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The CHAIRMAN: 1In The Name of God The Most Compassionate, The Most Merciful,
I declare open the 153rd plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament.

As agreed “y the Committee at our last plenary meetirg, we will listen this
morning to as many speakers as possiblc and hold another plenary meeting tomorrow
morning so that members unable to deliver their statements today may do so on that
ocecasion.

Mr. SUMMERHMAYES (United Kingdom): Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer you my
congratulations on assuming the responsibilities of the chairmanship of this
Committee and to assure you of the full co-operation of my delegation in carrying
out your task. At the same time I wish to express our appreciation to
Ambassador Sani for the firm and uise guidance he gave us both at the end of last
year and at the beginning of this one. I also extend a very warm welcome to the
many new colleagues who have joined us for the new session of the Committee.

My delegation shares the feeling of many distinguished representatives who have
spoken before me that the session of the Committee on Disarmament which we have now
begun is of special significance because it will be followed by, and is in a sense
preparatory to, the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament. We are all most conscious that the expectations aroused by the first
special session have not been fulfilled, that armed conflict continues to cause
widespread suffering in many parts of the world and that the military potential of
many States continues to increasc.

Against this troubled background, the British Government continues to believe
that its first responsibility is to preserve its country's security. In this
connection, it remains committed to seeking balanced and verifiable measures of arms
control and, in this, it reflects the wishes of the British people. My delegation is
conscious of the magnitude of our task here and the difficulties and differences that
remain to be overcome; we are aware that arms control is a field where we must be
both imaginative and realistic. In this spirit, my delegation is ready to play a
full and constructive part in the discuissions of the Committee and of its working
groups in the hope that significont advonees can b2 cchieved before the second
special session opens. To fulfil this hope, it is important, in our view, to pay
special attention to those areas where progress has already been made and where there
seems a better prospect of coming rapidly to agreement. Theagreements we all scek
will have to be built on confidence and will have to ensure undiminished security
for all concerned. For that reason, verification procedures, in which both sides
can put their trust, remain an essential key to success in our work. The need for
agreements to include adequate verification machinery is underlined by the
difficulties that have faced the United Nations Group of Experts to Investigate
Reports on the Alleged Use of Chemical Weapons. Its inability to produce a
conclusive report at the end of its first year of investigation was due in large part
to the difficulties it had faced in gaining admission to areas where the alleged
treaty violations were taking place. We sincerely hope that the Group will meet with
greater co-operation now that its mandate has been extended by General Assembly
resolution 36/96 C. :
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There is also a wider aspect to the question of confidence. Governments, with
which decisions on arms contrecl ultimately rest, are constrained by considerations
of poliecy at the international level. It is an inescapable fact that over the past
tuo years, our worz in this Committee has been overshadowed by the continuing
military occupation of a non-aligned country, ifghanistan, and now the imposition of
martial law in Poland has further contributed to tension in the world. Soviet'
pressure on Poland during the last 18 months has been intense ~nd has included
threatening military manoeuvres around Poland's borders, as well as encouragement of,
and support for, the imposition ol militory rule. This is a violation of a number
of intermaticnally accepted principles including those denling with sovereignty,
non-intervention, the threat of forcec, and self-determination. Such violations are
beund to affect our work for they underminc mutunl trust, which must be the basis for
progress. The fact that taliks betwcen the United Stzotes of fmerica and the
Soviet Union on limiting intermediatc nuclear forces have begun is, however, 2 most
encouraging dcvelopment. My Government attaches the highest importance to progress
in these negotiatiors. The United Xingdom helieves that achievement of the zero-
level for land-bascd INF missiles on both sidzs would be a major contribution to
international stability and therefore to progress in other areas of nims control
endeavour in which the worlk of this Committec should figure substantially. We also
look forward te the opening of the strategic arms reduction talks with emphasis on
deep cuts in the .wuclear arsenals of the superpowers. Ye believe that these talks
should get under way at 2n ez2rly opportunity.

v Government well understands the views put forward in this Committce and the
disappointment that 1t h=s not proved possible so far to achieve 2 C1B. My
Government will continuc to seek progress on test ban issues.

I turn now to cther aspects of the woric of the Committce. It is clezar that we
have 2 great deal to do in a short space of time. In particular, we have little
time to fulfil thc responsibility, entrusted to the Committee ny the first special
session, cof preparing a comprehensive programme of disarmament. F[For this reason,
the United Kingdom joined with other Yestern States in the presentation of a draft
programme, contained in document CD/205, during the summepr session last year. My
delegation hzs played an active rolz in the Yorking Group under
hmbassador Garcin Robles® chnirmanship since ricetings were resumes in January and we
believe that these meetings have been nost useful in clarifying different anproaches
tc somec of the key issucs and, in particular, the problem of stames for implementation
and of review mech=anisms. My delegztion welcomes the fact that the Group has nou
bersun worlc on the dralfting of toxts for some of the sections of the programme; in
particular the scction on objectives, wherc there sceons to he a fair degree of
concordance in the working parvers presentaed bv the various groups and individual
States. It is our firi intention to have a draft programme completed by the end of
this spring session -~ that is, in eleven weeks’ time or within a space of perhaps
not much more thnan twenty meetings of the Working Group. The task should be
possibla, but we shall have to “<eep our expectations within reasonable and practical
limits if we arc to accomplish it.

As always, my delegation listencd with intcrest to the remarks made by
fmbassador Venkateswaran of Indi~ in his statement of & February, wvhich he devoted
mainly to the comprzhensive prosrapne. Not surprisingliy, there are a number of
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points upon which we hold a different view from that expressed by the delegation of
India. In particular, we are surprised to find that he considers that document CD/205
does not provide an idea of the route along which we must travel towards general and
complete disarmament. In our view, document CD/205 does provide such a route,
particularly for the first part of the journey. Thereafter, we have sketched out

some possible paths to follow; but we do not consider that it is feasible, when the
map is largely uncharted, to go further without adequate review. As I have

indicated, however, we believe that the possibility of reaching agreement on the
comprehensive programme does exist and that we should now concentrate our efforts in
the Working Group on this aim.

Although, as I have made clear, my delegation attaches particular importance
at this time to the CPD negotiations, we also believe that members of the Committee
should not lose sight of the more direct contribution they can make to progress on
arms control through the Committee's work on radiological weapons and, still more,
on chemical weapons.

My delegation demonstrated its belief in the value of the early completion of
negotiations on a final text of a convention to ban radiological weapons by its
support for resolution 36/97 B at the thirty-sixth session of tha General Assembly.
We are again ready at this present session to play a constructive part in
discussions aimed at achieving a generally acceptable text; success in these
discussions could provide a useful, if modest, step further forward in arms control.
The importance of the measure lies not so much in the likely imminence of the
introduction of such weapons -- for radiological weapons would certainly be very
difficult to employ -- but in the incalculable and uncontrcllable nature of their
effects, which could persist long after a war in which the weapons were used, thus
affecting future generations. That is sufficient reason for banning this potential
class of weapons. I believe that we are most likely to achieve our objective by
concentrating on the specific and well-definable issues which were still to be
resolved at the end of last year rather than by attempting to cast our net too wide.

I should like now to turn to the work of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical
Weapons, which covered a great deal of ground last vear under the able and energetic
chairmanship of Ambassador Lidgard of Sweden. The United Kingdom destroyed its
entire stock of chemical weapons more than 10 years ago and my Government remains
committed, as it has been since negotiations first began in the CCD, to seeking a
comprehensive, effective and adequately verifiable ban on chemical weapons. My
delegation therefore very much welcomed the intensive consideration of the range of
issues covered last year. The report of the Working Group showed that there is
still a great deazl to be done, but it alsoc pointed to a2 number of areas where a
convergence of views is beginning to develop. We hope that the momentum created
last year will be maintained during this session; we would, in particular, think it
highly regrettable if the work of this Group were in any way to be held up by
procedural considerations. We look forward to further substantive progress to
report to the second special session devoted to disarmament and, in this connection,
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we intend shortly to put forward some detailed suggostions on the question of
verification. The United Kingdom's vicws on this subjoct are already well-known.
thile the various elements of a convention are clcarly bound un with each other,
the purposc of the working paper, which, while focusing on verification, will be
to build on: the progress made on this issuc since the United Kingdom tabled its
views in 1¢76. Verification is still the central problem we face in drawing up
o convention. Satisfactory resolution of this problem is the only way in which
the parties to a convention can have ceonfidence in it.

The United Kingdom considers that varification provisions would be necessary
for each stage of implementation -- that is, for the declaration and destruction
of stockpiles and preduction facilities -~ and thereafter to monitor the
compliance of States, including the monitoring of permitted peaceful uses of
chemical warfare agents and dual-purpose agents. It is essential also that the
convention should have an effective complaints procedure.

We believe that the verification of implementation of the destruction of
stockpiles and production facilities must be under international control,
Thereafter, verification of compliance could be by a mixture of bilateral and
multilateral contacts betueen States parties, with an international body --
the Consultative Committee, on whicih we have alrezdy made dotailed proposals --
having ultimate responsibility.

Among the other items of business before the Committee to which we attach
much importance is a subject commended to our attention by General lssembly
resolutions 36/97 C and 36/9%, namely, the question of further measures of arms
control in outer space. My delegation hopes that this subject is to be included
in the agenda of the Committec for this session and that time will be allocated
in our worlk schedule for discussion of the technical issues which will have to be
addressed in this new arez of work.

The question of our work scnedul«e to which I have just referred brings me
back to the point I mentionad in connection with the comprehensive programme of
disarmament. ‘le are faced with a formidable amount of work in a reclatively short
period, since, for practical purposes, I believe we should finish our session by
the middle of April. I belicve that we must be suided by the actual possibilities
for making progress on particular items and -not necessarily by the theoretical
allocation of priorities to cert2in subjects accordine to their over-all importance
in the disarmament field. I also suggest that we might consider reverting to a
practice used to good avail during our 1980 session, namely, that of holding less
than the usual number of plenary meetings, at least during the latter part of the
session, to allow time for extra infornal meetings; sessions of the Working Groups
and so on. This might be particularly useful when we begin to prepare our
reports. If we are to complete thHe work of this session in good order, it will be
necessary to make proper dispositions even at this early stage for our special
report to the General Assembly.
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The CHAIRMAN: I thank the distinguished representative of the United Kingdom
for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair.

Mr. SADLEIR (Australia): Mr. Chairman, may I offer ycu my congratulations
on your appointment to preside over us for this important, opening month of our
negotiations and on the tone of firm and friendly guidance that you have already set.
I offer you the co-operation of my delegation in your difficult task.

Though, personally, I did not have the honour of working here under the
chairmanship of Ambassador Sani, the distinguished representative of Australia's
great northern neighbour, I also wish to express on behalf of my delegation and that
of my predecessors our appreciation of the able manner in which he discharged the
office of Chairman towards the end of last year's session and early this year,

May I, too, on behalf of the Australian delegation and those who have preceded
me in leading it, convey to the delegation of Italy our deep and sincere sympathy
on the sad loss of Ambassador Montezemolo. His wisdom and extensive experience will
greatly be missed, especially at this moment in history when those qualities are
sorely needed.

I take also this opportunity formally to say goodbye to Ambassador Fein of the
Netherlands who, with his qualities of common sense and foresight, contributed so
much to the work of this Committee. I ask the delegation of the Netherlands to pass
on to him our best wishes for every success and happiness in his new work.

Finally, may I thank those who have welcomed me as a newcomer to this key body
in international life. I have no illusion that the mantle I assume is easy, but it
could not be more worthwhile. 1lith the ready help and encouragement I have received
from so many in all quarters of this room, I set myself to contribute to our common
task.

Many of our colleagues in this room ~- in fact most of them -~ have alrcady
addressed this session of the Committee c: Disarmament. In everything they have said
I detect a common theme, and it is an important an¢ cncouraging theme, namely, the
need for the Committec urgently to get down to business. All of us are sharply aware
that the second session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament
is almost on us. All of us know that at that session the work of this Committee will
be judged. The judgemcnt will canvass the structure of the Committee as it was
fashioned at the first special session. Inevitably, the way in which the Committee
has discharged its mandate, as the only multilateral negotiating body on disarmament,
will also be judged. Those to take the floor before me have pointed out that, for
a range of political and procedural reasons, the Committee has not realized its
potential. They have also stressed, however, that it is not too late for progress.
That is the theme I bring to you in this statement by Australia.
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'Looking to the special scssion, it is clear that the Committce ‘on Dfsarmament
has continuously sat in judgement on itself. That is evident from the marnner in which
the Committee has continued, from ycar to year, to cvolve. As the Sccretariat so
graphically showed at the end of our last scssion, we have become progressively more
busy, to the point where most delegations arc fully stretched to staff all the
mectings now scheduled. We have, moreover, becn assiduous in adding to our agenda
and imaginative in refining the vay we work. All that is not only to bo welconed,
but encouraged.

So long as the process of cvolution continucs so long as the Committece still,
has a potential to roealize, there scems to my delegation to be no rcason why cither
its mewbership or its fundamental structure should be changed.

Already at this session, and frequentlyv in the past, dcolegations have urged
the Committec to focus on items of priority in the spherc of disarmament. In so
doing, dclegations hav: urged, above all, that the Comamittec get down to substance.
It is a sentiment I share.

It is not possible for the Committee .- and it is by no means cither too small
or too unwieldy a Comnittce ~- to tzekle the full range of itcms on the international
disarmament agenda: e have no-choice hut to be selcctive. Equally, if there are to
be results and, ¢s a negotiating body, that is vhy we are here, we shall need to be
economic in the time that we give to matters of proccdure.

In tha thre: years since the Committoe on Disarmament took shape, it has
devcloped, to an impressive derrec, its diplomatic skills, Sadly, they have tco often
been squandored. We have becn busy, but we have done little work. A different
apnroach is neaedcd. Ve should coertainly not ~ttemnt to cepy the First Committee in
Neu York. Ue should not ho inmpressod with quantitv. ‘e should not puff out our agenda
1ith matters wvhich have not tho lzast chance of successful -ursuit. What we have on
our agenda we should seriously, soberly, but cneirgetically, address. Meeting
obstacles we should be inzeonious ond versatile. If 2 working group is too ponderous
a frame for our negotiztion wc should resort to leancer and looscr structures. If a
nandate cannot be made pracisely to fit all, wo should scek something more genceral
that allows us, noncthuoless, to address substance. There is nothing I sce that
inhcrently preveants us from producing results, and concrete rosults, on every item
on our agenda.

I shall covor dricfly the main itoms on our n~aenda, 1 preface my remarks on
the items by drawings attention to two broad aspects of international disarmament
activity. :

The first aspcet to which I drav attention is the political climate in which
such activity takes placc.
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Many delegations contend, and rightly contend, that substantive progress on
arms control, arms reduction and disarmament can take place only if there is trust,
if there is a spirit of confidence and mutual respect. In short, can only take place
in the. right internationzl political clima.e. Other delegations assert that progress
in this sensitive and crucial area can oniy occur if there is a political will for
progress. That also is correct; but it is not different. Political climate and
political will are no more than two descrintions of the same thing: agreement is
only possible if circumstances and disncsitions permit. Since circumstances and
dispositions are determined ncither by the inanimzte nor the abstract, but by human
beings, by you and me, Mr. Chairman, the issue is inescapably one for all of us.

Governments cannot and do not hazard their sccurity --- and agrecments to
disarm or deny requirc an =2lement of risi;, even though that risk cannot but be
reciprocal -- without substantial assurancc that no harit to their interests will
result. Political will is meaningless if the cssurance is not there and, in the
absence of that assurance, tie political climate can only be stormy.

The assurance, in a world of dramatic trarsitions and of turbulence, is no
longer there. The hopes of 2 decade dissolved in the agony of Afghanistan, even
though those who manufactured thac agony seek to present it as a kind of public
spirited, 2ven generous, contribution to intcrnational stability and security. With
Afghanistan, a pattern of intcrnational co-opcration was wracked, with immediate
effects on progress on arms contirol here in our Committze 2nd elsewhcrec.

International security, thc notuork of interlocking assurancas, is seamless.
The breaching of that network anywhere inevitably breaches it everywhere. The
dynamics of war, 2s two spaakers of very diffcrent standpoints acknowledged, permit
no sanctuaries. The force that tatters and torturcs Afghanistan continues to be
applied and, in its application, damages us ~ll.

Force of another k&ind, but not so very diffcorent, has also, since mid-December,
been applied in an area of no less central importancez, namely, Poland. The pressures
and circumstances “hat brought about milit~ry rule in that country strike at the
very heart not only of the tnited Nations Charter. the testament on vhich the modern
world, its stabilitv and progress have been built, but the Helsinki Final Act and
accepted principles of human rishts. In so doing, the circumstances surrounding
Poland, together with continuing war in ATghconistan, open up the most serious
implications for international stability an¢ pcace. Poland remains, not only for the
reasons I describe, a legitimote causc o! internatione) concern, not least for
Australians,who with, 1 venture vo sav, aosf, if not nll tne peoples represented in
this room, p=2id with their lives in many hundrads of thousands in the course of two
World Wars touched off by tnc inability, indced the reluctance, of the States of
Europe to solve their region:l anc dogestic problems ‘without resort to violence or,
as wc witness in Poland todny, the half-n2ked thro~t of it. It is for these reasons
that my Government states categoricnlly nnd cle=arlv that there should be an early
end to military rule in Poland, the restoration ef civil and tr~de union liberties
and a rapid return to circumstancces in wvvhich the peoplc of Poland arc free to solve
their own difficulties on the basis of consensus and reconciliation.
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If the political climatec is bad and if the assurances, the prospect of security
are not as firm as they might be, it is not for us her: in this Committee to collapse
into despair. We, above all, are charged hy our Governments, by our neoples and by
the United Nations system to work towards disarmamont. Th=at is a key responsibility.
It is precisely when the political climatz is most difficult, when the assurances
each of our States seeks ars most lacking, that we of the Committee on risarmanent
should be making the most urgent efforts toc press our rosponsibilities and bring
forward agreement when none seems possible. I venture to suggest that one substantial
achievement, only onc achievement, on our part at this session would do much to
restore that spirit of optimism in the international comnunity which in recent years
has so sa2dly been lacking.

I turn now to the items on our agenda. for Australia, the first item, the
nuclear test ban, has always held special importance. Of the several dozen
disarmament resolutions adopted at the thirty-sixth session of the United Nations
General Assembly, few can be said to have much importance for negotiating disarmament.
One, however, resolution 36/85, is sufficiently balanced and sufficiently constructive
to show the way ahecad in tackling the guestion of a nuclear test ban. I am happy
both that Australia played a leading role in drafting this resolution and that it
attracted 140 positive votes and no negative votes in plenary. The resolution stresses
the indispensable role of this Committee in negotiating a test ban. It also asks the
Committee to determine the institutional and administrative arrangements necessary
for establishing, testing and orerating =2n international scismic monitoring network
and an effective verification system.

In the context of resolution 36/85, the Committce's attention shoulcd be draun
again to document CD/9%, which my delogation introduced in 1930 and which provides
an illustrative list of subjects which mizht, in this context, be examined by the
Committee. Many delegations have, in the past, urged us to be more ambitious and
to hold out for immediate, full~scale negotintions on a comprehensive test ban.

Many delegations have, in the past, considcred throt only in thc forum of a working
group could substantive discussion on a CTB take place. It is the view of my
delegation that rigidity will not hclp us in present circumstances, cither as to the
context or to the way we go about our work. Uc consider that detailed and practical
consideration of the elements of a nuclear test ban can and should take place, at an
early date, in one of a range of possible formal or informal sub-groups of this
Committee. The Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts hos long been a model of patient
industry, on just one aspect bearing on an eventual nuclear test ban. There is no
reason why other aspects cannot nou be addresscd with similar efficacy.

The subject of chemical weapons is the other agenda item of particular
importance to my delegation. Here again there is a strong. and valuable United Nations
resolution to guide us. Here, I draw attention to resolution 36/96 A. Here again
is a chance for the Committec to be imaginative in the method of its work and to avoid
needlessly standing square-on and stationary before a roadblock. There is no doubt
that the mandate of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons has run its course
and needs revising. So long as A new mandatc permits progress its precise terms
should not greatly matter: the “elaboration of 2 chemical wenpons convention" scems
to us to be our task and there is no earthly use in wasting time on semantics before

getting down to it.

There is z2bsolutely no question that the need to ban chemical weapons is
urgent. Becnuse such weapons are militarily effoctive ~- providing as they do a2
flexible and stunning option, particularly for surprise attack -- they are widely
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deployed in Europe. The asymmetry of deployments is, uniortunately, such that we
read reports of plans to add to the stockpiles and systems of chemical weapons there.
How much better if the reports were instcad of plans for synm:try involving a
unilateral reduction of chemical weanon recadiness. Sincc, moreover, chomical weapons
arc specially effective against the unprotected, there is a constant temptation to
use them against less equipped adversaries. This, very likcly, lies behind reports
from South East Aziz and Afghanist-n cf the usc ¢f chemical agents in conflicts there.
The reports are a causec for sericus distress. The ban for uvhich we call should resolve
the ambiguitics and closc the loopheles which mar related prohibitions, namely, the
1625 Geneva Protocol and thc Biological Weanons Convention of 1972. Such a ban
should, above all, be fully verifiable. Progiess here in the next nonths towards a
btan on chemical wecapons is one of the achievements which could, in one stroke, both
justify the existence of this Committce and constitute - tonic for the world.

Another arca where progress is possible is the effort to assure non-nuclear
weapon States against the use or thrcont of use of nuclenr weapons. This item, the
third on thc Committece's agenda, was the first to be cntrusted to an Ad Hoc Working
Group. Althougn movement has been siow, a real opportunity exists now for
acceleration. At the thirty-sixth session of the Unitcd tlations General Assembly,
the delegation of Pakistan introduced ~ resolution, adopted as resolution 36/95,
with 145 favourable votes and no negative votes, which indiecates how this important
issuec may be managed. My delegation will co-opcrate with others in efforts to ensure
a2 successful outcome on this matter. It would be appropriate if the nucle=r-weapon
States, whose positions, as set out at thc first spucial scession on disarmament,
gave impetus to our c¢fforts in this area, werc able to advnhnce it for recoznition by
the second spccial session.

Turning to the comprchensive programme on disarmament, I should like simply to
state our belief that the time has come to start scrious drafting. The Working Group
spent three rewarding wecks in Januzry thoroughly studying 21l major issucs at stake
in the projecied programme. However, time is short, the gencrcl debate has nearly run
its course and intensive drafting is now required. ‘o therefore welcome the
establishment of op.a-cnded drafting groups. under thc ~blce guidance of
Ambassadors de la Gorce of Frauce au? cde 3suze ¢ Silva cf Brazil, on thesc scctions
of the programme dealing with objectives and priorities. The establishment of the
drafting groups reflects, we bclicve, recognition that, in this case, a working group
is too cumbersome an instrument for specdily advancing the Comnittce’s work. UWe
suggest, accordingly, that perhaps only onc formal mecting o week of the Ad Hoc
HWorking Group on a Comprchensive Programme of Disarmament wouicd be sufficient and that
the other working neriod allotted to thc CPD should be set aside for drafting or
informal consultations.

As to radiological wecapons, I say only that the Australinn delegation sought last
year to play a “elpful role in bridging the differences that have so far prevented the
Committec from bringing this limited disarmament measure to a conclusion., It is a role
which, on behalf of my delegation, J pledge ourselves to mazintain this year.

Australia, in part because of geographical circumstance, has long been involved
in the adventure of exploring outer space. It ic a source of concern to us that that
new frontier of man should not be abused. It was for this reason that Australia,
at the rccent General Asscubly, co-sponsored resolution 36/$7 C. Ve consider that, in
this first half of its 1982 scssion, the Committce could best advance its work on the
issue of oucer space by engaging in a broad cxchange of views on the question in all
its aspects. This would enable the Committec to take, at a iater stage, a more
informed approach in dealing substantively with the topic.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the distinguishead representative of Australia for his
statement and for the kind words he addressec to the Chair.
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Mr. TRDEMBILEG (Mengolia) (translated from Russianj): ™Mo, Chairman, the
mongolian delemation waraly uvelcomes you as Chai-nan of the Comnittee on Disarmament
for the month of Vebruary and wishes you succecs in this irortant task. e shoulc
like to express our appreciaticii Lo the Indonesiin Arbossador Anwar Sani for his
valuable contribution to the wor'c of the Comnittze during the concluding stage of
its last session.

e also welcome ouir new ccllrazues, rapresentatives of States members of the
Comnittee, and would assure them of our clese co.-.operation.

Two decades having passed since the estoblishnent in Geneva of the sole
multilateral body for disarmanznt negotiztions, and almost four years since the
first special sesasion of the lnited ations General Assembly devoted to
disarmament, it is time for us to pglance backwarc and consider what the
Committee on Disarmament has achieved during this period, what are its present
concerns and what they will be in the future.

In the period when a spirit of realism and co-operation prevailec¢ in this
forum, accompanied by political will and deciziveness, long and complicated
negotiations wvere held which in the end led to concrete results. I do not
intend to dwz2ll on the over-all results of the Committee's worlt in the past, for
those are known to all. J should merely like to observe tnat if at the present
time it is proving impossible to work out, sufficiently effectively, one or other
international asgreement on partial disarmament measures, that is tecause of the
obstructionist policv and actions of certain States.

As you know, the Cormittee on Disarmament, ta%ing into account the relevant
provisions of the Final Document of the first special session, and the
recommendations made to it by the United ilations General Assenbly at its recent
sessions, has identified the particular aspects of disarmament on which
negotiations should be conducted, and each vear it draws up its agenda
accordingly.

Numerous draft documents on almost all the items on the agenda are already
on the negotiating table. Tt should he noted that predominant among these are
specific proposals and initiatives put forward by the Soviet Union and other
socialist countries. They also include a number of valuabhle proposals by the
group of non-aligned and neutral States memoers oS the Committee.

The socialist countries have consistently and firnly urged the earliest
possible initiation of effective nesotiations on the key cisarmament issue .--
that of the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. Their
position of principle and concrete approach to the problem are set forth clearly
and exactly in document CD/4, which is based on the Soviet proposal for the
ending of the production of all tynes of nuclear weapons and the gradual
reduction of stockpiles of such weapons until tney have been completely =liminated.

The socialist States have frequently set forth their vieus on the situation
in this respect, in joint statements containing a general appraisal of the
results of the work of recent sessions of the Committee on Disarnanent.
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(i.r. Erdembileg, Monzolia)

The main noint is that thz2 Comiittiee should embarl immediately on prernarations
for negsotiations on this top priosity question fo~ uhicn rurnosz it is essential:
to set up an 2c_.0c working sZeooup vith an approoriastz nandaite.

The socialist countrics believe, in fact, that the adoption of elfective
measuces of nuclezr, disarmament and the prevention of nuclen» war have overriding
importance in the nrese=t. day dafficuit coaditions of tac anternational situation.
The veoples of the .orloe nre profovncly slirsracs at tae increcs> in the risk of o
nuclear catastropre as 2 rsesult of the unvridlad aucleair arns roch ane tne
nocoiious doctirine of the linited oo parti~l use of nuclear ve2rons.

This situation has glven rise »n vasious »arts of tiuc wo.lc, inclucing thc
United States and meany reccery uroncan count—ies, to iacrensinsiv idesasveada
mass anti -war deronstrations i1a wnicn the people arce sgieizetically cdeuzncing that
the dangeir of the ouibreak of a ar ‘n willeh nuclnar weanons 2.0 used shoula be
averted in tinc.

In this connection, I siiovld lille to nasine that the tlonanlian People-s
Republic attacies great inocirtance to the Soviet Americzn tells nou moing on in
CGconeva on the liwitation of nuclear weapons in Fuirope. The People's henuvlic
of Mongolia scts a2 hLii-n value on thc new provosal pur foprward by
President L.X. Brezhnaiv at his r2cen z
ol tne Advisorv Counc:l of th Socialint crazational on Disaraament. Tnose
proposals, iMich ara :n line uits the Sovian Union's comsactent attitude on the
question of thic reduction of nuclea. ir2eDon 2302 at tarpets in Furope, are
assentially desirned Lo nrorote the desiroed resuits of tie nerotiations on the
bvasis of the princislcs nf cquality ans eouval sccurity and the adoption of a
autually accentable decision foir the wurpes: of avestan; a nuclear catastropne.

In thiz connectlon, toc, I should 1ile Lo strecs the ispoitancs of thoe
Declaration on tu: Provention of Huclenr Catastrosnce, adeonted at the thirty.
sixth session of thc Unicad Mations Generz) Asconily on thn iaitiative of the
Sovict Uninn. In taws uictarie docuiicni, the United wations solurmnly nroclzimed
that first resort tc ths usc of nuclor» wucapons conatituted the aravest coiame
amainct hunanity, virooousiv donounced any doctrin:s liouint the first use of
nuCLCa, TICRNONS S iacoan.iible crith hweatn moral stendoasds nng the lofty ideals
of the Unitnd dations, aand ¢

alled unon tie ieaders of naclorce-~ieapon States to
act in such & way as to oliminate tie ~isk of ©he outhreal ol a nuclear conllict.

This Daclaratior aisnhaslizoes cnat thz nerlear ~ras itac must be stonned and
reversed by Jjoint ¢ifn-ts. throuzh nusotiations conductad in good faith and on
the nasis of cquulit:. hLe—aing as otneis <ltimate goal thi cowmplicte elivination
of nuclea:r rcapons.

Such is the will of tiuc najority of the Scatss sembore of the Uniced lations.

The Uniter Stat:s and its allies in JAYO and other uititary gioupinss
showed a negat:ive attitude towairds tnis wrportent Declarsation, and they are
continuing to bloel efforts in the Coumittee on Disacmanent to pirrepars {or and
initiate ncgotiaticns on thec gucstion of tho cessation of th- nueclear arus race
and nuclcar disarmamcnt.
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At its last scssion, tie United lations Concral Assambly adopted
. tion 36/92 L catitlad. - Huclear weapons in 211 asncoctse. This rzsolution
contains 2 numb.y of =wrovicions riieh could sirve 23 a haslis for fdefining the
& ¢ guestions to Lo ¢ :2lt wita vy o1 ¢l thil subsidiery bodies of our

2 It recomiicads thiat tac Committoc on Disaraanont should nrocead. as
A first sten, to th: consadzaration of tic astazes ol auclrear disacmanent and their
approximate content, and in narticular the centenc of the first stage. 1t also
rtatzs that the Gannrel .nescbly gcoms It appren—-iate that tine Ceoamittee saould
concider, wthin the Jremeworh of tiz discussion on tiic content of the measures
£o bc car~icd out duiing the Tisct steoge. tho question of the cessation of tnc

.

dayelonment and cenloynent ¢f neu t¥y~es ane 3ystons orf auclear weapons.

~

LY

The Mengolian dclomation; tociiher with many other dolosations in this
Committec, is resolutely in favou, of consultations teins virorously continued
in this forun, with the narticination of al) the nucleai-ucapon povers; so that
ve may 27tari: as speedily as possible on norotiations on tie substance of the
question. e unwillin~ness of certain nuclear-weanon nowers to procted o
seirious negotiations on this issue is the main rcason for the Committec's
postnonement of th: claboration of a treaty on the complete and goneral
prohibition of nuclcar-wesapon tests.

The situation is no oetteir as regards the tripartite nesotiations. As may
be remeinberced, these negotiations uerc interruntad thirouch the fault of the
viestern participants. VI call upon them to z2oulate the readiness of the
Soviet Union to iesume thost troipartite ne-otiaciors witbout drlay, so as to
facilitate a positive decisqon on other inportant mcasurces in the sphere of the
cessation of thc nuclear arms race and nuclear disairmamoent.

The tiongolian Foonle's NRepublic has sunnorted and continuos to suptort the

reent appeal te all Statos which have otill not dona so, to accedc without delay
to the Trecaty sBanning wuclear ‘ecapon Tosts in the Atmosnhere; in Outer Spacc
and Under latar and natil such accession to refiain {rom carrying out tests in
the mcdia to whieh tinvg Tr-oty applics. ac neeative atiituce of China and its
followers touards this anpcel by the overvhelning majority of the world's States
is a matter of profound conceirn not on'v to .:onrolia, but also to countrics in
other parts of the worida. Tnis nzgativis: shoulsd be roundly condemned.

s oo firmdy convineed that the Comaitt-.e on Disammament | in vhich all the
nuclear-varnon Statcs a.o: reoresented, is c+)led unon to aole a decisive
contribviion towar,ds the achiuveasnt of an intarnationsl agreoment on the
complcin prohibition of nuclaenir-vtapon toots. for this purpose it is urgently
necaossary to set un an a¢ hoc uor'iing group, as nas ropeatedly been oroposod by
the socialist countries and tho Giroun of 21,

If the reprasentatires ol the United States ane thoe Unitcd Kingdoam again
orevent the start of nerotiacioas on th~ substance of the question, the efforts
of th. vast majority of tho moembersz of this Coamittes uvill once again have beon
‘n vain. Dut the resnonsivility fo-~ the absanc2 so far of any effecctive
nczotiations w2y be laic at the dooir of thosc who o not visin to contribute to
tae adoplion of an irportant aeasurt touasrds the halting of thne fuither
improvenent, drvclomiaent and »rolif'uration of nucloar wzapons.
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In this connzection, I should li%c to drau attontion to thez United States
d2cision concarning the full- scale producticn and deployment of nuclear ncutron
veaoons, the barbaPic naturs of tyhich T do not need to deseribe to you. This
rackless decision on the nart of the Washington administration has aroused great
alarm and anxiety ziong theo peoplus not onlv of vestern Europc but also of other
parts of tie world, pecause tinecses wcazons constitute the greatest danger to
mankindg,; add a neuw mezns of mass destruction to milita~y acscnals and furthap
cscazats £a2 nuclcae arna cAace.

In view of this develonnent. the United Vations Seneral Assembly at its
thirty -sixth session for the [first i adosted by 2 majority vote (the
Unit-a States and its fou . Ju allics opoosing, ~asolution »9:5% N, xn whicn
it raauasts the Commitiez on Uisarmamont to start negotiations without delay
with a wiev to conclucding 2 convuntion on tac nrobhibition of the nrocduction,

ctockpiling, derlovrment and use of nuclaar neutron wcapjpongs.

W]

Tiue rongoliian deleration recowuenids that the Committcz on Disarimement should
adopt a decision to set up an ad lioc vorking gitoup and zct doun to negotiations.
The draft convention on this cucstion subaitted to the Committee bv a group of
sccialist countries could seive s a usceful basis for this nurnose,

The question of thc non- stationing of nuclear ucapons on the tairritories
of States whzaro there are no sueh wcanons at present is anothoer issue calling
for the adoption of an immadiatce decision. This voula nelp to prevent the
proliferation of nuclear uecanons anc woulcd facilitatc tne subscquont imntemcentation
of Smportaint measurea for the comnlete rrithdrawal of nuclcar wcepons {rom the
territorics of otihicir States.

Unfortunately,; it must b2 noted that the Coneral Ascomnly's request to the
Committez at the 2nd of 17¢0 to start nesotiations on this questron vitihout
delay ic still thrust into tue wvacksround, for rcasons ol which vz are all aware
in this forui.

The lonzolian delegation would like to ramind neabers of thic Committez
that at its thirty-sizth scssion tne United vations General Assendbly adonted a
similar rccommendation. tjc do not think that there can oc two opinions in this
forum ahout the need to stort ncrotiations 25 scon as vossivle on thz substance
of this issue and to adont a decision te met up Aan apcrenriate subsidiaiy body.

A cuaricer of a contury has nassed since aan Tirst beran to evplore outer
space. His concern to nrevent that smace rron beins used for military purposes
cdates from tnat voerv sanc tine. llore tiran one international agreocment nhas
koon elaboratec and acmnteu prohibLitian ~av odjacts cquinnad with nuclear weapons
or otner tvpes of weapons of mass cdentruction [mna b2ings nlaced in erbit around
the Barta oir stationed in outeir srace ..v »any otheir wacthod.

dowoever, thesc aeasuves nave heon insufficicnt to arort coarletely the
aanseir of the militarization of outer snace. o™ uce has wWeon made to tniszs ond

~ ~
'

o t'is abscnes, in the ~oioevant intormational arc-~cennes, o any avorision
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banning the stationing in outcr space of types of veapens vhich do not come under
the cdofinition of ‘weapons of mass destruction. As you !':now, various military
prenarations and a vhole iznge of programumas {or conducting war in outcr space
are bzing elaborated in the United Statzs. Such attcwmpts to turn outer space
into an zrena for thoe arms race are fraught with far-reaching conscquences for
vcace and international sccurity.

In the intorests of tac futurc pcaceful usc of outer space for the rood
of all mankind, and ~averting the danger of ~n arms race in outer space, the
Soviet Union has put forwaird zn important proposal for the conclusion of a trcaty
on the pirrohibition of the stationing of weapons of any kind in outer space.

In our view, bne Sovict proposal is basc¢d on a compi‘chcnsive avproach to
the solution of tho problen. Gen2ral Assemblv resolution 36/99 rcquests the
Conmittec in unambigUous tcrms to embark on negotiations with a vieu to
achieving agrcemcnt on the toxl of such a treaty.

It seems to us that the Committee siould ieach agreement on the setting up
of an ad hoc working group on this question and on a clearly defined mandate
for its work.

The Hongolian delzzation Lgain shares the concern of other delegations at
the Comamittee's failure to rezch agresment on a completa and effective ban on
the development, production 2nd stockpiling of all tyn:as of ciiemical weapons
and their destructicn, At the s,o2 tiae the continuing activities in respect
of the production and deploynent of now types of chomical weapons arc @ source
of deep concern.

In this connection, I should like to stircss the importancce of the provision
in Gener2l Asseably resoiution 35/956 B whica, inter 2lin, czlls upon all States
to refrain from -ny action which could impcde nezotiztions on the prohibition of
chemical weapons and spacificallv to refrzin from thc production and deplovment
of binary and other new tvpes of chemic2l weapons, a3 well as from stationing
chcmical weapons in those States where theirc are no such weapons 2t present.

Ye are also in favour of giving, the re-cstablishced Ad Hoc Vorking Group a broader
and more specific mandate.

In the view of the Mongolian dclegation, what is nccessary for the
achievement of positive progress both in bilatural and in multilateral efforts
towards the complete prohibition of chemical ueapons is a denonstration of
political will and realism, and an honest and conscicntious approacn to the substance
of the problem, and it is these that ~re insufficient, if not cntirely l-cking,
in certain Vestern participants in the negotictions.

Other questions which zre now the subject of furthor consideration in this
nultilateral forum clsec call for a constructive and roalistic approach. It
secits to us that the difficult negotiations on the cuestion of the prohibition
of radiological ucapons, an¢ also on tnat of the.strengthening of the assurances
of non--nuclear--weapon States against the use or thireat of usc of nuclear weapons,
should bz continued.
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The #ongolian delzgation considers that, when the Cormmittee comes to
consider the agon-ca it.m dealing with ne tynes of weapons of mass destiruction,
it should pay srecial attcation te narraraph 7 of United Mations Genaral Assembly
resolution 35/09, callines upron thc Statcs parmancent members of the Sccurity
Counc.l, as well as upon other militarily significant States, to make declarations,
wdentical in substance,; concernins the refusal to cizatez new types of weanons of
rass destruction ~ond new svst2as of sucil veaponr~, as a Tirst sten tovarcs the
coiiclusion oi ¢ cowrehonsis: agrecsant on thils subject, bearing in wmind that
such declarations weouid he apnroved thereafter bv a dccision of the Security
Councit.

&8s renfsods the gquestion of a comprencnsive oroxiaune of disarmament, I
snodd 1liize to noint out that tnr ~oneral attitude of the socialist couantries
is bascd on the princiirics dbv vaich Licv oiv guided in thelr over-2ll cfforts
in tho cause of peacy and disarunoacnt, ~nd they are in »naprticular in favour of
the idea of elaboratine and adeonten~ aerced sets cof weasures aimed at putting
an end to tho arns raco nnd achicvans zonuine disarmaceont by stages within the
fremevort: of established time- linits. This clear and precisce position was set
forth in detail 2t a recent nlanery aeetine of tho Committee on Disarmament.

"le also strongly sunnort the view that the disarmamont process would
undoubtedly be furthered by the implementation of practical mecasures to strengthen
international peace and sccurity and by thc crention of a climate of trust and
nutual undeirstanding among States. The assumntion by Statos of an undertaking
strictly to implement confidonce -building measuraes, not to use force or the
thraat of force, not to comnit acts of aggression .- all this couyld be of great
value in furthering the causc of disarmament.

The Mongolian Pcople's Reopublic had this interrclcotionship very auch in
mind when it proposed the conclusion of 2 convention on non .agsression and the
non-usc of forco in the relations botween Asian and Pacific Ocean States.

The head of our State, ir. Y. Jsedentzcl, in his message of 21 Sentember 1981
to the Secerctory-~General of the United Mations, in which he offerad some specific
suspnstions rogardine the basic provisions of such 2 convention, in particular
capinasized that "an important »nlace must be given to »rovisions providing for
energotic action by the participnting States on such crucinl aspects of the
strengthening of peace and security ns measures to reduce the risk of wilitary
confrontation and to curb thc arms »nco and achieve disarmament™.

U'e belicve thnt this esscntial intcrrelationship should he given concrete
e¥pression in the approonrinte scction of the draft comprchonsive programme of
disarmanent now doing claborated in this forua.

The Monogolian delcgation intends to continue to co~operate closely witn
che relavant ~4d o Yiorline fArouw, which is working intensively uncze the able
and cxoericenced guiagance of the distinguisned renrescenteotive of lexico,
Anbassador Alfonso Garcin Robles.
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The prescent session of the Committee on Disarmament is taking place in
continuing conditions of world tension. The opponents of pencz, détente and
disarmament, who are actively pursuing a nect! round in the arms race, narticularly
in the nuclear field,; are endeavouring to achieve militarv superioirity and to
destroy the existing wilitarv parity.

It is impossible not to notice, also, the growing aggressivcness of the
forces of imperialism and reaction in certain parts of the world. The
United States and its main allies are not only impeding the equitable settlement
of explosive situations, but are openly intcnsifying their expansionist policy
and¢ actions.

The Mongolizn People’s Republic, as a peace-leving Asian Statc, is seriously
concerned at the marked eracerbation of the situation in the Middle East az a
result of thc anncxation by Israc) of the Syrian Golan leignhts, which it has
been occunying sincc 1657 unlawfully and in defiance of the decisions of the
United Bations, including a Sccurity Council rosolution. Thesc ~cts of
banditry on the part of Isracl) werce perpetrated only thanks to the military and
diplomatic sumport of the Washington administration. It is a well--known fact
that the Unitod States veto in the Security Council prevented the adoption of
the measures authorized by the Charter against this wantor aggressor and is
cnabling him to snread his winvs cven further. It is afzinst tiis background
of wiclted mwockary of the intelligence of the members of the Committee that wo
see tho United States represontative weeping crocodile tears hera ovaip the
violation of Article 2, paragraph 4, of the Unitcd Nations Chaiter.

In an attempt to divart attention from thc actions of its protégé in the
Middle East, the United States is nor stirring up the so-called Polish ocucstion,
althoush the internal 2vents in that country do not and neveir can constitute any
kind of intcrnational problem. Howcver, Washington has found thesc events
entircly suitable ns a neans of diverting ~ttention firom Israel's agmrressive
actions and from a constructive dialecpuz nnd the solution of the most urgent
international problems.

The Government of tie tlonzolian Pcople's Republic, together with othor
socialist States, [irmly belicves that questions relating to the sovereizn
rights of socialist Poland shoulc¢ ceaso to bz used as a protext foir incraasing
international toension and diverting the attcntion of peoples from the solution
of the vital problems of strenstnening peacce and sacurity, ending the arms race
and achieving disaroanant.

Equally disturbing is the continued aggression of South African racists
against the frcedom--loving African peoples. As in the Middle East, the source
of tension in South Africa would alrcady long since have been oliminated nd
all Africa would have been frae, had it not bean for the dircet assistance of
the United States and other imperialistic States - assistance which has alrcady
been repeatedly condemned by the United dations General Assombly.
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Uith the cominz to nower in Yashington of the new - Jiministration, whieh
has no scruples ahout “uolicly nroclc oing its racist sywnrohies, the Freotoria
regige has finallv cast off nl) rcstrrint, as is shoun, ntar alia, by its
n

[¢]

]

>
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suspension of planc for a scttlceaciat of an feeminis OU“SL;OH anc its cease‘ess
acts of a=gression asninct Anrola and cthar noi !Juurln' atates.

}.a

A1l those frets undouttedly jave an auteenely dverse offect on taz

11y <
intcprnational climate. ance I oroue t tiae word faczs, for Uhicse are not Just
idle conjectures and 2xamplcs of a doubl:s standard like tiose thet could be
found in sucii abund'nct in the reccnt scctement oF tho Uaites St-tes

seprescntacive.

Apropos ; T snould aloe Like te say o rew iords nbout that statemant

by Mr. Rostow. I have been participating in the work of the Committee on
Disarmament for many yoar~ and an faniliar oith its seeviouc activities from
winat myv colleagues have tolu mc. I ~nd many othcrs have come to the conclusion
that naver bafore in all ta: teenty yoars of the Cormictoe s hirtory uas there

statement so grosc in form oad so sianderous in content ~r the onc mede by
the United States represcntative at the last pienary necting and directed against
2 whole gioup of Steotes nembers of this Comiittez. That ~necwch consisted
alitost entirciy of a succcssicen of varied anti.socizlist and anti -Soviet
insinuations.

The Mongolian delcration, tozother with the neojerity of delezations of
member Stetoes, uvould like to see an inciease in the effectiveness and
improvement in th.: organization of the worlt of thz Comnittece on Disarmamont.

Jt is also necessary to talie into account tine special character of the nresont
stage in the Committec = vork in vieu of the forthconing sacond spocial session
of tha General Asscably of thoe Unitad vations dovoted to disarmanent.

ihile it is in favou~ of continuca n"otl ions in the Committeo on the
‘toy problems of « isarmanent the lionsoli—n deleration tosether vith other
delezations of meciclist counftr .o conci-ors that the ecashianis in such activities
should hc nlacad on the uvorl: of subsidiary bodies. That is to say, nczotiations
on thc substance of these qucstions shoull take place in od hoc workinz girouns,
vith o vicw to their elavorating tho teuts of app: oorlﬂtc narcorents. To this
cna Lt uill be necessary, in our viww. to arovice for tno uos31b111ty of*longer
vovliing pevinds for the Couiittee's subsidiary bodiin, regardless of the
schoduling of the wvork of otacr intornational coafcirinces.

1 w

Tn conclusion, tnao ilonmolinn delersation would lilic to cipress its readiness
to co-operate closcly with members of the Cormxttee duiring this particularly
cirucial session.
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The CHAIRITAN: I thank the distinguished representative of llongolia for his
statement and for the kind vrords he addressed teo the Chair,

~

lir, JAYAKODDY (Sri Lanka): lir. Chairman, first of all, allov me to offer the
good wishes and congratulations of my delegeotion to you, the representative of a
fellow non-aligned country, oa acsuming the chairmenship of this Committee. liay I
pledge the support and assistance of my delegation to you in your arduous task this
month.

I vould alco like, on behalf of my delegation, to express appreciation of the
service that vas given to the Committec by our former Chairman, Ambassador Sani. He
very ckilfully and tactfully assisted the Committee in accomplishing a great dezl.

Permit me to add a vord of velcome to all the distinguisrhed representatives
vho have taken their seats in this Committee for the first time., Our good vishes
go out to them for success in their vork here.

At the commencement of every sescion of this Committee, we are privileged to
listen to authoritative asscssments of the current intermational political situation.
Since last week, that privilege hac been renevved for us and there has been unanimity
in the vieus sxpressed in this Committee on the worsening state of world politics.
The distinguished representatives vho have spoken earlier have drawvm attention to the
fact that tension in the trorld hac vicibly increased and there has been a steady
drift avay from an era of détente and relaxed relations., New shadows are appearing
and the prospects for peace and security ceem to Ve reoceding. liy delegation is in
accord with thece assessments,

At the same time, o have becn given various interpretations of why the current
international situation has evolved in the wey it hes during the last year. A
variety of diagnoses has becn offered to us. liy delegation finds it difficult to
agree fully vith all these interpretations. In cur viev, the ceuses that have brought
about the current situstion go back to over thirty yearsz. 1t is our belief that
international security and peace is not the product of piecemeal accommodation and
limited co-operation in a fewr areas, but of a sustazined process of détente -- a
process that is not limited to the leading Povers in blocs or to blocs, but is
universal:in scope and functional in character. Such a2 process can spring to life
and progress only in conditions vhere arms control and the will to implement
genuine disarmament are at the very centre of the policies pursued.

As long as there is unremitting and unlimited reliance on baroque theories of
the balance of pover with its calculus of terror, there can be no lasting peace
process. The limitless reliance on ocxrms and the ctriving for parities and
superiorities in defensive and offensive weaponry are in our view the very causes
that generate and increase international tensions, This point of view has becn
expressed in this Committee many a time. It ceems to have convinced no one. Ve,
however, still hope that over the years new approaches to national security can be
developed and accepted,

The debates in this Committec since it commenced vork last week have given rise
to two auestions in the mind of my delegation. It will come as no surprise to me if
others share the doubts that are in my ovn mind. The firct cuestion that has arisen,
at least for me, is vhether this sescion of the Committee vill turn out to be the
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forum for a continuing exchange of charges and counter-charges as to who caused the
arms race, vho is in it and vho is ahead or behind. I am sure that no conclusions
on this issue could be arrived =t by this Committee. The fact of the matter is that
there is a continuing increase in military expenditure, in the accumulation of arms,
nuclear and conventional. In the light of this, vhat is the Committee ready to
accomplish? We can debate till the end of April or bcyond on the level of armaments
and hov rapidly they prolifcrate and vho proliferates howr much; btut, at the cnd of
the session, the volume of arms would certainly have increased and ve would not

an 4

have arrived at a concencus ansver to the cuestion.

The second cuection that troubles me is: will this Committee finally be
transformed into a mere barometicr that rezds every nuance of tcomperature change in
Dast-West relationcs., Will it ceasze to he the single multilateral forum for
disarmament negotiations and become yet ancther forum ~here ve shall deliberate
on the current international situation, vhat brought it about and hov it can be
improved?

The word “linkagec" has bcen used in this Committze. Whether these so-called
linkages will become the most influential determinant of what tzkes place in the
Committee in the coming veeks is a quection that must surely be in the minds at least
of some of us. My delegation hopes that the Committee's vork will not be shackled
by the so-called linltages, vhich, if pursued to their logical end, rill surely link
us all to failure in the Committee.

My delegation hopes that in the very testing times that we are passing through
the Committee's efforts vill be directed tovardc replacing polemics with persussion
that can pave the vay for genuine and purposive negotiaticn. If we fail to achieve
this spirit at this sescion of the Committee, we 1vvill be approaching the
second spccial session devoted to disarmament on an unsure footing.

I speak on disarmament today from the vieupoint of 2 small, non-azligned
developing country that is totally insignificant as far as military expenditures
are concerned. Sri Lanka has held, and holds, that its national security is attained
and safeguarded not by high military preparedness to deter any future adversary. Ve
believe that the economic security of the country and all its citizens in condations
of freedom and equality is the most reliable safcguard and defence of the sovereignty
of the State and the people. This security can be achieved and sustained only
through a deliberate policy of development vhich vill ensure for our millions an
opportunity to vorlk gainfully and honourably and %o profit from their labours.

But our economic development is not soncthing that e can i1mplement successfully
in a vacuum of our owm. Ve live and vork in on interdependent vorld. As a small
island State, ‘re arc perhapc morc dependert on the outside vorld., The international
environment, political and economic, is thereforc of poramount importance to us and
it is 2 critical factor that influences and conditions the succerns or failure of our
oim efforts. As long as there are tensions, crises and conflict gituwations, the
environment in vhich ve malie our efforts iz advercely affected,

Genuine arms control and disarmament can and do affect the international climate
sviftly and positively ond therefore have an important link vith ond a bearing on
our owvn development efforts, To us, the link hetveer disarmament and development is
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obvious, strong and inescapable. It is not my intention to embarl: on a discussion

of the complex cuestion of disarmament and development, thouwgh the thirty-sixth sceocsion
of the General Asrembly has, in paragrapt 7 of resclution 36,92 G, recommendcd thot
this Committee should laie iato account ia future disarmemert negotiations ithe

report on disarmement and development vhich is contained in document £,'36,356 and
Corr.l ard was prepared by a Group of Uxperis chaircd by the distinguished
representative of S:-eden, IMrs. Thorsson.

A1l I wish to do is to touch on one aspect, namely, the contribution that
disaimament can meke in improving the intcrnational climate in vhich all countries
seelt economic development. It is our view that it ic very difficult for uc to
pursue our perception of national security, “'hich is national economic development,
in the context of international insecurity. The arms roce, the graduzl
militarization of all parts of the vorld and the resulting insccurity affects us
adversely, creating concerns and fears vhich detract from our domestic effort.

Tet me illustrate this. Fifteen years ago, the Indian Ocean vas a pacific ocean
vhich served every maritime user of it and the littoral States of the Indian Ocean
had little or no cause for concern. Since then, that ideal situation has been
greatly eroded., In 1971, Sri Lanka, along vith ceveral other States, sought the
Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace, But vhat has taken place? The
Indian Ocean is now crowded vith all mamner of noval vessels bristling with
conventional and nuclear wveapons. Tension in the region has increased. Regional
ctability is undermined. Ve in Sri Lanka have been involuntarily catapulted into
12 range of a possible nuclear exchange. The sum total cf all this is the emergence
0f nev concerns and anxicties for us. Thece are not imaginary, but they are real
ones. Such situations can be found elsevherc around the world. Therc are many
developing countries vhich find that intermational insecurity is impairing their
de relopment efforts. In our vieu, it is only under conditions of great security
and peace that we can fully assert our frecdom and independcnce and achieve progress.
That is our objective and a tension-free di-carming environnont is a prercauisite for
our success in achieving it,

My delegation therefore uishes to urge the distinguished representatives of
this Committee to give grecater veight in their deiiberations and negotiations to
lisarmamert 25 a factor that is imperative for the pcaceful and sustained
implementation of economic development in countries such as mine.

Ve in this Committec may differ on various aspects of the auestion of
dissrmament and development, but, in our viev, there can hc no dispute between us
on the link between disarmament and itc impact on creating o tension-free international
political environment in vhich development can take place.

/

In vwrging this point of viev, ve neither underestimate nor ignore developments
in other regions of the world. Vhat happens in Ilact-Vest relations, in the security
gitvation of onc region or morc of the vworld is of critical importance to the issue
of disarmement. But, in our viev, the importance attached to these factors should
notv be at the cost of other factors, vhich should also not become the sole determining
influence on the scopc, direction and pace of disarmament negotiations in this
Committee and elsevhere.
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I vish to express the appreciation of my Government to the Covernments of the
United States of Amecrice and the Union.of Scoviet Socialist Republice for their
decision to commence and continuec talks on the reduciion of intermediste--range
theatre nuclear veapons in Jurcepe. In our vievw, this irs a favourable dcvelopment
vhich wc hope vill end in success., Je also honc that thece talizs v1ll lesd to a
start on ctrotegic arms reductions negetinticns and that bvoth countries 1rill not
be diverted from the course the} have checsen to follov thiis ycar. Succcos in the
current and futurc tallie could, in our vicw, lcad the United States of America and
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republices sy from their current ctrategies for
annihiletion tovards nev strategicc of percc. Thic ic hat the vhele rorld expects
of them,

In exactly four months from today, thc lights in this chember vill have bern
dimmed, the seats 1'ill he empty and the ccene vill have moved to lieir York. It is
superfluous to cpeak on the importaince and significancce of the forthcoming
second spzcial sescion of the Gencrel .isscmbly devoted to disarmament, Ve all .
attzch great importance tc 1t and hope for its success, It in the first cpecizl sescior
to be held in the Second Diszarnezment Decade and it 1ill be vatched by millions
vho hope that it vill turn out to be =z very significant milestonc on the tortuous
path tovards genernl and complete disarmament. It ic not an exaggeration to say that
never before in human history has there been so much pressure for the succesc of a
mecting on disarmement. IMMever before have so many hoper and expeclations been
focused on an international Torum for securing a rcel, genuinc breakthrough on the
road to disarmeament.

In this context, the current sescion of thic Committee 1= invested vith 2
tremendous responsibility. Iveryone in this Committee ic avare of thot responcibility
and the thrust and rhytim of the Lommittee's 1oxk 1"ill no douvt reflect thic
avareness.

Comi tc the agenda before us, my dclegation is in gencral accerd vith

[ IR O
Vorking Paper lio. 47 that has becn circulated by the Sezrotariat. I vould like
to make a fev observations on somc of the agenda items =t this ctage.

In our viewr, items 1 and 2 arc =till tho highe~t priority itemc, dcspite our
failure to set wp -rorking groupc on them at the last scssion. There can bc no
lesczening of the desive of ti.e overvkelming majority of members of this Committec
for such a course of acticn. It ic ovxr vier- that diccussion aend debate on the two
items have clearly derionstrated thot thcey are mature and rine enough {ox
consideration in separatc vorliing group<. This point of vier vas reinforced at the
thirty-sixth session of the Genersl Asscmbly cnd we hope the opposition to the
proposal will not continuc to repecat itsclf,

There wvas a proposal to join items 1 and 2 together, but the Chairman vas kind
enough to inform the Cormittce yenterday that therc vas no consensus for thic
proposal and items 1 and 7 :rill therefores remain as they are. Iliy delegation feels
that is the visest decigion that could have been talen.
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The centre-piece of the second special session vill be the comprehcnsive
programme of disarmament. What ic this Comnittec'c contribution going to be in
this regard? The Committec hos beer served inath vorliang papers by the Group of 21,
a group of Western countries and, last weck, by Czechoslovakia on behalf of a group
of socialist countries. The Ad Hoc Viorking Group, under the indefatigable
chairmanship of Ambassador Garcia Robles, vho has vith tact, skill ond many years
of expertise helped to guide the Vorking Group, has discussed at great length thc
varying perceptions, concepts, measures, time-table and some of the practical
problems of implementing o CPD. ‘le fully support the vorking paper ccentained in
document CD, 223, which, although it does not cover all aspects, is a comprehensive
presentation not of a utopian programmez, but of a strategy that is oriented tovards
a continuing, progressive and balanced process of general and completc disarmament.
liy delegation agrees that the adoption of a CFD by itecelf will not open the
flood-gates of sudded and universal disarmament. DBut it is a necessary instrument
if we are to move decisively and progrcssively tovards general and complete
disarmament., It will help to avoid "stop-and-go' situations, which have
characterized previous disarmament efforts. Ve sec in it a solemn commitment to
the systematic pursuit of disarmament negotiations.

True enough, such an instrument cannot be negotiated without difficulty. The
deliberations in the Vorking Group have proved this to be so. The distinguished
Ambassador of India has explained and clarified a number of issues that vere raised
in this Cormittee. I am sure hic cxplanations will nov contribute tovards more
progress in the Vorking Group.

The Group of 21 will present further vorking papers on areas not covered in
document (D, 223 and thcse, I am sure, will help the Vorking Group arrive at early
decisions. The CI'D is a novel excrcise and therefore must breck nev ground. It
necessarily calls for flexibility in our thinking and creative innovation in our
approach, . My delegation is confident that thesc attributes rill not be lacking in
the Vorking Group.

Item 7 of the draft agenda suggects that we discuss further measures to prevent
an arms race in outer space., Iy delegation fully supports all measures designed to
safeguard outer spacec as the common heritage of mankind that should not become the
scene for an arms race the like of vhich ve are unable to control here on earth,
liy delegation can therefore live vith this itcem being on the agenda. But, ve would
like to underline the necd for this Committec to give the highest priority to the
items that have already been before us for so long. Vhilst recognizing the emergence
of new dangers, ve must not overloolr our failure to tackle serious dangers, that
have been vith us for so long. lly delegation thercfore hopes that ve can arrive
at a mutually agreeable decis:on on itecm 7 i thout protracted debate.

And finally, Mr. Chairman, may I touch on agenda item 8(a) -- the
special report of this Cormittee to the second special session. iy delegation
is of the view that the Committeec should allocatc reasonable and adequate time
for a discussion of this item. This is a special kind of report., It is the first
of its kind, It will have to serve the second special session in its deliberations
on disarmament and the cuection of machinery for disarmoment. It can therefore not
be just a narrative or catezloguing of tiie succeuvs or failure of the Committee's vori.
It has to be evaluative at leact to some extent.
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The report should, in our viev, give a clecar profile of hov the Committee
functioned in relation to the mendates that were given to it. The format and contents
of the report should reflcct adecucately and accurately the functioning of the
Committee, We are all interectcd in improving the machinery of multilateral
disarmament negotiations. Our report can be cupportive of the quest for the
optimum machinery tovards that end.

In conclusion, even at the cost of generalizing, may I say the folloving.
When His Holiness Pope John Paul II vas in liroshima, he said that: "In the past,
it was possible to destroy a village, a towm, a region, even a country. Now it
is the vhole planet that has come under threczt, This fact shouvld finally compel
everyone to face a basic moral consideration: from novr on, it is only through,
2 conscious choice and through = deliberatc policy that humanity can survive®.
Ve are in thic Committee because our Govermments have made that choice and adopted
the deliberate policy of support for disarmement. Our task is to implement vhat
our Governments have opted for., Whether this millennium ends in war or in peace
17ill depend to some extent on whether ve contributc to the disarmament process.
My delegation is here to assist thic Committee in its tasks because ve in Sri Lanka
want peace for 211, Dast, West, lorth and South. This, wve believe, is the commitment
of all of us in the Committec.

.The CHAIRMAN: I thank the distinguished representative of Sri Lanka for his
statement and for the kind vords he addressed to the Chair.

Mr. KOMIVES (Mungary): lMr. Choirman, as I am taking the floor for the first
time at a plenary meeting, I wish to congratulste you ac Chairman of the Committee
for the first month of the 1982 session and offer you the full support and
co-operation of the Hungarian delegation. Our vords of appreciation are addressed
to Ambassador Anvar Sani of Indonesia vho held the chair vith succese from the
beginning of August 19G1 to the opening of the precent scosion. Vhen I extend my
sincere uvelcome to our new colleagues, I vish to assurc them that my delegation
stands ready to maintain the good relations it had rith their predeccessors,

A significant part of the ctatcments made so far have bein devoted to on
assessment and evaluction of the international situation. The general tone of
the evaluations, I must note vith regret, is darl and heavily loaded vith vorry
and disappointment. The alarming trend vhich had beon characteristic of the last
years is ctill prevalent today. The international climate continues to vvorsen and
the danger of war ic gro -ing. The attempts ol cxtreme imperialist circles, aimcd
at upsetting the balance of forces and attaining military supcriority, have caused
another eccalation of the arms race, thus increasing tensions in the world,
particularly in Zurope. The rudc and hostile propoganda campaigns of those circles,
their continued interference in the internal affairs of sovereign States, the
mounting anti-Sovietism and anticomrmunism poison the atmosphere, destroy confidence
and thus hamper the solution of the most important political problems and conflicts.
This trend of events, as o direct conscouence; renders more difficult than ever the
conduct of negotiations on arms linitat. on and disarmament,
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In the last few dzysz, this Committee was subjectzd to a barrage ¢f lectures
whose sole purpose was tc divert attsntion from the -sal intentions of certain circles
and to distort facts that have long been part of history tooks. For the sake cf
those who may have forgctter the hard facts of the history of the arms race and who
want to create a scare ccncerning Soviet military threats, may I be alloved tc recall
briefly which side was the first in the post-war weriod to introduce varicus new
weapons and systems of such weapons, vhich «idz launched new vaves of the arms race
and which side was forceda to reswond:

the atomic bomb was introduced in 194€ by the United States and only four.years
later by the Soviet Union;

the hydrogen bomb wes introduced in 1953 by the United States and one year later
by the Soviet Union;j

the strategic bomber: introduced in 1253 by the United States, four years later
by the Soviet Unicnj;

the intermediate-range ballistic missile (IRBM): in 1953 by the United States,
four years later by the Soviet Union;

the tactical nuclear weanon: in 1355 by the Tnited States, one year later by
the Soviet Uniom;

the intercontinental ballistic mizeile (ICBM): in 1955 by the United States,
two years later by the Soviet Unionj

tre muclear submarine: in 195€ by the United States, six years later bty the
Soviet Unicn;

the submarine-launched ballistic missile (SLBM): in 1959 by the United States,
nine years later by the Scviet Union;

the anti-ballistic micsile (ABM)s in 1260 by the United States, one year later
by the Soviet Union;

the MRV warhead: in 1964 bty the Tmited States, six years later by the Soviet Union;

the MIRV warhead: in 1970 by the United Statess, five y=ars later by the
Soviet Union;

the cruise missile: in 1974 by +the United States:

the neutron weapon: in 1981 by the United States.
The list of uncontestable facTs speaike {or itsell.

The history of multilateral disarmament negotiations, »n the other hand, proves
that relations between the Soviet Union and the United States and the conduct of
serious talks between them on axrms limitation and disarmament questions have a direct
influence on multilateral negotiaticns. VWe must note therefore with the deepest
regret that the United States has halted or frczan all such previous talks and versists
in blocking their renewal, Since such tallzs directly arfeat the security of all
States, the Hungarian Gevernment urges the earlicst possible renawel of
Soviet-American negotiations, especially thcce on the limitation cf strategic arms.



CD/FV.153
31

Mr. ¥Omivis, Sungary)

We recently noted with satisfaction the reopening here in Geneva of the
Soviet—American negotiaticns on the problom of medium-range muclear weapons in
Burope and sincerely hope that they will lead to the =xpected results in the near
future.

4s I represent here thc Covernrernt of a Burcpean State, may I be 2llowed to make
a brief remark in ccnnecticon with the recpening cf the Medrid meeting. Despite the
attempts c¢f the NATO countries te peison the atmosphere right from the start, we
still have some hopes thatv the varticipating States will be able to overcome the
difficulties they face. The Hungarisn Government attaches outstanding signifiecance
to the decision expected from the liadrid meeting, which would call for the earliest
possible convocation of a conference on military détente and disarmament in Burope.

The sense of urgency relayed by the maasive demonstrations and public actions
in favour of peace and disarmament alse was manifest at the last session of the
United Nations General issembly. The overwhelming majority of the Member States
clearly expressed their detcrminaticn to preserve the results achieved so far and
to proceed with new initiatives for meaningful negotiatious.

The representatives of the Hungarian Peorle's Republiec at the thirty-sixth
scesion exrlained in detail tne position of my Government on all the major items
and contributed actively te the adeption of several important resolutions. I can
therefere limitimysell today te a fev questious vhich we consider, at this juncture,
to be of ocutstanding impcrtance. 4t later stages of ocur debates, we shall returm
to them and to other items ou our agenda with rmore dctails and, whenever possible,
with practiral suggestione.

The question cf thae highest priority for the Committee continues to be that of
halting the nuclear arms rece, oliminsting the threat of nuclear war and preoviding
for a decisive turn to measurcs of muclear disarmament. The resolutions adopted by
the General Asscmbly bear -~itnoss to that urgency.

Among the resoluticns adopfed at the thirbty—-sixth session of the
General Agsembly, one of the mosh significant is the Declaration on the Prevention
of Murlear Catastrophe. Or tho initiative of the Soviet Unien, the General Assembly
proclaimed the first use of muclear weapens the "gravest erime against humanity”,
for wnich there rannot be and "vill never be any justifi-ation or pardon". In the
view of the Hungarian Government, the nuclear-weapon States must fulfil the "supreme
duty and dirert obligation" expressed in the resolution to conduct negotiations
"in good faith and cn the tasis of ciuality" leazding ultimately to the "complete
eliminatinn of nuclear weapcns”.

Numerous proposals have beer made to thal effect, cuech as the one presented
in 1979 by the group of socrialist delesaticns in this Committee. Acecording to the
programme contained in documsnt CD/4, business~lilze negotiations should be started
without delay on ending the proauction of 211 types of nuclear weapons and gradually
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reducing their stockpiles until their complete destruction. Subsequently, it wan
also proposed that an ad hoc working group should be established to provide the
appropriate framework for the negotiations. In my delegation's view, these
proposals are still vaiid, vopical and tinely, as confirmed by General Assembly
resolution 36/92 E.

One cof the most urgent aspects of nuclear lisarmament is the general ard
complete prohibition of &all nuclear-weapen tests, My delegation, like the vast
majority around this table, has long been advocating the esgtablishment of an
ad hoc werking group entrusted witl the =laboraticon of a treaty on the subject.
That has berome even more pressing since the trilateral negeotiations are rot lik:oly
30 be resumed in the frreseeshle fut-rs, due tc tre ~bstinate position »~f the
Tnited Stztes and the United Xingdorm.

In the field of nuclear disarmament, the question of the prohitition of
ruclear neutron weapons calls for urgent attention. Telegetions of the sccialist
group therefore made a proposal last year to set up a subgidiary body with the tasiv
o>f working out an intermational instrument for that purpese. The General Assemoly
in resolution 36/92 K called on this Ccmmittee "tc start without delay negotiation:
in an apprepriate organizational framouork™. An ad hnc working group weuld, it
our view, constituie that Iramework and a solid basis fer its activity iz provided
in the draft conventicn submitted ©y the socialist delegations in 1973.

5till in the domain of nuclear disarmament. the Hungarian Jelegation sugrests
tiat the Committee should pay avpropriate attention tc sucn aspects as the
non-stationing of nuclear weapons in the territories of States where there are
ne such weapons at present and to the strongthering of the security of
non--nuclear-weapon States against the uye or threat of use of nuclear weapcns.

In this connection, iet me refer to the procceedings cf the Commitiee of
Y nisters for Foreign Affairs of the States parties to the Warsav Ireaty, oz
special emphasis ras piaced "or the creation of nuclear-wepron-free zounes ir
various parts cf the Burcpeas oouticent, ircluding Worthern Iurope and the
Balkans", In the context of the negntiations con the problem of medium-range
nuclear wespons in EBurope, participants in that meeting fovoured "uléimately
making Europe totally free of nuclear weapons.'

The problem of negotiations cn the prohibition of other weapons of mass
destruction is cf equally great importance tecause the ongoing new round of the
zims race would kave very dangorous cnnsequences. Reports cn plans to stari the
production of a new generatinm of chemiral weapons, krnown as binary chemical
warfare agents, and to deploy them in Burope have caused great alarm on our
continent and elsewhere. Such steps may destroy the results achieved so far.
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My delegation considers that the work on a treaty to prohibit the production
and stockpiling of chemical weapons should be greatly intensified this year,- We
have a solid basis for a substantial advance, provided by thz Ad Hoc Working Group
entrusted with that task last year. The Workingz Group should therefore be
re~established at the earliest possible date with an appropriately revised mandate,
which should envisage raising our activities to a qualitatively new level to
start the elaboration of at least some of the provisions of th: future treaty.

Resolution 36/96 B adopted by the United Naticns General Assembly in the
context of the prohibifion of the production and stockprling of chemical weapons
contains at least two new elements vhich should be kept in mind by the
Working Group. The resolution "calls upon all States to refrain from any action
which could impede negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons and
specifically to refrain from production and deployment of binary and other new
types of chemical weapons, as well as from stationing chemical weapons in those
States where there are no such weapons at present'.

The Committee on Disarmament has to pay proper attention to the question of
new types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons. The
General Assembly, in resolution 36/89, requested the Committee "to intensify
negotiations, with the assistance of gualified governmental experts, with a view
to preparing a draft comprehensive agreement ... and to draft possible agreements
on particular types of such weapons". Taking into account the positive results
of our proceedings conducted in the framework of informal meetings with experts,
my delegation proposes that the Committee should consider the holding of similar
meetings also this year. In the course of such meetings, thought might be
given to the possible mandate of a group of governmental experts to be set up,
we hope, in the near future.

The holding of such mectings would be beneficial alsc from the point of
view of the implementation of paragraph 3 of resolution 36/89 calling upon
"the States permanesnt members of the Seccurity Council, as well as upon other
militarily significant States, to make declarations, identical in substance,
concerning the refusal to create new types of weapons of mass destruction and
new systems of such weapons, as a first step towards the conclusion of a
comprehensive agreement on this subjecty bearing in mind that such declarations
would be approved therecafter by a decision of the Sesurity Council'. The
Committee could comsider concrete formulaticns for such a declaration, taking
into account all existing propesals and future initiatives. The Hungarian
delegation is prepared to nresent at a later stage further details in that
respect., '
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Beyond the substantive importance of the problem, I, as a former Jhairmea ¢
the Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiological Weapons, fecl strong persoral attachment
to the subject. However, I do not wish %o go into details, but to reitercte ny
conviction that the Committee is in a position to reach agreement on the sudjoct
in a few months, given greater flexivility vy certain delegations. In our view,
the problem of the protection of civilian nucleazr Tacilities, which is undoubtedly
an important and timely one, should be handled and sclved separately. That is
the way to achieve results in bLeth respects. That ic the way to fulfil th-=
duty described in General Assembly resolution 36/97 C.

The provisional agenda of the Committee has been enlarged this yoar to
include a new item in accordance with the recommendation contained in ]
General Assembly resolution 36/99. The Hungarian delegation fully suwvortis
the inclusion of the item and suggests that the Committee should decide without
delay to set up a subsidiary organ to be charged with the consideration and
elaboration of a treaty on the pronibition of the stationing of weapons of any
kind in outer space.

Before turning to the last subject of my intervention, I wish to make a fow
short comments on some organizational matters. .Contrary to what we succeeded
in achieving at a very early stage of our spring session last year, we have been
so far unable to reach consensus, or even to identify the bases of such a
consensug, on our agenda and programme of work. ,Unfortunately, no signs of
epeedy results are visible on the horizon in respect of the establishment of
working groups.

This is really a serious phenomenon becausc we must, this year more than
before, considerably intensify our efforts at negotiations. We must speed up
the informal discussions on organizational and procedural matters and make full
use of the precious time we have at our disposal so that the report we are to
submit to the second special session will not be an admission of total impotency.

As we.have stated on various occasions, the Hungarian Government attaches
great importance to the second special session of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmament. In our view, that session will have to be a source of new’
momentum for disarmament efforts by all States. It should encourage the
preparation of realistic proposals, promote negotiations on such proposals and
create the constructive atmosphere which is so necessary to the solution of
numerous problems.

We are looking forward to an action-oriented session and want to contribute
to its success. We want to assure that the results achieved at the first
special session are preserved and further developed. We want to promote the
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maintenance of the principles enshrined in the Final Document and, on that—basis
and in accordance with thc programme of acticn contained therein, we want to be
instrumental in the preparation and adoption of a ccmprehensive programme on
disarmament — a programme which is realistic, properly balanced and also
capable of mobilizing massive public suppert. Our position on the dctails

of such a programme was presented at the opening meeting by the representative

of Czechoslovakia; therefore, I necd not repeat them now.

Before concluding my statement, I wish to make a few remarks on a very
dangerous trend whieh started at the very beginning of this session. On the
pretext of evaluating the international situaticn, the representatives of
certain Governments allowed themselves the liberty cf using this Commiftee as
a platform for political invectives. The Hungarian delegation rejects most
categorically every attempt at interference in the internal affairs cf a
sovereign State, as well as allegations conccrning '"outside pressure and
campaign".

I am convinced that I express the fcelings also of the other socialist
delegations when I consider it even more regrettatle that some representatives
did not content themselves with a simple exercise of throwing slander and
arcusations at other States. They went further and tried to pass judgement
on the nature of a soeial system which others, including the members of a
number of delegations around this table, consider as their own.

The statement delivered by Mr. Rostow of the United States was a most
outrageous one, unprecedented in the history of this Committee. Instead of
giving us a detailed descripticn of the disarmament pclicy of the new
United States administration, wnich the Committee has long been waiting for,
he devoted about two~thirds of his time to attacks on the Soviet Union and
other socialist countries, including my own. Iy delegation rejects that
attempt, which can orly poison the atmosphere in the Committee and only zerves
to hinder our work in a situation where the vast majority around thisg
negotiating table is ready to do its best to achieve tangible results.

The CHATRMAN: I thank the distinguished representaéive of Hungary f{or his
statement and for the kind words he addressed tv the Chair.

We have exhausted the time available to us this morning. We will therefore
continue with the list of speakers tomorrow morning.

The representative of the United States wishes to speak in exercisc of his
right of reply. I therefore give him the floor.

The representative of the USSR has asked for the floor cn a point of order.
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Mr, ISSRAELYAN (Unicn of Soviet Socialist Republics) (transiated from Ru«:igr)'
We have not yet heard all the representetives whose names cre down to spes- this
meeting and I therefore see nc ground for giving the Ilocr for a reply. ”n -ue:an
of last week you refused that right t¢ a delegatinn which had asked to spcaik in
the morning. The decision which the Committee took yesterday signifizi the
following: if all thcse whose names are on the list of speakers do not manage to
speak today — the list includes the delegations of the Unitedi Kingdom, Australia,
Mongolia, Sri Lanka, Hungary. Pakistan, Canada, Peru, Cuca and Kenya —- then -¢ ill
continue to hear the speakers according to this list tomerrow morning becausc, lie
afternoon, it is intended to hold a nmeeting of the Working CGroup c¢n a Comprehcnciva
Programme of Disarmament. . is far as I racall, Pexistan is sixth on the li=zt. The
representative of Pakistan was unaole tov speax this morming. Ccnsequently. vhen
we have heard all the speakers on the list, bteginning with the representative cf
Pakistan, then we can go on to statements in exercice »f the right ~f reply.

The CHAIRMAN: I would like to ask the representative of the United States
whether he is prepared to wait until the znd of the list of gpeakers — in other
words, until tomorrow mcrning?

Mr. FIEIDS (United States of America): Mr. Chairman, I dc not wish in any way
to disrupt the procedures of this Yody, as we mean to deliberate. Iy purpose,
of course, would be tc respond to a rather viecious attack, unparalleled, I thin;,
in my short memory in this body, hut my longer memory in international todics dates
back some 20 years. 1 would prefer to reply to the charges made by another
delegation in such a viciousc manner while they sre still fresh in people's minds
and they understand wrat I am rcplying to. However, I would be happy to abide by
the ruling of the Chair.

The CHAIRMAN: Thank you. Since the hour is late, we may adjourn the mi.iing
now. The repr uentative c¢f Japan hac e floor. '

Mr. OKAWA (Japan): Not in exercise cf %h: right of reply, but te rectify ¢
small error that slippa2d — most inadvertently, I am sure — into tha statemnnt Just
made by my dear friend and most distinguished colleague, Ambassador Komives.

N,

The first atomic bomb used against human beings was dropped on § August 134

\n

The CHAIRMAN: The next plénary meeting 7T the Committes will ko held fcmecrro-i,
Friday, 12 February, at 10.30 a.m. Immediztely afterwards, we will hold an irnfcrmel
meeting on the organizational matters under consideraticr by the Committee

The meeting stands adjourned.

The meeting rcse at 1.05 n.m.




