKI 

Mr. I. DATCU 

:t<1r. T. :t<m:LESCANU 

N:r. L. T01J)ER 

Nr. A.T. JAY.AKODDY 

Nr. H.M.G.S. PALIHAKKARA 

fu. c. LIDGARD 

Mr. H. BERGLUND 

Mr. J. LUNDIN 
Hrs. I. SUNDBERG 
}trs. A.:r:r. LAU-ERIKSSON 

:t<1r. v.L. ISSRAELY.AN 

1-:Ir. Y.K. N.AZARKIN 

N'r. V.F. PRIAKHIN 

ltr. V.A. EVDOKOUSHIN 

Mr. G.N. VASHADZE 

-· 

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
None set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
None set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nihal.rashid



United Ki!!.adom: 

.. 

United States o£ America: 

; ~::.; '): ·~ 

·• . 

Vene2iuela: 

Y~oslavia: 
,. 

... 1 

Zaire: 

Secreta!:l 6£ ·'the Committee on 
Disarmament and Personal 
Re,Eresen ta ti ve of the 
Secretary-General: 

. ,I. \• 

-j' 

De,Eut~ Secretary o£ the 
Cqmmjttee on Disarmament: 

·.~ . ' 

CD/PV.210 
5 

Mr. R.I.T. CROMARTIE 

Mr. B.P. NOB IE 

Mrs. J.I. LINK 

Miss J .E .F • . :w;RIGHT 

Mr. M. BUSBY 

:Hr. P. COBDEN 

MJ:.. w. HECKR()!lY[IE 

Mr. R.L. HORNE 

Mr. R. MIKULAK 

Mr. J. HOO.AN 

Mr. J. MARTIN 

l-1r. A. LOPEZ OLIVER 

M;:r;. T. LABRADOR.RUBIO 

Mr • M~ MIHAJLOVIC 

Mrs. ESAKI-EK.ANGA KA.BEYA 

Mr. R • JAIPAL · .. 

Mr. v. BERASATEGUI 
'. 

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
None set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
None set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nihal.rashid



CD/PV .210 
6 

The CHAIRMAN: I declare open'tne 210th plenary meeting of the Committee on 
Disarmament. 

The Committee continues today its consideration of item 3 of its agenda, "Effective 
international arrangements to assure.non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat 
of use of nuclear weapons". However, members wishing to make statements on any other 
subject relevant to the work of the Committee may do so, in accordance with rule 30 of 
the rules of procedure. 

I have on my list of speakers for today the representatives of the Federal Republic 
of Germany and Romania. 

?-"JX. \-IEGENER (Federal Republic of Germany): filr. Chairman, please allow me to 
associate myself warmly with those members of the Committee who have addressed you in 
the past few days in your capacity as our new Chairman, expressing gratification about 
your assumption of this high Office. I would also like to pay tribute to 
Ambassador Skalli for his exceptional performance during the month of March. 

I would like to inform the Committee very briefly that the Federal Republic of 
Germany is depositing today with two of the depositary Governments its instrument of 
ratification of the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and 
Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on their Destruction, 
thus becoming a contracting party to this universal disarmament agreement. The German 
Bundestag voted unanimously in this sense on 10 December 1982. At the same time, the 
Bundestag ratified the Convention on the' Prohibition of Military or Any Other Host~le. 
Use of Environmental Modification Techniques. The instrument of ratification of the 
ENMOD Convention will shortly be deposited with the Secretary-General of the 
United Nations. 

It would be an exaggeration to say that the Federal Republic. Of-·Gennany has been 
among the early birds in ratifying these two important world-wide t~aties. However, 
some internal legal hurdles had to be removed before the ratification procedure could 
be set in motion. The Federal Government has pursued the interria.l-le~al process with 
diligence, and now to good effect. I am pleased that my country is· now on a par· with 
the many members of the international community who are already parties to the two 
agreements. As regards the bacteriological weapons Convention, and the rationale of 
my Government in ratifying this measure, I woUld like to draw the attention of 
delegatio's to the statement in document CD/372. This document is now before you, 
Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee. 

I would like to use this opportunity to add a few remarks on the comprehensive 
discussion which the Committee held last Tuesday on the future activities and terms of 
reference of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban. My delegation did not 
participate in that debate, but listened with partic·ular attention. In the two days 
that have elapsed since that thorough review, we have all had an occasion to reflect 
upon the wealth of arguments then proffered. In the view of my delegation, that; 
precious exchange of views, in spite of the existing divergencies, justifies a number 
of forward-looking conclusions. While I admit that my summary may be somewhat 
subjective, let me recall the following points: 

All delegations showed their firm determination to continue the substantive work 
of the nuclear test ban \-Jorking Group in a constructive spirit. They look 
fon.,rard to a well-structured debate, to be launched in the remaining weeks of 
our present session and to continue throughout the sunnner. 
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(Mr. Wegener, Federal Republic of Germa.n.y) 

There was, wi~e . .P~d · &tre~ent that every eff9rt should be deploye~ · to':'prepare, 
through ~bet,.ntive work, the essential prerequisites fbr a fUture eoiDPreheneive 
test-ban treaty_,. . . · ' ·· · · 

' .. h... : 

.;rt has become ci'~r than he_retofore that the existing mandate o~ othe:':Groupt 
couched as it is 'in broad terms, permits a far-ranging debate on all essent-ial 
issues relating ,,:to a future treaty. While the existing mandate places 
p~ticulaz: .QJP~is op. verif~cation is~es, delegations have agreed that all 
tep.n.nic.al an.d, p<?litical isB'il;~B arfsing in 'that conneotfon need to be' and can 
be,· ·conaiae~;'"~n tlieir conte?,Ct~. My' del:.,Bation wou!«llike to weleome particularly.~· 

. ~e. ~levant f*it~s of t~ f!~telit&nt~ by the ·'Umted' ~ngdom and United S'tates .. -:1: .. 
delegations. They made it clear that their preference· 'tar ;the exieting .. ma.ndate ~ 
in. no way i.JQpli~s an attempt to _curtail. our debate arti.ficially, to the. detriment 
of other ,im.Po~nt relateQ. aspects of' our work. . .. ,, . : . 

~ . . ' 

Our debate fu~~.~t~·stifi~ to'· the broad 'range of probl91DS ·tha.t are ·i~ reality· '·' 
still ~tc>re us, problems. whi'oh the brief span of our working period last ,ear 
did not allow· us. to cover. · · 

' ~ ( 

I have 24:eo ~~erred froJD the· debate that the existing mandate would oft&r ample 
authoriv :to, deal s:ubstantively vith all existing and :rut.ure propoaa:Is in 
whatey_.,r·,,~rm they have come or may come before this Committee. :.1 

I ' • • 

. -•: 'i· 
. _. .In .~,· our ~bate of Tuesday last seems to indicate very strongly tlult :the 

political will to advance in. OUl" work with the existing procedm'al tools is now present.·. 
We should use it tully. In commending ·specifically the delegations of Bmzil .and :­
Sweden for ~~wise and pra~tio ~~tements, ·my delegation-would like to apPeal to 
all other delegations .which have so' t~rJlad ditficul ties in associating' themselves 
with the further work of the GroUp umer the present terms of referenee to set aside 
their u1 timate preferences for a reformulated mandate. There is sufficient work on 
hand. We ·should ucw embark upon it. Such a pragmatic approach, in view of the tasks 
before ua, should be of particular value to the new Chairman of the Group, 
Ambassador Herd$r,' who will ne&d every suppor·f he can obtain to bring hie assignment 
as a Chairm&n to speedy ·succe$s. We_ wish .him well on this path. . . .......... .. 

• • • .' I> J ~ ' .. :· ; ; J ~I 
The CMIBMAlf• The Chairman· thanks·Ambaseador,.VegeQ.~lo" for his eoutribution and 

for the kirad "or4:s aclclr8eaed. to the·· outgeins::and. ~ncomiJl8 chairmen. The Chair nqW.. ..,. 
calls on the next speaker: orr the' list·r:. the ·distillg'Qiahed representative of Ro~, , . 
.Ambassador Datcu. · · · ·· . :· .. :. ,, · · •.. · ... ,,,: . 

Mr·~~~ (R~~·) ·rtr!.nsl~t!d" tl:Otti Freg~)t Mr. Chaiman, .. all~ me, on:.behalf 
of the B u dele'gatlon, to congrat't.Uate you on your accession· to· the cbairmanship .. ··: ·, 
of the Committee tor -t;pe morith qi'Apr;L· . I ·a:iri personally all the'::m~~· ·pleased to 
see you in the Chair. in that you .are tlJ.e di~til18ui.ilhed representativ-e! of· ·the 
Netherlands, a country with ~hicli ;RODIS:nia -~~t~J.ins relations of friendly co-operation, 
and at the same time a long-sta:ndiilg, colla&~~ Whose professional and persona}:·;. . •: . 

·.' . ! '·'· •• ·t-' ...... ·. 
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(Mr. Da tcu, Romania) 

qualities are well , kn<?Wn• I am conv:i,p.ced that under yov,r chai:r:manahip .the Committee 
will be able t9 ~ke: t:he progress we all .l,lope for. ,,·I shopi~ :a:tl\lo. i~e ~::~~titian 
the efforts made by your predecessor, Ambassador All. SkallJ., the dJ.atJ.ngtlJ.Bhe~ 
representative of Morocco, thanks to whose qualities, which we all greatly appre-Ciate, 
the montp of Ma~~ ·was.marked by achievements which w~r~.~n ~~c~uragement to our 
Committee. . I. sh01.~d like to assure Ambassador S}talli of the{ verY' great gratit"ild•~ of 
the Romanian dele.gat:i,on. 

In my statement today I sbp-q.ld like to mak~ .. 4bine. comments on th$ subject jwhi·ch 
appe~:+.r:~·i:n the Comm-\:t1;ee 1a J>roSra.mme of .. wo;r:kt:of':t.oaaY, ·~ely, Eff~ctive inte~tional 
arrang.ements to assure non-nu-~ear-weapq.p Sm~~,a··· agai'nst the use or threat of' ;iise ·of' 

,. ' ' . ~ • . :. " ' • • . - l ~ ·- . .. i 
nuclear weapons- the subject you.yourself mentioned when you opened tod.ay's. meeti~ • 

. ' ·'' ... - . - .. /"' . . . 

In the vie~ of the R~Ina.riiari delegation, there are few items on the C~mmit't~.e'' a. 
agenda which can rival this one in urgency. The present extremely difficult, .. ,; 
ai tuation, wh~qh ;;i.e ,constantly wo.raening, in, the world in general and more par.ticularly 
in Europe, whQre F;the ~great majority of w~p.p'ona and almost ali nuclear weapona .. are .. 
concentrated,· is of the utmost. concern to the Romanian peopl'e and Qovernment; ·as to 
other countries on this continent. For, notwithstanding all ·the weaporis that are in 
Europe-~,,~h&.rfLia a danger of t~e. deployment there. of new nuclear misail~a and the 
replacement o.f. those. already there by impro:ved missiles. This once mote underlines 
the urgency and immed:i;acy :.that, OUr discusa~ona On the subject Of the ·ae'curi ty Of the 
non-nuclear-weapon countries should have. In the first place, there is the eXiste'tice 
of huge arsenals whos.e destructive capacity can only be 9-.e~;Jcribed as one of "overkil.l"; 
t:Qe~.::ar.selJ!lls constitute, in the words of the nuclear P.ll~-1,dist· and Nobel Pr1z~i~;r;o 
Niels B<i>1;1r, :"a perpetual menace to h~n societyu. The •t.¢'9mP,rehensive study'·dn.' · 
nuclear ~.e~pone" (document A/35/392) points out in its par~~~P,h,~92 that the expl:osi~e 
power now .,existing .is ~he equivalent o! more than three tons of ~ for every ~n, 
woman and cbil,d,_,on ea:z::t;h. I will not go on quoting facta which have so ofteri paen 
reiterated in:, this, C<?mmi ttee. 

1~~':<,:-: I :.:I 

Secondly, ~n:spite.of the magnitud,e of the nuclear arsenals already exiatine;, we 
are new. wi-i!Dessing developm~nts and attitudes foreahadowiile. the''~v~ danger 'of th~ · 
occurrence in Europe of a: qualitatively and quantitatively"new stag~ in' the nu~J.~a~· · 
arms race, in particular as regards intermediate-range missiles. ·My country t:ind. ·· 
other countr~es ~?f Europe attach such importance to these developments, which are also 
the sublject'"of the.)3bviet-American bilateral negotiations taking place in G~:mt:~~a ~ 
of rec~n~ p·O.~;I.i.c statemen-ts~ because they directly affect ther na..t.i~tlal secU.rfty"":''q'f."~l> ' 
every boi:mtr.~Von the continent, whe-'ther ·it is a member of the Warsaw..- Treaty: , 
Organization or of NATO, or whether it is a neutral or a non-aligned countey.· ·. ,-.. i.:'.:.J. 

Lastly, it. is . urgently neCE!tas~ry to adopt me.~sures to increase the_ secu,r.;i. ty of. 
non-nuol~a~~pon Sta tee 'Qe~use . ~ese countries· are confront:ed }Jy' a.~·:'illline:.,..'·-&,n;Je~ 
which tbe;rl&re. powerless to .. influence_'' in any· way, as they are pwer':f~lsi:t· td.'p~tet:t ·· · '1'•) 
themselves against the dev~~tating effe.cts whi.ch a nuclear conflict: ~bj.d<i have ott the 
billig&reJX:b&..and their civil :ian pop~a tiona and also. the peoples. of' mrutral countries, .. 
for example-', in, Europe. In: ~at connection, the report of the Unit1:id 1Nationl3 . ·' . 
Secretary-General on nuclear weapons emphasizes that: 
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(Mr. Datcu1 Romania) 

''Even if the balance of deterrence wa.s ·an entirely :stable phenomenon, there 
are strong !OO,ral and 'political arguments against a continued reliance on this 

· balapce. . It is inadlriiseible thS.t the prospect of the annihilation of hl.tman · 
civilization is used ~ some Sta tea to promote their security.'' · (Document A/35/392, 
paragraph .497) · · . · · .. · ' · · · · 

The i~ternational community has solemnly recognized the urgency of the need to 
increase the security of ·the non-miclea:r-weapon States. The· Final Document of the 
first special session of the United Nations· 1eneral Assembly devoted to disarmament, 
the validity and importance of which were reaffirmed b,y the General Assembly at its 
second special. . session, eta tea in its paragi-aph 20 ih at It it ; is imperative to remove 
the threat .of: nuclear weapdns, to'halt and reverse the nuclear arms·race until the 
total elimination of mlclea.r weapons and their delivery systems have been achieved ••• ". 

Sinq~.its inception, the Committee on Disarmamont has attached priority 
importanee to thi~ au,bject; .·furthermore, .the Ag_Hoc Working Group on ·Security 
Assurances was the first ·working group· to be . e~tablished. · In the Group 1 tJ • apecial 
report to the Committee on Diaarmament preparen in view of the second special session 
of the General Aseemply devoted to disarmament, covering the substantive negotiations 
since 1979, the 'Oc,nclusioh:'reached''here b,y consensu.s was that "non-nuclea.~eapon · 
States shp~d be efrectively assured by i;he nuclear-weapon States against the use or 
threat of use of n'9,clear weapons". 'The report ·also stressed the "'Urgent need to 
reach agrse)Dent .on~'effective .fnternationa1 arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon 
States ~gainst the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, especially in view of the 
goal of nu~lear disanilament and of general and complete disarmament". · 

In. spite of :t~ese conclusions and re.commendations that W9re unanimously ·adGpted, 
the work of the Committee has.showh no· noticeable advance in this connection. In fact 
what has happened has been :rather the contrary. ·Yet there has been no lack of concrete 
proposals on this subject.. 'Allow me to recall; .. some of them:· document CD/10, 
containing a draft convention submitted by Pakistan; document CD/2;, contaiDing a 
draft international convention submit·tied by the USSR; document CD/27, submitted by 
the United States of America, concerning a recommendation b,y the Committee to the 
United Nations General Assembly; d,.ocument CD/75, submitted b,y Finland' document CD/120 
containing a po~sible draft resolution for a:doption·b,y the United N'e:tions Security Council 
as ani. nter.im .measure. in .. the ·spl:ler~ of secu:rit;y a~sur.ance~t submitted b,y the dele~tion 
of Pakistan; . document. CD/153 3'ubm:ltted by ·Bulgar1a on thl.a sublectt document CD/177, 
submitted by: the. d.~legation of the United Kingdom; documents CID/207 and fJJJ/278 submitted 
by China on· t11e · llUef3,t1on of st!)riurityassurancee; document dD/321, containing an 
extension b.Y..f±ance o~ its assurance not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons, 
and the .. Jl~ft ~EiolUtions for the SeC',n-ity Oouneil put forward in the Ad Hoc Working Group 
by the 4~~egati~s of the Netherlands and Pakistan. In addition to all these, there 
have beei;l ~W J?ro];>Osals ~ut · fo:J;'Wa:rd at plenary ·meetings of the Committee and in the 
Ad Hoc Working Gro\tp by many other delegations, including the Romanian delegation. 
This is an fmPrtlf.J~ive list· of proposals~ bll,'ii unfortanately it bas not proved possible 
up to now to ~dopt r:ny one of this wealth of' ideae and initiatives. On the contrary, 
the work on this high-priority i tern his reached ari impasse·. As the Chairman of the 
Ad Hoc Working Group on Security Assurances, Ambassador Mansur Ahmad, said in the 
statement he made on ?1 April 1982 (document CD/290): 

, .. ~iTher~.' is consensus tha.t nori-nuelear-weapon States should be effectively 
assured 8.gziinst. the ueo or threat. of 'Use of nuclear weapotl.s and that agreement 

·on this item should be reaChed urgently.·. · However-, the evident ·divergence in 
the perceptions of nuclear and non···nuclea.r-weapon States continues to persist. 
And, although many of the issues invol•ted have been clarified, the Working Group 
has been unable to fulfil its mandate," 

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
None set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
None set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nihal.rashid



CD/PV .210 
10 

(Mr. Datcu, Romania) 

This state of affairs places -the Committee before its responsibilities in this 
matter. Furthermore, it seems to -us obvious -that merely going on discussing the 
subject as we have done in the past will lead· us nowhere but where we have been before. 
The Romanian delegation therefore believes· that the first task of the Working Group 
should be a frank and open exchange of views, with all the necessacy sense of 
responsibility and political will, on concrete possibilities of action, on practical 
measures that could be undertaken in order to increase, in present conditione, the 
security of the non-nuclear-weapon States. The eve~increasing danger looming over 
these States makes this course of action. extremely urgent. 

We believe. that the first objective of such a debate should be the conclusion 
of an international convention containing an undertaking by the nuclear-weapon States 
never and in no circumstances to use or _threaten to use nuclear weapons or force in 
general against States not possessing nuclear weapons. 

The conclusion that such a convention is not acceptable to certain countries at 
the present time in no way exonerates the Working Group or our Committee from 
responsibility for exploring other possibilities. 

On the contra:ry, within the framework of our flexible mandate, which refers to 
"effective international arrangements", we ought to consider any other measure 
capable of increasing the security of non-nuclear-weapon States. Such arrangements, 
in the Romanian delegation's view, could include a set of measures ranging from the 
outlawing and destruction of nuclear weapons, and the prohibition of their use in 
general or of their first use, to the establishment of denuclearized zones with respect 
to which the nuclear-weapon powers undertake not to use their atomic arsenals. 
Other-ideas, too, could be taken into consideration, such as those put forward by the 
Palme. Commission in its report "Common Security", among them the establishment of 
zones free of tactical nuclear weapons, measures designed to increase nuclear · · 
withdrawal and to reduce the pressures towards the precipitate use of nuclear· · · · ' 
weapons, and substantial reductions in all categories of intermediate and· short-range 
nuclear weapons~ 

The growing nuclear dangers, particularly in Europe, where there is increasi~. 
talk of the deadly game of nuclear weapons, and as well as the impasse in the 
negotiations on the subject of negative security assurances, have resulted, of lat~, 
in more -and. more attention being paid to the proposals for the denuclearization of' · .. , , 
certain regions and subregions, particularly on the continent of Europe. What is the" 
explanation for this renewed interest in the idea of denuclearized zones? In the first 
place, ~we believe that it arises from the very understanding of the fact that, because 
of its· ;complex! ty, disarmament must be seen as a gradual and long-term process in 
which limited and partial measures, both simple and complex, are more than neceaaa:ry. 
Regional denuclearization commends itself as such a measure, in so far as it does not 
directly and immediately affect one of the most complicated components of di~ment, 
namely, the strategic arsenals of the major nuclear-weapon pwers. Regional 
denuclearization presents fewer technical problems from this point of view and depends 
to a large extent on the political will of the countries directly concerned, as w·ell, 
of course, as of the major powers. 

There is also a current factor contributing to the increased interest in and 
urgency of the establishment of denuclearized zones. That is the 'acceleration of the 
arms race in the sphere of tactical and intemediate-range nuclear weapons, together~wi_tl: 
changes in strategic thinking tending to make the inconceivable conceivable, namely, 
the limited use of nuclear weapons. 

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
None set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
None set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nihal.rashid

nihal.rashid
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nihal.rashid



CDj:Pv .210 
11 

(Mr. Datcu, Romania) 

1 In these circumstances, it is more and more clearly in the interes:t;s of small and 
~edium-sized countries to try to, let us say, disconnect their se<m:t'i ty from the nuclear 
!danger. 

Our colleagues will no doubt remember that Romania has always actively supported 
!all proposals for the establishment of denuclearized zones in different parts of. th~ 
!world. We were among the first wa:nnly to greet the success secured in Latin America 
ithrough the Treaty of Tlatelolco. My count:cy has consistently advocated the institution 
lor an international military denuclearization regim& in the zone in which. we are 
isi tua ted geographically, the :Balkans, ever since 10 September 1957, the date on which 
~the head of the Romanian Government sent messages to the heads. of Governments of the 
co·untries in the zone proposing an international conference on the subject. Recently -

.only a few days ago - Mr • .Nicolas Ceaueescu, the President of Romania, in his message to 
the seventh summit meeting of the non-aligned co·untries, held in .New Delhit stated: 
''\o/e are in favour of the ·establishment of denuclearized zones as an important par'!; .of 
the achievement of seauri ty in Europe, and we are making constant efforts to ensure 
co-operation and confidence in the :Balkans and the conversion of this region into a zone 
of good neighbourliness and peaceful c~pera.tion, without nuclear weapons and without 
foreign mil~tary bases". 

In Romania's view, agreements for the establishment of zone~ free from nuclear 
weapons should meet ce;rtain basic requirements, including the following: (a) ·they should 
provide equal security assurances for all the countries of the zone on the basis of a 
solemn undertaking by the nuclear-weapon States not to use or threaten to use nuclear 
weapons against those countries and to respect the denuclearized zone status; (b) they 
should not restrict the use of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes in any way but should, 
on the contrary, guarantee all States, on a footing of equality and without aey 
discrimination, unlimited rights and possibilities as regards research in this sphere and 
the use of the achievements of nuclear .:s.cience for their development, (c) they. should 
provide for a clear and fair system of verification, based on the principle ·of the~ 
equality of States; (d) such zones should be seen as an integral part of a coherent 
system of measures designed to lead to the total elimination of nuclear weapons. 

We have today dwelt on certain aspects of the establishment of denuclearized zones 
because of the importance attaching to the security of the non-nuclear-weapon State11:1·· 
within the broad framework of the question of nuclear-weapon-free zones. The special 
reyort of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament on that subject (document 
A/10027/Add.i) 'states that one of the principal objectives of the establishment of 
denuclearized zones is to increase the seouri ty of the States comprising it. Some of 
the experts who took part in the drafting of that report pointed out in its paragraph 115 
that the provision of formal assurances b,y the nuclear-weapon States not to use or threaten 
to use nuclear weapons against the States forming part of the zone was an essential 
factor for the effectiveness of the zone. 

It is for these reasons that the Romanian delegation believes that in the 
consideration of approaches that might help us make progress in our negotiations on the 
subject of seouri ty assurances, the important experience represented by the denuclearized 
zones ought not to be forgotten. That experience could guide and encourage our join~ 

.efforts. I am thinking, of course, both of the experience of the first nuclear-weapon-
' lfree zone established in Latin America b,y the Treaty of Tlatelolco and the other 
.

1

ldenuclearized territories and also of the maey suggestions and proposals for nuclear­
weapon-free zones that have been put forward. We believe that a comparative study of 
these from the point of view of negative security assurances could give us new ideas and 

!perhaps offer new solutions and new possibilities as regards the subject of our ooncernss 
!the devising of effective international arrangements to increase the security of 
'non-nuclear-weapon States. 
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The CHAIRMAN: The Chair thanks Ambassador Datcu for his contribution and for 
the words of appreciation addressed to the Chairman for the month of t1a.rch and the. 
good wishes addressed to the Chairman for the month of April. 

This concludes the list of speakers for today. 
\dshes to take the floor? 

Is there any other member who 

If such is not the case I should like to announce that I have i"'equested th~~ 

Secretariat to circulate a: time-table fo~ meetings of the Committee and its . 
subsidiary bodies durin.g the coming week. The time.,.table has, I believe, been , : 
distributed. As usual 1 the tlme-table is mer•ely indicative and may be adjusted 
as 1.ve proceed.· t·1embers may have noticed that there is some time available in l~he · 
time;.,.table for eitt1er informal meetings or informal consultations, particularly on 
Tuesday afterneon and Thursday afternoon. I intend to approach members to 
ascertain their views on how best to use the time available to us. If there is 
no objection, can the Chair consider that the Committee adopts the time:-table? 

Mr. LIDGAilD (Sweden): I do not have any ·Jbjection to the time-table, I 
merely vtanted to say that the Ad Hoc '\'!orking G1·oup on Radiological \lieapons will hold 
its first meeting, li'lainly for :Jr~anizational purposes, tomorrow, and as a consequence 
of the decisions \~hieh may be taken at that meeting the time-table may have t.o be 
slightly amended as regar--ds tha work of the radiological Neapons Group. 

If I may, I would like to use this occasion to say, as well, that the meeting 
of the Ad Hoc Working G~cup on Radiological Weapons tomorrow, will also give the: 
oppartunity to delegates to make statements of a more general character. 

Mr. ERDEMBILEG 01ongolia) (translated from Russian) : Mr. Chairman, our 
209th plenary-meeting, on Tuesday last, was devoted especially to a discussion of 
the question of the revision of ·the mandate of the l'.d Hoc I:Jorking Group on a 
Nuclear Test Ban. ----

During that meeting, the r~presentatives of 19 States members of the Committee 
spo!<:e, offering their views and proposals on the activity of the Ad Hoc. 
l>Jorking Group on a Nuclear Test Ban and its mandate. 

The representative of India proposed a for•mulation for the Harking Group~ s 
mandate which .was based on document CD/18'. of the Group of 21. 

, ., The delegation of 1'1ongolia, acting as co-ordinator of the group of socialist 
countries~ on its own behalf, submitted a new draft text for the mandate of the 
Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban (Harking Paper No.95). 

At the end of my statement on 5 April I asked you, Hr. Chairman, on behalf 1'1lf 
the. group of socialjst countries, to conduct consultations in th~ Comiil~ttee on the 
dra::f~ mandate as soon as possible so that the Committee could take a decision on 
it very soon. 

So far as I know, no consultations on this question have so far been held in 
the Committee. 

. . 
In view of the. urgency of the need for the Committee to work out a mandate for 

t:he nug.lear test-ba.n \~Qrking Group, and in. accordance Hith the rules of procedure 
of the Committee on Disarmament and our established practice, He should like again 
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to draw your attention, Mr. Chairman, to the need for the immediate holding of 
appropriate consultations on the draft mandate so that a decision can be taken on 
it as soon as possible. 

The CHAIRMAN: The Chair thanks the distinguished representative of Mongolia for 
his contribution. I may perhaps, before proposing the formal adoption of the 
time-table for next week, reassure the distinguished representative of Mongolia 
that it was the intention of the Chair, immediately after this meeting, to consult 
with the co-ordinators of the various groups on a number of outstanding issues which 
particularly lend themselves to informal consultations, and I can assure 
Ambassador Erdembileg that the topic he mentioned is one of the items which I had in 
mind to discuss in that framework, when, hopefully, we shall be able to reach 
agreement on the way of dealing uith that matter. 

If there are no further comments on the proposed time-table, may the Chair 
take it that it can be adopted? 

It was so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN: In the same framework, at the request of the Chairman of the 
Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons, I should like to announce that the 
chemical weapons Working Group will meet in Conference Room V for both meetings 
scheduled next week. 

Members will recall that at its 197th plenary meeting, held on 24 February, the 
Committee took note of the report of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to 
Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events, 
contained in document CD/348. Owing to an inadvertent omission, the Committee has 
not yet approved the suggestion of the Ad Hoc Group to the effectthat it should hold 
its next meeting from 11 to 22 July 1983. 

If there is no objection to this suggestion, may the Chair take it that this 
suggestion is now formally approved? 

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (USSR) (translated from Russian): Mr. Chairman, I should like to 
ask you to defer the adoption of a decision on that question until the Committee's 
next plenary meeting, to be held on Tuesday, 12 April. 

The CHAIRMAN: We shall, then, defer this decision until the next plenary 
meeting at the request of the distinguished representative of the Soviet Union. 

It then only remains for me to announce that the next plenary meeting of the 
Committee on Disarmament will be held on Tuesday, 12 April, at 10.30 a.m. 

The meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 11.40 a.m. 




