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The CHAIRMAN: I declare open the plenary meeting of'tﬁe'Cbmmifféé on
Disarmament. .

Distinguished delegates, it i's indeed a great honour and privilege for the
Germen Democratic Republic and for me personally to assume the chairmanship of this
Committee for the month of March. As a socialist country and member of the
socialist community of States my country has -- as it is well-known -- for years
undertaken tremendous efforts with a view to contributing to halting the arms race
and to bringing about effective disarmament. May I avail myself of this opportunity
and assure you that, guided by these same objectives, I will spare no effort to
fulfil the heavy responcibilities and duties entrusted to me by the rules of
procedure of the Committee.

At the outset of my chairmanship, I would like to express to the distinguished
representative of France, Ambassador Francois de la Gorce, my gratitude and, .I am
sure, that of our whole Committee for the skilful manner in which he conducted the
work of the CD through the first month of this year'!s session. With patience,
courtesy, dynamism and understanding which, as we all know, are so characteristic
particularly for French diplomacy, he led us to remarkable progress. In less than a
month we agreed on the agenda for our 1981 annual session, the programme of work for
the gpring session and the re-establishment or resumption of work of the four
ad hoc working groups. - : : :

Thus, during the chairmanship of my predecessor the Committee has entered the
phase of substantive work. A%t the same time, we have to be fully aware of the
complicated situation and the tense international atmosphere. The intensification
of the arms race, the absence of ratification of the SALT II Treaty, the
discontinuance of almost all important. channels of disarmament negotiations, have
not made easier the solution of our tasks.

But this situation should not cause us to despair. In a spirit of goodwill
and flexibility, so characteristic up to now of our Committee, we should interisify
our efforts to accomplish the tasks on our agenda. Only in this way will we be in a
position to justify the hope and expectations the world community has placed in
us and live up to the special role of the CD as the single multilateral disarmament
negotiating forum. It stands to reason that any concrete agreement now in thé
disarmament field would have a favourable impact on the international situation as a
whole.

The most important pre-condition for us to make headway in our work, is, no
doubt, the political will on the part of all delegations sitting around this table.
This applies especially to the delegations of the nuclear-weapon States. . It seems
to me that such a political will has again been demonstrated only a few. days ago
by the highest forum of one of those States -— by the USSR at the 26th Cohgress of
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union. The decision to continue to strive for
further progress in the field of arms limitation and disarmament and the new
eoncrete proposals submitted to this end will certainly have a positive impact on the |
work of the Committee,
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Very little time is left before the seccnd special session of the
United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmoment. Not only our people, but
all peoples of the world expect this Committee to live up to its responsibilities
and to present the sessicn with 2 balance-sheet reflectlno tangible progress at
least on some of the items on the Committee's agenda., To achieve this we have to
intensify our work and use all the time at our disposal as efficiently as possible.

Thanks to the re-establishment of the ad hoc working groups on negative security
assurances and chemical and radiological weapons and the resumptiion of the ad hoe
working group on a comprehensive programme of disarmament, the CD is now in & positior
to proceed with substantive nogotlatlon I appeal o qll member countries to use
the opportunltles provided by those ad hoc working groups fully, and to haxmonize
their positions with a view to achieving tangible progress at this session.

At the same time we should not lose sight of the fact that the CD is entrusted
with tasks in other fields as well. Here I have in mind such items on iis agenda as
"Nuclear test ban", "Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament" and
"New types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons"., It is of
deep regret to many delegations, including mine, that the Committee has not been
able until now to establish corresponding ad hoc working groups or other subsidiary
bodies to initiate substantive negotiations on those items too, Being conscious
of this, I appeal to all partners, States members of the Commitiee and non-member
States, to concentrate their efforts on thesemain items and to refrain from
introducing into our debate highly political and controversial problems which have
nothing to do with disarmament, thus further complicating our work.

As you all are aware, we face a heavy workload this month. Besides the
negotiations in the ad hoc working groups, our programme of work provides for special
meetings on nuclear disarmement, & comprehensive programme of disarmament, negative
security assurances and chemical weapons. In these meetings, we hove,’ the
delegations of such non-member States as Austria, Demmark, Finland, Norway, Spain
and Switzerland will make useful contributions.

To conduct our common efforts effectively, the Chair will always be available
for contacts and consultations with all delegations. On the other hand, I know that
I mey count fully on your co-operation and assistance. Furthermore, I would like
to express my gratitude to Ambassader Jaipal, Mr. Berasategui and their colleagues
from the Secretariat for the highly qualified support they have lent to my
predecessors. I count on their co-operation as well.

Concluding my opening remarks, I should like to emphasize my hope that
during the month of March, too, the Committee will continue working as it has done
up to now and that a constructive splrlt will prevail thus allowing us to reach
concrete results

Mr, VRHUNEC (Yugoslavia): Mr. Chairman, permit me to extend to you on behalf
of my delegation our most cordial congratulations on your taking up of the duties
of Chairmen of -the Committee during the month of March, At the same time, I would
also like to offer our congratulations to Ambassador de la Gorce for an exceptionally
well-done job last month.
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It is very difficult to take the floor at a moment when the considerations
of our Committee regarding the question of nuclear disaxmement indicate that we
are not able, at this session either, to meke the first, concrete steps directed
towards the taking of international measures in this, no duubt, most imporiant
issue in the field of disarmement. Thig is the third year that the Committee on
Disarmament is not able to achieve anything with respect to nuclear disarmament
while, in the meantime, the accelerated race in this field results in such
astronomical expenditures and reaches frightening proportions as to become its own
contradiction. There is no justification for this. And, as Mrs. Thorsson, head
" of the Swedish delegation, has said here: "It must be demonstrated that the ..
nuclear weapons mystique, the notion that a nuclear weapon can in any way increase
the national security of any State, is a frawd -— what I have earlier called )
*the greatest fallacy of our time', which, far from increasing anybodJ‘° gsecurity,
is certain to reduce it for all."

There are few world issues that have so many times been assessed as most
important and most dangerous for the peace and survival of mankind as is the case
with the dquestion of nuclear disaimament. TFew, also, are the global issues for which
such a broad and convincing argumentation was develoned as to how to take urgent and
drastic measures. It is, therefore, unnecesscary to reiterate here the decisions
of various politicael forums and the numerous United Nations General Assembly
resolutions adopted at both regular and speciel sessions. We, the members of the
CD, are particularly well acquainted with this. Moreover, we have all solemnly
and formally accepted the responsibility of having to initiate the process of
nuclear disarmament on innumerable occasions. We all also decided, when the
Committee on Disarmament was created, that we would start here concrete negotiations
for the solution of these questions. I will also refrain from giving other
arguments for our concrete work with regard to this issue. This has been convincingly
done by the great majority of speakers that have preceded me, especially the
members of the Group of 21 and it is not necessary to cite them.

However, owing to the resistance of some western powers, the settlement of this
most important w.rea of disarmament is a7 a standstill. In fact, it has not even
begun, except for these verbal comsiderations of ours which, of course, are not -
capable of remedying this situation.

The whole world rightfully asks itself what it is that we are doing.. Why
is there no concrete beginning of nuclear disarmament? Where does this lead to?
The non-aligned countries which, as they have been doing for 20 years already,
attach particular importance to this question and consider that it is of the uimost
priority, at the Ministerial meeting recently held in New Delhi accorded a
particularly important place to disarmoment problemg, while gpecial emphasis was
placed on nuclear disarmament. On that occasion, the Ministers stated: "The
greatest peril facing the world today is the threat of destruction as a result of
nuclear war. The actions of the nuclear-weapon States, which are engaged in a new
and frenzied round of the nuclear arms race, have created a situation in.which
mankind seems to have been condemned to live in the shadow of nuclear annihilation.".
To that effect, "the Minicters expressed their belief that the most effective way
to eliminate the threat of a nuclear war, pending the achievement of nuclear
disaymament, was to prohibit the use, or threat of use, of nuclear weapons. The
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Ministers recognized the reluctance of nuclear-weapon States to agree to an
international convention on banning the usc, or threat of use, of nuclear weapons."
On the other hand, the Ministers of non-aligned countries attached great imporiance
to the peaceful uses of nuclear energy, particularly for development purposes.

The Ministers of non-aligned countries have clearly pointed out the untenable
positions and arguments used by those vho do not want negotiations on nuclear
disarmament. They have most energetically rejected the efforts aimed at
Justifying such positions based on the emergence of various theories -such. ags the
one regarding the deterrent or the possibility of conducting a so-called limited
nuclear war which, in essence, only opens wide the door to the contimuation of
the nuclear arms race. The application of the theory of deterrence among the
Superpowers has, indeed, succeeded in preventing their direct involvement in
regional conflicts. However, the competition with regard to the detverrent has in
no way succeeded in removing the possibility of a muclear catastrophe. On: the
contrary, it has even increased the insecurity and uncertainty, since the arms race
continues precisely on the basis of the positions of the uce of force aimed at
maintaining the status quo in international relations. This is because the deterrent
theory is a theory of force, a theory of interference in the internal affairs of
other countries and of founding security on the untenable bases of the strengthening
of military power. These and similar theories are aimed at encouraging the rivalxy
betuween nuclear-weapon States and blocs and attempt to justify the further
unimpeded development of even more lethal and destructive technology for new
weapons and systems as well as instellations, instead of having all of man's riches
used for the progress and prosperity of all people in the world,

Every thought about the. possibility of conducting a limited nuclear war is
beyond sane logic and resembles the madness of terroricm. It was sufficient
for the danger of posgsible errors in manipulation to appear, of which we are -all
witnesgses, in order to observe how quickly humanity can be brought to the brink of
catastrophe. Apart from the need to take every measure in order to prevent accidents
that could be catastrophic and to ensure that the stocks of nuclearweapons are out
of reach for possible use for terrorist purposes, the only answer that can be .
lasting and satisfactory is the most urgent destruction of all the existing stocks
of nuclear weapons and the prohibition of their further production.

There are no negotiations on nuclear disarmament in the true sense .of the
word, All negotations conducted on this subject today outside the Committee's
framework do not essentially encompass disarmament measures but rather the control
of armaments, which only allows for an unhindeved continuation of 'the nuclear arms
race, This is why our Committee has a particular responcibility, as the only ‘
negotiating body, to mske concrete as soon as possible the item on its agenda
concerning the cessation of the nuclear aims race and nuclear disarmement. However,
this should not be approached with rhetoric but with genuine agreement on the
beginning of concrete negotiations without delay. Yugoslavia strives for the
urgent initiation of negotiations on the basis of what was said in the statement
of the Group of 21 non-aligned and neutral countries dated 9 July 1980 and which is
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contained in document CD/116. We consider that the basis given in the document’
with regard to the beginning of negotations on nuclear disarmement is good and
offers a possibility for compromise. Th: non-aligned and rsutral countries members
of the Committee think it indigspensable to work out the main stages of nuclear
disarmament envisaged in paragraph 50 of the Finol Document of the first specieal
seggion on disarmament in.guch a wey thet the responsibilities of the nuclear-weapon
Stetes would be clearly defined, as well as the rcle of nen-nuclear weapon States
in the process of achieving nuclear disermament. Non-aligned and neutral countries
also consider it imverative to identify as clearly as possible the cquestions
concerning the prohibition of the use or the threat of use of nuclear weapons

in the process of nuclear disarmament. It is certain that a pariticular place is
also occupied by the effort to identify the issues whose aim it will be to eliminate
the reliance on the doctrine of deterrence for reasons that have already been
frequently cited in the remarks by the non-aligned and neuirel countries members

of the Committee, In order to fulfil the principal task in this area which stands.
before the Committee, the non-zligned and neutral countries strive for the taking
of such measures as will enable the Committee fully to carry out its
_responsibilities as the only multilateral negotiating body in the field of
disarmament and to make possible the realization of a corresponding relationship

of .the Committee and the negotiations on nuclear disarmament which are conducted
in bllateral regional or other limited forums.

There is no doubt that this basic approach of the non-aligned and neutral
countries does not neglect or render more difficult the conducting of negotictions
at any level (bilateral, regional or multilateral) if those negotiations give
their corresponding contribution to nuclear disarmament. We think that the SALT
negotations should continue and that the idea of holding a European disarmament
conference, which is a subject at present being considered at the conference on
European security and co-operation being held in Madrid, should be carried out.

The first thing which is clear, if this Committee is %o assume its
responsibilities with regard to nuclear disarmament, is the fact that some
western powers should change their attitude and agree to tlhe initiation of
multilateral negotiations. To this end, my delegation strives for the creation
of a corregponding working group which should begin work immediately. Wc take the
refusal to create the working group as a violation of the basic right of the
members of the Committee to participate, in an equitable and democratic manner,
in this-difficult and responsible task which we all took upon ourselves to
perform, and not the nuclear-ueapon States alone. Is the initiation of multilateral
negotiations on this question not to the advantage of bilateral negotictions which
will, of course, be conducted in parallel? Does not the failure of bilateral
negotiations so far clearly call for the need to make use of multilateral
possibilities ac well, where the creativity and political will of a large number
of countries will have a povltlve influence on tne golution of °uch an 1mporuanh
issue?
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It is clear that the vworking group should have a well-defined mandate,
an elaborated programme of action and clearly ertoablished staopges of negotiation.
This ie because the process of nuclear disarmament is a lasting one and requires
time but at the same time alao there should be = clearly expressed willingness
resolutely to go forward on the basis of the agreed progremme. As a basis for
discussion, the working group could take documents CD/116 and CD/4 as well as
all other relevant documents. In the initial phase of work the group would
concentrate on the identification of the variocus aspects of this icsue and would
gradually go on fto the golution of the main problems. Without such a concrete
approach tc the question of muclear disozmament, this Committee will not fulfil
ite main task and all evenitual progress that we make with regord to other issues
would not be of corresponding consequence.

According to the programme of work of the Committee, today ic the last day
of debate on this item of the agenda. This does not mean that the furzher
consideration of the problems of nuclear disarmament ceases. We congider that
the Committee should continue with the consideration of this issue, and very
intensivély. There is a sufficient basis for this, while the forms con vary —-—
from informal meétings of the Committee threugh informal groups and meetings to
informal - consultations. :

Yugoslavia, in pursuance of itgo policy of neaceful and active co-existence
and the decisions of- the non-aligned movement, will spare no effort in order that
we achieve success in nuclear disammament., We cannot and will never reconcile
ourselves to the exigsting deadlock in the consideration of nuclear dicarmament
in the Committee and will constantly strive to achieve an understanding end
acceptance by all that we are here in order to solve all disarmwnent~quéstions
in a concrete manner, UWe do not wish to assume the responsibility for any possible
failure. This responsibility must be fully borne by those who, despite the
demands of all mankind, prevent nuclear %echnology being used for the prosperity-
instead of for the destruction of the world.

The CHATRMAN: I would like %o +hank Ambassador Vrhunec for his statement
and for his kind words addressed %o the Chair.
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Mr. DE SOUZA B SILVA (Brazil): Mr. Chaimman, our Committce hag devoted
three plenary meztings, starting last Tucsday, to item 2 of our agenda, namely, the
cessation of the nuclear arms race and niclear disarmament. The week before we
discussed item 1, nuclear test ban. I propose to deal today with both subjects, for
reasons of principle as well as for practical consideraticns. In my statement in the
plenary on 12 February I had the occasion to state the position of Brazil with regard
to the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. Since we conceive
the nuclear test ban as a step towards nuclear disarmament, I would also like to
elaborate today on the Brazilian stand regarding a treaty banning the further testing
of nuclear weapons. At the same time, I have in mind the interesting debate we had
yesterday on the establishment of working groups to deal with items 1 and 2 of our
agenda., As my delegation made specific suggestions on the matter, which were
supported and commented on by other delegations, I believe that some clarification,
for the record, of the issues discussed yesterday would be in order.

Let me start by repeating what seems to be the view of the almost unanimity of
the members of this Committee, concerning the urgent need for our Committee to engage
in substantive negotiations on those two items. The continuation of the nuclear arms
race is a major concern for all nations in the world, and not just for those Powers
that still engage in the unabated proliferation of their nuclear arsenals, in numbers
and in quality. We have been confronted with the argument that nuclear disarmament
is of "vital importance' to the security of the Superpowers, or that the subject is
"too sensitive" or "too complex' to be dealt with multilaterally. We contend, however,
that this question is also vitally important to our own security, and that its very
complexity and sensitivity warrant the early start of negotiations. A nuclear war.
would wipe out not only those who believe they can.wage it, but the rest of the world
as well., It is thus clearly within the purview and the duty of this Committee to
negotiate urgently on the substance of the matter.

At our informal meeting of yesterday, my delegation suggested that the Secretariat
provide us with a listing of all concrete proposals made to date, since the inception
of the Committee on Disarmament, on the ~2ssation of the nucvlear arms race and nuclear
disarmament. The delegation of India had previously made a proposal that we start
from the discussion, in informal meetings, of chapter 5 of the Secretary-General's
report on nuclear weapons. Many delegations argued for the continuation of informal
meetings to deal with nuclear disarmament, and yesterday Ambassador Taylhardat of
Venezuela made complementary suggestions to my proposal. Other delegations, including
those of Nigeria, Kenya, Argentina, Peru, Romania, Sri Lanka, Sweden and Yugoslavia,
from the Group of 21, had constructive comments to make on the question at hand. All
those suggestions made yesterday are complementary to each other. My own delegation
is entirely flexible on the details of the format which we hopefully may decide upon,
to focus the negotiations envisaged. We still think that a listing of all proposals
made in the United Nations dealing with nuclear disarmament might prove too long and
too cumbersome; maybe we should start with a less encyclopaedic catalogue, to which
delegations could propose the addition of other official documents presented before
1979 and which are still relevant today. The important point, however, and it is one
on which I feel there was a convergence of views, is that this exercise must have
two main purposes: first, to create the conditions for a meaningful, substantive
dialogue within the Committee, and secondly to aim at pin-pointing issues on which
concrete multilateral negotiations may be started. With this understanding, my
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delegation is ready fto continue explering. -in informal meetings, the oréanlzutlon of
our work on-the cessation of %he nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. In this
connection, I still believe. that the proposal of the Group of 21 provides us with
the best option for success. If, however, the suggestions made by my delegation and
by several others continue to be met with dismissal, silence or a refusal even to
start-a dialogue, then-we, and all members of the United Natisns, can do little else
than draw the appronrlate conclusions.

Much the :same reasoning applies to the proposals dealing with the establishment
of a working group to negotiate o treaty on the-prohibition of all nuclear-weapon
testing, for all time, in all environments. We heard no objection, during yesterday's
meeting, to the continuation of an infermal discussion on the substance of the matter;
not more than two delegations are on the record as having opposed the éstablishment of
.the working group on item 1 proposed by the Group of 21. One of those delegations
explained. that its Government was engaged in an over-all review of its defence
policies, and that only after this prccess had been completed could it sit in the
Committee with the benefit of .clear instructions. The other, however, had unconvincing
objections of principle, which are still unclear to my delegation. Be that as it may,
the consequences are, to say the least, disappointing. A%t any rate, this situation
should not prevent.the trilateral negotiators from responding to questions that have
been addressed to them in this Committee, in the search for clarification of issues
raised by their report to the Committee last year. The fact that the tripartite talks
have been suspended, and for reasoni unrelated to the tasks assigned to this’
Commlttee, .should not prevent the three negotiators from providing the Committee with
substantive responses. In this connection, the delegation of the Soviet Union has
devoted.one statement in the plenary to substantive aspects of the CTB, and has also

xpressed its support for the Group of 21. Would it be too much to ask the other
two Powers to state.the reasons why they velieve that success would be 1mpa1red if
CONSEnsus were ﬁttalned in the Committee?

It might be pertinent to recall the recent example of the establishment, last
year, of a working group on chemical weapons. The sxperience of the Committee in
this connection has shown that the work of the CD in no way brought prejudice to the
bilateral negotiations, which, incidentally, have also heen suspended for reasons
pertaining to the bilateral relations between the Suvperpowers. HMay I add here, as an
afterthought, that since the inception of the nuclear age, 35 years of restricted
negotiations on disarmamcnt have now elapsed; but no single measure of disarmament has
ever been produced by those select forums; on the contrary, for 35 years, at a most
wicked speed, a massive arms build-up has taken place.

In making the proposal for the continuation of informal discussions on how to
organize meaningful negotiations on the nuclear test ban, my delegation keeps an open
mind with regard tc details. But we do believe that the suggested exercise must also
teke the form of a dizlogue, so that out of it there could emerge the substantive
material to form a basis for a mandate of the working group proposed by the Group of 21.

My delogatlon is firmly convinced that a CTBT cannot be pursued as an end in
itselfs; further, we think that its urgency does not derive merely from the fact that
many Parties to the non-proliferation Treaty arc now volcing doubts as %o the
effectiveness of, or the compliance with, that instrument. On the contrary, as Brazil
has consistently stated, the CTBT must be conceived as a step towards nuclear
disarmament. To be truly effective and lasting, a treaty on the prohibition of
nuclear-weapon tests must be acceptable to as wide a number of partics as possible,
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particularly to the five nuclear-weapon Pewers, which ccntinue to conduct tests to
increase the destructive power of their arsenals. But the condition of wniverasality
will not be fulfilled if the legitimate concerns and interests of other nations are
not taken into account. Agreements resulting from closed negotiations cannot be
expected automatically to suit. the interests of those who were not allowed an
opportunity to state their concerns and to see that they were adequately reflected.

As for Brazil, we do have basic views in connection with a treaty to prohibit
nuclear-weapon testing. We would like to see a treaty which would contain a clear
commitment to the goal of nuclear disarmament, and which would serve as an effective
tool for the promotion of international co-operation in the field of the full use of
nuclear technology for peaceful purposes, a treaty which would not contain imbalances
and discrimination, and one which would not bestow on a few parties a privileged
status, even if such parties consider themselves to be more concerned than the others.
I have in mind both the substantive articles of the treaty and the clauses relating
to the complaints procedure, to the verification mechanism, to ratification and entry
into force and the provisions for its periodical review. We would further like to
‘see a treaty which would effectively result in the ceasing of all nuclear-weapon
testing for all time in all environments, and whichdoes not become a tool for
political pressure or, even worse, an instrument of legitimization for the resumption
of testing after a limited number of years.

"May I close my remarks by making one point absolutely clear. We recognize the
right of every nation to conduct, with whatever partners it chooses, whatever talks
it considers necessary %o safeguard its legitimate interests. But we cannot accept
the argument that substantive talks in this Committee, on questions which all of us
agreed to inscribe on its agenda, could prejudice or in any way preclude restricted
talks on the same subjects. In our cpinion, by simply performing the negotiating
task for which it was created, this Committee would be carrying out the invaluable
work of clarifying issues of vital importance, both for the nuclear-weapon States and
for the non-nuclear-weapon States, in order to ensure the effectiveness and
universality of *he instruments to be muliilaterally agreec upon.

. Let us not bve misled into believing that it is wise o act internationally as if
the world were composed of two categories of nations, one of which would accept no
responsibility towards the other. All members of this Committee have agreed to
negotiate urgent measures of nuclear disarmament. Talks may be conducted separately,
in small groups, within alliances, between alliances, without alliances; but we must
also negotiate within the framewcrk that we ourselves have established for that
purpose. To preclude multilateral negotiations in this Committee might have serious
consequences, for it is only within its framework that we will be able to negotiate
disarmament agreements which will prove egquitable, universal and lasting.

Mr. KOMIVES (Hungary): Comrade Chairman, at the outset let me congratulate
you on ycur succession to the chairmanship of the Committee on Disarmament for the
month of March and wish you the utmost success in discharging your responsibilities.
The Hungarian delegation is especially pleased to welcome in the Chair the
representative of the German Democratic Republic, with which the Hungarian People's
Republic has strong ties of friendship, deep-rooted co-operation in all the fields of
life and a profound common interest in strengthening world peace and security.
Your personal capabilities and experience in multilateral diplomacy represent a
reliable guarantee that the Committee will continue its work in- a business-like,
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constructive atmosphere generated during the chairmanship of your distinguished
predecessor, Ambassador Francois de la Gorce, to whom I would like to express my deep
appreciation for his constructive contribution fto our work. :

It is evident that the main task of the Committee during this year, particularly
during this month, is 1o achieve advance in the broad and vital field of nuclear
disarmament, especially in creating the necessary organizational framework fof such
negotiations., Your role as Chairman is instrumental in it and my delegation will do
its utmost to assist you to achieve that end. B

Ixchanges of views in connection with various aspects of nuclear disarmament held
in the Commitiee as a whole gives me some encouragement. The majority of the
delegations representcd here expressed their readiness and strong desire to start:
concrete negotiations on vital aspects of nuclear disarmament which heve been so far
considered only at the level of deliberations: I have in mind the questions of the
general and complete prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests and the cessation of the
nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmement. However, my delegation cannot hide its
profound disappointment that in view of the refusal of a few declegations the Committee
is unable to settle the procedural phase and set itself to substantive negotiations.
The agreement in principle on setting up working groups on the general and complete
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests and on the cegsation of the nuclear arms race and
nuclear disarmament has been long overdue. TFven late last year the rigid resistance
by one delegation on these issues led to the deplorable consequence that the second
Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of MNuclear -
Weapons could not achieve consensus on a substantive final document. '

My delegation continues to be convinced that substentive negotiations in the
Committee on Disarmament within the framework of ad hoc working groups on concrete
aspects of nuclear disarmament are not only feasible and desirable, but an unaveidable
task if the Committee on Disarmament really adheres to the consensus reached during
the first special session of the United Wations General Assembly devoted to
disarmement, as contained in thée key paragraph 50 of ite Final Document.

In my previous statement, of 12 FPebruary, I made preliminary comments in
connection with the general and couplete prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. Although
the discussion of the item wac to have ended last week, I would like to make further
obgervations in view of the discussion which took place in the Committee. My
delegation highly appreciates the comprehensive statement made by the distinguished
representative of the Soviet Union, Ambassador Issraclyan, last Friday on the position
of the Soviet Union concerning the general and complete prohibition of nuclear-weapon
tests in relation o the tripartite negotiations as well as the negotiations to be
conducted in the Committee. I consider that the flexible position of the USSR could
contribute to a substantial advance in both forums. My delegation fully shares the
position of the Soviet delegation concerning a moratorium and an international global
network to detect and identify seismic events. I would like to reiterate the hope of
my delegation that the other two interested parties in the itripartite negotiations will
soon find it possible to resume the talks and will reach positive results. ’
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My delegation remains convinced that, parallel with the trilateral talks, the
Cormittee on Disarmament has also a role to play in achieving a genuinely universal
CTBT. The majority of the delegations ropresented here agree that an ad hoc working
group should be created with the participation of all nuclear-weapon States. As far
as the concrete task of such a group is concerned, I think that more than enough
proposals have been put forward even during our debates hcld since the beginning of
the session, apart from the proposals which had been made earlier. - What is to be
done at this stage is to formulate these proposals into a realistic mandate acceptable
to all, and to start the substantive negotiations in the ad hoc working group.

The Committee is to complete in this meeting the consideration of item 2 of its
agenda: the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. The urgency
of the need fto find a2 way to stop fthe nuclear axms race has been explained in
dramatic terms by many delegations who took the floor on this item, It is evident
from the presernt state of the international situation that the continuing nuclear arms
race is becoming a more and more dangerous destabilizing. factor in international .
relations. The prevention of the outbreak of a nuclear war and meking a substantive
headway towards nuclear disarmament is the highest priority task facing the peoples
of the world and to an increased extent the Cormittee on Disarmament. The socialist
countries have always been advocating and promoting wide-ranging proposals and concrete
negotiations to put an end to the nuclear arms race, the latest of them being those
made by L.I. Brezhnev in his statement to the 26th Congress of the Communist Party of
the Soviet Union. The Hungarian Government fully supports these proposals and is
convinced that the implementation of these proposals is in the best interests of the
peoples of the world, particularly these in Europe. We do hope these proposals will
be given duvue and responsible consideration by those to whom they are addressed.

The Committee on Disarmament has before it also concrete tasks in the field of
the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. EBver since the
submission by the socialist delegations of the proposals in document CD/4 on
negotiations on ending the production of all types of nuclear weapons and gradually
reducing their stockpiles until their cormlete destruction, the Committee on
Disarmament has had wide-ranging discussions on this issue. As a consequence of these
debates the majority of the delegations came to the conclusion and explicitly
expressed their opinion that the Committee on Disarmament is the most suitable forum
for the preparation and conducting of such negotiations.

A number of concrete proposals have been made for the translation into practice
of this right conclusion. Working paper CD/109 submitted by the delegation of the
German Democratic Republic last June proposed, smong other things, the establishment
of an ad hoc working group on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament and the working out of an appropriate mandate for it. A similar initiative
was made by the Group of 21 in working paper CD/116 which proposed the setting up of
a working group and also gave an indicative description of the concrete tasks such a
group could deal with. 1In the final analysis both proposals can be conceived as _
practical efforts to translate into practice paragraph 50 and other relevant provisions
of the Final Document of the first special session of the United Nations
General Assenmbly devoted to disarmament.
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In the discussion on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and. nuclear
disarmament some delegations have shown special intercst in the guestion of ending
the production of fissionablc material for weapons purposes. The Hungarian delegation
ig of the opinion that this question should be ceonsidered together with other issues
relating to the cessation of ‘the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament within the
framework of an ad hoc working group tc be established.

It is a matter of xregret that, despite the insistancce of the nmajority of
delegations, the Cormittec has not made even one small step towarlds discharging its
extraordinary responsibilities in this cruciael field. Iy delegation is determined
that the Committee should at the latest during this part of itz zession tazke = decision
to set up an appropriate subsidiary body and start on a priority basis preparatory
work for substantive negotiations on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and on
nuclear disarmament. :

Before concluding, I would like to deal with the questicn of the non-stationing
of nuclear weapons on the territories of States where there are no such weapons at
present. As you may recall this question, in conformity with the decision taken by
our Committee, belongs to item 2 of our agenda. :

My delegation, like many others, attaches great importance to strengthening the
systen of political and international legal guarantcees for the security of
non-nuclear~-weapon States. The idea of concluding an international agreement on the
non-stationing of nuclear weapons on the territories of States where there are no such
weapons at present is, in the opinion of many delegations, one of the possible actions
to serve this goal. '

The conclusion of an agreement on the non-stationing of nuclear weapons on the
territories of States where there are no such weapons at present would considerably
strengthen the non-proliferation régime,. and could contribute to reducing the danger
of nuclear war and the nuclear arms race, and cculd enhance the establishment of
nuclear-weapon~free zones. Such an undertaking would make a significant contribution
to increasing confidence and to strengthening international peace and sccurity. For
these reasons nmy delegation considers that the conclusion of such an agreenent is
both possible and necessary, not fto mention the timeliness of the question.

In paragraph 1 of resolution 55/156 C adopted at its last session the
General Assembly "Requests the Committec on Disarmament to proceed without dslay to
talks with a view to elaborating an international agreement on the non-stationing of
nuclear weapons on the territories of States where there are no such weapons at
present'. In paragraph 3 of this resolution our Cormittee is requested to submit a
report on the question to the General Assembly at its thirty-sixth sessicon.

Taking into account the importance and timeliness of the guestion, the
establishment of a working group would be the best way to carry out this task as
proposed in document CD/141 submitted by the socialist countrics on 5 February. The
Hungarian delegation is ready to co-operate with every delegation in the elaboration of
a mandate for such a working groupn. :

AThe CHATRIMAN: T should like to thank Ambassador Komives for his statement
and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair.




CD/PV.11L
18

Mr. SOLA VIIA (Cuba) (#ranslated from Spanish): Comrade Chairman, it gives my
delegation great satisfaction to see you nresiding over the Committee on Disarmement
during the month of March. You are a worthy representative of a country that is
united with my own by strong ties of brotherhood, fraternity and solidaxrity. The
German Democratic Republic is a country vhich has played and continues to play an
active and militent part in the effort to achieve general and comnlete disarmament

as a way of strengthening international peace and security.

We are aware of your great ability and we are confident that, under your able
and skilful guidance, we shall end this month -- the longest in our spring session —-
successfully and with positive results. You may be assured of the utmost support and
co-operation from our delegation,

I should like, through you, to offer our congratulations to the Ambassadoxr -of
France on the results achieved in the month of February when our Commlttbe worked under
hisg chairmanship.

It may seem unnecessary to repeat that working groups provide the best framework
- for dealing with the various items on the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament, but
wvhen a fact is really incontrovertible and objective, it has tc be repeated, and
reality has convincingly demonstrated that this is so. Consideration of the items
before us in the context of working groups is the best way of clarifying their many
and complex facets; this is what mekes some of the arguments adduced here regarding
this question unacceptable.

With regard to the forestalling of attacks, considerations of security, defence,
protection and so on, the example was given here of a person who equips his house
with alarms, wvarning signs, fences and dogs for his protection. But what about those
who cannot afford to install alarms or buy dogs, or those who do not even own houses?
Are they then to be left copen to attack, without protection of any kind?

No one can deny that it would be usef1il to set up two werking groups on such
pressing and urgent items on our agenda as (1) a comprehensive nuclear test-ban; and
(2) the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament.

All members of the Committee, including those delegations which are opposed to
the establishment of such groups, know that the discussion of these items in
working groups would not mean the immediate conclusion of treaties. We all know that
these items require thorough, meticulous and detailed consideration, but if we continue
to do nothing in this matter, time will pass and the task will become all the more
difficult. Even more important, vhat explanstion will this single multilateral
disarmament negotiating body give to the international community? What shall we tell
the General Assembly et its second special session on disarmament?

The Final Document adopted at the first special session on disarmement, which is
talked about so much, was adopted by consensus. We shall be taking stock of its
results at the second special session on disarmament; we shall note what has been
done and what has not been d ne. Vhat will happen when paragravhs 47 onwards are
congidered? These are the paragraphs referring to guestions about nuclear weapons —-
unavoidable issues which we are duty bound to take up.
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My delegation is deeply concerned lest we conclude our work this year without
setting up these working groups. This will be the Committee's last full session before
the second special session on disarmament, and we must not come to it "empty-handed".
Both the Group of 21, to which my country belongs and the socialist group, together
with many delegations in the sc-celled weslern group are in agrecment that these
working groups should be set up. This hes been reflected in statements, documents
submitted, and so on. :

For instance, I should like fto draw attention- to:

Document CD/4, submitted ag early as in 1979 by the socialist oougtrles, concerning
negotiations on nuclear weapons;

Document CD/%6/Rev.1 of the Group of 21, also concerning the oessation of the
nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament; : ’

Document CD/72 of the Group of 21, containing an appeal for -the comnplete cessation
of nuclear-weapon tests and urging the establishment of a working. groun without delay;

Document CD/116 of the Group of 21, on the cessation of the nuclecr arms race and
nuclear disarmament;

Document CD/154, the Statement of the Group of 21 on the conclusion of the annual
session of the Committee on Disarmament in 1980, which contains the following pessage:

"o.. it is a matter of regret that despite the greater responsibility thue
placed on the Committee on Disarmement as the single multilateral negotiating body
in the field of disarmament, it has been prevented during its 1980 -cesgsion from
adequately discharging its mandate, particularly with regard to that part of its
responsibilities which has been assigned the highest priority by the
General Assembly, namely, the Cessation of the Illuclear Arms Race and Nuclear
Disarmament including the initial step of a luclear Test Ban.';

Document WD/195, submitted by the group of socialist States, which qJmtes, in one
of its paragraphs.

"The delegations of the socialist countries have attached and continue to-
attach primery importance to the cuestion of the cessation of the nuclear arms race
and nuclear disarmament. They submitted specific proposals to the session of the
Committee concerning negotiations on the cessation of the production of nuclear
weapons of all kinds and the gradusl reduction of stockpiles of such weapons
culminating in their complete elimination. In addition, it was proposed that an
ad hoc working group on the cessation of the miclear arms rece and nuclear
disarmement should be set up within the Committee, and that the group's terms of
reference should be determined during the current session of tlie Committee on
Disarmament." That meant, in 1980.

is regards statements, there have been many, including more than one by the Group
of 21 reiterating this urgency, that of the socialist countries and, more pcrticularly,
the statement by Comrade Issraelyan of the USSR on 27 Februery, as vell as statements
by the Netherlands, Jepan, Belgium, Australis, Canada and Italy: all cbjectively
reflect the importance of setting up these working groups.

In eddition, at the last session of the United Nations General Assembly, various
resolutions to this effect were adopted.
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In conclusion, I should like %o refer to document A/35/392 entitled "Comprehensive
Study on Nuclear Veapons". The delegation of Indie proposed that we should discuss,
at informel meetings, chapter V of this report, entiiled "The doctrines of deterrence
and other theories concerning nuclear weapons'". My delegation supports this proposal.
The entire report is extremely useful and important and we ought in particular to
take note of chapter VIII, "The perpetual menace to human society", and especially
paragraph A94, which I should like to quote: '

"If this report has proved nothing else, it should at least have gerved to
demonstrate the catastrophic consequences which would result if the nuclear
arsenals of today or fomorrow were ever unleashed in war. There are verhaps
some who wish to draw comfort from calculations that it may be difficult to kill
outright every man, woman and child on earth even in a nuclear war. But guch
calculations are empty exercises. The danger of the ammihilation of human
civilization should not be made the subject of theoretical arguments, but be used
as a basis for creating & common avareness of the alarming situation the world
is facing today and of the need for exercising the political will to search for
acceptable solutions",

At their six Summit Conferences, the non-aligned countries have reiterated the
need for nuclear disarmement. Thus, at the recent Ministerial Conference held in
Hew Delhi, the Foreign Iinisters of the liovement of Non-Aligned Countries stated that
"the greatest danger confronting the world today is the threat of destruction resulting
from a nuclear war. The actions of the nuclear-weapon countries, which have embarked
on a new and frenzied phase in the arms race, have created a situation in which mankind
appears to be condemned to live in the shadow of nuclear annihilation. Some of the
muclear-weapon countries have been trying to promcte the highly dangerous theory
of a limited nuclear war and to minimize the distinction between nuclear and
conventional weapons. At the same time, the so-called 'balance of deterrence' between
the great Powers has not prevented them from taking part in regional conflicts. The
competition in deterrence has in no way created a sure means of averting the imminent
catastrophe. Only the nightmare of uncert.inty and fear tha’ today cheracterize
international relations have increased, for the arms race is due primerily to the
persistent recourse to the use of force to maintain the status quo in international
relations. There is only one real deterrent: mankind's desive to survive, As
unswerving advocates of world peace, the non-aligned countries should, therefore,
.co-ordinate their sctions so as to halt and reverse the nucleor arme race with a view
to eventually achieving the complete elimination of such weapons from the arsenals
of States".

Let us co-ordinate our actions to achieve concrete negotiations on the cessation
of nuclear tests and nuclear disarmament.

Mr, ISSRAELYAI (Union of Soviet Socialist Republicg: Distinguished
Comrade Chairman, first of 211, I shcould like on behelf of the Soviet delegafion and
on my own behalf cordially to congratulate you on your assumption of the functions
of Chairmen of the Committee on Disarmoment for the current menth. Ve sre particularly
pleased to dc this since you represent here a country which is linked with the
Soviet Union by the indissoluble ties of friendship and fraternity. May I wish you,
distinguished Comrade Ilerder, success in discharging your responsible task as '
Chairman of this Committee. :
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Ve should also like to express our gratitude to Ambagsador de la Gorece of France,
who was the Chairman of the Committee during the month of February.

Today, the Soviet delegetion would like to draw the attention of the members of
the Committee on Disarmoment to an event of mejor internaticnal import -- the
26th Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union which is now in process of
concluding its work., The Rewort to the Congress, delivered by the General Secretary
of the Central Committec of the Communist Porty of the Loviet Union and Chairmon of
the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, L.I. Breghnev, containg & thorough and
comprehensive analysis of the present international situation, confirms the invariability
of the foreign policy course of the Soviet Union towsrds safeguarding peace and
strengthening international security, and puts forward new and important proposals aimed
at curbing the arms race and improving the internationel climate.

Reflecting the most vivid response produced in the world by the work of the
Congress, many delegations in the Committee —- and they have told us about this quite
frankly -- have digplayed a keen interest in.the materials emerging from it. The
Soviet delegation has submitted as an official document of the Committee the section
of the report by L.I. Brezhnev wvhich focuses on the tasks of the consolidation of peace,
the settlement of urgent international issues and, in the first place, the problem of
disarmament.

Many of the provisions of the report, new constructive proposals put forward ot
the Congress, bear the most direct relation to the work of our Committee, to thos
igsues which have been roised in the statements of a number of delegations in the
course of the general debate.

In this comection, the Soviet delegation would like to draw the attention of the
Committee 1o certain questions touched upon in the report of L.I. Drezhnev.

"The pivotal line of the foreign policy of our Party and Govermment," -- stated
L.I. Brezhnev in his report to the Congress -- "hos been ond continues to be the
struggle to reduce the danger of war and to curb the arme race." The boviel State,
like many other countries -- ag has, in particular, been clear from the work of the
current session of the Committee ~- singles out within the entire sphere of
disarmament the issue of the limitotion and elimincotion of nuclear weanons, which are
the most dangerous to humanity.

fis is well known, the Soviet Union stends for the radical sclution of this issue,
that is, for ending the production of muclear weapons and reducing their stockpiles
until they have Dbeen completely destroyed. The relevant concrete preoposal was
submitted to the Committee by the Soviet delegation together with the delegations of
other socialist countries over tvo years ago. The Congress noted the efforts mede by
our country to try to secure the adoption of individual measures in the sphere of
nuclear disarmament and in particular the complete prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests,
the strengthening of security guarantees for non-nuclear weapon States, the prevention
of the further spread of nuclear veapons acress our planel, and a number of other
neasures.
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Numerous statements in the Committee reflected serious anxiety over the fact tlat
the process of strotegic arms limitation by the USSR and the United States oF Amorica
hag been artificially held back and, as you know, through no fault of curs. Dut there
is something more behind this, namely, concern over how Soviet-American relations are
going to develop in future. This concern is understandeble. During the genersl debate
in the Committee meny delegations have rightly emphasized the fact that the entire
international situation as well as the solution of a good meny nroblems, including,
naturally, disermament issues depend to a large extent on the policies. of the USER
and the United Stetes. The report made by L.I. Brezhnev to the Congress says, clearly
and explicitly, that the state of Soviet-American relations at present and the
acuteness of problems requiring & solution necessitates o dialogue, and an active
dialogue, at all levels. This is alsc true of the state of affairs here, in the
Committee on Disarmament.

Attaching extremely important significance to the limitation of strategic
armoments, L.I. Brezhnev urged the continuation, without delay, of the relevant
negotiations with the United States, preserving all the positive elements thet have so
far been achieved in this area. He underlined anew that the only sensible and

acceptable basis for such negotiations, in which -- and we would draw attention to
this ~- all the other nuclear-weapon Powers should participate, at an sppropriate

time, is obgervation of the principle of equality and equal security.

L.I., Brezhnev declared that the USSR is prepared to come to terms on limiting
the deployment of the new submoarines -- the Chio type by the United States and similar
ones by the USSR, and to agree to the banning of the modernizetion of existing and the
development of new ballistic missiles for these submarines

The proposal contained in the report by L.I. Brezhuev to set un a competent
international committee which could be composed of the most eminent scientists fro
various countries is aimed at intensifying the struggle sgainst the nucdlear peril and
at increasing opportunities for the dissemination of truthful information about the
disastrous consequences for menkind of a nuclear war.

One of the imvortant items on the agenda of our Committee is that of the ,
prohibition of new types and gystems of weapons of mess destruction. The report to the
26th Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union stressed once again thot the
Soviet Union has actively sought the prohibition of all other types of such weapons
also, and that certain results have been achieved in this field. In particular, the
Convention on the Prohibition of Military Use of Environmental Modification Techniques
has entered into force. Considerable useful work has bheen done towards the drewing
up of a treaty for the bamming of rcdiological weapons. Ve hope that this worl will
he successfully completed in the near future. Negotiations are continuing in the
Committee, for the second year alre ady, with a view to the exclusion of chemical
weapons from the arsenals of States, but in truth they are proceeding too slowly, and
we sincerely regret it.

The report to the Congress stressed that thanks to the actions of the pmeace-loving
forces it was possible to check the implementation of plans for the deployment of
neutron weapons in western Burope. Tor our part we reaffirm, said L.I. Brezhnev, that
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we will not begin production of this weapon unless it appears in other States, and
that we are prepared to conclude an agreement banning this weapon once and for all,
I would recall that a draft itreaty on the prohibition of neutron weapons tabled by the

group of socialist countries in liarch 1973 is lying on the negotieting table in the
Cormittee. The Committee should tackle this issue also.

The Soviet delegaticn feels that it is its duty to draw attention also to new
proposals put forward at the 26th Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
and zimed at a -radical improvement o6f the international situation. Let me say at once
that these proposals are not meant to form the subject of negotiations in the Committee,
and we shall not introduce them for that purposc, but there is no doubt that their
adoption and implementation vould impreve the situation in the wvorld and would create
a. more propitious climate for disarmament negotiations also, including here, in this
Committee. S

It is hardly necessary to explain that it is far easier to prevent this or that
conflict threatening to trenscend local limits then to put a ston to a conflagration
that has already hroken out. 4As far as Burope is concerned, the purposc of preventive
action of this kind is served by the confidence-building measures provided for in the
decision of the All-European Conference, such as nofification of military exercises of
ground troops and the inviteticn to them of observers from other countries. As you
know, these messures apply to the territory of the European States, including the
western regions of,the USSR. 1In the past the Soviet side has already proposed that
the system of notification should cover naval and air force exercises as vell as
large-scale troop movements.

At the 26th Congress it was proposed that the zone of application of such
measures should be substantially extended, and it was emphasized that our country is
prepared to apply them to the entire European part of the USSR, provided the western
states, too, extend the confidence zone correspondingly. Furthermore, a propose
was put forward to check the build-up of nuclear-missile weapons in Europe.

The Far East is another region where the elaboration and application of
confidence~building measures, with due consideration for its specific features, could
not only defuse the situation locolly but alsc contribute to the strengthening of the
foundations of universal peace. There, such Powers ag the USSR, Chinc end Japan
border on each other and there are also United States military bases in this region.
As far as this region is concerned, our country has also taken a new initiative. In
his report L.I. Brcunﬁmv e:mpressed the readiness of the Coviet Union to hold concrete
negotiations on confidence-building measures in the Ior Bast with all interested
countries. We stand for stability in this region, just as in 2ll other regions of
the globe.

The implementation of all these far-reaching proposals on confidence-building
measures will facilitate progress in the field of disarmement as well. Ve wisgh to
emphasize the realistic and meaningful nature of these proposals from the point of
view of the strengthening of peace and the settlement of urgent dicarmement issues.
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Considerable attention was given in the report by L.I. Brezhnev to vhat axre
usually called "flash-points", that is, the hotbeds of military conflicts and tensions,
and in the first irstance to the Persian Gulf area. At the ond of last year the
Soviet Union proposed to the United States of America, other western Powers, China,
Japan and all other States which might be interested, the reaching of an agreement
on a wide range of mutual obligetions providing, first of 211, that in the Persian Gulf
area and on the adjacent islands no foreign militzry bases should be established
and no nuclear or any other type of wecpons of mass destruction should be stationed.
Another step would be an obligation not to use or threaten to use force ageinst the
countries of the Persian Gulf area and not to interfere in their domestic affairs.

. The Soviet Union also proposed that agreement should e reached to respect the non-
aligned status chosen by the Persian Gulf Stetes and not to draw those States into
military groupings in which nuclear-weapon Powers participete. Ve also urged respect
for the sovereign right of the States of this region to their natural resources. And
finally, the Soviet side proposed thet it should be agreed not to create any obstacles
or threats vhaitsoever to normal commerce and the use of maritime communications
connecting the Stotes in this region with the rest of the world.

It has sometimes been said about these proposals, which have met with a strong
response in the world, that they cannot be divorced from the question of the Soviet
military contingent in Afghanistan. In this connection, it was made clear at the
Congress that the Soviet Union is prepared to negotiate with respect to the Persian Gulf
as an independent problem, and slso to participate in a separate settlement of the.
situation around Afghanistan. At the some time our country, as L.I. Brezhnev stated,
does not object to the. questions commected with Afghanistan being discussed in
conjunction with questions of Persian Gulf security. It goes without saying thot in
that connection only the international aspects of the Afghanisten problem could be
discussed, . and not internal Afghen affairs.

It is common knowledge that there are quite a few other urgent problems in the
world. They are also awaiting a sensible solution, which requires, as L.I. Brezhnev
put it, & far-sight=d approach, political will and courage, cuthority and influence.
In this comnection, L.I. Brezhnev put forward a proposal for the convening of a
special meeting of the Security Council with the porticipation of the tovn leaders of
its member States in order to look for ways of improving fthe international situation
and preventing war. Leaders of other States could obviously also take part in the
meeting, which would, of course, require thorough preparation.
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Thus, the new measures and proposals-put forward at the 26th Congress of the
Communiist Party of the Soviet Union cover a wide range of both political and military.
issues. All these proposals pursue a single aim, our one over-all aspiration -- to
do everything vpossible to relieve the peoples of the threat of a nuclear ver and to
preserve world peace, )

"Hot war preparations that docm the peonles to a2 censele a
material and spiritual wealth, but the consolidation ¢f peace -- that
to the future'", L.I. Brezhnev emphasized. ' '

In conclusion, I should like to stress once again that 211 the main directions
of the activities of our State in the field of foreign policy as outlined at the
Congress, convincingly demonstrate thot the course of the Soviet Unicn towards the
pregervation and consolidation of peace, and towards ¢étente, the curbing of the
arms race and disarmement is consistent and steadfast. This is a lorg-term policy
not subject t0 momentary trends. The conclusions and proposals of the Congress,
vhether relating to the problem of disarmament or to any other international issue,
constitute guidelines for Soviet foreign policy and diplomacy, and we shall follow
them strictly and unswervingly. The objectives proclaimed by "the Congress fill us
with a feeling of optimism, and we hope that the new Soviet proposals will have &
favourable impact on our common work and will facilitate the solution of the practical
tasks facing our responsible negotiating forum.

The CHATRIIALY (translated from Russian): I shouléd like to thank
Ambassador Issraelyan, the representative of the Soviet Union, for his detailed
explanation of his country's latest proposals in the sphere of the cesggation of the
arms race and disarmament, which were adopted at the 26th Congress of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union. Bearing in mind the part that the Soviet Union as one of
the foremost nuclear-wveapon Powers is called upon to play in the implementation of
measures of disarmament, and in perticular nuclear disarmament, I am convinced that
these proposals will be given due attention also by the members of this Committee.
I should like to inform the members of the Committee that at the request of the
delegation of the Soviet Union appropriate extracts from the report to the -
26th Congress will be distributed %o the Committee-as a working document. I should like
also to thank Ambossador Issraelyen for the kind words he addressed to umyself.
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Mr. GARCIA ROBIES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish): My delegation is
happy to see you in the office of Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament. Your
clear perception of the problems with which this multilateral negotiating bod; .
deals.— or with which it will imevitably have to desl, sooner or leter -—~-ond Jour
skill in finding compromise solutions are features of inestimoble value for the
successful guidance of our worik during the wonth that lies ahead.

T should also lile to take this opportunity to reiterate to your distinguiéhed
predecessor, Ambassador de la Gorce, our gratitude and great appreciation for the
outstanding role that he played during the month of February.

Turning to the item we agreed to continue considering at this meeting -- the
item on the Committee's agenda entitled "Cessation of the nuclear arms race and
nuclear disarmament” -- I shall begin by reminding you that my delegation has
already had the opportunity to state in this forum the basic points of its position
on this matter at the meetings -- the verbatim records of which can easily be
consulted -~ that I shall now list together with the dates on which they were held:

28th meeting, held on 19 April;
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. 80th meeting, held on 22 April;
.. 87th weeting, held on 26 June;
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. 101st meeting, held on 3 February;
. 107th meeting, held on 17 February.
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To supplement this list, I should 1like in the first place to emphasize that not
only do we still consider it "inconceivable", as we have been saying here for
almost two years, that any attempt should be made to prevent the Committee on
Disarmament from discharging its duty with respect to nuclear disarmament, which,
as has been said and repeated endlessly, should have the highest priority in our
woxrlt; we find the persistence of such an attitude wholly unacceptable.

Since this Committee is the "single multilateral disarmament negotiating forum",
it is obvious that it has not only the risht, but also the inescapable iuty to
tackle an issue which, as the United Nations has so rightly said, is of "vital"
interest to all peoples because what is at stalie ig nothing less than the very
survival of mankind. The fact of the Committece's doing so will not, of course,
create any obstacle to the continuation of the bilateral negotiations between the
two Superpowers but will rather, on the contrary, be a useful complement to those
talks. '

It is no doubt for this reason that, at its last session, the General Assembly
gave its full support in not one but two resolutions, resolutions 35/152 C and
55/152 D, both adopted on 12 December 1980, to the proposal made last year by the
Group of 21 that there should be set up, during this first part of the Committee's
1981 session, an ad hoc working group that would begin its work by considering the
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question of the Telaboration and clarification of the stages of nuclear disarmament
envisaged in paragrvaph 50 of the Final Document of the Tenth Svecial Sessicn of the
General Assembly, including ideniification of the responsibilities of the
nuclear-weapon States and the role of the non-nuclear-wegpon States in the

process of achieving nucleer disarmament',

My delegation could not accept as a valid argument against“the establishuent
of a working group on nuclear disarmonent the alleged need of some regions to
possess nuclear weapons in order "to deter potential agsressors”. It is slrecady
12 wvears since we had an opportunity fo state our carefully congidered conclusion
on this matter, an honour that fell to nme, at the 395th meeting of the Conférence
of the Coumittee on Dissrmament, held on 15 March 1969, when I said, inter dlias

"We refuse to believe that the so-called deterrent power -- a formula
that bas regrettably been much abused -- of such weapons can be regarded as
- a positive factor justifying their existence. The fact that in the past
20 years we have had a precarious peace based on a frightening balence of
terror is for us far from being a convincing arsument.

"In the millions of years of pre-history which are usvally divided into
the Stone Age, the Bronze Age, and the Iron Age it was enough for man to have
the deterrent pover of primitive weapons made from such materials; and during
thousands of years of recorded history in which, we must not formet, for many
periods over half a century long peace prevailed and the deterrent power never
until quite recently went any further than the instruments of destruction,

- quite terrifying enough, that were bascd on TNT and dynamite, We cannot
understand why today international peace and security should have to depend
on weapons such as the nuclear weapons, the very existence of which entails
the danger of universal suicide. Against the presumed need for the deterrent
powver of nuclear wecapons uve niust set the very real need to evaluate the moral
dissuasive power of all peoples of the world; who demand every day with =~
greater vrzency and less patience that an end be put to a situation which
endangers nothing less thon the very survival of the human species."

Ambassador Venltateswaran, the distinguished representative of India, in the
excellent statement he made last week, on 26 February, highlighted the numerous
reasons why recourse to nuclear weapons to avoid or remedy imbalances, either real
or imaginary, in conventionel weapons.is unjustifiable.

I have nothing to add on that point. I would, however, lile to express ny
surprise at something that was said by another distinguished representative, '
the representative of the United Ningdom, who told us, in his statement on
19 February, that the Warsaw Pect countries have a "superiority in Central Burope
over thie NATO alliance of 7:1 in tanks and artillery and some 150,000 in
ground-force manpower!'. '

It is wnderstandable and, I would say, even natural, that, when a Government
is trying to persuade its owm Parliament to be generous with regard to the military
budget, it should not be too demanding with respect to the accuracy of the
estimates it submits. On the other hand, it secems to us indispensable that, in as
august an intermational body as the Committee on Disarmament, the starting point
should be the fact that the members of the Committee do not have a vete in their
regpective Parliaments and, furthermore, that fthey should be fully copnizant at
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least of what might be térmed the basic information regarding the status of
armaments and armed forces in the world. For example, I do not think that I shall
be teaching any oi the represcntatives irn this room anything new with a few
quotations, all taken from public statements by officials of the most important
nember of NATO, who, in view of the functions they Leld vhen they spoke, may
unguestionably be considered as smong the most knowledgeable persons in the vorla
on matters of this kind. These statoments, as will be secn, give a very different
picture from that painted for us by Aubassador Summerhayes.

In Januvary 1930, Mr. Harold Brown, then United States Defense Secretary,
aeolared

"ihat are called static measures of assessment, in which, for example,
Soviet and American missile or tank inventories are compared in isolation,
are rarely illuminating about the expected outcome of g battle or instructive
as to the defence posture we should adopt....

"In the central region of Burope, a rough numericel balance exists
between the immediately available non—nucloar forces of NATO (including
France) and those of the Warsaw Pac

Last year again none other than the then United States Under-Sccretary of -
Defense for Research and Engineering, Dr. William Perry, stated that NATO led in
the "lethality" of taniis, artillery and rocket-launchers, as well as in the quantity
and quality of anti-tanl: missiles and combat aircraft. With regard to precision-
guided weapons, which he deéscribed as the "most significant application of
technology to modern werfare since the development of radar", Dr. Perry believed
that the United States had a "substantial lead".

Dr. Perry also belleved that the improvement cf NATO's anti-tank capability
had so accelerated in receént years that "the technology balance is shifting in
favour of the anti-tank systems'". He addod that WATO Lad ovor 193,000 very
effective anti-tank missiles and an enormcus variety of methods of firing them
from the ground or from aircraft. As resards the military budgets of the two main
alliances, a careful comparative study led Hr. Artbur M. Cox, a former official of -
the United States Central Intelligence Agency, to the following conclusion, which
was published on 21 August 1980 in the International Herzld Tribune:

"The combined NATO defence budgets are greater than the combined Soviet-Warsaw
Pact defence budgets and, if the China factor is included, the Soviet proportion
of defence facing the United States snd its allies is less than 75 per cent of

that of the NATO vowers".

In view of these stateuents, which could easily be supplemented by others of a
similar nature, we believe that excppgerating the size and the dangers of arsenals
of conventional weapons is certainly not the best way of achieving the cessation of
the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. Perhops the best course would be
to reflect seriously on the words of a man as familiar with strategic questions and
as iree from suspicion of biag as Genersl Douglas MacArthur, who, spealking before
the Philippines Congress on 5 July 1961, declarcd:

"Global war las become a Franltenstein to destroy both sides. o longer
does it possess even the chance of the winner of o duel. It contains now only
the germs of double suicide.
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"The present tensions with their threat of national annihilation are
fostered by tuwo great illusions. The one, a complate beliel on the part of
the Scviet world that the capitalistic countries are preparing to attaclk them;
that soconer or later we intend to strike. And the other, a complete belief
on the part of the capifalistic countries that the Soviets are preparing to
attack us; that sooner or later they intend to gtriie.

"Both are wrong. Bach side, so far as the masses are concerned, is
desirous of peace. DBoth dread war. DBut the constant acceleration of
preparation may, withoutl specific intent, uwltimately precipitate a kind of
spontaneous combustion."

To supplement this statement wmade nearly 20 years apgo, and since it seems to
be fashionable to spealt of the balance of nuclear deterrence, I will now go on to
quote two of the main conclusions of the recent comprehensgive study on nuclear
weapons prepared by the United Nations, fto the great merits of wvhich I have
repecatedly drswn attention since I first became familiar with its contents in
October last year:

"In order to claim that it is possible to continue, forever, to live
with nuclear weapons, the balance must be maintained at 2ll times irrespective
of any technological challenges that way present themselves as a result of
the arms race. In addition, there must be no accidents of a human or
technical nature, which is an impossible requirement as shown by the various
incidents of false alarms and computer malfunctioning that are reported from
time to time. Sooner or later one of these incidents may cive rise to a real
accident with untcld consequences. TFor these and cther reasons it is not
possible to offer a blanket guarantee of eternal stability of the deterrence
balance and no one should be permitted to issue calming declarations to this
effect ...

"Bven if the balance of deterrence was an entirely stable phenomenon,
there are strong woral and political arpuments against a continued reliance
on this balance, It is inadmissible that the prospect of the annihilation of
human civilization is used by some States to promote their security. The
future of maniiind is then made hostage to the perceived sccurity of =z few
muclear-wegpon States and most notably that of the two Superpowers. It dis
furthermore not acceptable to establish, for the indefinite fuiure, a world
system of nuclear-wegpon States and non-nuclear-veapon States. This very
system carries within it the seed of nuclear-weapon prolilferation. In the
long run, therefore, it is a system that contains the origins of its own
destruction."

I am convinced that an objective analysds of the opinions whieh I have read out
will inevitably lead to the conclusion that the Committec on Disarmament must lose
no more time in beginning multilateral negotiations between its members on nuclear
Qisermament -- negotiations the conduct of which is zndorsed in maregroph 50 of
the Final Document of 1978 ond for the initiation of which we continue to believe,
with the Group of 21, that the best available machinery would be the immediate
cstablishment of an ad hoc woxrliing group.

The meeting roge at 1 p.u,




