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The PRESIDENT (translated from French) : The plenary meeting o f the" {inference 
on Disarmament i s called to order. 

The Conference continues today the consideration of item 2 of i t s agenda, 
"Cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament". However, members 
wishing to make statements on any other subject relevant to the work of the 
Conference may do so, i n conformity with rule 30 of the rules of procedure of the 
Conference. 

I have on my l i s t of speakers for today Ambassador Dubey of India. Before 
giving him the floor, . 1 should l i k e to make a b r i e f statement of how I view the role 
which the President, i n t h i s case Romania, should play during t h i s month. 

The Romanian delegation assumes as of today the presidency of the Conference 
on Disarmament for the month of March; i t i s f u l l y a l i v e both to the honour thus 
f a l l i n g to Romania, and to the r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s deriving from t h i s o f f i c e . I 
should l i k e to stress at the outset that t h i s task has been made easier for us by 
the dynamic and t i r e l e s s a c t i v i t y of my esteemed predecessor, Ambassador"Turbanski 
of Poland, to whom I should l i k e to convey the c o r d i a l congratulations of the 
Romanian delegation and at the same time our warm thanks and sincere admiration. 

The p r i n c i p l e " d f r o t a t i o n and chance have comDined to give Romania the 
presidency of the Conference for the month of March, which, i n our hemisphere, i s 
the month of spring, of the thaw, of hope renewed. I should l i k e to see t h i s 
as a good omen; and I hope that the work of the Conference may demonstrate that 
we are capable of making headway, of achieving p o s i t i v e , concrete r e s u l t s , i n the 
dire c t i o n of halting the arms race and of disarmament. 

I should l i k e to assure you, dear colleagues, that my sole ambition i s to 
serve the Conference w e l l , complying s t r i c t l y with the rules of procedure, and that 
I s h a l l do everything within my power to further dialogue and negotiations. 
Needless to say, the results of our negotiations depend on the contribution of 
every delegation, on the c o l l e c t i v e w i l l of us a l l to make progress. 

I t has often proved i n the past — and the positive experience of my 
predecessor confirms i t — that i n the performance of the duties entrusted to the 
President, especially i n the case of a body such as ours which" works on"the basis 
of consensus, formal and informal consultations are a very useful instrument, one 
of the most important means of action. You may rest assured that my delegation 
w i l l spare no e f f o r t to ensure that the ideas and positions of every delegation are 
duly taken into account before any substantive or procedural decision i s taken. 
We are firmly convinced that the sole viable basis for progress i n our work l i e s 
i n the patient search for solutions which are unanimously acceptable to a l l 
delegations. 

I should also l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to ensure the representatives of 
countries not members of the Conference that the President i s en t i r e l y at t h e i r 
disposal with regard to problems stemming from t h e i r p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the work of 
our Conference, as disarmament questions are obviously of concern to a l l countries. 
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Without wishing to take stock at any length of the si t u a t i o n within the 
Conference, I think that I may say that we are i n a better position than we, were 
a year ago here, i n the month of March 1983. The agenda and programme of work 
were already adopted some time ago, and some progress has been made on the s e t t i n g 
up of subsidiary bodies. -

This i s certainly encouraging, but of course we are nevertheless far from 
saying that we are s a t i s f i e d . On the contrary, the alarming lag i n negotiations 
i n comparison with the ever more threatening pace of the arms race cannot be 
denied. 

I t i s the firm intention of the President to continue and, i f possible, 
accelerate a l l consultations, both indi v i d u a l and c o l l e c t i v e , within a constructive 
working atmosphere, with a view to resolving a l l pending problems, of which there 
are many, and above a l l the question of the creation of subsidiary bodies on a l l 
the agenda items and the commencement of t h e i r work. , 

A common conclusion to be drawn from a l l the statements made so fa r i n the 
Conference i s that we are a l l obliged to make a special e f f o r t i n order to go on 
from the — often s t e r i l e — discussions on the terms of reference and t i t l e s of 
working bodies to genuine negotiations on the problems on the agenda. I t has 
often been repeated here, quite r i g h t l y , that organizational and procedural matters 
must be viewed as a means of achieving our essential objective, and not as an end 
i n themselves. 

I hope that we s h a l l put a l l our energy and a l l our trust into m u l t i l a t e r a l 
disarmament negotiations and into t h i s unique body, the Conference on Disarmament, 
and-demonstrate the p o l i t i c a l w i l l and the s p i r i t of reciprocal compromise and 
goodwill needed to negotiate and adopt disarmament measures i n order to abate and 
eliminate the threat of a devastating nuclear war. 

The r e s p o n s i b i l i t y borne by the Conference on Disarmament has never been so 
great; the p o s s i b i l i t y offered to us of reacting together i n a r a t i o n a l and 
imaginative manner to t h i s life-or-death cnallenge may well never arise again. 

I t i s a challenge which we must accept; we nave no choice. 

We must act before i t i s too l a t e * 

Distinguished representatives, thank you for your attention. 

Mr. DUBEY (India): Since I am the only speaker i n the general debate t h i s 
morning, I presume an important r e s p o n s i b i l i t y devolves upon me. -I s h a l l t r y 
ray best to give the distinguished delegates th e i r money's worth, at least 
quantitatively i f not q u a l i t a t i v e l y . Mr. President, Allow me, f i r s t of a l l , to 
extend to you the warm f e l i c i t a t i o n s of my delegation on your assumption of the 
presidency of the Conference on Disarmament for the month of March. The Conference 
has s t i l l to sort out a number of i n i t i a l problems befor3 i t can s e t t l e down to 
serious negotiations t h i s year. We are convinced that under your able guidance, 
i t w i l l be able to move ahead with speed, purpose and determination. We are very 
glad to see i n the chair t h i s month the representative of a country with whom we 
have the f r i e n d l i e s t of relations and a diplomat of your experience and s k i l l . 
On behalf of the delegation of India, I offer you our f u l l and sincere co-operation 
i n the discharge of your onerous r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . 
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I would also l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to express our gratitude to 
Ambassador Stanislaw Turbanski of Poland who was the f i r s t President of the 
newly-christened Conference on Disarmament. Thanks to h i s persistent e f f o r t , 
s i n c e r i t y of purpose and undoubted a b i l i t i e s , the Conférence has been able to resolve 
some of the procedural problems which had paralysed i t s predecessor, the 
Committee on Disarmament, for a f u l l three months l a s t year. 

May I also, on t h i s occasion, express our deep appreciation to 
Ambassador Jorge M o r e l l i Pando of Peru under whose chairmanship, the Committee 
on Disarmament concluded i t s work of the 1983 session. We have a l l greatly admired 
the manner i n which he carried out h i s task of consultations during the intervening 
months. 

We have i n our midst colleagues who have joined the Conference only t h i s year. 
Although I have already had the pleasure and p r i v i l e g e of meeting and welcoming them 
and even working with some of them, allow me to take advantage of the forum of t h i s 
Conference to extend once again our warm welcome to the Ambassadors of A u s t r a l i a , 
Belgium, Canada, Cuba, Egypt, Ethiopia, Hungary, Indonesia and S r i Lanka. I would 
l i k e to assure them of the f u l l co-operation of the Indian delegation i n the pursuit 
of our common cause through t h i s Conference during t h e i r tenure here. 

The Conference on Disarmament has commenced i t s session i n a very turbulent and 
uncertain s i t u a t i o n . A global c r i s i s of an unprecedented dimension i s a f f e c t i n g 
both the p o l i t i c a l and economic aspects of international r e l a t i o n s . The world 
p o l i t i c a l s i t u a t i o n i s characterised by grave tension, a perilous state of East-West 
relations and the recrudescence of the cold war. The new cold war has further 
fuelled the arms race, p a r t i c u l a r l y the nuclear-arms race; and the nuclear-arms race 
i n turn h'aá led to the'deepening of the global c r i s i s and the heightening of world 
tension. Disarmament negotiations which, of l a t e , had, i n any case, l o s t t h e i r 
momentum, have now come to a v i r t u a l s t a n d s t i l l . " In her inaugural address to the 
Meeting of the Commonwealth Heads of Government i n New Delhi i n November, 1985» 
Prime Minister Shrimáti'Indira Gandhi described the present'situation i n the 
following words: "....today's deepening crise s are far more serious than anything 
we had envisaged before. Peace i s i n p e r i l . The arms race i s very nearly out 
of hand In a recent speech, Prime Minister Trudeau spoke about the 
"brutalization of international r e l a t i o n s " . 

We are also facing today a c r i s i s of international economic co-operation and 
of the international economic system. The v i r t u a l collapse of disarmament 
negotiations has coincided with a stagnation i n the North-South dialogue. The 
d i r e c t relationship between the astronomical sums of m i l i t a r y expenditure, now running 
at $US 800 b i l l i o n per annum, and the world economic c r i s e s i s now being more c l e a r l v 
and widely perceived. Massive diversion of resources f o r m i l i t a r y purposes 1>аз 
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resulted In the Introduction of many distortions i n the economic structures of the 
countries incurring such expenditures. Thèse are reflecte d ' i n huge'budget d e f i c i t s 
o f a s t r u c t u r a l nature, higher rate's of int e r e s t , i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n of protectionist 
measures and the erosion and endangering of the international monetary and trade 
systems. The Governments of developed countries, which have been upbraiding 
developing countries for i n t e r f e r i n g with the free play of market forces i n t h e i r 
economy for the purpose of securing s o c i a l j u s t i c e and protecting the interest of 
the weaker sections of t h e i r population, are themselves engaged, i n the name of 
national security, i n massive interventions i n t h e i r economies. This has 
seriously undermined the economic fortunes and prospects of developing countries as 
well as other developed countries. The underlying motives behind the suspension 
of arms-limitation talk s and the new hectic phase of nuclear arms b u i l d up on the 
other hand and the atrophy of the North-South dialogue on the other, are b a s i c a l l y 
the-same. In the former case, i t i s a quest f o r m i l i t a r y s u p e r i o r i t y . In the 
l a t t e r case, i t i s a desire to impose the w i l l and ideology of the economically 
more vpowerful nations on the weaker ones. 

' As the Conference on Disarmament s e t t l e s down to i t s serious business for the 
1984 session, i t i s d i f f i c u l t to r e s i s t the temptation of comparing the year of 
1984 with i t s well-known counterpart s a t i r i z a d i n the famous novel of George Orwell. 
In no other f i e l d of international relations i s the s i m i l a r i t y between what i s 
happening i n 1984 and what was prophesied i n George Orwell's p o l i t i c a l f i c t i o n 
more s t r i k i n g than i n the f i e l d of the nuclear-arms race and the so-called security 
doctrines invoked to j u s t i f y i t . The nucleâr-arms race today imperils not only 
freedom, so dear to Orwell's generation, but the very f a b r i c of human c i v i l i z a t i o n -
nay,T the very s u r v i v a l of the human species. Mankind i s trembling i n terror before 
the present-day equivalent of the Orwellian Big Brother, that i s , a Doomsday Machine, 
supported by all-powerful, autonomous and self-serving m i l i t a r y industry and 
technology. I t i s agairi i n the context of the nuclear-arms race and disarmament that 
one i s confronted with the most refined and pernicious form of Doublethink, that 
i s , the doctrine of nuclear deterrence. And f i n a l l y , i n no other area i s 
Doublespeak practised i n a more systematic and persistent manner. I t i s i n the 
f i e l d of the nuclear-arms racé that we hear the t a l k of countries preparing f o r 
nuclear war i n order to avert i t ; nations amassing nuclear-weapon stockpiles i n 
order to eliminate them, and the Doomsday machine being credited with the 
achievement of having prevented war. I t i s again i n t h i s realm of make-believe 
and Doublespeak that a nuclear-weapons stockpile of eighteen to twenty thousand 
warheads i s kept i n readiness with the avowed purpose of deterring t h e i r Use. 

Mr. President, 1983 may very well be regarded as the lowest point i n the 
recent history Of disarmament negotiations. A new phase of the nuclear-arms race 
started during that year with the deployment of Pershing I I and Cruise missilee i n 
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Europe and the countermeasures against i t i n the form of the deployment of more 
missiles of other types. We also saw during that year the breakdown of even 
the very l i m i t e d framework of negotiations on nuclear disarmament. Thie 
s i t u a t i o n was naturally reflected i n the discussions and the decisions on 
disarmament matters at the l a s t session of the united Nations General Assembly. 
On the one hand, the great public concern and f r u s t r a t i o n with what was 
happening i n the world, and p a r t i c u l a r l y with the growing complexity and 
uncertainty of the international security environment, was reflected i n the 
adoption of a larger number of resolutions, as many as 66, that year than In the 
previous years. On the other hand, the General Assembly remained sharply divided 
on p r a c t i c a l l y a l l the c r i t i c a l issues of disarmament. The d i v i s i o n was so deep 
that i t seemed d i f f i c u l t to believe that just about f i v e years ago, the same 
body had arrived at the consensus embodied i n the F i n a l Document of the tenth 
special session. The Assembly could reach consensus on only a few peripheral 
and non-serious disarmament matters. Due to the t o t a l l y apathetic attitude of 
some of the nuclear-weapon States, the Assembly f a i l e d to reach a consensus of 
any operational significance on the most immediate and c r i t i c a l questions before 
i t , that is,„prevention of nuclear war, h a l t i n g of the nuclear-arms race and 
nuclear disarmament i n general. 

What we have been witnessing i n the Conference on Disarmament during the 
l a s t few weeks i s a mirror image of what happened i n the General Assembly. The 
sit u a t i o n here i s even .more f r u s t r a t i n g and further divorced, from the r e a l i t i e s 
of the world because of the consensus method of decision taking i n t h i s body, 
and because of the systematic manner i n which some of the nuçlear-weapon States„have 
used t h i s method to block progress on the r e a l l y , and i - ^ ' t i c c i o a i n the* 
f i e l d of disarmament. Whereas the single largest, group of resolutions adopted by 
the General Assembly relates to the prevention of nuclear war, the h a l t i n g of the 
arms race and nuclear disarmament i n general, here i n t h i s Conference f o r the l a s t 
f i v e years not even a beginning has been made towards undertaking negotiations on 
these-issues. The persistent tiiur«,s of the uui-ax^gned and neutral countries 
to get working groups established on these subjects have been of no a v a i l . The 
mandate of the Working Group on the only nuclear disarmament item, i . e . nuclear-test 
ban, has deliberately been kept confined to the aspsct of v e r i f i c a t i o n . The -
greatest irony 1з ' k'ae non-aligned and neutral countries members of the 
Conference are castigated i n strong terms for even drawing attention to these 
c r i t i c a l issues and f o r merely t r y i n g to seek serious negotiations on them.. They 
are blamed for saying or doing anything which could have the effect of upsetting 
the game-plan of some of these countries to mislead world public-opinion about 
the .functioning of the Conference on Disarmament, by exaggerating the importance 
of and concentrating- on r e l a t i v e l y minor and l e s s urgent issues. 

No doubt, the Conference on Disarmament has great p o t e n t i a l i t i e s which have 
never been r e a l i ~ e d . The doctrine uhich has mainly been responsible f o r 
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f u e l l i n g the arms race i n the most insidious manner i s also responsible f o r the 
paralysis of the Conference. Each time a pa r t i c u l a r nuclear-weapon State 
has perceived that i t has to acquire m i l i t a r y superiority over the other nuclear-
weapon States, i t has decided to suspend arms l i m i t a t i o n t a l k s or to give only an 
appearance of engaging i n such talks during the period i t has been i n the process 
of acquiring m i l i t a r y s u p e r i o r i t y . And by the time i t has f e l t that i t has 
acquired m i l i t a r y superiority and i s , therefore, ready to talk from i t s position 
of strength, the other nuclear-weapon State has come to the conclusion that 
arms-limitation tal k s are not i n i t s interest u n t i l i t has been able to catch up. 
The net r e s u l t has, therefore, been no arms l i m i t a t i o n , l e t alone measures of 
genuine disarmament, but only the s p i r a l l i n g of nuclear arsenals. 

The doctrine of nuclear deterrence has been invoked as a j u s t i f i c a t i o n f o r 
acquiring m i l i t a r y superiority and thereby perpetuating influence and domination 
i n the world and preserving the e x i s t i n g world order. In my general statement 
to the Committee on Disarmament l a s t year, I stated that t h i s doctrine of 
deterrence or balance or parity was the ultimate i l l u s i o n . The concept of parity 
or balance i s subjective, a r b i t r a r y and s e l f - s e r v i n g . Parity i s what i s 
subjectively perceived and not what can be objectively determined. Among other 
things, the complex nature of contemporary armement, with i t s broad rango of 
weapons system, makes i t impossible to judge whether any s h i f t has taken place i n 
the m i l i t a r y balance. I t also leaves tremendous scope for creating confusion 
i n terms of numbers, accuracy, etc., and thus j u s t i f y i n g new rounds of nuclear 
arms build-up. There can be no balance when an equilibrium i s inherently 
unstable. In f a c t , nuclear deterrence i s not even a doctrine of security, but 
a doctrine for maintaining dominance, influence, hegemony and the status quo. 
Security i s only camouflage to be able to mobilize and maintain popular support 
for t h i s doctrine. 

The doctrine becomes even more deceptive when ideological factors are 
introduced into i t . For example, i t i s stated that the maintenance of parity 
or balance i s necessary i n order to preserve and protect the free world or 
democracy or other forms of government and socio-economic systems. I t i s 
forgotten that the best protection for societies and socio-economic systems comes 
from within themselves. Besides, nothing has greater potential for destroying 
these systems and tearing apart t h e i r s o c i a l and economic fabrics than the massive 
arms expenditure and the p i l i n g up of nuclear arsenals. 

The present developments i n nuclear-arms build-up c l e a r l y demonstrate the 
hollowness of t h i s doctrine and the t h i n l y disguised nature of i t s purpose. 
Solly Zuckerman, i n his book "Nuclear I l l u s i o n and Reality', has demonstrated 
that the armouries of both the Superpowers have long since passed the level"that 
would be necessary to assure overwhelming mutual destruction. He has stated: 
"There 1з no sense i n the b e l i e f that the enormous increase t h i t has been made 
i n the size of the nuclear arsenals on both sides, has reinforced the state of 
mutual deterrence". He has very aptly said: "Adding more would be akin to 
doubling the dose of poison for which there i s no antidote." 
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I l r . яттдтзА (i n d i a ) : Ambassador Dubey had to leave the Chair because he was not 
f e e l i n g w e l l and he has asked me to continue his statement. S o l l y Zuckerman .has, 
therefore', suggested that nothing w i l l be l o s t i f the size of the nuclear, arsenals of 
both sides are s i g n i f i c a n t l y reduced. According to b i n , "... with every delay i n 
reaching an agreement on the control of nuclear arms, nuclear weapons change and b u i l d 
up so f a s t that the best that could be achieved l a t e r i s worse than the worst that 
might have been concluded a year or two before." 

He also argues that i f one i s to believe the claim of B r i t a i n and France that 
the nuclear armaments which they are going to deploy and which -are only a f r a c t i o n 
of the size of those of the united States and the USSR, are adequate to constitute an 
independent deterrent force, then the entire nuclear arsenals of the United States 
and those of the USSR above the l e v e l proposed to be b u i l t by the United Kingdom or 
France, are redundant. 

F i n a l l y , while the nuclear-weapon States are, on the one hand, swearing t h e i r 
allegiance to nuclear deterrence, some of them, at the same time, are carrying out 
research f o r developing f u t u r i s t i c weapons which would make deterrence obsolete. 

I t i s important to make i t clear i n t h i s context that the non—aligned movement 
has never agreed to confine i t s objectives i n the f i e l d of nuclear disarmament to 
nuclear-arms control. The non-aligned countries are i n favour of the elimination 
of nuclear weapons altogether. We are not f o r determining the l e v e l of nuclear 
armament which would ensure deterrence, but f o r j e t t i s o n i n g the entire concept of 
nuclear deterrence, which i s based on fear and suspicion, which has been 
de l i b e r a t e l y 'nested with a significance e n t i r e l y d i f f e r e n t £xom i t s r e a l character 
and which i s perhaps the biggest conceptual deception devised by mankind i n a l l i t s 
h i s t o r y . We do not believe that mankind ought to be condemned to co-exist with 
nuclear weapons. This l e g i t i m i z a t i o n of weapons of mass destruction constitutes a 
standing threat to the s u r v i v a l of mankind, and i s designed to perpetuate the dominance 
nd hegemony of the rtuclear-weapon Powers. 

llore and more /vidence i s coming which demonstrates the disastrous dimensions of 
the holocaust that w i l l follow a nuclear war. E a r l y l a s t year-, a study preparad by a 
group of experts appointed by WHO concluded that the entire .medical profession and 
services i n the world would be- quite helpless i n meeting the • cha_llenge of treating 
the survivors of such a war, l e t along reviving the medical services and infrastructure 
disrupted by i t . Subsequently, the re s u l t s of extensive s c i e n t i f i c studies conducted 
over the past tira years on the cl i m a t i c and b i o l o g i c a l consequences of nuclear war were 
p u b l i c l y announced at a conference i n Washington i n October-November, 1983, and 4^ater 
on published i n an a r t i c l e by Carl Sagan i n the Winter 1983-84 issue of the journal 
foreign A f f a i r s . The central point of the new findings i s that the long-term 
consequences of a nuclear war could constitute a global c l i m a t i c catastrophe. 
Carl Sagan i n h i s a r t i c l e concludes that "... the prospect of nuclear war now c l e a r l y 
and v i s i b l y threatens every nation and every person on the planet" and that "now i t 
seems more l i k e l y that nations having no part i n the c o n f l i c t — even nations e n t i r e l y 
neutral i n the global confrontation between the United States and ,the Soviet Union 
might be reduced to p r e h i s t o r i c population l e v e l s and economies, or worse". F i n a l l y , 
C a r l Sagan has warned that "a f i r s t s t r i k e i s tantamount to a national suicide f o r 
the aggressor, even i f the attacked nation does not l i f t a finger to r e t a l i a t e . 
Within a few days, the p r e v a i l i n g winds w i l l carry the nuclear winter to the aggressor 
nation 
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Those of us here who have зееп the much-discussed United States film "The Day 
After" may perhaps r e c a l l , inter a l i a , the depiction ~f how, due to the electromagnetic 
pulsé, the entire society affected by nuclear attack i s thrown hack to an age prior to 
the advent of e l e c t r i c i t y , telephones, radios and automobiles. 

One of the disquieting developments recently has Ъееп that some of the nuclear-
weapon States do not even want the horrors of nuclear war to he "brought home to their 
peoples. In fact, they are "busy preaching doctrines and disseminating information 
which would have the effect of inuring their peoples to the presence of nuclear 
arsenals. There is even an attempt to silence and give short s h r i f t to the public 
opinion which i s agitating for nuclear disarmament. Genuine, conscientious and eminent 
people run tho r i s k of being "branded as naive, misguided or anti-nationalist. 

The current mental state of the policy-makers i n these nuclear-weapon States has 
Ъееп very aptly described Ъу Carl Sagan as a practice called "denial" by psychiatrists. 
According to this behaviour, these people keep agonizing problems out of their heads 
partly because there seems to be nothing that they can do about them and also because 
of the fear of attracting, i n the words of Carl Sagan, "retroactive rebuke to those 
responsible actively or passively i n the past or i n the present for the global nuclear-
arms race." A guilt complex of this nature often becomes cumulative. I t makes the 
persons concerned immune to the dangers of their decisions and actions and i t provides 
incentive to them to go on doing the same thing, that i s , stockpiling more and more 
nuclear arms i n j u s t i f i c a t i o n of their past decisions for having joined the nuclear-
arms race. 

In an a r t i c l e published i n the International Herald Tribune on 27 September 1983| 
Barbara Tuchman, the famous United States historian, stated: "Today, the widespread 
fear of nuclear war may be a new element that w i l l make the difference. It i s the 
only motive power that could compel us towards the control of war that a l l the efforts 
of the last eighty odd years have not succeeded. It i s an instrument, moreover, i n 
the hands of the public." The popular movements against the nuclear-arms race lend 
credence to what has been stated by Barbara Tuchman. However, i t i s a tragic irony 
that the governments, instead of taking conscious, well-planned and preventive 
action for halting the nuclear-arms race and for nuclear disamament, are expected to 
act only under the pressure of their peoples armed by the fear of a nuclear holocaust. 
Fear i s hardly the right basis for triggering rational action. Por i t breeds hatred 
and resentment which cannot but cloud judgement and rational thinking. However, the 
saving grace i n this case i s that i t i s not the fear of one section of human 
population directed against the ether, but the fear of mankind as a whole arising out 
of a commonly perceived catastrophe. 

Recently, reports have been published insinuating that after the deployment of 
Pershing-U and Cruise missiles i n Europe, the peace movements have lost their appeal 
and popularity and are on way to declining. Nothing can be further from the truth. 
The peace ' movements have grown out of a genuine concern for human survival shared by 
people a l l over the world, across the divides of continents, races, socio-economic 
systems and stages of social and economic development. In fact, because of the 
horrifying predictions of the recent studies on the consequences of nuclear war, 
there has, i n fact been a sharp increase in the popular awareness of the dangerous 
implications of the continuing nuclear arms race. A recent survey i n one of the 
capitals of the nuclear-weapon States indicated that a majority of the younger people 
i n their teens were concerned about their survival i n the event of a nuclear war. 
They had no doubt that the nuclear war would come; the only question for them was as 
to when i t would come. Given this fundamental nature of the motivations of the peace 
movements, i t i s idle to believe that they can be forced underground. As our 
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Foreign Minister stated i n his recent Convocation address at Bangalore University: 
"... Prom nov on to the end: of t h i s century, the tussle between the forces of human 
surv i v a l and those who, for" whatever reasons, are pushing the world to the "brink .of 
disaster, seems to be ine v i t a b l e " . 

- I t i s our hope that t h i s upsurge of enlightened popular sentiment against nuclear 
weapons would ultimately force the governments to ha l t the nuclear-arms race and take 
steps f o r the elimination of nuclear weapons. In recognition of the r o l e that the 
United Nations can play i n arousinG and strengthening wTid-^ide -споет at z h e 
grass-roots l e v e l f o r nuclear disarmament, the United Nations General Assembly decided 
to launch the World Disarmament Campaign. India f u l l y supports the a c t i v i t i e s under 
the Campaign and sets great store "by i t s success. I would l i k e to take t h i s 
opportunity to announce that my country has decided to make a further contribuxion of 
one n i l l i o n Rupees to the United Nations World Disarmament Campaign. There are very 
.few causes as important today as the cause of what our Foreign M i n i s t e r , i n the address 
I have cit e d before, called "education f o r s u r v i v a l " . India would do everything 
possible to contribute to the advancement of t h i s cause. 

We i n t h i s Conference on Disarmament s t i l l have i t within our competence to salvage 
t h i s c r i t i c a l s i t u a t i o n by negotiating concrete and p r a c t i c a l measures f o r the 
prevention of nuclear war and f o r nuclear disarmament. For t h i s purpose, the 
Conference on Disarmament w i l l have to gear i t s e l f i n the coming weeks to take 
purposeful and tangible decisions to commence the negotiating process on these burning 
questions. Ыу delegation i s convinced that the only way of enhancing the prestige, 
status and effectiveness of the Conference on Disarmament and making i t relevant to 
contemporary r e a l i t i e s i s to make the nuclear disarmament issues, including the question 
of an arms race i n the outer space, the p r i n c i p a l theme t h i s year and from now onwards. 

In p a r t i c u l a r , i n 1984 we cannot afford to view the question of prevention of 
nuclear war from the standpoint of the previous years because the developments i n 1983 
indicate that the s i t u a t i o n i s w e l l on the way to reaching the .point of no return. 
Amoung other developments, the l a t e s t round of nuclear-missile deployments i n Europe has 
reduced the warning tane between launch and destruction to a mere f i v e minutes. One 
very clear consequence of these deployments — and here I do not intend to go into the 
.•justification or otherwise thereof — i s to precipitate the adoption and operation of 
the strategy of lamich-on-warn±n£. To liv° with nuclear veapons i s i n i t s e l f an 
enormously precarious global predicament: but to l i v e with launch-on-warning v e r i l y 
amounts to c l i f f - h a n g i n g . In a s i t u a t i o n where the mere r i s i n g of the moon or flocks 
of Canadian geese can occasionally lead to mis judgeme»t regarding an attack by nuclear 
missiles i n spite of the ргезепсе of the most sophisticated warning systems i n the 
world, where i n a period of a mere 18 months, 147 f a l s e alarms can be sounded, who can 
say with certainty that with developments compelling the adoption of launch-on-warning, 
doomsday i s not already knocking at our doors? 

Among the measures f o r the prevention of nuclear war, we think that the recent 
developments impart.added urgency to our seriously taking up the Indian proposal f o r 
negotiating a convention on the non-use of nuclear weapons. The conclusion of such 
a convention w i l l dramatically improve the climate of international r e l a t i o n s . I t w i l l 
reduce the l e v e l of fear and bring immense r e l i e f and a ray of hope to t h i s anguished 
and frightened world. Iloreover, i t w i l l give us the confidence to tackle the 
formidable task of negotiating agreements f o r h a l t i n g the nuclear-arms race and f o r 
nuclear disarmament. I t w i l l be worthwhile to complete t h i s exercise just f o r t h i s , 
i f f o r no other purpose. 
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The f i r s t essential step towards dealing seriously with the problem of prevention! 
of nuclear war i s to implement General Assembly resolution 38/183 G which o a l l s upon 
us to "negotiate with a view to achieving agreement on appropriate and p r a c t i c a l 
measures f o r the prevention of nuclear war" and to establish an ad hoc working group 
fo r t h i s purpose. We sincerely hope that Western countries represented i n the 
Conference w i l l withdraw t h e i r objection to setting i n motion the negotiating process. 
I t i s our earnest hope that, equally concerned as they ought to be by the oommon 
destiny of mankind, this year they w i l l adopt a constructive approach. 

My delegation attaches equal importance to setting up an ad hoc working group of 
the Conference on nuclear disarmament, and conducting negotiations on t h i s subject 
without losing further time. We have already l o s t as much as f i v e years without 
doing anything i n t h i s c r i t i c a l area. 

We obviously do not agree with the delegations of the Western countries that a l l 
that i s required to be done at present i n the f i e l d of nuclear disarmament i s f o r the 
two Superpowers to resume t h e i r negotiations. I can hardly over-emphasize the fact 
that the very basis of these negotiations goes against our fundamental pos i t i o n on 
t h i s subject. The assumption behind these negotiations i s that we have to get 
reconciled to co-existing with nuclear weapons. Our po s i t i o n i s that they must be 
eliminated and, therefore, we want immediate commencement of negotiations with' a 
view to attaining t h i s objective. Without going into the merits of the perplexing 
.variety of proposals that have been made i n these negotiations, we would l i k e to 
point out that each of these proposals permits the retention of nuclear 
weapons and the continuation of the nuclear-arms race. Moreover, the course and 
outcome of even these limited negotiations are dependent on the v i c i s s i t u d e s of 
b i l a t e r a l relations between the Superpon-ers and t h e i r a l l i e s . Depending upon the 
climate of t h e i r r e l a t i o n s , they are discontinued, suspended and resumed again. 
This Conference, as a minimum, has the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of ensuring the continuity of 
these negotiations. 

F i n a l l y , t h i s Conference must take up immediately and i n a l l seriousness the 
question of an arms race i n outer space. Recent developments would indicate that suet 
an arms race i s no longer a part of science f i c t i o n and i s fast becoming a r e a l i t y . 
Besides, these developments are fraught with grave consequences. F i r s t and foremost, 
they would involve ruinous expenditure involving hundreds of b i l l i o n s of d o l l a r s ; 
some estimates put i t at 5CO b i l l i o n d o l l a r s . Diversion of t h i s magnitude of 
resources i s bound to disrupt the economic structures of even the economically most 
powerful countries and would have disastrous consequences f o r the global economy, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y f o r the economies of developing countries. This can make the entire 
North-South dialogue devoid of any significance f o r a long time to come. 

Some of the weapon systems taken up f o r development w i l l a l t e r the basic concept 
of international security and strategic doctrines, and transform the very character 
and structure of power r e l a t i o n s . I f the countries concerned indeed succeed i n 
developing what i s being described as the ultimate weapon, or the weapon to destroy 
a l l weapons, there would be no incentive f o r disarmament. The world would 
perpetually l i v e with nuclear arsenals and limited nuclear warfare would become a 
d i s t i n c t p o s s i b i l i t y . However, the greatest danger of a l l l i e s i n the very process 
of the development of such weapons triggering a nuclear war. 

My delegation i s constrained to point out with a sense of deep dismay that there 
i s a tendency among some delegations to ignore these developments of catastrophic 
implications on the ground that what has been taken up now i s only research and 
development. I do not want, at t h i s stage, to go into the d e t a i l s of what i s a c t u a l l j 
happening, how f a r the governments concerned are committed to developing such weapons 
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вузtens and to what extent these weapons systems have already been developed. I 
would only l i k e to point out that technological developments have a momentum of t h e i r 
own that creates a forward drive f o r the deployment of weapons once they become 
technically f e a s i b l e . Besides, i t i s always easier to stop an arms race before, rather 
than a f t e r , the deployment of the bulk of the new weapons systems. 

In the statements made so f a r i n the Conference, a number of references have been 
made to the manner i n which recent developments would affect e x i s t i n g t r e a t i e s . 
While t h i s i s relevant, we do not think that the r e a l challenge i s merely l e g a l or 
j u r i d i c a l . I t i s a more fundamental challenge, having a bearing on the very fate of 
mankind. 

What I have stated about the gravity and seriousness of these developments would 
warrant our undertaking without delay serious negotiations on the subject with a view 
to reaching an agreement or agreements, to borrow the wording of the l a s t year*s 
General Assembly resolution on t h i s subject. This resolution was adopted by the 
overwhelming majority of 147 i n favour, 1 against and 1 abstention. The Assembly 
could hardly have been more unequivocal on what needs to be done on t h i s subject. 

We are r e a l l y intrigued that the Western countries, which voted f o r t h i s 
resolution, are now not prepared to accept the terms of reference f o r a working group 
on t h i s subject as l a i d down i n the resolution. They want to go back to the mandate 
discussed at the l a s t session of the Committee on Disarmament. In j u s t i f i c a t i o n of 
t h i s p o s i t i o n , they are' giving the argument that what i s required at t h i s stage i s to 
undertake the preliminary work of i d e n t i f y i n g the problem and determining the p r i o r i t i e s 
and to f i n d out what i s a c t u a l l y happening. Mr. President, by taking t h i s p o s i t i o n , 
these countries are not only going back on the p o s i t i o n they took at the 
General Assembly, but are also underestimating the grave implications of the 
developments i n t h i s area and the urgent need of taking action before i t i s too l a t e . 
I f indeed, during the next year or two, we f i n d that we have reached a point of no 
return, these countries w i l l have to bear the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of the fate that may 
b e f a l l mankind then. These are strong words, but I am using them advisedly because 
of our b e l i e f that on a matter of such importance, there i s no scope or j u s t i f i c a t i o n 
f o r equivocation or f o r a wait-and-see at t i t u d e . 

Before I conclude, I would l i k e to express my delegation's f u l l e s t i n t e r e s t i n 
the negotiations f o r the elaboration of a chemicals weapons convention during the 1984 
session i t s e l f of the Conference, i f that i s possible. 

The PKCSIPaiT (translated from French); I thank the distinguished representative 
of India f o r h i s statement and f o r the kind words he addressed to my country and to 
the President of the Conference. 

I would request the Indian delegation to convey to Ambassador Dubey our sincere 
hope that he i s suffering from a purely temporary i n d i s p o s i t i o n . 

I have no more speakers -on my l i s t f o r today. Would any delegation l i k e to take 
the f l o o r ? That does not seem to be the case. 

At my request, the secretariat today distributed an informal document containing 
a programme of meetings of the Conference and of i t s subsidiary bodies f o r the coming 
week. As usual, according to normal practice, t h i s i s purely an i n d i c a t i v e schedule 
and may be modified i f necessary. I f I hear no objections, I s h a l l take i t that the 
Conference adopts t h i s programme. 

I t was so decided. 
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Dear colleagues, as you know we are faced with a large number of organizational 
problems which must be settled quite urgently i n the interests of the work of our 
Conference. In order to make the best possible use of the l i t t l e time available to 
us, I intend to convene an informal meeting of the Conference devoted to 
organizational problems on Friday, 2 March, at 10.JO a.m. I f there i s no objection, 
I s h a l l take i t that the Conference agrees that we should meet tomorrow i n an informal 
meeting. 

I t was so decided. 

In order to take advantage of the time remaining to us t h i s morning, I intend 
to i n v i t e those delegations which wish to do so to participate i n an informal exchange 
of views i n Room C.108 at 12.15 p.m. I intend to take advantage of the opinions 
of those delegations which wish to help me i n the subsequent conduct of our work, and 
i n p a r t i c u l a r to l i s t e n to opinions on the p r i o r i t i e s now facing us, especially 
organizational problems. 

Before concluding, I should l i k e to inform you that the next plenary meeting 
w i l l take place on Tuesday, 6 March, at 10.JO a.m. 

The meeting rose at 12 noon 
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The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I declare open the meeting of the 
Conference on Disarmament. 

The Conference on Disarmament today begins consideration of item 3 of i t s 
agenda, e n t i t l e d "Prevention of nuclear war, including a l l related matters". As 
usual, however, any member wishing to do so may raise any subject relevant to the 
work of the Conference, i n accordance with rule 30 of the rules of procedure. 

I have on ray l i s t of speakers for today the distinguished representatives of 
France, Morocco and Mexico, and I now give the fl o o r to the distinguished 
representative of France, Ambassador François de l a Gorce. 

Mr. DE LA GORCE (France) (translated from French): rMr. President, the French 
delegation would l i k e f i r s t of a l l ^ to present to you i t s congratulations and best 
wishes for success i n your duties. My delegation i s happy to greet you as'the 
representative of Romania, a country linked with France by long-standing t i e e of 
friendship and precious a f f i n i t i e s i n thought. Your talent and experience make us 
confident that you w i l l accomplish your task i n the best manner. 

The French delegation also wishes to express i t s entire gratitude to our 
distinguished colleague from Poland for his eff o r t s during the f i r s t month of our 
session. Those eff o r t s led to substantial r e s u l t s ; they have made i t possible now 
to. resume pur work on a p a r t i c u l a r l y important item of the agenda. I should also 
l i k e on t h i s occasion to draw attention to the long-standing t i e s of friendship that 
unite Poland and France and the unceasing admiration of my fellow-countrymen for 
the heroism of the Polish nation during i t s glorious and dramatic history. 

I should also l i k e , on behalf of the French delegation, to renew our wishes 
of welcome to our new colleagues, the Ambassadors of Au s t r a l i a , Belgium, Canada, 
Cuba, Egypt, Ethiopia, Hungary, Indonesia and S r i Lanka. I s h a l l be happy to 
continue with them the fri e n d l y co-operation that characterized our relations with 
t h e i r predecessors. 

i .Those of my colleagues who have spoken before me have i n the main stressed the 
deterioration of the international s i t u a t i o n and the dangers which that implied. 
The French delegation shares to a great extent t h i s concern but would not agree that 
the s i t u a t i o n i s i n a l l respects as bad as some members of the Conference have 
clai m e d . . i J i e are, of course, aware of the persistence of tension and polemics. We 
deplore the continued resort to force: the Soviet occupation of Afghanistan, the 
war between Iraq and Iran, the c r i s i s that threatens the independence and i n t e g r i t y 
of (Lebanon,-, and the use of violence i n South-East Asia, A f r i c a and Central America. 
We also regret the breaking-pff of the extremely important b i l a t e r a l negotiatiffts 
on nuclear issues that had opened i n Geneva. 

However, there i s no v i s i b l e desire anywhere to make a complete break; each 
side affirms i t s desire to continue the dialogue. The Stockholm Conference, which 
opened l a s t month, expresses the resolve of the Europeans to define amongst 
themselves the means of restoring confidence and promoting security with the 
goal — which we hope w i l l not be far o f f of reducing armaments. The Vienna ' 
negotiations on balanced force reductions w i l l resume. Here, our annual session 
has begun better than i t did l a s t year; the outlook for the negotiation o'f â" 
convention on chemical weapons seems encouraging, and we hope that, with an 
open-minded approach on a l l sides, the Conference w i l l be able p r o f i t a b l y to deal 
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with a l l the items on i t s agenda, taking best advantage of the'albeit very diverse 
conditions characterizing the various questions before us. 

Several of us have stressed the r i s k s associated with the accumulation of 
weapons and especially of nuclear arms. We do not deny the existence of security 
r i s k s that can i n fact be produced by imbalance and d e s t a b i l i z a t i o n ; but i t seems 
excessively negative to present the current s i t u a t i o n as one marked by serious 
dangers of a nuclear disaster, and even less so as one marked by an imminent danger 
of such a disaster. 

Furthermore, nowhere can we detect the nuclear panic that some movements are 
s t i l l t r y i n g to create i n the Western countries. Where would the disaster come from? 
The countries of the A t l a n t i c Alliance reaffirmed l a s t year that none of t h e i r 
weapons would ever be used otherwise than i n response to aggression. This 
commitment i s i n conformity with the obligation set forth i n the United Nations Charter 
r e l a t i n g to the non-use-of force. In addition, the member countries of the 
Warsaw Pact have affirmed t h e i r desire for peace as well and we take note of t h e i r 
statements. 

We should consider, therefore, calmly and objectively, the present facts 
r e l a t i n g to the problem of peace and the problem of security, as those facts 
determine the very conditions of the disarmament enterprise. 

-i*The President of the French Republic, speaking to the General Assembly of the 
United-Nations l a s t September, said the following on that subject: 

"Peace among nations can l a s t only i f i t i s based on a genuine balance. 
This i s the lesson of history. I t i s i n respecting t h i s golden rule that 
the rights of a l l to independence and security w i l l be reconciled. The 
aproach should be to establish such a balance, or re-establish i t i f i t no 
longer e x i s t s , and guarantee s t a b i l i t y , reduce forces progressively to lower 
and lower l e v e l s , and v e r i f y at a l l times the information supplied; that i s 
the only possible approach to the problems before us". 

This statement expresses in the clearest terms the princ i p l e s underlying French 
po l i c y . 

The conditions for peace and for security are therefore the very conditions 
of disarmament. For t h i s reason we have introduced i n the l i s t of the main goals 
for the¿,enterprise of disarmament — our Decalogue — a heading e n t i t l e d 
"Disarmament and international security". That, i n the view of the French 
delegation, j u s t i f i e s the inclusion i n our agenda of an i-tem e n t i t l e d "Prevention 
of nuclear war, including a l l related matters 1 1. 

The French-delegation w i l l i n g l y agreed to establishing t h i s as a separate item. 
I t highlights the tfact that the prevention of nuclear war cannot be isolat e d from 
other matters. I t i s not a s p e c i f i c a l l y nuclear item. I t i s , of course, linked 
to nuclear disarmament to the extent that the achievement of nuclear disarmament 
would, by d e f i n i t i o n , exclude the use of nuclear arms. But i n the current 
s i t u a t i o n , which i s sure to l a s t some time, the item deals primarily with the 
prevention of war i n general, i . e . conventional war which could by escalation 
lead to a crossing of the nuclear threshold. The problem to resolve i s , therefore, 
one of security and the conditions underlying security: from a p o l i t i c a l point of 
view, a state of international relations that ensures a s u f f i c i e n t l e v e l of 
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confidence, i n particular through the respect of the pr i n c i p l e of the Charter that 
prohibits the use or threat of force; from a m i l i t a r y point of view, the maintenance 
of the necessary balance and the rebuilding ,of confidence by appropriate measures. 
The proposals submitted i n Stockholm by the Western Powers provide an example of 
that approach. 

Other measures have been proposed that seek s p e c i f i c a l l y to prevent a nuclear 
war by prohibiting the use of nuclear arms or t h e i r f i r s t use. The French delegation 
has on many occasions, i n t h i s body and i n the F i r s t Committee of the 
General Assembly, presented the reasons why such measures, which are declaratory 
and unverifiable, would seriously harm the cause that they claim to serve, as they 
would destroy i n one area the balance needed for security and would thereby provoke 
p o l i t i c a l and strategic d e s t a b i l i z a t i o n with incalculable consequences that would 
affect the entire world. 

The discussions that we are to have on new agenda item 3 w i l l serve as an 
occasion for the French delegation to deal with t h i s fundamental problem i n greater 
depth. 

I have t r i e d to situate the "Prevention of nuclear war, including a l l related 
matters" i n the very broad context given by the wording of our agenda. I t proposes 
an ambitious, but i n our view necessary, task, with which the Conference on Disarmamer 
alone i s able to deal at the international l e v e l . We must, through in-depth 
discussions, explore and i d e n t i f y the conditions for security i n the nuclear age, 
and study the conditions., means and commitments that could preserve that security. 

W i l l t h i s study indicate issues suitable for negotiations of a concrete and 
s p e c i f i c nature? The French delegation does not exclude t h i s a p r i o r i ; i t does not 
think that such negotiations can bear on aspects that are within the proper 
competence of the nuclear-weapon Powers. But i t shares without reservation the 
legitimate concerns of the international community with regard to the matters 
covered by item 3 of the agenda, which are of major interest to a l l of humanity. 
France recognizes therefore the right of a l l States to participate i n a j o i n t e f f o r t 
on such matters. The French delegation w i l l therefore make a f u l l contribution 
to t h i s e f f o r t to the greatest extent possible. 

I s h a l l only devote a few b r i e f comments to other items on the agenda. 

The French delegation remains ready to participate here i n substantive 
discussions on agenda item 2, cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament. I t has on many occasions explained the reasons underlying i t s approach 
to nuclear disarmament and the conditions i n which the French Government could 
accept undertakings. I t feels that i n the present conditions such negotiations are 
within the competence of the two main nuclear-weapon Powers. The French Government 
therefore hopes that the negotiations interrupted l a s t year by the Soviet Union 
w i l l resume as soon as possible. 

Chemical disarmament remains the mam goal of our negotiations. Recent weeks 
have been marked by two very positive elements: the announcement by the 
United States Secretary of State of the forthcoming presentation of a draft treaty 
and the statement by the representative of. the Soviet Union on continuous 
v e r i f i c a t i o n of the destruction of stocks. Furthermore, the subsidiary body has 
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resumed i t s work witn a broader mandate that authorizes the d r a f t i n g of provisions ^ 
of a treaty. The method proposed by i t s chairman seems to us to be well-suited to 
the negotiating conditions, lie would hope, however, that matters r e l a t i n g to the 
prohibition of use and v e r i f i c a t i o n would receive more prominence. The recent 
allegations r e l a t i n g to the use of chemical weapons — allegations recently 
submitted to the Conference — c a l l for further vigilance on the part of the 
international community with regard to the observance of that p r o h i b i t i o n . 

Broadly speaking, the necessary conditions seem present for the current session 
to make s i g n i f i c a n t , and we hope decisive, progress i n the negotiations on chemical 
disarmament. 

Radiological weapons have also been the subject of negotiations for some 
years. We hope that these negotiations w i l l focus on t h e i r proper goal, which i s 
the condition for a successful outcome that i s within our reach. In that 
connection, we do not think that new weapons of mass destruction should be dealt 
with within the same subsidiary body. The negotiation of a general agreement aimed 
at preventing the development of unidentified weapons does not seem p r a c t i c a l to us. 
We prefer, therefore, resuming the method already used of informal meetings with 
experts, which has made a useful contribution to exploring the subject. 

The French delegation has stressed oh many occasions the c a p i t a l importance 
of preventing an arms race i n outer space. Such an arms race could i n fact lead to 
dangerous d e s t a b i l i z a t i o n of the necessary strategic balances. Agreement was 
reached l a s t year on the establishment of á working group, but not on i t s mandate. 
Several of, us„ basing our position on the resolutions adopted by the 
General Assembly l a s t December seek a general negotiating mandate, which others 
cannot accept. The French delegation has an open position on t h i s problem but 
believes that the extreme complexity of the subject requires, at least for the 
duration of one session, the exploratory work envisaged i n the draft mandate 
presented l a s t year. In the view of my delegation i t would therefore be wiser 
at once to devote to essential preparatory work the time we r i s k l o s i n g i n a 
possibly f r u i t l e s s discussion i n an e f f o r t to ? t t a i n a more ambitious text. 

F i n a l l y , the French delegation maintains a l l i t s interest i n the agenda items 
relating' to negative security assurances and the comprehensive programme of 
disarmament; the conditions of which we are a l l aware, the lack of the necessary 
time, w i l l no doubt not permit, much progress t h i s year. 

But on the f i r s t of these items we continue to believe that the solution of> 
giving Security Council endorsement to the declarations of the nuclear-weapon 
Powers, i f possible i n a single formulation, could provide substantial protection 
to the vast majority of non-nuclear-weapon States and i s therefore worth considering 
i n fresh discussions. 

The French delegation w i l l deal more substantially with some of the matters 
that I have raised i n future statements, as well as with the very pressing, but 
so imperfectly resolved, problem of our methods and procedures. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French) : I thank the representative of France 
for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to my country and myself. 

I now give the f l o o r to the representative of Morocco, Ambassador S k a l l i . 
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Mr. SKALLI (Morocco) (translated from French): Mr. President, f i r s t of a l l I 
have the great pleasure, on behalf of the Moroccan delegation and myself, of 
proffering our warm congratulations on your accession to the presidency of the 
Conference on Disarmament for the month of March. 

We are p a r t i c u l a r l y pleased to have the conduct of our work entrusted to the 
distinguished representative of Romania, with which Morocco has the most exemplary 
l i n k s of friendship and co-operation. We are convinced that your wealth of 
experience, and your q u a l i t i e s as a shrewd and sagacious diplomat, w i l l enable you 
to carry out your r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s with great a b i l i t y and competence. 

The work carried out by your predecessor, Ambassador Turbanski of Poland, 
deserves the highest praise. We should l i k e to express our sincere thanks and 
appreciation to him for the b r i l l i a n t and e f f i c i e n t manner i n which he directed the 
work of the Conference during his presidency. 

I should l i k e to take t h i s opportunity c o r d i a l l y to welcome our new colleagues, 
the distinguished representatives of Aust r a l i a , Belgium, Canada, Cuba, Egypt, 
Ethiopia, Hungary, Indonesia and S r i Lanka. I should l i k e to assure them of the f u l l 
co-operation of the Moroccan delegation. 

Since the end of our l a s t session, international peace and security i n the 
world have been put to a severe test., The many c o n f l i c t s which rock our planet only 
increase international tension which has already reached an alarming l e v e l . The 
breaking o f f of the b i l a t e r a l negotiations on intermediate-range nuclear forces and 
the postponement of the strategic arras talk s t e s t i f y to the current impasse i n 
international r e l a t i o n s . These events make our task i n t h i s Conference today both 
arduous and imperative. 

We had agreed, however, that 1983 would be a c r u c i a l year for the renewal of 
disarmament negotiations. Although a unanimous desire to take action i n the rig h t 
d i r e c t i o n was c l e a r l y expressed, we must recognize how small were the results we 
achieved. 

There are few exercises more edifying i n t h i s connection than to note, i n the 
statements at the s t a r t of a session, the expressions of hope for progress i n our 
work and, i n the statements at the close of the session, the expressions of regret 
and f r u s t r a t i o n because of the t o t a l lack of progress. For more than f i v e years now, 
the Committee on Disarmament, now the Conference on Disarmament, has been entrusted 
with the task of negotiating i n the sphere of disarmament; and never have so many 
wishes been expressed, but never have so many obstacles arisen to prevent any 
headway from being made. This backsliding i s a source of profound concern for us, 
a l l the greater because a latent and insidious cold war i s spreading to a l l l e v e l s 
of international r e l a t i o n s , while i t s adverse effects are increasingly f e l t within 
our Conference. 
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Let us Hope, admittedly without any great conviction, that the change i n the 
t i t l e of t h i s single m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament negotiating organ w i l l be an opportunity 
for an enhanced awareness of the dangers of the present situation'aña w i l l induce us 
to take measures which could constitute the s t a r t of a genuine disarmament process; 
for no one i s unaware of the r i s k 3 to the world of the increasingly vast and ever more 
devastating arsenal of weapons. 

m his message to the Conference, the Secretary-General of the United Nations 
asked why, when there i s such broad agreement on the objective of disarmament, i t i s 
s t i l l so remote. He was r i g h t to say that the answer should be sought, and I quote, 
" i n the apprehension among nations, most importantly among the most powerful, of 
possible jeopardy to national security, an apprehension which detracts attention 
from the grave threat to global security which a continuing arms race poses". 

The delegation of Morocco has often had occasion to draw attention to the fact 
that the arms race i n our times has grown out of a l l proportion to the security needs 
of the States responsible for i t . 

We think that the accumulation of increasingly sophisticated and destructive 
weapons, f a r from conferring security on one or the other party, only increases 
suspicion and aggravates tension. Consequently, unless i t i s stopped, i t can hardly 
f a i l to produce a ' c o n f l i c t i v e s i t u a t i o n of extreme gravity. The impressive number 
of resolutions adopted on the subject by the l a s t United Nations General Assembly , 
i s i n i t s e l f rather revealing. I t i l l u s t r a t e s the major concern of the international 
community to see the Powers which p r a c t i c a l l y hold a l l mankind hostage, envisaging 
re l a t i o n s based on something other than mistrust and confrontation, and committing 
themselves firmly to a process of genuine disarmament which would benefit a l l nations 
of the world. 

The time seems to have come when, on pain of being t o t a l l y discredited i n the 
eyes of public opinion throughout the world, we should undertake serious and 
constructive action i n our Conference. Our agenda comprises issues whose urgency 
and importance need no further i l l u s t r a t i o n . 

My delegation wishes'to express I t s s a t i s f a c t i o n on the decision which we have 
taken to include the issue of the prevention of nuclear war as a separate item on 
our agenda. We have i n t h i s form recognized the p r i o r i t y which t h i s problem merits, 
and i t s acuteness. 

For our part, we can only welcome t h i s , since the ranjor problem confronting 
mankind to date — i f we need to be reminded — i s that of i t s own s u r v i v a l . As 
General Assembly resolution 38/183 G so r i g h t l y says, removal of the threat of 
nuclear war i s the most acute and urgent task of the present day. 
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I t Is encouraging to note that a l l the delegations here present agree i n 
admitting that the genuine threat of the annihilation of a l l l i f e on earth 
following a nuclear war i s the greatest p e r i l our world must face. We thus f i n d 
i t d i f f i c u l t to understand the reasons which prevent the Conference from beginning 
substantive work on so c r u c i a l and fundamental a matter. 

The General Assembly resolution which I have just quoted, after noting with 
concern that the Committee on Disarmament was not able to s t a r t negotiations on 
the question during i t s 1983 session, requests the Conference on Disarmament to 
undertake, as a matter of the highest p r i o r i t y , negotiations with a view to 
achieving agreement on appropriate and p r a c t i c a l measures for the prevention of 
nuclear war. 

The Moroccan delegation considers that i t i s high time to act and to follow 
up the General Assembly's recommendation. Specific negotiations on the subject 
should begin without delay, preferably within a subsidiary organ, the creation of 
which was recommended by the Group of 21 i n document CD/341, which we consider to 
be the most suitable means of considering the issue. 

I t i s clear that the best means of preventing the outbreak of nuclear war i s 
to stop the nuclear-arms race and promote nuclear disarmament, since i t i s a fact 
that i t i s nuclear weapons which most seriously threaten the existence of 
c i v i l i z a t i o n as a whole. We would l i k e to r e c a l l here the pa r t i c u l a r r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
which the nuclear-weapon States bear where disarmament i s concerned. We can never 
s u f f i c i e n t l y stress the p o l i t i c a l and moral duty of such States to respect the 
undertakings into which they have entered and to permit the implementation of the 
provisions of paragraph 50 of the Final Document of the f i r s t special session of 
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

Next year the Third Review Conference of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation 
of Nuclear Weapons w i l l be held at Geneva. This underlines the importance, on 
the eve of t h i s event, of the work of the present session of the Conference on 
agenda item 1 on the nuclear-test ban. 

We have u n f a i l i n g l y asserted the urgent and imperative nature of the 
negotiation and conclusion of a treaty completely banning the testing of nuclear 
weapons. We have unceasingly stressed the positive effects of concluding such a 
treaty on non-proliferation. The e f f o r t s undertaken to date, however, do not, 
i t must be confessed, meet our concerns and expectations, despite the numerous 
appeals by the General Assembly and despite the undertakings under the P a r t i a l Test 
Ban Treaty and the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. 

The Working Group which we set up two years ago on agenda item 1 i n i t i a l l y 
concerned i t s e l f with the important question of v e r i f i c a t i o n . From now on i t would 
be advisable to concentrate on preparing a draft treaty, the conclusion of which 
w i l l most cert a i n l y constitute an important stage i n nuclear disarmament. 



CD/PV.247 
14 

(Mr. S k a l l i , Morocco) 

The prevention of an arms race i n outer space i s another issue to which the 
General Assembly has given high p r i o r i t y . We ourselves are f u l l y aware of t h i s . 
The extension cf the arms race to outer space has become a new motive and a new 
reason for concern on the part of the international community. 

Instead (of being regarded as the common heritage of mankind and a domain for 
peaceful a c t i v i t y benefiting a l l the nations of the world, outer space has become 
an area of competitition between the Great Powers. Each day that passes brings 
i t s quota of news on the development of or experimentation i n some weapon whose, 
f i e l d of action w i l l be outer space. The launching of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons or. 
other missiles i s no longer considered a f u t u r i s t i c scenario but a very r e a l and 
threatening r e a l i t y . 

In view of the need to explore and use outer space for the good and i n the. 
interests of a l l , we must take the necessary measures to d i s p e l the danger which,. 
an arms race i n outer space would create for mankind. 

Last year, there was unanimity on the subject of the creation of a subsidiary 
organ for that purpose. Unfortunately, we were unable to agree on the terms of i t s 
m-ndate. 

At i t s l a t e s t session, the General Assembly, i n resolution 33/70, c a l l e d upon 
a l l States, i n p a r t i c u l a r those with major space c a p a b i l i t i e s , to contribute 
a c t i v e l y to the objectiye of the peaceful use of outer space and to take immediate 
raeacures to prevent an arms race i n outer space. 

This resolution also requests the Conference to establish an ad hoc working 
group with a view to undertaking negotiations for the conclusion of an agreement 
or agreements, as appropriate, to prevent an arms race i n a l l i t s aspects i n 
outer space. We hope that t h i s appeal w i l l be heard and that we can set to work 
without delay. 

The prohibition of chemical weapons i s one of the issues to which vie a l l 
attach high p r i o r i t y . I t i s good to note that work i n t h i s sphere i s well advanced. 
Each зе£з1оп which passeù urir̂ s» closer to ths drafting of a convention which 
we hope to be able to conclude during t h i s session. That would most c e r t a i n l y be 
a major contribution to the objective of general and complete disarmament which we 
are pursuing. 

We welccme th fact that the mandate adopted for the subsidiary organ 
responsible for negotiating on t h i s question adequacely r e f l e c t s the state of 
progress of our work. 

Our optimism i s j u s t i f i e d and reinforced by the recent statements of the 
United States and the Soviet Union '-hose proposals w i l l not f a i l , we are sure, 
to give a new impetus to our negotiations. 
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In the statement he made at the opening of t h i s session, the distinguished 
representative of Mexico, Ambassador García Robles, judiciously drew a p a r a l l e l 
between the main res u l t s obtained by the various multinational negotiating bodies 
on disarmament. 

He also recalled that both the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee 
on Disarmament and the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament had achieved 
tangible results i n the sphere of the elimination of nuclear weapons and other 
weapons of mass destruction. As for the record of the Committee on Disarmament 
since i t s inception i n 1978, i t i s , and I quote, "from a l l standpoints 
u n j u s t i f i a b l y barren". I t i s to be hoped that the Conference on Disarmament w i l l 
p u l l our work out of the present morass, so that t h i s m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating 
body can i n i t s turn make progress towards general and complete disarmament. 

' We consider that i t i s time for us to act and show s u f f i c i e n t p o l i t i c a l w i l l 
to respond to the expectations which' the international community has placed i n us. 

"The PRESIDENT .(translated from French): I thank the representative of Morocco 
for h is statement, and especially for his kind words addressed to my country and 
to the President. 

I now give the f l o o r to the distinguished representativo of Mucico, 
Ambassador García Robles. 

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish); Mr. President, those 
of us who have had the opportunity, as' I have, not only of appreciating your 
effic i e n c y and discretion at work i n the Committee on Disarmament, but also of 
having witnessed the distinguished and s k i l f u l manner i n which you discharged your 
important r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s as representative of Romania to the united Nations, 
must congratulate ourselves on the fact that i t has f a l l e n to you to di r e c t the 
work of the Conference on Disarmament i n the nonth 4of March Which, together with 
the month of February, i s one of the most important months for launching the work 
of t h i s m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating organ on- a sound course. The delegation of Mexico 
i s pleased to offer you i t s unqualified co-operation. 

We would also l i k e to renew the expression of our high appreciation to your 
predecessor, the distinguished representative of Poland, Ambassador Turbansky, 
whose s k i l l and acumen i n guiding the i n i t i a l stage of our work t h i s year were 
t r u l y exemplary. 

In accordance; with the programme of work which we adopted for t h i s week, t h i s 
plenary meeting of the Conference ôn Disarmament i s devoted to item 3 of i t s 
agenda, e n t i t l e d "prevention of nuclear war, including a l l related matters". 
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To appreciate the importance of t h i s itera, s u f f i c e i t to r e c a l l two paragraphs 
of the F i n a l Document of 1978. In the f i r s t of these, paragraph 8, the 
United Nations General Assembly stressed that "while the f i n a l objective of the 
e f f o r t s of a l l States should continue to be general and complete disarmament under 
effec t i v e international control, the immediate goal i s that of the elimination of 
the danger of a nuclear war"; and i n paragraph 18 i t added that "removing the 
threat of a world war — a nuclear war — i s the most acute and urgent task of the 
present day". 

We therefore venture to hope that t h i s year nothing w i l l happen of the kind 
which occurred i n 1983, when two months of painstaking e f f o r t — which I may 
i l l u s t r a t e by r e f e r r i n g to the statements made by the delegation of Mexico at the 
197th r 198th, 202nd, 203rd and 2 l6th plenary meetings of the Committee — had to be 
deployed to overcome the resistance, as stubborn as i t was incomprehensible, of 
some States to the mere inclusion of the item i n the agenda. We would l i k e to 
-believe that during the coming week the Conference w i l l be able to reach agreement 
on acceding to ttw request addressed to i t by the General Assembly on 20 December 
l a s t year, i n paragraph 2 of i t s resolution 38/183 G, to establish "an ad hoc 
working group on the subject at the beginning of i t s 1984 session"; and w i l l entrust 
to thé subsidiary body thus established a suitable mandate to enable i t immediately 
to undertake "negotiations with a view to achieving agreement on appropriate and 
p r a c t i c a l measures for the prevention of nuclear war", as e x p l i c i t l y stated i n that 
same resolution. 

In t h i s connection, I should l i k e to point out that, as I said on an e a r l i e r 
occasion i n t h i s same chamber, that these "appropriate and p r a c t i c a l measures" to 
the negotiation of which the General Assembly requested that "the highest p r i o r i t y " 
should be attached, should be "measures commensurate with the gravity and imminence 
of the dangers which are to be averted". I t i s essential to boar i n mind that, as 
the United Nations stated by consensus i n the Fi n a l Document, i n order to avert 
the danger of nuclear war " i t i 3 necessary to halt and reverse the nuclear arras 
race i n a l l i t s aspects", without ever losing sight of the f a c t that "the ultimate 
goal i n t h i s context i s the complete elimination of nuclear weapons". Furthermore, 
t h i s elimination obviously cannot be achieved a l l at once, and nuclear disarmament 
w i l l only be possible through a gradual programme providing, among other measures, 
"progressive and balanced reduction of stockpiles of nuclear weapons and t h e i r 
means of delivery". 

Viewed i n t h i s way, which seems to us the correct way, the prevention of 
nuclear war obviously embraces a very wide range of measures. Nevertheless, from 
t h i s range i t i s necessary to select those measures which appear to be the most 
."appropriate and p r a c t i c a l " , to use the terms employed by the General Assembly, 
i n order to ensure that the Conference on Disarmament, or the ad hoc subsidiary 
body which i t sets up to deal s p e c i f i c a l l y with agenda item 3» or any other relevant 
subsidiary body, gives p r i o r i t y to such measures i n t h e i r negotiations. 
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Pride of place among these measures should perhaps be given to the nuclear-
weapon-test ban, which has been at the top of the agenda of the Committee on 
Disarmament since i t was established i n 1978 with a membership of 40 States. 
As an ad hoc Working Group was already working on t h i s item l a s t year, i t w i l l 
s u f f i c e , when re-establishing i t under whatever t i t l e i s decided upon, to give 
i t an appropriate mandate such as that proposed i n the draft submitted by the 
delegation of Mexico and reproduced i n document CD/438: i n other words, 
"to i n i t i a t e immediately the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiation of a treaty for the 
prohibition of a l l nuclear-weapon tests and to exert i t s best endeavours i n order 
that the Conference may transmit to the General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - n i n t h session 
the complete draft of such a treaty". This mandate, furthermore, corresponds 
f a i t h f u l l y to the mandate adopted by the General Assembly by an overwhelming 
majority i n resolutions 37/72 of 9 December 1982 and 38/62 of 15 December 1983. 

ь_, With regard to the agenda item that has since 1979 occupied second place 
on the agenda of the Committee and now the Conference on Disarmament, and i s 
perhaps the item most closely linked with the prevention of nuclear war, i t would 
be most advisable at l a s t to heed the proposals repeatedly put forward by the 
Group of 21 and the group of s o c i a l i s t States f o r the setting up of an ad hoc 
subsidiary body with a view to the p r a c t i c a l implementation of paragraph 50 of 
the P i n a l Document, by undertaking urgent negotiations. 

Item 5 °n our agenda, e n t i t l e d "Prevention of an arms race i n outer space", 
i s of similar importance and urgency, since i t i s clear that here we are facing 
a problem which does not admit of delay and concerning' which i t i s important 
not to repeat the' error which was made i n the case of the missiles with multiple 
independently targetable warheads, commonly known as MIRVs. As was recently 
stated by a large number of s c i e n t i s t s who are s p e c i a l i s t s i n t h i s f i e l d : " I f 
space weapons are ever to be banned, th i s may be close to the l a s t moment i n 
which i t could be done"'. I t i s therefore imperative f o r the Conference to set 
up without further delay an ad hoc subsidiary body for the purpose — as 
recommended by the General Assembly m resolution 3^/70 of 15 December 1983 — of 
"undertaking negotiations for the conclusion of an agreement or agreements, as 
appropriate, to prevent an arms race m a l l i t s aspects i n outer space". 

I f , as we hope, these three subsidiary bodies were i n a po s i t i o n e f f e c t i v e l y 
to carry out mandates such as those which I have just summarized, the ad hoc 
subsidiary body to be set up on the t h i r d item of the agenda — the prevention 
of nuclear war — could devote i t s e l f to seeking to reach agreement, i n the 
course of 1984» on a small number of measures which could be described as 
"short-term measures". These measures should include f i r s t of a l l three of 
those which I already had occasion to discuss l a s t year at the 234th plenary meeting 
of the Committee on Disarmament held on 16 August 1983* They are the following: 

F i r s t l y , an immediate freeze of the nuclear weapons of.the United States 
and the Soviet Union, to be followed, i t would be hoped, within f i v e years at 
most by a freeze of the nuclear arms of the other three nuclear-weapon States; 
t h i s i s a question on which the General Assembly has adopted two successive 
resoltuions at i t s thirty-seventh and thirty-eighth sessions, e x p l i c i t l y or 
i m p l i c i t l y emphasizing some points of special importance such as .the following: 

A nuclear arms freeze i s not, of course, an end i n i t s e l f . I t would, 
however, constitute the most effective f i r s t step that can at present be taken 
both to prevent any further increase i n the vast nuclear arsenals of the two 
Superpowers and to expedite the negotiations aimed at a substantial reduction and 
qual i t a t i v e l i m i t a t i o n of e x i s t i n g nuclear weaponry. 
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There are no grounds whatsoever for concern about the observance of the 
undertakings involved i n the freeze, as the General Assembly provided expressly 
i n i t s resolution that the freeze would be subject, not only to the relevant 
measures and procedures of v e r i f i c a t i o n already agreed on by the parties i n the 
case of the SALT I and SALT I I Treaties — which posed v e r i f i c a t i o n problems 
fa r more complicated than those that might arise i n the case of the proposed 
freeze — bui also to those agreed on i n p r i n c i p l e by the same parties during the 
preparatory t r i l a t e r a l negotiations on a comprehensive test-ban held' at Geneva 
between 1977 and 1980. The foregoing, combined with the fact that "the freeze 
would mean ha l t i n g a l l a c t i v i t i e s under any arms programme" has led someone so 
well-versed i n the matter as Herbert S c o v i l l e , former Deputy Director of the 
United States CIA, to declare that " v e r i f i c a t i o n can no longer l e g i t i m a t e l y be 
invoked as an excuse for not proceeding towards an agreement on a freeze". 

Furthermore, at present the conditions are most propitious f o r such a 
freeze since the United States of America and the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics 
are now equivalent i n nuclear m i l i t a r y power and i t seems evident that there 
exists between them an o v e r - a l l rough p a r i t y . 

A second measure which, although apparently modest, could c e r t a i n l y be 
described as "appropriate and p r a c t i c a l " to contribute to the prevention of 
nuclear war would be the undertaking by the nuclear-weapon States not to be the 
f i r s t to use those t e r r i b l e instruments of mass destruction. 

In my statement l a s t year to which I have already referred I ventured to 
suggest that t h i s could be done i n two stages: i n the f i r s t stage, the 
United States, France and the United Kingdom could solemnly undertake, through 
u n i l a t e r a l declarations — l i k e those made by China i n 1964 and by the Soviet Union 
i n 1982 — not to take the i n i t i a t i v e m the use of nuclear weapons. In the 
second stage, the f i v e nuclear-weapon Powers would give a m u l t i l a t e r a l character 
to t h e i r u n i l a t e r a l undertakings by incorporating them i n a negotiated 
m u l t i l a t e r a l instrument. Since so f a r none of the events which we had proposed 
for the f i r s t stage has occurred, we believe that i t would be best to proceed 
without further delay to the second stage. 

In t h i s connection, the subsidiary body which w i l l have on i t s agenda the 
question of the prevention of nuclear war would, i n our opinion, o f f e r an 
excellent forum for the urgent undertaking of the negotiations needed to conclude 
a treaty, convention or protocol on the question. 

The t h i r d "short-term measure" which we consider appropriate and p r a c t i c a l 
for negotiations i n the subsidiary body to which I have been r e f e r r i n g i s 
i n s t i t u t i o n a l i n nature. I t i s a measure which my delegation proposed i n the same 
statement made l a s t August to which I have already referred, and which received 
the honour of endorsement by the General Assembly i n resolution 38/183 N of 
20 December 1983, In that resolution, the General Assembly urged "the Government 
of the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics and the Government of the 
United States of America to examine immediately, as a way'out from the present 
impasse, the p o s s i b i l i t y of combining into a single forum the two series of 
negotiations which they have been carrying out and of broadening t h e i r scope so 
as to embrace also the ' t a c t i c a l ' or ' b a t t l e f i e l d ' nuclear weapons". 
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This appeal by the General Assembly i s a l l the more pressing today i f i t i s 
borne i n mind that b i l a t e r a l negotiations on nuclear weapons have been broken o f f 
or suspended, according to how one prefers to describe i t . Furthermore, a 
m u l t i l a t e r a l body such as that which would deal with the prevention of nuclear 
war would provide the most suitable forum for the combined negotiations envisaged 
i n the General Assembly's appeal, as i n that same resolution the General Assembly 
reiterated " i t s request to the two negotiating parties that they bear constantly 
i n mind that not only th e i r national interests but also the v i t a l interests of 
a l l the peoples of the world are at stake i n t h i s question". 

The undertaking of the negotiations needed to achieve agreements on the 
three measures which I have just reviewed, which I described as "short—term 
measures", namely, a freeze of the nuclear weapons of the two Superpowers, the 
conclusion of an agreement making l e g a l l y binding an undertaking by a l l 
nuclear-weapon States not to be the f i r s t to use those t e r r i b l e instruments of 
mass destruction, and the combining into a single forum of the various negotiations 
which have been carried out on nuclear weapons, I repeat, the undertaking of such 
measures would constitute the best baptism by f i r e of the new subsidiary body 
established to contribute to the prevention of nuclear war. For a l l of them, 
besides t h e i r inherent importance, are f u l l y i n keeping with the General Assembly's 
requirement that they should be "appropriate and p r a c t i c a l " measures; they would 
a l l serve to strengthen international peace, which i s currently so seriously 
threatened, and which, as the Group of 21 stated a year ago, "must be based on 
a commitment by a l l States to j o i n t s u r v i val rather than a threat of mutual 
anni h i l a t i o n " . 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the representative of 
Mexico for his statement and especially f o r the kind words he addressed to the 
President. 

I have no more speakers on my l i s t for today, and I should l i k e to ask the 
Conference i f any other delegation wishes to take the f l o o r t h i s morning? That 
does not seem to be the case. 

Distinguished representabives, m accordance with the programme of work for 
t h i s week I now have the intention of closing the plenary meeting and convening 
i n f i v e minutes' time an informal meeting of the Conference to continue 
consideration of some questions r e l a t i n g to the organization of work. I w i l l 
inform you then of the r e s u l t s of the consultations which have taken place. 

The next plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament w i l l be held on 
Thursday, 8 March 1984 at 10.30 a.m. 

The meeting rose at 12.05 P.m. 
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The PRESIDENT (translated from French); I declare open the plenary meeting of 
the Conference on Disarmament. The Conference today continues i t s consideration of 
agenda item 3> e n t i t l e d , "Prevention of nuclear war, including a l l related matters". 

However, i n accordance with rule JO of the rules of procedure, any member who 
wishes to do so may raise any matter relevant to the work of the Conference. 

As you know, today i s International Women's Day, and I should therefore l i k e 
on t h i s occasion to express our congratulations to a l l the women taking part i n the 
work of the Conference on Disarmament, as well as to a l l those who have expressed 
t h e i r interest i n our work. 

I should also l i k e to mention the presence m the public g a l l e r y of the 
participants i n the Conference on "Women and the World Disarmament Campaign" 
currently taking place i n the Palais des Nations. I greatly appreciate t h e i r 
interest i n the work of our Conference, as reflected m the message addressed to us, 
copies of which w i l l be circulated to a l l members f o r information» At the same time, 
I should l i k e to request our distinguished Secretary-General, Ambassador Rikhi J a i p a l , 
to read out that message. 

Mr. JATPAL (Secretary-General of the Conference on Disarmament and Personal 
Representative of the Secretary-General): The message i s the following: 

"On t h i s International Women's Day, we women from different countries who 
have met i n Geneva to examine how we can contribute most e f f e c t i v e l y to the 
World Disarmament Campaign wish to address a message to you, the members of the 
Conference on Disarmament. 

We turn to you i n our conviction tnat гпе conference on Disarmament — the 
only m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament negotiating forum — must urgently take steps to 
help free humanity from the threat of nuclear annihilation and from the 
dangerous consequences of the continuing arms build-^up including the h o r r i f i c 
effects of the nuclear tests and the suffering and deprivation caused by misuse of 
resources on armaments. We are angry that the amount which could feed 
humankind f o r one year i s now spent on the arms race i n one day. 

The prevention of nuclear war and progress i n the negotiations f o r arms 
control agreements leading to general and complete disarmament have become the 
primary concerns of women the world over. Women have marched thousands of 
kilometers, have organized mass r a l l i e s , peace camps, conferences and mass 
campaigns to manifest t h e i r opposition to the arms race and to raise awareness of 
people to the danger t h i s has f o r our globe. 

We expect our governments to take concrete measures f o r disarmament that 
w i l l reverse the dangerous sit u a t i o n we are m. We expect the Conference on 
Disarmament to negotiate vigorously m the coming months' to conclude agreements 
that w i l l curb the arms build-up and, f o r the f i r s t time, lead to true 
disarmament. 

Although we consider that a l l items on the agenda of the Conference are of 
great importance, we urge the Members to concentrate t h e i r efforts on reaching 
agreements i n the following areas which we consider to be the most urgent tasks 
facing humankind today: 
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1. The prévention of nuclear таг—to negotiate on the basis of the papers 
put f o r t h i n the l a s t year's session of the Committee on Disarmament by the 
Non-Aligned, S o c i a l i s t and Western groups. 

2* A comprehensive test ban — to conclude a treaty on the prohibition of 
test i n g nuclear weapons i n a l l environments by the end of th i s session given the 
fact that negotiations had already reached a very advanced stage i n the 
t r i p a r t i t e negotiations. This treaty should be signed by a l l States 
possessing nuclear capacity. 

3. The prevention of an arms race i n outer space — to negotiate a treaty or 
treaties preventing an arms race i n outer space and to c a l l on the governments 
mostly concerned to observe a moratorium on a l l research, development and 
test i n g u n t i l such a treaty or treaties is/are concluded. 

4« The conclusion of a treaty banning the production and st o c k p i l i n g of 
chemical weapons, and the destruction of ex i s t i n g stockpiles. 

We come from organizations which together represent m i l l i o n s of women the 
world over. We demand that you, Members of the Conference on Disarmament, 
exercise the needed p o l i t i c a l w i l l to negotiate and reach agreements that w i l l 
remove the threat of the destruction of a l l l i f e now hanging over us a l l . " 

This message has been sent from the participants i n the Conference en t i t l e d 
"Women and the World Disarmament Campaign", which was held i n Geneva f.x>m 
6 to 9 March 1984» 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank Ambassador J a i p a l f o r having 
read out the important message addressed to our Conference. I am sure that a l l 
members w i l l have listened to i t with p a r t i c u l a r attention. 

I have on my l i s t of speakers f o r today the distinguished representatives of 
Czechoslovakia, the United States, China and the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics. 

I now give the f l o o r to the distinguished representative of Czechoslovakia. 

Mr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia): Comrade President, i n the f i r s t place allow me to 
welcome you, the representative of s o c i a l i s t Romania bound with my country i n a l l i a n c e 
and friendship, i n the presidency of the Conference on Disarmament. Having known you 
for quite some time from various disarmament fo r a , I r e a l i z e that we are a l l i n good 
hands f o r the month of March. In view of the results of our work m February, we 
expect further progress soon i n organizing our work. Here our thanks go to the 
representative of the P o l i s h People's Republic, Ambassador Tjrbar.ski. who, i n spite 
of a number of d i f f i c u l t i e s , repeatedly t r i e d to launch t h i s year's session as soon 
as possible and, f i n a l l y , succeeded. 

Allow me also, Comrade President, to jo i n you i n welcoming among us today the 
participants i n the seminar "Women and the World Disarmament Campaign", which met 
i n Geneva to exchange views on a possible contribution of women and t h e i r organizations 
to the world disarmament campaign, and on co-operation of t h e i r respective 
organizations f o r the mobilization of women for the struggle f o r peace against 
nuclear war. I t also gives me the opportunity to extend greetings to a l l women i n 
t h i s room on the occasion of International Women's Day. 
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Today I intend to address two p r i o r i t y items of our agenda — item 1, nuclear 

test han, and item 3» prevention of nuclear war. 

The prohibition of underground nuclear testing has been focussed upon by t h i s 
negotiating body and i t s predecessors f o r a long time. But, unfortunately, i n spite 
of having i t sharply i n focus we were not i n a position to take any meaningful action 
aimed at negotiating the required treaty. F i r s t , the creation of a relevant working 
body had been blocked for a number of years. Later, outright opposition gave way to 
a more f l e x i b l e , but nevertheless negative approach — imposition of an a r b i t r a r i l y 
l i m i t e d , unworkable mandate. The a c t i v i t y of the former working group on a 
nuclear-test ban, which 'had been unsuccessfully trying to overcome i t s own terms of 
reference f o r almost two years, proved t h i s beyond any doubt. 

The representative of the United States, Ambassador F i e l d s , said i n his statement 
of 23 February, "those who say that the o r i g i n a l mandate has been exhausted cannot 
produce one major element of agreement on a comprehensive v e r i f i c a t i o n regime f o r a 
potential nuclear test ban treaty." Let i t be noted, that m t h i s respect we f u l l y 
agree with Ambassador Fi e l d s . No problem has been solved i n l a s t year's working group. 
But, after a l l , i t could not have been, since no v e r i f i c a t i o n provision can be 
decided i n i s o l a t i o n from other basic provisions of the treaty, namely the scope, 
duration, p a r t i c i p a t i o n etc. That i s what we had been saying m A p r i l 1982 when 
confronted with the limited mandate. And that i s what we consider today, 
strengthened i n our сpinion by that sad experience. I t seems clear that the majority 
of delegations around t h i s table have come to the same conclusion. Let us hope that 
the minority, formed i n t h i s case by a couple of delegations, w i l l not l e t t h i s 
experience pass by unnoticed. 

The year 1983 was, i f I may say so, exceptionally f e r t i l e as f a r as proposals 
f o r a nuclear-test ban are concerned. The USSR submitted to the Committee on 
Disarmament the "Basic provisions of the treaty on complete and general prohibition of 
nuclear-weapon te s t s , " a document which was also submitted to the thirty-seventh sessior 
of the United Nations General Assembly. This proposal i s f a r from a mere restatement 
of the position of the Soviet Union on t h i s problem. Taking into account the 
positions of other countries, including the Western States, i t could, i n the opinion 
of my delegation, create a basis f o r negotiating the treaty. This proposal was 
followed several months l a t e r by the draft nuclear-test-ban treaty proposed by 
Sweden. We welcomed t h i s draft since i t s tabling stressed once again the importance 
and urgency of the prohibition of nuclear-weapon testing. We could also subscribe to 
many of i t s basic provisions. At the same time i t contains some that we perhaps do 
not consider necessary. I could, c e r t a i n l y , go into d e t a i l s and put some questions to 
the delegation of Sweden and then wait f o r a couple of weeks f o r an answer. I could 
also seek c l a r i f i c a t i o n through b i l a t e r a l contacts. 

However, the best procedure f o r t h i s type of a c t i v i t y and especially f o r . 
negotiating the treaty i t s e l f , remains the establishment of a relevant working body, 
as provided f o r i n our rules of procedure. And item 1 of our agenda belongs to those 
which have a l l necessary ingredients for the undertaking of businesslike, streamlined 
negotiations directed not at a s p e c i f i c aspect of the treaty, but at drafting the 
treaty as a whole. For t h i s reason my delegation wholeheartedly supports the 
establishment of a subsidiary body with a mandate c a l l i n g f o r the negotiation of a 
treaty prohibiting a l l nuclear-weapon tests. Together with other s o c i a l i s t countries 
we proposed such a mandate i n document CD/434» 
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Much has also been done by the group of seismic experts, which i s already now 
i n the process of adopting by consensus i t s t h i r d report. This report represents a 
project f o r the creation of a r e l i a b l e international system for the exchange of 
seismic data on the global scale. I t provides i n the f i r s t place f o r the exchange of 
l e v e l I data, which are s u f f i c i e n t f o r the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n and l o c a l i z a t i o n of the 
overwhelming majority of seismic events by national centres having at t h e i r disposal 
data from a global network. Only i n some exceptional cases could l e v e l I I data be 
required from some stations so situated as to be i n a position to make a clear record 
of a seismic event. This could apply, f o r example, to p a r a l l e l recording of several 
seismic events by a number of stations of the network. Another case might be an 
attempt to make use of a strong earthquake to mask nuclear explosion. I t may also 
happen that i n exceptional situations the depth of a seismic event could not be 
c l e a r l y estimated on the basis of l e v e l I datas l e v e l I I data would then be required 
as w e l l . 

The proposed system for the exchange of seismic data i s designed to ensure the 
f u l l p a r t i c i p a t i o n of technically less developed countries also which do not possess 
own seismic means of v e r i f i c a t i o n and of countries with small t e r r i t o r i e s not having 
a global network of seismic stations. At the same time the system proposed m the 
t h i r d report i s , to some extent, only supplementary for countries having t h e i r own, 
national global system, consisting of seismic as w e l l as non-seismic means. For 
example the United States receives l e v e l I I data from i t s own global network of 
seismic stations through the transmission by s a t e l l i t e . In view of t h i s f a c t , i t 
was not very d i f f i c u l t f o r the United States to abandon i t s o r i g i n a l requirement 
fo r the exchange of l e v e l I I data only. 

I t i s well known that the United States "specializes" now mainly i n carrying 
out "weak" nuclear explosions. This type of nuclear explosions of about 
one k i l o t o n of TNT, i s necessary f i r s t of a l l f o r the development of t a c t i c a l and 
operational nuclear weapons and for nuclear weapons with diminished destruction e f f e c t , 
e.g. neutron weapons. I t i s therefore clear, that the United States i s a c t i v e l y 
developing t h i s type of weapon now, i n the improvement and deployment of which i t *is 
eminently interested. That i s one of the main reasons as we heard here from the 
United States delegation previously, why a nuclear-test ban has become only a 
"long-teim objective". 

Some 20 years ago, nuclear-weapon tests were usually much stronger than today. 
Hence, i f a nuclear-test-ban treaty had been adopted then, ensuring compliance with 
i t would be easier. The postponement of the conclusion of the treaty can only 
unnecessarily complicate the problem further. 

Last year the a c t i v i t y of the working group on a nuclear-test ban was greatly 
complicated by f u t i l e discussions on so-called peaceful nuclear explosions. I t i s 
true that under some circumstances t h i s type of explosion could be misused f o r 
nuclear-weapons purposes. The Soviet "Basic Provisions", as w e l l as the Swedish 
draft treaty, propose i n f a c t , that peaceful nuclear explosions be stopped u n t i l a 
mutually acceptable regime f o r t h e i r carrying out i s agreed upon. Some very useful 
provisions to t h i s effect are contained i n the 1976 Soviet-American Treaty on 
Underground Nuclear Explosions f o r Peaceful Purposes. 

i 

We consider i t safe to' conclude that the group of seismic experts through i t s 
three reports suggests the creation of a r e l i a b l e system for the exchange of 
seismic data which could contribute highly to ensuring compliance with the desired 
nuclear-test-ban treaty. 
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Positive steps night Ъе undertaken even before the treaty i s negotiated. The 
Soviet Union proposes that nuclear-weapon States agree on a moratorium on nuclear-weapo 
testing u n t i l the treaty i s concluded. We consider such a moratorium not only 
highly desirable but also quite f e a o i h i e . Anyone w>io i s at least b a s i c a l l y 
acquainted with the history of negotiations aimed at l i m i t i n g and prohibiting tests 
of nuclear weapons ' w i l l r e c a l l that preceding the conclusion of the Moscow Treaty 
of 1963 the Soviet Union and the United States found i t possible to observe a 
b i l a t e r a l moratorium on nuclear-weapon testing f o r several years u n t i l , 
unfortunately, a new nuclear-weapon State of Western Europe gave t h i s b i l a t e r a l * 
moratorium a new, t r i l a t e r a l dimension. 

Before turning to item 3 of the agenda, I would l i k e to draw the attention of 
the distinguished representatives to one more aspect of t h i s problem. On the f i r s t 
plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmamen+

; the Head of the Swedish delegation 
distributed a paper counting nuclear explosions between 1945 and 1983» 1 w i l l not 
express the views of my delegation either on methods applied or on numbers arrived 
at. But I would l i k e to share with the distinguished representatives the opinion 
that simply counting explosions i s not enough, and may sometimes be misleading. 
Indeed, the arms race, i f provoked, w i l l continue unabated and that i s exactly 
why we f i r m l y advocate i t s cessation. However, distinguished colleagues, you cannot 
have i t both ways. You cannot have the United States administration u n i l a t e r a l l y 
breaking t r i l a t e r a l negotiations despite the serious progress achieved, not 
r a t i f y i n g , and undermining, the Threshold Test Ban Treaty and the Peaceful Nuclear 
Explosions Treaty, doubling resources f o r nuclear-weapon testing i n three years and 
blocking any negotiations on a nuclear-test ban i n the Conference on Disarmament, 
and, at the same time, expect a general or u n i l a t e r a l decline i n nuclear-^weapon tests. 
I am strongly convinced that t h i s r e a l i t y should not escape our view. 

The discussions at United Nations General Assembly sessions i n recent years 
c l e a r l y t e s t i f y to the fact that the problem of the prevention of nuclear war i s 
considered by the overwhelming majority of States as a irost important global problem 
óf the world today, common to a l l peoples, irrespective of differences i n t h e i r 
s o c i a l order, way of l i f e or ideology. I t was also widely discussed at the second 
special session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament, 
where a special working group was established f o r the consideration of t h i s p r i o r i t y 
problem. 

The thirty-eighth session of the United Nations General Assembly urgently called 
f o r the adoption of p r a c t i c a l measures for the prevention of nuclear war. Let me 
mention just the Declaration on the condemnation of nuclear war, the resolutions 
on non-first-use of nuclear weapons and on the freeze of nuclear weapons, 
resolutions c a l l i n g f o r the commencement of negotiations on nuclear disarmament 
and on the prevention of an arms race i n outer space, and the resolution on the 
prevention of nuclear war. 

The urgent appeals of the thirty-eighth session of the General Assembly were 
more than j u s t i f i e d at the close of l a s t year, when the f i r s t Pershing I I and 
Cruise missiles became operational i n the Federal Republic of Germany and the 
United Kingdomc Thus the process of the creation of the-material basis i n Europe 
fo r a new, a c £ T e 6 S l v e > m i l i t a r i s t policy aimed at achieving m i l i t a r y superiority'over 
the Soviet Union and other s o c i a l i s t countries was started, This move, which 
disrupted the b i l a t e r a l Soviet-American negotiations under way, i s now interpreted 
by some would-be m i l i t a r y experts as a necessary response to the so-called 
surface-to-surface SS-20 missiles m the Soviet Union. This' i s a dangerous myth, 
created by those who decided on deployment regardless of the existing m i l i t a r y 
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balance m Europe. I dealt with t h i s problem at some length i n my statement of 
21 February of t h i s year. I w i l l now therefore l i m i t myself to r e c a l l i n g opinions 
expressed by some well-known analysts. F i r s t among them i s Raymond Garthoff of the 
Brookings I n s t i t u t i o n , who also served as Deputy Director of the Bureau of 
P o l i t i c o - M i l i t a r y A f f a i r s i n the State Department. He said: "There" was a 
compelling m i l i t a r y technical rationale f o r the SS-20 deployment, including a desire 
to target United States a i r c r a f t and submarines based i n England, Scotland and Spain, 
as w e l l as B r i t i s h and French nuclear forces and a variety of short-range nuclear 
weajions deployed around the continent. And the Soviet decision was almost c e r t a i n l y 
made on those grounds." 

Another myth, according to which the decision to deploy new American missiles 
had been brought about by independent European desires f o r a technological riposte 
to the SS-20, has been set straight by authoritative sources i n the January issue 
of the American magazine Science. According to the a r t i c l e i n Science, "a close 
review of the decision reveals that i t was actually f a r more routine. Some 
m i l i t a r y o f f i c i a l s desired newer, more capable weapons; m i l i t a r y contractors desired 
more business; and conservative United States weapons analysts developed the 
appropriate strategic rationale." Thus, one may think that everybody i n the 
United States i s s a t i s f i e d : strategic planners i n the Pentagon, blinded by t h e i r 
obsession f o r a crusade against socialism, as well as the Martin Marietta 
Corporation, the p r i n c i p a l contractor f o r the Pershing I I , and Boeing, McDonnell 
Douglas, General Dynamics and Lockheed, which earned m i l l i o n s of do l l a r s i n 
government contracts f o r the development of cruise m i s s i l e s . 

I t appears, however, that s a t i s f a c t i o n i s f a r from reached. Ve can s t i l l hear 
voices which are not quite content even with the prospect of deploying 572 new 
United States missiles i n Europe. According to information published i n 
The Sunday Times the United States plans to build further bases f o r cruise 
missiles i n Scotland, the Federal Republic of Germany, Denmark, Norway, Turkey, 
Greenland, Japan, South Korea and Iceland. They should, allegedly, be armed with 
conventional weapons, but launching devices could also be used f o r nuclear weapons. 
Serious consideration of these plans has been admitted by o f f i c i a l s i n Washington. 
The mission assigned to the new United State missiles i s no secret. William A r k i n , 
the United States m i l i t a r y expert, m an a r t i c l e published by the West German 
magazine Stern, described the Pentagon's plans to use Pershing I I as a f i r s t — s t r i k e 
weapon against the Soviet command centres. General Miles Fulvyler, former Pentagon 
director f o r nuclear weapons, underlined that "Pershing I I missiles give us a 
p o s s i b i l i t y to h i t many decisive targets i n the western m i l i t a r y region of the 
Soviet Union which we couldn't h i t u n t i l now." For the time being the 
United States i s to deploy 108 Pershing l i s i n Western Europe. But there are 
serious grounds to fear that that i s not the f i n a l number, since about a year ago 
i t was discovered that the Pentagon had ordered more than 380 nuclear missiles — 
as supplementary capacity. 

I t i s also urged that Western Europe should substantially strengthen i t s 
conventional forces. These c a l l s are sometimes masked by various strategic theories 
about the necessary redeployment of United States forces, the r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s of the 
Europeans, and so on. But, a l l the different theories put aside, the goal remains 
always the same — the NATO member States i n Europe should substantially increase 
t h e i r conventional forces and t h e i r o v e r - a l l m i l i t a r y expenditures. An appalling 
example of such an approach i s given i n the a r t i c l e by Henry Kissinger i n the 
l a t e s t issue of Time. What i s s t r i k i n g i n that a r t i c l e i s Mr. Kissinger's handling 
of the danger of aggression from the-East. Apparently, i n h i s understanding, i t i s 
d i f f i c u l t to find a single thing that would not cause such aggression. Should NATO 
increase i t s conventional forces, t h i s might cause aggression since the other side 
would conclude that nuclear weapons would not necessarily be used. Should NATO do 
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otherwise, and possibly withdraw some American troops from Europe, t h i s could also cause 
aggression since doubts about i t s unity may emerge. Let me r e c a l l i n t h i s context that 
i t i s the Warsaw Treaty Organization which again proposed on Monday t h i s week to NATO 
the holding of preparatory consultations on a mutual non-increase of m i l i t a r y 
expenditures and on t h e i r further reduction. 

The massive build-up of the United States strategic p o t e n t i a l , t o t a l m i l i t a r i z a t i o 
of Europe and the promotion of offensive m i l i t a r y doctrines by the present United States 
Government — a l l t h i s compels us to look f o r p r a c t i c a l measures to decrease the danger 
of nuclear war and to prevent i t . These efforts should stand at the centre of the 
a c t i v i t y of ,this, Conference. The establishment of a relevant subsidiary body with the 
mandate to negotiate, as stipulated i n resolution 3Q/1S3 G, "with a view to achieving 
agreement on appropriate and p r a c t i c a l measures f o r the prevention of nuclear war", i s 
indispensable f o r any serious treatment of t h i s problem. 

The representativesof several Western countries expressed tb.e view, both at 
o f f i c i a l and informal meetings, that i t was not clear what s p e c i f i c items could be 
taken up by the proposed subsidiary body. The answer to t h i s question can e a s i l y be 
found i n a number of documents; allow me to quote some of them — CD/355» submitted 
by a group of s o c i a l i s t countries, CD/406, submitted by the German Democratic Republic, 
CD/357» submitted by the Federal Republic of Germany and CD/38O submitted by Belgium. 
Though the papers presented by the Federal Republic of Germany and Belgium are 
certainly less s p e c i f i c than those of the s o c i a l i s t countries, even t h e i r serious 
consideration, i f the authors meant them to be considered, would require the 
establishment of a working organ. 

To be more s p e c i f i c , I should l i k e to indicate what concrete'measures could be 
negotiated i n order to elaborate relevant international agreements: Non-first-use,of 
nuclear weapons ; convention on the prohibition of use of nuclear weapons with the 
pa r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l nuclear-weapon States; qua l i t a t i v e and quantitative freeze'on 
nuclear weapons, including relevant v e r i f i c a t i o n measures;- moratorium on nuclear-weapor 
tests u n t i l a nuclear—test-ban treaty i s concluded; conclusion of a treaty on nonMise 
of force and on maintaining peaceful relations between member States of the 
Warsaw Treaty Organization and NATO; measures to prevent an accidental or 
unauthorized"use^of nuclear weapons and to avoid the p o s s i b i l i t y of surprise attacks 
and other, confidence-building measures as specified i n the CD/406-. I welcome the 
s p i r i t of- the statement made by Ambassador García Robles of Mexico -on t h i s problem -
just two days ago. We r e a l i z e that the position of his delegation i s very close to ouns 
I should also! l i k e to stress that, besides the suggestions I just enumerated, we are 
ready to cons^dqr any other constructive proposals that may appear i n the bourse >of the 
subsidiary body's work. We would l i k e to hope that other delegations w i l l also display 
s i m i l a r f l e x i b i l i t y i n t h e i r approach to t h i s highest p r i o r i t y agenda item which iS' of 
v i t a l importance to us a l l . 

Before I conclude allow me, Comrade President, to contribute b r i e f l y to the 
establishment of the "methodological rules of procedure" f o r our Conference launched by 
the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany. In his statement of 28 February] 
he expressed a d i s l i k e of the use by some delegations of quotations from l i t e r a t u r e , 
newspapers or p o l i t i c i a n s . This comes as a surprise to us, since through such 
quotations we often become acquainted with very int e r e s t i n g ideas and statements, coming 
mainly from highly i n f l u e n t i a l , authoritative and knowledgeable persons. For our part 
we would l i k e to suggest that i n our deliberations delegations abstain from uttering 
assertions which can be substantiated by nothing. These include, among others, 
continual assertions by a couple of delegations about the alleged great m i l i t a r y 
superiority of the Warsaw Treaty Organization i n Europe, or descriptions of a danger of 
aggression from the East, which i s taken f o r granted by some of our most zealous 
colleagues. Such unfounded distortions always remind me of an American policeman I was 
confronted with a couple of years ago. Doubting h i s explanation of a t r a f f i c problem 
I asked "Why?" and he answered, "Because I said so". Let me assure the representative 
of the Federal Republic of Germany that t h i s kind of argument did not convince me. 
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Czechoslovakia f o r h i s statement and f o r the kind words he addressed to the 
President. 

I now give the f l o o r to the distinguished representative of the 
united States of America, Ambassador F i e l d s . 

Mr. FIELDS (United States of America): Thank you Mr. President. I 
wish to congratulate you, S i r , on your Presidency of our Conference and pledge to 
you the co-operation of my delegation i n the discharge of your important 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . Our pleasure i n seeing you i n the Chair i s enhanced by the 
warm and f r i e n d l y r e l a t i o n s which exist between our two countries. We also 
wish to pay trib u t e to the s k i l l of our distinguished colleague from Poland, 
Ambassador Turbanaki, i n inaugurating our Conference and getting our work so 
s k i l l f u l l y under way. We j o i n you also, Mr. President, today, i n recognizing 
ans welcoming the women f o r the World Disarmament Campaign. My Government shares 
t h e i r i n t erest and hopes f o r the World Disarmament Campaign. I t i s altogether 
f i t t i n g that women have a special interest i n disarmament, f o r they have borne 
the anxiety over the centuries as t h e i r husbands and sons have gone o f f to war, 
and indeed they have been the symbol of sorrow f o r the casualties of c o n f l i c t . 
May we be f a i t h f u l to t h e i r expectations of us i n achieving meaningful and 
pr a c t i c a l measures to ensure international peace and security. 

Mr. President, during these past two weeks the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c 
Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify 
Seismic Events has been meeting here i n Geneva. This i s the seventeenth session 
of the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts since i t s inception, and the ninth session 
since i t began the work which w i l l be described to us i n i t s t h i r d report. We 
appreciate the patient and determined e f f o r t s by the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts 
i n preparing t h i s report, and I am certain that the work of our Conference on 
the nuclear-test ban w i l l benefit from i t . The United States has committed 
s i g n i f i c a n t resources i n support of the work of the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts 
since the beginning, because of the important contribution we believe i t can 
make to the v e r i f i c a t i o n arrangements f o r an eventual comprehensive nuclear—test 
ban. I think our b e l i e f i s well-founded, and that the Group has made considerable 
progress. We note that i n t h e i r recent work the Group of Sc i e n t i f i c - Ebcperts has 
further developed some of the detailed procedures required f o r international 
exchange of seismic data. In addition, they have gained p r a c t i c a l experience 
i n t e s t i n g these procedures. These p r a c t i c a l tests are essential f o r determining 
i f the procedures actually work as they are expected t o . 
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Clearly, the solution of the d i f f i c u l t problems r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n 
and compliance of a nuclear-test ban i s a c r u c i a l task. This has been the 
focus of the work of the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts and, i n my delegation's 
view, i t has made r e a l and measurable progress i n a v i t a l aspect of the 
v e r i f i c a t i o n problem. 

The Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts has been addressing one of the key 
problems — that of specifying an international network of seismic stations, 
and the associated data exchange system, i n support of the detection and 
i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of seismic events. I t i s well known that the task of world-wide 
detection and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of seismic events under a nuclear-test-ban treaty 
would be a d i f f i c u l t one. Rational technical means would be important, as would 
co-operative arrangements between two or more parties. But m u l t i l a t e r a l 
co-operative arrangements would also be an important part of the overall 
arrangements, and t h i s i s where the contributions of the Group-of S c i e n t i f i c -
Experts are brought to bear. 

In my statement before t h i s Conference on 25 February of t h i s year, I 
noted that the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts has begun preparations f o r a more 
extensive follow-on technical test of certain elements of the proposed global 
system. This test i s planned for the second h a l f of the year i n co-operation 
with the World Meteorological Organization. The test w i l l take advantage of 
the a v a i l a b i l i t y of the WMO Global Telecommunication System to exchange Level I 
seismic data. At the request of the Committee on Disarmament, WMO l a s t year 
granted the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts authority to make regular use of i t s 
Global Telecommunication System. My delegation very much appreciates the 
co-operation of WMO i n helping the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to develop a 
global seismic data exchange system* 

The 1964 technical test i s planned by the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to 
give useful experience i n handling and exchanging seismic data, building up on the 
results of previous experiments. As planned, i t w i l l develop and test procedures 
fo r regular transmission of Level I data over the Global Telecommunication 
System, passing the data from national f a c i l i t i e s to experimental international 
data centres. I t w i l l allow tests of procedures f o r extracting Level I parameters 
at seismic stations and f o r transmitting them to the national f a c i l i t i e s . We 
anticipate that i t w i l l allow the te s t i n g of procedures at the experimental 
international data centres f o r preparation of seismic event b u l l e t i n s . In 
addition, i n comparison with the previous technical test of the Global 
Telecpmmunication System, t h i s test offers the opportunity f o r increased 
pa r t i c i p a t i o n by a l l States. States that have not yet participated could o f f e r 
data f o r the f i r s t time. I f they have participated previously, they could make 
data available from additional stations. I am happy to note that over 20 States 
have thus f a r indicated t h e i r intention to participate i n the planned technical 
t e s t . This number includes the United States and the Soviet Union, and I am 
g r a t i f i e d that we-will both be engaging i n t h i s important e f f o r t . 
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I should l i k e now to say a few words regarding the work that needs to he 
done — that by a subsidiary body under our agenda item on the nuclear-test ban. 
The mandate of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear-Test Ban i n 1982 and 1983 
c a l l e d f o r examination of issues r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance. We 
supported, and we continue to support, that mandate for the same reason we have 
supported the work of the s c i e n t i f i c experts — because resolution of these 
issues i s c r u c i a l i f we are eventually to succeed i n attaining a nuclear—test 
ban. The position of my Government has been completely consistent on t h i s point, 
and there remain many issues on which a detailed and thorough discussion was 
hardly begun i n the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear-Test Ban l a s t year. As I 
pointed out i n my statement on 30 August of l a s t year, " l i t t l e substantive 
work has been accomplished" by the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear-Test Bin 
We have a l l read the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group, CD/412, on i t s e f f o r t s 
during the 198З session of the Committee on Disarmament. We know that, as the 
report put i t , "the Ad Hoc Working Group conducted an examination of the 
substance of a l l the items contained i n the programme." But we also recognize 
that no agreements were reached on the items. The report contains, throughout, 
phrases l i k e "some delegations noted," "other delegations maintained," and so on. 
How can we, based on such a report, possibly accept the view that the work has 
been completed, and that i t i s now time to move on to other issues? No, 
Mr. President, I think rather that i t i s time to r e a l i z e the importance of 
f u l f i l l i n g the mandate already given to the Ad Hoc Working Group l a s t year, and 
to pursue t h i s Working Group's unfinished business. 

In t h i s connection, I wish to make the position of my Government c r y s t a l 
clear. My Government i s committed to a comprehensive nuclear-test ban. Such 
a ban i s now — as i t has been as long as I have been i n t h i s Conference — the 
ultimate objective of my Government. The point of departure f o r my delegation 
and others i s the question of timing, not the p r i n c i p l e . My Government i s 
f i r m l y committed to s i g n i f i c a n t and v e r i f i a b l e arms reductions, expanded 
confidence-building measures, and effective v e r i f i c a t i o n c a p a b i l i t i e s . U n t i l 
my Government i s persuaded that these policy objectives are not only being 
seriously addressed, but well along the road to being s a t i s f i e d , my delegation 
i s not prepared to agree to a mandate that provides f o r negotiations i n the 
subsidiary body on a nuclear—test ban. However, t h i s does not mean that we, 
along with the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts, cannot make a true contribution 
toward the eventual achievement of a test ban. The important area of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance provides a f e r t i l e f i e l d i n which we may labour. 
Let i t be wel l understood that only with effective v e r i f i c a t i o n arrangements 
can there be a nuclear-test-ban treaty. I believe we should move promptly 
to re—establish the nuclear-test ban subsidiary body under i t s former mandate, 
and then get down to the serious business of work at hand. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the representative of 
the United States of America f o r his statement and f o r the kind words he 
addressed to the President, and I now give the f l o o r to the distinguished 
representative of China, Ambassador Qian Jiadong. 
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Mr. QIAN JIADONG (China) (translated from Chinese): Mr. President, F i r s t of 
a l l , allow me, on behalf of the Chinese delegation as well as i n my own name, to 
congratulate you warmly on your assumption 6f'the presidency of the Conference on 
Disarmament for t h i s month. I need not emphasize here the most fr i e n d l y relations 
between China and Romania, and your r i c h experience, wisdom and s k i l l as a diplomat 
are also known to a l l . I am confident that under your guidance, further headway 
w i l l be made on the basis l a i d down by your predecessor, Ambassador Turbanski of 
Poland, irt the work of our Conference. In 'performing your duties, you can count 
on the f u l l co-operation and support of my delegation. 

The prohibition of chemical weapons i s the item on the agenda under which the 
f i r s t subsidiary body was set up by the Conference and has already started i t s work. 
That i s why I have chosen t h i s subject today to present some of our observations. 

Five years have elapsed since the Working Group on Chemical Weapons was f i r s t 
set up i n 1980. In t h i s period, hundreds of documents have been f i l e d , and 
countless meetings and'discussions held at a l l the plenary, working group and 
contact group l e v e l s . ' Thanks to the j o i n t e f f o r t s of the successive chairmen of 
the Working Groups, the Co-ordinators as well as the delegations, understanding 
has beeh enhanced on quite a-number of issues; divergences on others have been 
narrowed and some measure of agreement has been found. Among the many items=on the 
agenda of the Conference on Disarmament, the prohibition of chemical weapons i s the 
one which has registered more progress and has therefore been widely hailed as a 
f i e l d o f fering r e l a t i v e l y promising prospects. However, t h i s i s no reason f o r 
complacency, as the task facing us i s s t i l l arduous.- Serious differences remain on 
some of the major issues, and we have s t i l l a long rway to go before we can f i n a l l y 
reach the goal of concluding'a convention on the t o t a l prohibition of chemical 
weapons. We should speed up our work and enter into rigorous negotiations i n order 
to l i v e up to people's expectations. 

The urgency of concluding a convention on the t o t a l prohibition of chemical 
weapons l i e s , f i r s t and foremost, i n the ever i n t e n s i f y i n g chemical weapons arms 
race and the increasing threat of chemical warfare. According to materials released 
by eminent international research i n s t i t u t i o n s , a t o t a l of more than 400,000 tons of 
chemical warfare agents are i n the stockpiles of the two Superpowers, and research 
has been conducted continuously to improve and renew- these chemical weapons. The 
destructive power of modern-day chemical weapons i s far. beyond comparison with 
that of the older generation of such weapons during World War I . I t can well be 
imagined how i n f i n i t e l y greater the menace of chemical warfare to mankind w i l l be 
i f such a chemical-weapons arms race i s to follow i t s course. 

The urgency of a convention on the t o t a l .prohibition of chemical weapons l i e s 
also i n the fact that with the development of science and technology, the longer 
such a prohibition i s delayed, the more d i f f i c u l t i t w i l l be to achieve i t . The 
advancement of science and technology w i l l not only enhance the m i l i t a r y value of 
chemical weapons, but also bring with i t new peaceful uses for chemical warfare 
agents and t h e i r precursors which at present have no peaceful uses, thus making 
questions of v e r i f i c a t i o n and prohibition even more complex and hard to s e t t l e . 

Furthenrore, the harsh r e a l i t y ' o f frequent reports on the use of chemical 
weapons i n areas of c o n f l i c t decades a f t e r the entry into force of the Geneva 
Protocol has also made the conclusion of a convention on the t o t a l prohibition of 
chemical weapons a matter of great urgency. 
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During the previous round of three additional weeks of discussions, Sweden, 
Finland, Canada, the united Kingdom and other countries have tabled a number of 
working documents i n which they have further c l a r i f i e d t h e i r respective positions 
and put forward a good number of proposals. We are studying these documents 
ca r e f u l l y . We are also glad to note the positive statements made by the 
United States and the USSR, The United States has announced that i t w i l l submit i n 
March a draft treaty on the prohibition of chemical weapons, while the USSR has 
expressed i t s willingness to accept i n p r i n c i p l e on-site inspection on a continuous 
basis during the destruction of chemical-weapon stockpiles. The United States ,and 
the USSR are the two countries with the largest chemical-weapon arsenals and bear 
special r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s towards the prohibition of chemical weapons. We hope that 
they w i l l make further e f f o r t s to bring t h e i r positions closer. 

The Chinese delegation has consistently stood for the complete prohibition 
and t o t a l destruction of chemical weapons. Ever since we joined the work of the 
Committee on Disarmament i n 1°S0, we have always taken an earnest and serious 
attitude i n the negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons and tabled some 
working documents. The Chinese delegation has just submitted another working 
document (CD/443) i n which we have summarized our proposals on the major elements of 
a future convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons. In the preparation of 
t h i s document, we have drawn on the reasonable proposals of other delegations and 
we hope that consideration w i l l be given to i t i n future negotiations. 

To draw up a chemical weapons convention, the f i r s t thing we have to do i s to 
s e t t l e the scope of prohibition. China has a l l along maintained that the scope of 
prohibition should be comprehensive i n nature, that i s , i t should include not only 
a l l types of chemical weapons but also a l l a c t i v i t i e s related to research, production 
and use of chemical weapons. We note with s a t i s f a c t i o n that the idea of including 
use i n the scope of prohibition has already gained wide support and that i t i s now 
commonly held tnat t h i s w i l l only further strengthen and not weaken' the 
1925 Geneva Protocol. We believe that through concerted e f f o r t , we w i l l be able 
to work out a formulation acceptable to a l l parties and thus s e t t l e t h i s question 
i n a satisfactory manner. We are also i n favour of the proposal f o r banning the 
deployment of chemical weapons on the t e r r i t o r i e s of other countries. We would 
also l i k e to give our positive consideration to the proposal put forward by the 
Swedish delegation recently regarding the prohibition of making m i l i t a r y preparations 
for the use of chemical weapons. 

Closely related to the scope of prohibition i s the question of d e f i n i t i o n . In 
the absence of precise and s c i e n t i f i c d e f i n i t i o n s , i t i s impossible to decide on 
the exact scope of pro h i b i t i o n . In our working document, a number of d e f i n i t i o n s on 
chemical weapons, chemical-weapon agents, precursors, key precursors, etc. have 
therefore been suggested. We have l a i d p a r t i c u l a r stress on the concept of "chemical 
warfare agent". This i s because we believe that such a concept can most precisely 
indicate the property of the toxic substances we want to ban and r e f l e c t i n the 
best way the combination of general-purpose c r i t e r i a and t o x i c i t y c r i t e r i a . 
Furthermore, with the help of t h i s concept, a clear-cut d i s t i n c t i o n between to x i c 
chemical substances which should be prohibited and t o x i c chemical substances for 
permitted purposes which should not be prohibited can be drawn and unnecessary 
confusion and ambiguity avoided. We have noted that Yugoslavia, Indonesia, 
Belgium, and France have also used the concept of "chemical warfare agent" and 
submitted t h e i r own d e f i n i t i o n s . We are ready to consider a l l the constructive 
proposals of other delegations so as to work out a commonly acceptable d e f i n i t i o n 
i n t h i s regard. 
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Destruction of the existing stockpiles of chemical weapons constitutes one off 
the most important provisions of the convention. Once the huge stockpile.ci* 
e xisting chemical weapons i s indeed t o t a l l y destroyed, the threat of chemical warfare 
w i l l fundamentally be removed. This i n turn i s c l o s e l y linked to the issue of 
declaration and v e r i f i c a t i o n . Taking into account the time required t o draw up plans 
for destruction, etc., we favour the idea that i n i t i a l declarations should be made 
within 30 days of adherence to or entry into force of the Convention, whereas 
detailed declarations may be made within a period of three months.*- As to the question 
of how to proceed with the destruction of stockpiles we think that consideration " 
should' not be, given unduly to parity and balance between the countries possessing 
chemical weapons, but should centre, f i r s t and foremost, on the speedy and early 
elimination of the threat of chemical warfare. With t h i s i n mind, we propose that 
the countries concerned should destroy i n the f i r s t place those chemical weapons 
i n t h e i r arsenals which are the most toxic and dangerous and not those which are 
out-dated or inoperative. 

V e r i f i c a t i o n i s one of the key elements of the convention. We have always 
held that a chemical weapons convention must contain such provisions for 
v e r i f i c a t i o n as to ensure s t r i c t and e f f e c t i v e implementation of v e r i f i c a t i o n , on 
the one .hand, and minimize intrusiveness as much as possible on the other. Emphasis 
should be put on international v e r i f i c a t i o n with necessary on-site inspection. Such 
on-site inspection should cover,destruction of chemical weapon stockpiles, 
destruction and dismantlement of. production or f i l l i n g f a c i l i t i e s for chemical 
weapons, small-scale production of super-lethal agents used for protective purposes, 
and alleged use of chemical weapons, etc. As to the method of v e r i f i c a t i o n , 
proposals have been made for on-site inspection on a continuous basis, routine or 
periodic or random on-site inspection, on-site inspection by challenge and on-site 
inspection on the basis of quota. We think a l l these methods can be considered 
and that different methods of v e r i f i c a t i o n can be used f o r d i f f e r e n t v e r i f i c a t i o n 
purposes. I t i s our hope that on t h i s key issue, a solution acceptable to a l l 
parties w i l l eventually be found. 

We are very happy that within a r e l a t i v e l y short time we have already 
re-established the subsidiary body on chemical weapons, formulated a mandate with 
the elaboration of a convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons as i t s main 
target, and designated the highly experienced Head of the Swedish delegation, 
Ambassador Ekeus, as i t s Chairman. People throughout the world are watching our work 
here with great expectations. Let us respond with tangible r e s u l t s . 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): 1 thank the representative o f China 
for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the President and to my 
country. I now give the f l o o r to the distinguished representative of the Union of 
Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics, Ambassador Victor Issraelyan* 

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from Russian); 
Comrade President, allow me on behalf of the delegation of the Soviet Union to 
congratulate you, the representative of S o c i a l i s t Romania, on assuming the important 
and responsible o f f i c e of President of the Conference on Disarmament, and to wish you 
success. This year has seen the t h i r t y - s i x t h anniversary of the signature of the 
f i r s t Soviet-Romanian treaty of friendship, co-operation and mutual a i d . Coming 
into being i n the d i f f i c u l t years a f t e r the War, the treaty played an h i s t o r i c role 
i n the emergence of relations of a new type between our States. Co-operation 
between fra t e r n a l s o c i a l i s t countries on the international scene i s conducted i n the 
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s p i r i t of the Prague P o l i t i c a l Declaration of States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty 
and the statement issued by Party and State leaders of the s o c i a l i s t countries i n 
Moscow in the summer of I should also li k e to express sincere thanks to 
Comrade Turbanski, the representative of the Polish People's Republic, for his 
excellent presidency i n the month of February. 

The Soviet delegation wishes to take the opportunity to express warm 
greetings to the women participants in-the work of our Conference and also to the 
participants i n the international conference on "Women and the World Disarmament 
Campaign" present at our meeting today. The women of the entire planet, mothers 
and wives, sisters and daughters, well know the incalculable disasters and 
irreparable woes caused by war. My country's s o i l and that of many other 
countries Is abundantly watered with their tears. We admire their noble 
impulse to save the world' from thermonuclear catastrophe, from a war in which a l l 
w i l l perish — women, men and our great mother, the mother of a l l l i v i n g things, 
our beautiful planet i t s e l f . The Soviet delegation wishes success to a l l women 
throughout the world in"their struggle for peace. 

We sha l l , of course, attentively study the document of the Conference on 
"Women and the World Disarmament Campaign", but' we can already say that we f u l l y 
share the views expressed by that forum. We regard such tasks as the prevention of 
nuclear war-and-a comprehensive nuclear test ban as the most urgent taska* We 
fu l l y agree with the point concerning a comprehensive test ban, which states "To 
conclude a treaty on the prohibition of testing nuclear' weapons in all-environments 
by the end of this session given the fact that negotiations have already reached a 
very advanced state i n the t r i p a r t i t e negotiations. "This treaty should be signed 
by a l l States possessing nuclear capacity". We are prepared to underwrite this 
demand by the conference on "Women and the World Disarmament Campaign". The 
Soviet delegation also shares the view that the prevention of an arms race i n outer 
space and a comprehensive and complete ban on chemical weapons are central tasks 
which should not be put off from year to year under a variety of a r t i f i c i a l , false 
pretexts. Once again, we wish success to a l l women — those present here and 
those outside this conference room :— in their struggle to prevent nuclear disaster. 

We have also asked for the floor today i n order to introduce the o f f i c i a l 
conference document CD/444, circulated at the request of the Soviet delegation,' 
containing' the section on international aff a i r s of a speech made by 
Comrade Chernenko, the General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union, at a meeting with voters of the Kuibyshev d i s t r i c t 
of Mpscow on 2 March 1984. In this section of his speech, Comrade Chernenko 
outlined the Soviet Union's approach of principle" to ,the central problems of 
present-day world p o l i t i c s and puts forward new major proposals by the Soviet Union, 
Inter a l i a on disarmament matters. The General Secretary of the Central Committee 
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of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union said that i t would be d i f f i c u l t to 
recall a problem of importance to strengthening peace on which the Soviet Union and 
other soci a l i s t countries have not put forward concrete and r e a l i s t i c proposals i n 
the past few years. The in i t i a t i v e s of our countries are winning -ever broader 
support from other States. This has been forcefully confirmed by the latest session 
of the United Nations General Assembly. Comrade Chernenko stated that intensive 
militarization and the aggravation of the international situation have not brought 
nor are going to bring the United States military superiority and p o l i t i c a l 
achievements. Everywhere in the world, they only lead to the escalation of 
criticism of Washington's belligerent course. People want peace and tranquillity, 
not war hysteria. The General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union said that a l l this inspires the hope that eventually 
developments w i l l once more take a direction towards peace, the limitation of the 
arms race, apd the development of International co-operation. Détente has struck 
deep roots. This i s evidenced, in particular, by the convocation of the 
Stockholm Conference on Confidence-Building Measures and Disarmament i n Europe. 
Comrade Chernenko said that the Soviet Union's position on questions relating to 
the halting of the nuclear arms race i s clear. We are against rivalry in building 
up nuclear arms arsenals. We were and remain, said the General Secretary of the 
Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, proponents of the 
prohibition and elimination of a l l types of those weapons. 

Referring to the problem of the limitation of the arms race and disarmament, 
Comrade Chernenko devoted particular attention to the norms by which relations 
between nuclear Powers should be governed. Among other disarmament issues, the 
General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the 
Soviet Union singled out such matters as the drawing up of a treaty on the general 
and complete prohibition of nuclear weapons tests, an agreement on the renunciation 
of the militarization of outer space, and a mutual freeze on American and Soviet 
nuclear weapons. He emphasized that to deliver mankind from the possible uses of 
chemical weapons i s a very important task. The Soviet Union i s i n favour of 
effective control over the implementation of an agreement on the complete and general 
prohibition of the use of chemical weapons, their development and production and 
the destruction of a l l their stockpiles, and believes that such control should cover 
the whole process of destruction of chemical weapons from beginning to end. It i s 
not ruled out, Comrade Chernenko said, that reaching an agreement on the above-
mentioned issues would signal the start of a real and drastic change in Soviet-
United States relations and in the international situation as a whole. 

I should like to express the hope that a l l delegations w i l l study 
Comrade Chernenko*s statement with care. 
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Tire PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the distinguished representative 
of the So'-iet Union for hie ata cement, and for his kind words addressed" to the 
President, to my country and to the close relations between our countries. 

Does any other delegation wish to take the f l o o r ? 

Mr. SIfiJANI (Iblamic Republic of Iran): Mr. President, I congratulate you on 
your assumption of the presidency for t h i s month and welcome the women participants-
i n the Conference on "Women and the World Disarmament Campaign". I would l i k e to 
make- a b r i e f statement. 

Yesterday, the International Committee of the Red Cross, after an undue del&yy 
ascertained the use of chemical weapons on a large scale by the I r a q i Government. 
We regret that after two years-, the ICRC now comes to t h i s conclusion, and we also 
regret the,endue delay by the Secretary-General of the United Nations regarding our 
request on the relevant General Asaambly resolution, 37/98D. 

I want to put on record what has been said by the Minister of Defence of the 
I r a q i Government.-

[Speaking i n French] :'However, the Minister of Defence at no time c l e a r l y 
and 'tmequivooally denied Teheran's accusations. Pressed by questions from- the 
many.American j o u r n a l i s t s asking f o r a categorical denial, he r e p l i e d : 'Why 
should we wash cur d i r t y linen i n public? To reveal what Iraq has i n store 
woul'l be contrary to the interests of our security, You know that, i n any 
event, the conventional weapons i n our possession are quite enough to achieve 
our successes* Besides s you can go to the b a t t l e f i e l d s and ask for the 
autopsy of a body you think looks suspicious"'. (Le Monde, -8 March 1984) 

[Resuming i n English] I want to take advantage of the presence of the women of 
the World Disarmament Campaign, I want to make an appeal to them for a t o t a l ban on< 
chemical weapons, I want to make an appeal to the Conference on Disarmament not to 
remain 3 i l e n t aoout t h i s crime «-when you remain s i l e n t , i t means that you 
disregard every norm of internacional law k you disregard the. Geneva Protocol, you 
disregard everything. 
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The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the distinguished reprosentativ 
of the Islamic Republic of Iran for his statementi Does any other delegation wish tc 
speak? That does not seem to be the case. 

As was agreed when the programme of work for t h i s wç-ek was adopted, I s h a l l now 
suspend the plenary meeting and i n f i v e minutes' time convene an informal meeting of 
the Conference td^contirtue our exchange of views on some organizational, questions. 
The plenary, meeting i s suspended. 

The meeting was suspended at 12.15 p.m. and resumed at 12.40 p.m. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): the plenary" meeting of the Conference 
on Disarmament i s resumed.' 

The Conference has before i t an informal document, dated 6 March 1984» , 
containing a draft decision on the designation of the subsidiary bodies of the 
Conference on Disarmament. I f there i s no objection, I s h a l l take i t that the 
Conference adopts, the draft decision. 

I t was so decided. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): With regard to the decision whioh the 
Conference has just taken on the naming of i t s subsidiary bodies, I should l i k e to 
make the following statement which I s h a l l r<jad out i n English. 

'fSpeaking i n English]: 

1. This decision has been taken i n accordance with the understanding of the 
Conference read by the President at the 245th plenary meeting of 28 February 1984 
at the time of the re-establishment of the ad hoc subsidiary bodies, to the effect 
that the same designation would be given to a l l the subsidiary bodits eatablished 
d i r e c t l y under respective agenda items unless the Conference, i n s p e c i f i c cases, 
decides otherwise. 

2. The adoption of th-5 name "Ad Hoc Committee" for subsidiary bodies of the 
Conferece stems from the change of name from "Committee on {Disarmament" to 
"Conference on Disarmament". \,That designation for subsidiary bodies i s adopted 
under Rule 23 of the Rules qf Procedure of the Conference- I t has no f i n a n c i a l or 
structural implications; i t implies no change i n the working procedurps of the 
Conference or i n i t s Rules of Procedure; and i t has no bearing on the views of 
members of the Conference on .the substance of matters under consideration. 

3. Subsidiary bodies may be set up within the framework of .Ad Hoc Committees, 
th e i r designation being determined by the respective Ad Hoc Committees in accordance 
with 4 established practice. 



CD/PV.248 
24 

(The ^President) 

May I now turn to another subject. The Secretariat has ci r c u l a t e d today, at 
my request, an informal paper containing a time-table f o r meetings to be held by 
the Conference and the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons during the coming week. 
As usual, the time-table i s merely i n d i c a t i v e and subject to change i f necessary. 
Of course, the time-table does not include the informal consultations being carried 
but by several groups on items of our agenda. The actual scheduling of the meetings 
of those groups w i l l be decided by them, depending on the circumstances. I f there 
i s no objection, I s h a l l take i t that the Conference agrees to that time-table. 

It_was j30 decided. 

Tfao PRESIDENT: % should now l i k e to turn to the request made by,the 
Permanent Representative of Turkey i n Geneva to address the plenary meeting of the 
Conference. I f there i s no objection, I w i l l inform him accordingly. 

I t .was so decided., 

The PRESIDENT: May I now take up the request made by the Holy See to address 
the plenary meeting of the Conference on 15 March. I f there i s no objection, I 
s h a l l inform the Holy See accordingly. 

I t was so _deoided. 

Mr ¿ ELBE (Federal Republic of Germany): Thank you, Mr. President. I apologize 
for taking the f l o o r at t h i s l a t e stage. My delegation w i l l express i t s appreciation 
of your assumption of the o f f i c e of the presidency at a l a t e r stage. 

Mr. President, the distinguished representative of the Czechoslovak 
S o c i a l i s t Republic has referred to a statement of my delegation of 28 February of 
t h i s year. I fear that his interpretation of Ambassador Wegener's statement i s not 
quite correct. I t was not ray delegation's aim to raise any objection to the use of 
quotations. On the contrary, we acknowledge the necessity of expressing views i n 
the most diverse manner. We said that they are part of the broad opinion-shaping 
process where decisions are taken by responsible c i t i z e n s i n a well-regul¡?ted process 
of democratic decision-making. Ambassador Wegener also said (and that was the 
nucleus of the statement i n t h i s respect) I quote, "Here again, i t would be a 
necessity of argumentative fairness, but also proof of the a b i l i t y of the speaker to 
discern'the r e a l relevance of p o l i t i c a l processes to provide a more balanced 
comprehensive picture of opinion." 

Mr. President, my delegation's intention was a constructive one. I t was a 
plea f o r more argumentative r a t i o n a l discourse among ourselves. I s h a l l abstain 
from any further comment on the way that t h i s statement was recently handled. 
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I notice that the distinguished Ambassador of the Czechoslovak S o c i a l i s t Republic 
had some d i f f i c u l t i e s i n using an abbreviation of the name of my State; allow me to 
be helpful i n t h i s matter, Mr. President. I should l i k e to remind the Conference on 
Disarmament that my Government decided a long time ago not to use any abbreviation of 
the name of i t s State. We prefer to be called by our f u l l name, which i s the 
Federal Republic of Germany. We would appreciate i t i f a sovereign decision of ray 
country was met with due respect i n an international Conference. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the representative of the 
Federal Republic of Germany for h i s statement. May I take i t that there are no more 
speakers? The next plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament w i l l be held on 
Tuesday, 13 March, at 10.30 a.m. The meeting i s adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 12.50 p.m 





CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT CD/PV.249 
15 March 1984 
ENGLISH 

FINAL RECORD OF THE TWO HUNDRED AND FORTY-NINTH MEETING 

held at the Palais des Nations, Geneva, 
on Tuesday, 13 March 1984, at 10.30 a.m. 

President: Mr. I. Datcu (Romania) 

GE.84-60998 



CD/PV.249 
2 

PRESENT AT THE TABLE 

Mr. A. TAFFAR 

Mr. J. J . CARASALES 
Mr. R. GARCIA MORITAN 

Mr. R. BUTLER 
Mr. R. ROWE 
Msi' ' J." COURTNEY ' 

Mr. M.'DEPASSE 
Mr. J.M. NOIRFALISSE 

Mr. C.A. DE SOUZA E SILVA 
Mr. S. QUEIROZ DUARTE 

Mr. K. TELLALOV 
Mr. P. POPTCHEV 
Mr. C. PRAMOV 

U MAUNG MAUNG GYI 

Mr. G. SKINNER 

Mr. QIAN JIADONG 
Ms. WANG ZHIYUN 
Mr. LI WEIMIN 
Mr. LIN CHENG 
Ms. CRE YIYUN 
Mr. LU MINGJUN 
Mr. ZHANG WEIDANG 

Mr. P. NUNEZ MOSQUERA 



CD/PV.249 
3 

Czechoslovakia: 

Egypt: 

Ethiopia: 

France : 

German Democratic Republic: 

Germany, Federal Republic of: 

Hungary: 

India : 

Indonesia : 

Islamic Republic of Iran: 

I t a l y : 

Japan: 

Mr. M. VEJVODA 
Mr. A. CIMA 

Ms. W. BASSIM 

Mr. F. YOHANNES 

Mr. F. DE LA GORCE 
Mr. H. RENIE 
Mr. G. MONTASSIER 
Mr. GESBERT 

Mr. H. ROSE 
Mr. J . DEMBSKI 

Mr. H. WEGENER 
Mr. F. ELBE 

Mr. D. MEISZTER 
Mr. F. GAJDA 
Mr. T. TOTH 

Mr. S. KANT SHARMA 

Mr. S. SUTOWARDOYO 
Mr. ANDRADJATI 
Ms. P. RAMADAAN 
Mr. HARYOMATARAM 
Mr. BOEDIMAN 

Mr. N.K. DAMYAB 
Mr. F.S. SIRJANI 

Mr. M. ALESSI 
Mr. M. PAVESE 
Mr. G. ADORNI BRACCESI 

Mr. R. ША1 
Mr. M. KONISHI 
Mr. T. ISHIGURI 
Mr. K. TANAKA 
Mr. T. KAWAKITA 



CD/PV.249 
4 

Kenya: 

Mexico: 

Mongolia; 

Morocco; 

Netherlands; 

Nigeria; 

Pakistan; 

Peru; 

Poland ; 

Romania; 

Mr. A. GARCIA ROBLES 
Mr. P. MACEDO RIBA 
Ms. GONZALEZ Y REYNERO 

Mr. D. ERDEMBILEG 
Mr. S.O. BOLD 

Mr. A. SKALLI 
Mr. M. CHRAIBI 
Mr. 0 . HILALE 

Mr. J . RAMAKER 
Mr. R.J. AKKERMAN 

Mr. 0 . 0 . GEORGE 
Mr. J.O. OBOH 
Mr. L.O. AKINDELE 
Mr. C.V. UDEDIBIA 

Mr. K. NIAZ 

Mr. C. CASTILLO RAMIREZ 

Mr. S. TURBANSKI 
Mr. J . CIALOWICZ 
Mr. G. CZEMPINSKI 

Mr. I . DATCU 
Mr. T. MELESCANU 
Mr. A. POPESCU 
Mr, A. CRETU 
Mr. 0. IONESCU 

S r i Lanka; Mr. J . DHANAPALA 
Mr. P. KARIYAWASAM 



CD/PV.249 
5 

Sweden : 

Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics: 

United Kingdom: 

United States of America: 

Mr. R. EKEUS 
Mr. J . LUNDIN 
Ms. E. BONNIER 
Mr. H. BERGLUND 
Mr. L.E. WINGREN 
Ms. A. M. LAU 

Mr. V.L. ISSRAELYM 
Mr. B.P. PROKOFIEV 
Mr. G.V. BERDENNIKOV 
Mr. P.Y. SKOMOROKHIN 
Mr. S.V. KOBYSH 
Mr. G. ANTSTFEROV 
Mr. G. VASHADZE 

Mr. R.I.T. CROMARTIE 
Mr. J.F. GORDON 
Mr. J.W.B. RICHARDS 
Mr. D.A. SLINN 

Mr. L.G. FIELDS 
Ms. K.C. CRITTENBERGER 
Mr. R. HORNE 
Mr. L. MADSEN 
Mr. R. WATERS 
Mr. H. CALHOUN 
Mr. J . DOESBERG 
Mr. P. CORDEN 
Mr. R. NORMAN 
Mr. J. PUCKETT 
Mr. C. PEARCY 

Venezuela : Mr. 0. GARCIA GARCIA 



CD/PV.249 
6 

Yugoslavia: Mr. M. MIHAJLOVIC 
Mr. D. MINIC 

Zaire: Ms. E. ESAKI KABEYA 

Secretary-General of the Conference 
on Disarmament and Personal 
Representative of the 
Secretary-General: Mr. R. JAIPAL 

Deputy Secretary-General of the 
Conference on Disarmament:. Mr. V. BERASATEGUI 



CD/PV.249 
7 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I declare open the plenary meeting of 
the Conference on Disarmament. The Conference today begins i t s consideration of 
agenda item 4» "Chemical weapons1'. However, any member wishing to do so may r a i s e 
any subject relevant to the work of the Conference i n accordance with rule 30 of 
the rules of procedure. 

You w i l l r e c a l l that according to the programme of work f o r t h i s week t h i s 
afternoon at 3 p.m. the Conference w i l l hold an informal meeting on organizational 
matters. On that occasion I intend to bring to your attention several requests 
received, from non-member States. So f a r the secretariat has received 12 l e t t e r s 
from non-member States containing c l a r i f i c a t i o n s with regard to their request to 
participate. Furthermore, we have received a request from Switzerland to participate 
i n the meetings of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons. A l l these communications 
w i l l be c i r c u l a t e d informally by the secretariat. 

I have on my l i s t of speakers for today the distinguished representatives of 
Nigeria, the Netherlands, Bulgaria, Turkey and the United States of America. 

I now give the f l o o r to the distinguished representative of Nigeria, 
Mr. George. 

Mr. GEORGE (Nigeria): Mr. President, please allow me to express my delegation's 
pleasure at seeing you, the representative of f r i e n d l y Romania, presiding over the 
work of our Conference for the month of March. Nigeria i s proud of the excellent 
t i e s , both b i l a t e r a l and m u l t i l a t e r a l , e x i s t i n g between our two countries and which 
continue to expand and strengthen. I wish you a f r u i t f u l and successful tenure of 
the presidency. 

I would also l i k e to place on record my delegation's gratitude and appreciation 
to Ambassador Turbanski, the distinguished representative of Poland, f o r the wealth 
of experience and diplomatic s k i l l with which he guided the work of the Conference 
during the opening and usually d i f f i c u l t month of February. May I also extend a 
warm welcome to the new ambassadors of A u s t r a l i a , Belgium, Canada,1 Cuba, Egypt, 
Ethiopia, Indonesia and S r i Lanka who have recently joined us i n the j o i n t pursuit 
of the search f o r a safer world for mankind. I pledge my delegation's readiness to 
co-operate f u l l y with t h e i r various delegations. 

Mr. President, our Conference was able to adopt i t s agenda and programme of 
work for 1984 i n a "record" two weeks as against seven weeks m 1983» thanks to the 
willingness, and co-operation, of a l l the delegations to adopt a new s p i r i t of 
compromise and f l e x i b i l i t y which, i f maintained w i l l , I hope, c e r t a i n l y y i e l d 
f r u i t f u l r esults i n 1984. I t i s heartening to my delegation and indeed a welcome' 
development that fo r the f i r s t time prevention of nuclear war, an item of utmost 
concern to mankind, has been inscribed as a separate item on our agenda. As i s 
well known, t h i s Conference, apart from being the single m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating 
body on disarmament matters, also happens to be the only forum where serious 
negotiations between States, both the Superpowers and other nuclear-weapon States, 
are going on at present after the break up of the INF and START ta l k s l a t e l a s t 
year. My delegation i s of the opinion that i t w i l l not serve any useful purpose 
at t h i s stage to apportion blame to any side on the reasons for breaking o f f these 
t a l k s . We can only appeal to both sides, i n the interest of humanity, to f i n d an 



CD/PV.249 
8 

(Mr. George, Nigeria) 

acceptable and just way of resinning these negotiations. Although a l l -disarmament 
issues are important, my delegation however attaches great importance to the 
question of a comprehensive test-ban treaty. I t is-our considered view that a ban 
on the t e s t i n g of new weapons i s fundamental f o r h a l t i n g the arms race and the 
on-going p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear weapons. The s t a t i s t i c s on nuclear tests carried 
out by the nuclear Powers i n 1983» recently given by the head of the Swedish 
delegation, are as s t a r t l i n g as they are disturbing. According to Ambassador Theorin, 
50 nuclear tests were carried out i n the past year with the two Superpowers competing 
f o r pride of place. This trend i s dangerous. My delegation believes that the 
completion of a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty with the minimum of delay w i l l 
be a far-reaching objective i n the e f f o r t s to c u r t a i l the arms race and achieve 
nuclear disarmament. The present mandate which i s only r e s t r i c t e d to the v e r i f i c a t i o n 
issue must be broadened or, a l t e r n a t i v e l y , a new mandate should be drawn up. A 
new mandate or a broadened one should allow an inr-depth penetration of a l l areas of 
a comprehensive test-ban treaty. Here, I must express my delegation's indignation 
regarding the i n a b i l i t y or, perhaps, unwillingness of a certain group of delegations 
to show the much-needed p o l i t i c a l w i l l to negotiate. In spite of the seeming l u l l 
i n t h i s area, my delegation urges the three nuclear-weapon Powers, the Soviet Union, 
the United Kingdom and the United States, which are depositories of the 1968 
Non-Proliferation Treaty, to resume suspended t r i l a t e r a l t a l k s on a nuclear-test 
ban. I t believes that t h i s fc..um can provide a valuable platform f o r reaching 
agreement on t h i s important item which forms the cornerstone of any disarmament 
e f f o r t . We again urge the remaining nuclear—weapon States, China and France, who 
have-long abstained from the negotiations, to work out a plan and j o i n the t a l k s t h i s 
year. This w i l l generate hope as well as confidence i n us a l l , p a r t i c u l a r l y the 
non-nuclear-weapon States, as well as demonstrate the genuineness of the various 
statements and oral commitments given by the nuclear-weapon States regarding either 
t h e i r desire to see a world free of nuclear weapons or t h e i r intention not to be the 
f i r s t to engage i n a nuclear war. 

As my delegation made abundantly clear i n the F i r s t Committee during the 
th i r t y - e i g h t h session of the United Nations General Assembly, i t can no longer be 
regarded as a figment of imagination tp suggest that the most urgent task facing 
humanity today i s the prevention of nuclear war. Dangerous doctrines of l i m i t e d , 
winnable or survivable nuclear war or of f l e x i b l e response have not only lowered 
the nuclear threshold, but have made the outbreak of nuclear war a threatening 
r e a l i t y . We cannot run away from that stark r e a l i t y . My delegation i s g r a t i f i e d to 
know that we are a l l now convinced that a nuclear war cannot be won and must never 
be fought. We are however unable to understand why there should be accelerated 
preparations f o r the same nuclear war that i s not winnable and must not be fought. 
How can one r a t i o n a l i z e the elaborate preparations being made to a t t a i n m i l i t a r y 
advantage, as well as the t r i l l i o n s of do l l a r s being appropriated to modernize 
nuclear arsenals i n order to negotiate from a so-called position of strength? I f 
I may quote the distinguished Ambassador Dubey of India, i n h i s statement before 
t h i s Conference on 1 March 1984, " I t i s i n the f i e l d of the nuclear-arms race that 
we hear the t a l k of countries preparing f o r nuclear war i n order to avert i t ; 
nations amassing nuclear weapons stockpiles i n order to eliminate them; and the 
Doomsday machine being credited with the achievement of having prevented war." 
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My mind goes to the on-going wrangle i n t h i s Conference regarding the item 
"Prevention of nuclear war including a l l related matters". I have already paid 
tri b u t e to the Western group m j o i n i n g m the consensus on the i n s c r i p t i o n of that 
item on our agenda. It was a great turn around on t h e i r part. I would l i k e to 
appeal to them to bear i n mind that i n s c r i b i n g the item on the agenda i s only a 
f i r s t step. We a l l know that the most effective way to discuss an agenda item i n 
t h i s Conference i s to create a subsidiary body charged with a s p e c i f i c mandate i n 
dealing with that problem. 

My delegation finds i t d i f f i c u l t to accept the attitude of the Western group 
of countries that t h i s matter be dealt with along the l i n e s of our deliberations i n 
1983, that i s , by continuously t r y i n g to define the issues i n order to f i n d out 
i f there i s s u f f i c i e n t consensus. By such insistence, that group of States i s only 
impairing the setting i n motion of the negotiating process. United Nations 
General Assembly resolution ЗбД^З G prescribes a formula f o r dealing with t h i s 
important problem -when i t recommended that the Conference on Disarmament should 
negotiate with a view to achieving agreement on appropriate and p r a c t i c a l measures 
for the prevention of nuclear war. We f e e l that the Western group should no longer 
withhold t h e i r agreement to enable the Conference on Disarmament to set up a 
subsidiary body on t h i s all-important agenda item whose r e s p o n s i b i l i t y , among other 
things, would be to d i e n t i f y and define the areas of consensus which seem to be the 
main concern of the Western group. Чу delegation also urges that group to draw 
up a mandate that r e f l e c t s t h e i r views f o r submission to the Conference, so that i t 
can then be properly discussed by us a l l . 

The question of the prevention of nuclear war or nuclear disarmament cannot be 
treated with complacency. No one put i t more eloquently than the distinguished 
Foreign Minister of Argentina, His Excellency Mr. Dante Caputo, when he addressed 
t h i s body on 28 February 1984* °n that occasion he said, " I t i s true that the 
complex nuclear question i s p a r t i c u l a r l y i n t r i c a t e and d i f f i c u l t to tackle and 
naturally to solve. Besides, we have been t o l d t h i s over and over again. What we 
cannot accept i s that those considerations should j u s t i f y inaction and negative 
positions. The peoples of the world clamour f o r , more than clamour, they demand the 
complete removal of the threat of a n n i h i l a t i o n from t h e i r horizon and from t h e i r 
future. No demand i s more just or more legitimate than that." 

Another axiom which my delegation finds unacceptable i s the notion among 
certain delegations that since the two Superpowers possess between them over 
three-fourths of the world's nuclear weapons, the rest of us should f o l d our hands 
and wait f o r them to take the i n i t i a t i v e to reduce t h e i r arsenals. Inasmuch as 
t h i s amounts to stating the obvious, my delegation wants such delegations to r e a l i z e 
that disarmament i s an international r e s p o n s i b i l i t y and therefore requires 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l , c o l l e c t i v e and m u l t i l a t e r a l efforts to succeed. The Superpowers 
cannot do i t alone, and they alone cannot take care of the security interests of 
the rest of the world. Indeed, i t w i l l be dangerous i f they aspire to do t h i s 
alone. The remaining 38 members of t h i s Conference must therefore be able to 
j u s t i f y t h e i r raison d'être. The whole world looks up to t h i s Conference. 

My delegation warmly welcomes the re-establishment of the subsidiary body on 
chemical weapons and i s happy to note that the body has already begun i t s work under 
the e f f i c i e n t and thorough Swedish delegation headed by Ambassador Ekéus. We 
also express our sincere appreciation and thanks to Ambassador McPhail of Canada 
for the leadership role he played i n guiding the group to sincere and meaningful 
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negotiations i n 1983 • We welcome the announcement that the United States delegation 
i s to submit a draft treaty during the 1984 session of the Conference on Disarmament. 
Equally pleasing to my delegation i s the announcement by the head of the Soviet 
delegation, Ambassador Issraelyan, on 21 February 1934 that h i s country i s now 
ready to allow on-site inspection of the destruction of chemical weapons i n i t s 
t e r r i t o r y . We congratulate the Soviet Union on t h i s important "breakthrough" 
which now almost sets the stage f o r meaningful and perhaps honest and f i n a l 
concrete negotiations which should lead to в chemical-weapons treaty i n the very 
near future. This i s the time to seize the b u l l by the horns. We should not 
allow the momentum to subside. My delegation hopes that the anticipated convention 
would, among other things, provide a commitment concerning the non-production of 
chemical weapons, chemical agents and t h e i r precursors as well as the destruction 
of e x i s t i n g stockpiles of such weapons and t h e i r agents. With the drawing up of 
the convention now i n sight, my delegation urges States which already possess these 
weapons or who intended to• manufacture, deploy or stockpile such weapons on the 
basis of the technology and f a c i l i t i e s available to them, to exercise the mavi птптп 
of s e l f - r e s t r a i n t , including a moratorium on such a c t i v i t i e s . 

With regards to the comprehensive programme of disarmament, my delegation i s 
grateful to Ambassador García Robles of Mexico for the work h i s group did i n the 
1983 session and we hope the distinguished ambassador w i l l be able to continue on 
the job t h i s year. A new opportunity has arisen with the General Assembly having 
given a revised text which looks l e s s ambitious and l e s s ambiguous than the 1982 
text, which also constitutes an acceptable basis. 

Another area of serious importance to my delegation i s negative security 
guarantees. We commend the u n t i r i n g and magnificent e f f o r t s of Ambassador Amhad of 
Pakistan f o r a job well done l a s t year, but regret that he w i l l be unable to lead 
the body when i t i s eventually re-established t h i s year. Whomever the mantle f a l l s 
on t h i s year, i t i s the hope and prayer of my delegation that meaningful negotiations 
w i l l be conducted to assure non-nuclear-weapon States, i n a l e g a l l y binding 
instrument, that they w i l l not be victims of the use or threat of use of nuclear 
weapons. The majority of these States who have undertaken to be parties to the 
Non-Proliferation Treaty of 1968 have legitimately f o r f e i t e d t h e i r right to produce, 
stockpile or acquire nuclear weapons and i t i s only reasonable that they be assured 
of t h e i r security. As my delegation has repeatedly said, such declarations and 
assurances should be given without conditions. 

f F i n a l l y , Mr. President, my delegation appeals to you to work strenuously f o r 
the establishment or re-establishment of subsidiary bodies on the remaining items 
of our agenda. The spring part of the session of our Conference i s almost h a l f 
over, and i t i s not pleasant that only the subsidiary body on chemical weapons has 
resumed i t s work. We should bear i n mind that the General Assembly has recommended 
that the Conference submit i t s report and recommendations on several agenda items 
to the t h i r t y - n i n t h session of the General Assembly. Since a large part of the 
summer part of the session i s always preoccupied with preparation of reports, i t 
i s my delegation's humble opinion that i t would be be n e f i c i a l i f serious work could 
be done m t h i s spring part of the session so that the Conference can save i t s e l f 
the agonizing experience of rushing to complete i t s work i n September. 
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The PRESPEUT (translated from French): I thank the distinguished representative 
of Nigeria f o r h i s statement and for the kind words he addressed to the President. 

I now give the f l o o r to the distinguished representative of the Netherlands, 
Mr. Ramaker. 

Mr. RAMAKFiR (Netherlands): Mr. President, permit me f i r s t of a l l to extend 
to you the warmest congratulations on behalf of my delegation, as well as on my 
personal behalf, on your assumption of the Presidency of the Conference on Disarmament 
t h i s month. My delegation was most g r a t i f i e d to see the energetic way i n which you 
took up the pending problems of the Conference. I am convinced that your determined 
guidance w i l l y i e l d the desired results and I wish to assure you of my delegation's 
f u l l cc—operation. My delegation wishes to take t h i s opportunity to pay trib u t e to 
Ambassador Turbanski who, as the f i r s t President of the Conference on Disarmament, 
set the Conference's work i n motion i n a way which could hardly be over-estimated. 
We owe i t not least to h i s s k i l l , and the very personal way i n which he directed -
our work, that i t has proved possible to make an early start with part of our 
substantive work. 

In the f i r s t months of existence of the new-bom Conference on Disarmament I 
have d i f f i c u l t y i n r e s i s t i n g the temptation to paraphrase a well-known old adage i n 
saying: "Le Comité est mort, vive l a Conférence du Désarmementl" — "The Committee 
i s dead, long l i v e the Conference on Disarmament 1". Such a statement could lend 
i t s e l f to many different interpretations. One way of looking at i t would be to say 
that the Committee ceased to exist before i t s i n i t i a l s came to stand f o r "Cemetery of 
Disarmament", as one delegation i n t h i s h a l l has occasionally put i t . In t h i s view, 
upgrading the single m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body i n the f i e l d of disarmament to 
the l e v e l of a conference would ce r t a i n l y have b e n e f i c i a l effects and thus give r i s e 
to optimism about the future of disarmament. An opposing view, however, i s equally 
possible. I t could be b r i e f l y described i n the words: " A l l problems remain 
unchanged, business as usual". 

The Netherlands delegation to the Committee on Disarmament, f o r i t s part, has 
i n the past, whenever i t brought forward i t s views on the p o s s i b i l i t i e s and the 
lim i t a t i o n s of the Committee, attempted to marry reason to optimism, realism as to 
what could be done to ambition as to what should be done. • In t h i s vein my delegation 
readily admits that the Committee could not take pride i n the achievement of any 
disarmament agreement. 

On the other hand, we f e e l that the Committee should not enter history being 
blamed that i t achieved nothing at a l l . The Committee's agenda, for one thing, 
throughout the years of i t s existence, came to cover wider and wider areas. 
Prevention of nuclear war, including a l l related matters, i s one example. The 
prevention of an arms race m outer space i s another. My delegation welcomed the 
inclusi o n of these new spheres of action, not only because of t h e i r inherent 
importance, but also because i t considered t h i s to be a clear proof of the fact that 
the Committee did not exist i n i s o l a t i o n from the p o l i t i c a l r e a l i t y surrounding i t . 
The outside world appealed to the Committee on Disarmament and i t responded as, I 
am sure, the Conference w i l l continue to do. Moreover, contributions by delegations 
under these agenda items, both oral and i n w r i t i n g , already greatly helped to 
i d e n t i f y the parameters of the problem areas concerned. And to my delegation a l l 
t h i s i s indispensable i f one wishes to f a c i l i t a t e future substantive negotiations. 
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A great deal of progress could he made m the Committee as well on some of the 
issues contained i n the older agenda items. The continuing e f f o r t s to bring about 
a comprehensive chemical-weapons ban can be c i t e d as an example. I s h a l l revert to 
t h i s subject-matter, which w i l l be the main subject of my statement of today, i n a 
few minutes. Suffice i t to say f o r the moment that i n my delegation's view, too 
negative an opinion on the Committee's achievements during the years of i t s existence 
does not seem to be j u s t i f i e d . Before devoting some attention to our work on the 
completion of a comprehensive chemical-weapons ban, Mr. President, allow me to make 
a few observations of a more general nature on some organizational aspects of the 
task facing us. 

As the Committee was rechristened a Conference i t was g r a t i f y i n g f o r my 
delegation to note that the new Conference, i n i t s dealing with procedural matters, 
did not repeat i t s predecessor's very disappointing performance of l a s t year.' This 
year i t took exactly three weeks to start up, so to speak, i t s f i r s t substantive 
work i n re-establishing a subsidiary body of the Conference on chemical weapons. 
Yeb, three weeks to us i s s t i l l too long, p a r t i c u l a r l y i f one takes into account 
that the foundations f o r an early resumption of the substantive work on the subject 
were already l a i d i n advance, at the end of the prolonged 1983 session of the Ad Hoc 
Working Group on Chemical Weapons. My delegation therefore deems i t timely to r e c a l l 
the proposals made l a s t year by the delegations of Kenya, Argentina and Yugoslavia — 
and the distinguished Ambassador of Yugoslavia once again drew our attention to t h i s 
the other day—aimed at smoothing out our working methods and procedures. Careful 
consideration of t h e i r ideas could help us considerably to avoid delays i n the 
resumption of our substantive work by removing procedural hurdles which i n essence 
are quite unnecessary. 

Many of the problems recurring each year at the outset of the session have 
to do with different interpretations among delegations of the consequences, f o r the 
practice of our day-to-day work, of the negotiating character of the Conference. 
Some delegations f e e l that t h i s negotiating character c a l l s r i g h t away f o r the 
creaton of subsidiary bodies provided with negotiating mandates f o r a l l items on 
the agenda. Maybe from a merely theoretical and conceptual point of view something 
can be said m favour of such an approach. Let us avoid, however, allowing the 
best to become the enemy of the good. In some instances, and indeed the most v i t a l 
yet most complicated ones, for instance, prevention of nuclear war and of an arms 
race m outer space, a great deal of serious preparatory work can and should be 
undertaken before the negotiating phase m the proper sense of the word w i l l come 
i n sight. My delegation sees no reason why we should not in s e r t a note of realism 
i n our work. It rejects the contention that what i n i t s view amounts to looking 
r e a l i t y i n the face, has the u l t e r i o r motive of hiding an unwillingness to come at 
some point to terms on substance. There i s no reason whatsoever why t h i s should be 
the inevitable outcome. Quite the contrary i s true. 

I f I may use a metaphor: a clearer picture of the a r t i c l e to be purchased can 
often whet the appetite of the customer and as a re s u l t cause a growing desire 
on h i s part to participate i n moulding the a r t i c l e ' s ultimate design. 

In other words, Mr. President, l e t us t r y to "demythologise" the concept of 
negotiations as i t i s so often used i n the Committee on Disarmament. 
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Very often the desire to formulate right away the mandates of subsidiary 
bodies i n terms of negotiations has tempted delegations to apply, i n one way or 
the other, forms of t o t a l l y a r t i f i c i a l linkage between greatly d i f f e r i n g subject-items 
Let me state i n a l l c l a r i t y that t h i s practice harms the orderly progress of our 
substantive work. The victims are often those cases i n which a l l the material 
and tools are available f o r f r u i t f u l work. I t seems to me that where substantive 
progress can be made, we should seize the opportunity and reject a r t i f i c i a l 
b a r r i e r s . 

Let me stress at the same time that our opposition to any form of linkage should 
not be mistaken for a lack of interest f o r those subjects on which no consensus yet 
e x i s t s , while t h e i r urgency i s contested by no delegation. The emphasis we placed, 
for instance, on the e a r l i e s t possible continuation of our substantive work with 
regard to a.,chemical-weapons ban i s solely to be attributed to the r e l a t i v e l y 
advanced,stage we f e e l t h i s subject-matter lias reached. This i s a pragmatic 
assessment which i n no way diminishes our f u l l support for an early substantive 
consideration of any measure relevant to the prevention of a nuclear war. A, 
thorough consideration of t h i s should be taken up without delay. We have material 
to that end at our disposal, such as, f o r example, the suggestions contained i n a 
working document presented by the delegation of Belgium i n document CD/38O. The 
urgency of the matter also prompts my delegation to r e c a l l today that i t sees the 
early conclusion of a genuinely comprehensive test ban as being of v i t a l importance, 
as an end not only i n i t s e l f but also i n the wider context of nuclear arms control 
and disarmament and non-proliferation. Moreover, and more s p e c i f i c a l l y , progress 
towards a CTB would enhance the prospects f o r a succesful outcome of the forthcoming 
Third Review Conference of the Non-Proliferation Treaty. 

My delegation furthermore notes that the more narrowly defined subject of 
prevention of an arms race i n outer space derives a great deal of i t s v i t a l 
importance equally from the fact that many of i t s elements have a direct bearing on 
the issue of the prevention of nuclear war. The continued v a l i d i t y of the ABM treaty 
concluded between the two major Powers and i t s underlying philosophy should be 
mentioned i n t h i s context. 

Mr. President, allow me to return now to the subject of a comprehensive 
chemical-weapons ban, the agenda item that our programme of work i d e n t i f i e s f o r 
plenary discussion t h i s week, to which the remainder of my statement of today w i l l 
be devoted. 

The e f f o r t s of the international community to render impossible the use of 
chemical weapons and remove these weapons e n t i r e l y from the face of the earth have 
indeed a long h i s t o r y . The employment of poison or poisoned weapons was e x p l i c i t l y 
proscribed as long ago as i n 1874-, "bhe year i n which the Brussels Conference adopted 
i t s International Declaration on the matter. This prohibition has since been repeated 
i n various forms (when, f o r example, the development of asphyxiating gases had to 
be taken into account), i n a variety of international instruments of which the 1925 
Geneva Protocol stands out as the one most widely adhered to. 

E f f o r t s to reach a complete ban on chemical weapons continued i n the League 
of Nations Disarmament Conference. Success at one point seemed imminent. In 1933 
the United Kingdom submitted a draft disarmament convention containing elaborate 
provisions f o r an extensive prohibition of chemical and b i o l o g i c a l weapons. The 
draft included a ban on preparations f o r chemical and b i o l o g i c a l warfare i n times 
of peace as well as of war, an appraoch followed i n recent years i n the Committee 
on Disarmament by the delegation of Sweden. 
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As over the years negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons and t h e i r 
use went on, issues of v e r i f i c a t i o n received increasing attention. The Disarmament 
Conference of the League of Nations i n t e n s i v e l y examined proposals f o r investigating 
v i o l a t i o n s of the prohibition on use, f o r an international information and 
documentation service f o r protection against chemical weapons and even f o r the 
establishment of an international c a r t e l of chemical industries to ensure that the 
c i v i l i a n chemical industry would not be used f o r concealing production f o r weapons 
purposes. 

In the post-World-War-H period renewed attention f o r a chemical-weapons ban 
followed reports on the effects of chemical and b i o l o g i c a l weapons published by 
the United Nations Secretary-General and by the World Health Organization. After 
the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Disarmament Committee was enlarged m 19^9 
and carried on as the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, agreement was 
reached i n the CCD i n 1971 to consider the problem of b i o l o g i c a l weapons i n i t s e l f 
and to submit a separate convention thereon to the General Assembly. 

Ever since the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament and i t s , now two, 
successors have been negotiating i n order to complete the remainder of the task 
l e f t to i t with the adoption of the Convention on B i o l o g i c a l Weapons. The Netherlands 
has been a c t i v e l y p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the elaboration of a Chemical Weapons Convention 
since I969. 

The recent negotiating hist o r y on chemical weapons has demonstrated a tendency 
to place t h i s subject more and more i n the context of East-West r e l a t i o n s . I t i s 
true of course that chemical weapons do have t h e i r share m the arsenals of East 
and West. I t should be stressed, however, that notwithstanding the d e f i n i t i o n of 
chemical weapons as weapons of mass destruction m 1948 the balance of t e r r o r between 
the two sidej has never been es s e n t i a l l y dependent on these weapons. Case-histories 
of proven and alleged uses of chemical weapons i n the developing world, moreover, 
make i t abundantly clear that countries i n the l a t t e r part of the world have 
compelling reasons to be as concerned as those i n the Northern hemisphere and also 
to put as much e f f o r t as possible i n the early conclusion of a t r u l y comprehensive 
chemical-weapons ban. 

My delegation feels more strongly than ever before that the conclusion of such 
a ban has come within reach and the time i s now ripe to take up the f i n a l stages of 
our work with reasonable confidence m a successful outcome i n the foreseeable 
future. 

My delegation was l e d to t h i s b e l i e f by, amongst other things, the recent 
announcement of the Secretary of State of the United States, Mr. Shultz, to the 
effect that his country intends to submit, i n the very near future, a complete 
draft convention. The Netherlands welcomed t h i s announcement at the time as a 
s i g n i f i c a n t step forward, and I wish to repeat t h i s today, though no delegation 
should of course underestimate the time and e f f o r t that remains to be invested i n 
the negotiations of a consensus text. 

The Netherlands welcomes as well the statement delivered by the distinguished 
representative of the Soviet Union, Ambassador Issraelyan, on 21 February l a s t , 
announcing a s i g n i f i c a n t change i n the position of h i s country on some aspects of 
the question of v e r i f y i n g compliance with the future chemical-weapons ban. In £he 
view of my delegation, Ambassador Issraelyan's statement on that point constitutes 
an important step towards general agreement on a complex set of issues related to 
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stockpile destruction, including i n i t i a l declarations and v e r i f i c a t i o n thereof. 
My delegation i s convinced that i t w i l l he possible to reach a comprehensive agreement 
on the question of stockpiles during the 1984 session of the Conference i n a process 
of mutual rapprochement and a s p i r i t of understanding f o r each other's problems. 

I t i s hard to think of a more propitious setting f o r the introduction of 
document CD/445» e n t i t l e d "Size and structure of a chemical disarmament inspectorate", 
which my delegation intends to submit to the consideration of t h i s Conference 
today. This Working Paper aims at addressing f o r the f i r s t time some of the p r a c t i c a l , 
mainly administrative, implications of the v e r i f i c a t i o n schemes i n the framework of 
the future chemical weapons convention as envisaged by the Netherlands and other 
members of the Western Group. I t may be i n t e r e s t i n g to note that these include the 
administrative consequences of a continuous on-site inspection by representatives of 
the projected international inspectorate as referred to by the head of the Soviet 
delegation on 21 February. 

Aft e r some general introductory remarks on the v e r i f i c a t i o n needs of the future 
convention, the document proceeds to a categorization of the different kinds of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n which the various undertakings foreseen i n the convention w i l l make 
necessary. The document uses a number of general assumptions b a s i c a l l y r e l a t i n g 
to the function of an international inspectorate, as well as a number of more s p e c i f i c 
assumptions with regard to the various categories of v e r i f i c a t i o n the convention 
w i l l necessitate. 

On the basis of these assumptions the document seeks to demonstrate that the 
administrative consequences of our ideas on the matter of v e r i f i c a t i o n remain 
safely within manageable confines. 

One of the key assumptions we had to make had to do with the "output" of an 
international inspector. The evident example was the International Atomic Energy 
Agency i n Vienna which proved to be a highly useful frame of reference. As the 
nature of a c t i v i t i e s that need inspection under a chemical weapons convention d i f f e r 
from those the IAEA has to deal with, a number of adjustments had to be made. 
Amongst the various problem areas with respect to the v e r i f i c a t i o n of a chemical 
weapons convention, the one on v e r i f i c a t i o n of non-production i s dealt with i n 
r e l a t i v e d e t a i l . This i s admittedly an area fraught with mines and traps. As we 
a l l r e a l i z e , v e r i f i c a t i o n of non-production should not intrude unduly i n the 
functioning of the c i v i l i a n industry and i t s commercial operations. 

Nevertheless, a minimum of confidence concerning non-production as well w i l l be 
essential to the survival of the convention. P o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r circumvention that 
would be a l l too r e a d i l y available, l e t alone loopholes, could well be extremely 
harmful to such confidence i f l e f t without any regulation. The slumbering 
c a p a b i l i t i e s inherent i n the very nature of the means of production f o r permitted 
non-chemical-weapon purposes cannot be l e f t out of consideration. One of the 
conclusions of the present document i s that the size of the inspectorate i s to a 
rather large degree determined by t h i s category of v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

The main conclusion of the document i s that our assumptions indicate that the 
future international inspectorate w i l l be r e l a t i v e l y l i m i t e d i n s i z e . The assumptions 
suggest a number of 355 inspectors and supporting s t a f f f o r the duration of the 
period of destruction and elimination, estimated, as we know, to l a s t about 10 years. 
A f t e r t h i s i n i t i a l period i n the l i f e of the future convention, t h i s t o t a l w i l l 
decrease to an approximate maximum number of 140 o f f i c i a l s , a smaller number than 
the comparable part of the IAEA secretariat. 
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In concluding my intervention of today, I wish to turn b r i e f l y to the s p e c i f i c 
subject of non-use. In the view of the Netherlands, the verification-system to be 
created by the future chemical weapons convention must be a comprehensive one and 
therefore include a prohibition of use. I t i s a l l very w e l l , and indeed e s s e n t i a l , 
to aim at the f u l l v e r i f i a b i l i t y of the prohibition of development, of production, 
of s t o c k p i l i n g , of retention and of transfer of chemical weapons. But I daresay 
that through the years we a l l have gained a greater awareness of the p r a c t i c a l 
l i m i t a t i o n s that may w e l l prevent us from achieving perfection. The need to take 
into account legitimate security interests as well as the need to avoid undue 
intrusiveness of the inspection of the chemical industry can be c i t e d i n t h i s context 
to i l l u s t r a t e what we have i n mind. I t i s clear that indications of use, i n 
v i o l a t i o n of international law, would imply eo ipso that treaty obligations as to 
destruction and non-production etc. had possibly been viol a t e d . Thus, use can 
constitute the v e r i f i a b l e summit of a huge undetected, l a r g e l y submerged, iceberg of 
v i o l a t i o n s . I therefore wish to stress that the inspectorate, roughly outlined 
e a r l i e r i n my statement, i s duly t a i l o r e d to ensure v e r i f i c a t i o n of non-use. 

The requirement of an adequate provision on non-use i n the scope of the 
convention i s not intended t o — a n d should i n no w a y — p r e j u d i c e the importance of-
assuring continued authority f o r the 1925 Geneva Protocol. This international 
instrument w i l l be of p a r t i c u l a r relevance i n the i n i t i a l phase a f t e r the entry 
into force of the convention, when a l l stocks and means of production w i l l not yet 
have been eliminated. 

What I just stated on the v e r i f i c a t i o n of use i s equally relevant f o r reports 
on alleged use, such as that recently heard from the Foreign Minister of Iran, 
Mr. V e l a y a t i , i n t h i s very Conference. Reports l i k e h i s must never be underestimated. 
Meanwhile reports, such as those obtained through impartial independent observers, 
pointing to recent use of chemical weapons have become increasingly convincing. 
This s i t u a t i o n prompts the Government of the Netherlands to express i t s gravest 
concern, a concern that i t evidently shares with the world community. Use of 
chemical weapons by 4 whomever and wherever i n the world demands condemnation i n 
categorical terms. 

The Netherlands expresses i t s s a t i s f a c t i o n about the decision of the 
Secretary-General of the United Nations to conduct an investigation into possible 
vi o l a t i o n s of the Geneva Protocol of 1925 m the c o n f l i c t i n the Gulf area. This 
decision i s f u l l y i n keeping with the role of the United Nations i n maintaining 
international peace and security i n general and can be seen i n p a r t i c u l a r as a 
further e f f o r t on the part of the Organization to bring that war, so devastating i n 
terms of human l i f e and material resources, to an end. The Netherlands appeals 
once again to both parties f u l l y to cc—operate with these e f f o r t s . 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the representative of the 
Netherlands f o r his statement and f o r the kind words he addressed to the 
President. 

I now give the f l o o r to the distinguished representative of Bulgaria, 
Ambassador Te l l a l o v . 
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Mr. TELLALOV (Bulgaria) Comrade President, I would l i k e to a v a i l myself 
of t h i s opportunity to congratulate you once again most c o r d i a l l y on the 
assumption of the presidency for the month of March, and to wish you further 
success i n the discharge of your responsible duties. For me, i t i s a p a r t i c u l a r 
pleasure to welcome you, Comrade Datcu, the representative of our good neighbour, 
s o c i a l i s t Romania, and to reiterate our s a t i s f a c t i o n with the excellent 
co-operation which exists between our peoples and countries i n a l l spheres of 
l i f e . 

I would l i k e also to express my delegation's acknowledgement of the 
excellent work done by the President for the month of February, 
Ambassador Turbanski of Poland. 

Today, the delegation of the People's Republic of Bulgaria would l i k e to take 
the f l o o r on agenda item 3, "Prevention of nuclear war, including a l l related 
matters." 

I s h a l l not conceal that one of my motives i n speaking i s my country's 
disappointment with the unsatisfactory results of the work of the Conference on 
the issue of preventing nuclear war. I t would be s u f f i c i e n t to point out that 
i n the course of the period since the adoption of resolution 36/81 В i n the 
autumn of 1981 — which marked the beginning of a series of General Assembly 
resolutions c a l l i n g for p r a c t i c a l steps to prevent nuclear war — u n t i l the 
present day, the only "real success" i s the inclusion of a separate item on t h i s 
issue i n the agenda of the Conference on Disarmament. Such a state of a f f a i r s 
i s quite disappointing. At a time when the problem of the prevention of nuclear 
war has become a primary concern for m i l l i o n s of people around the world, the 
Conference on Disarmament, entrusted with the task of conducting negotiations 
for the purpose of achieving a p r a c t i c a l solution to t h i s issue, i s actually 
i d l e . 

Meanwhile, the danger of a thermonuclear c o n f l i c t i s on the increase. New 
nuclear-weapon systems have appeared, the cha r a c t e r i s t i c s of which make them 
more suitable for carrying out a f i r s t , so-called "pre-emptive", s t r i k e . 
Doctrines have been elaborated which admit the idea of waging and winning a 
nuclear war. 

Tn h*s recently published book "Li f e after nuclear war", Arthur Katz, the 
American s p e c i a l i s t on the economic and s o c i a l consequences of a nuclear war, 
formulates the following assessment: 

"The influence of technology and i t s a b i l i t y to enhance the 
c r e d i b i l i t y of nuclear 'war f i g h t i n g 1 was evident i n the change i n 
united States strategic policy represented by Presidential Directive 59 
issued i n 1980. Although characterized as extending deterrence to blunt 
the impacts of sophisticated small-scale nuclear attacks, i t nevertheless 
r e f l e c t s a changed technological r e a l i t y , that brings us closer to a 
model of low-level nuclear war " 

For the peoples of Europe and the whole world the danger of a nuclear 
catastrophe has r i s e n , p a r t i c u l a r l y i n connection with the deployment of new 
united States medium-range missiles i n Uestern Europe. 



CD/PV.249 
18 

(Mr. Tellalov, Bulgaria) 

My delegation, as well as a l l others which share the concern about a -
"low-level nuclear war", to borrow the phrase from Dr. Katz, have already spoken 
about the various aspects of t h i s menace to international peace and security. 

A new dangerous element i n the arms race i s the Pentagon's endeavour to 
place new weapon-systems i n outer space. The implementation of these designs 
would not remove the threat from e x i s t i n g nuclear arsenals. I t would rather 
make t h e i r use more probable. The arms race i n outer space carries with i t a 
manifold increase of the r i s k of a nuclear war. 

To draw attention to the growing danger of a nuclear c o n f l i c t i s not enough 
from the point of view of the requirements stemming from the s p e c i f i c s of the 
Conference on Disarmament. What i s needed i s a comprehensive p r a c t i c a l approach 
towards the issue of elaDorating measures for preventing nuclear war. That i s 
the approach of the s o c i a l i s t countries, including the People's Republic of Bulgaria, 
and i t i s reflected i n a number of documents, i n p a r t i c u l a r CD/355, CD/406, 
submitted by the German Democratic Republic, and CD/434-

My delegation has often dwelled on the merits of such measures as the 
non-first-use of auclear weapons and the freeze of nuclear arsenals. The 
effectiveness and a p p l i c a b i l i t y of these two measures are receiving increasingly 
active support from a number of governments, as i s evident from relevant 
resolutions of the thirty-eighth session of the United Nations General Assembly. 

Out of the spectrum of measures for the prevention of nuclear war proposed 
by the s o c i a l i s t countries, some are designed to s e t t l e , on a p r i o r i t y basis, 
the p o l i t i c a l task of removing the immediate threat of a nuclear c o n f l i c t 
hanging over mankind; others of these measures seek to shape an international 
l e g a l form for international obligations to be assumed i n t h i s f i e l d . A t h i r d 
group of measures i s aimed at the non-admissibility of creating a material 
basis for new weapon-systems, including i n outer space — systems which could 
destab i l i z e the strategic s i t u a t i o n and thus enhance the r i s k s of a nuclear 
war. 

In t h i s connection the Bulgarian delegation welcomes the further 
development of t h i s approach i n the speech delivered by K.U. Chernenko, 
General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the 
Soviet Union on 2 March. The Soviet leader mapped out the main norms which 
should govern relations among the nuclear-weapon States, and proposed that 
these norms be mutually recognized and be made of mandatory character. A major 
fo c a l point of t h i s idea i s the s i n g l i n g out, as a primary goal, of the 
prevention of nuclear war, as well as the readiness to press step-by-step, 
on the basis of the p r i n c i p l e of equal security, for the reduction of 
nuclear arms up to t h e i r complete l i q u i d a t i o n i n a l l t h e i r v a r i e t i e s . 
Furthermore4, the proposals envisage the solution of additional issues related 
to nuclear weapons, something which w i l l give the measures on the prevention 
of nuclear war a comprehensive and l a s t i n g character. 
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I should like to add that roy delegation regards the proposals on the 
obligations of the nuclear-weapon States as being entirely consistent with 
paragraph 58 and other relevant paragraphs of the Final Document of the 
f i r s t special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

Naturally, the ideas contained in the speech of the Soviet leader, 
Mr. Chernenko, have a much wider scope and importance. They have been Welcomed 
Ь/ responsible circles throughout the world as a reiteration of the peaceful 
course of the Soviet Union. It i s now for the West to respond in a positive 
manner to the constructive approach of the USSR. 

One of the areas in which the Cor ference on Disarmament should make i t s 
own contribution ro reversing the negative developments in international affairs 
is the solution of the prevention of nuclear war. In order for the efforts of 
the States which are interested in the elaboration of appropriate practical 
measures on the prevention of nuclear war to be conducive to reaching decisions, 
the whole ргосезз of elaboration and agreement upon such measures ought to be 
c.™r.r.2ir.edi.-. a subsidiary negotiating body. As stated in document CD/434, a 
group of socialist countries hes proposed a formula for the mandate of such a 
body. The mandate proposed by u s is sufficiently flexible and provides a margin 
for taking into consideration a l l ideas and viewpoints. In practical terms this 
means that in a future working body the necessary attention w i l l be devoted to 
a l l suggestions submitted so far oy the socialist countries, the Group of 21 and 
the Western countries. On the other hand we ought to allow for a certain 
graduation of the measures from the point of view of their scope and effectiveness. 
Finding precise *nd mutually acceptable c r i t e r i a to determine priorities among 
individual measures can oe feasible, of course, only as a result of harmonizing 
-he ideas of the various delegations. As for my delegation, i t i s ready to 
share soma of i t s cons]derations in this respect now. 

It is interesting to note that resolutions 37/78 and 38/l<33 G make a 
distinction between the issue of the prevention of nuclear war as such, and 
the i3sue of the reduction of the risks of nuclear war. Both issues are 
'•of the highest priority and of v i t a l interest to a l l the peoples of the 
world". Therefore, measures have to be adopted in these two spheres. 

It i s the considered view of the Bulgarian delegation that the successful 
solution of the issue of reducing the risks of nuclear war, though desirable, 
would not eliminate the real саизеэ of the threat of nuclear war. Consequently, 
the adoption of measures in this area without implementing measures to prevent 
nuclear war would not Le sufficient. 

Proceeding from these premises and having m mind the relevant proposals 
put forward by different countries, the Bulgarian delegation would suggest 
the following structure of measures: 

A. Priority measures to prevent nuclear war; 

B. Legil measures ior the prevention of nuclear war and tne strengthening 
of the regiu-i of non-use of force in international relations; 

C. Measures aimed at reducing the risks of nuclear war. 
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An analysis of the positions taken by a number of delegations on the issue 
of prevention of nuclear war would indicate a generally-shared conviction that 
the immediate danger of an outbreak of nuclear war in present-day circumstances 
emanates above a l l from tne creation by certain countries of a nuclear f i r s t -
strike potential, based on qualitatively new nuclear-weapon systems, the 
promotion of doctrines permitting the use of nuclear weapons etc., as well as 
the concept of minimizing the distinction between nuclear and conventional weapons. 

Therefore, measures aimed at the renunciation by a l l nuclear-weapon States of 
the first-use of nucle?r weapons, at a freeze on their nuclear arsenals, ^oth 
quantitatively and qualitatively, and at the declaration by a l l nuclear-weapon 
States of a moratorium on a l l ruclear explosions, pending the conclusion of a 
treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests, have a 
distinct priority over a l l other measures. 

Measures aimed at limiting the scope of the arms race — particularly in 
those areas in which i t is most likely that destabilizing effects would arise — 
could also be included in this group. Here I have in mind measures aimed 
inter a l i a at preventing an arms race in outer space. 

The abo^e-mentioned considerations are without prejudice to proposals such 
as the conclusion of a convention on the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons, 
a treaty on the non-use of force in international relations, as well as a treaty 
between the countries of the Warsaw Treaty Organization and the countries of 
NATO on the mutual renunciation of the use of military force and on the 
maintenance of peaceful relations. 

Bearing in mind that there are further poss i b i l i t i e s for perfecting the 
system for preventing the outbreak of an accidental nuclear war, steps such as 
preventing a'.cidental or unauthorized use of nuclear* weapons, avoiding the 
possibility .of surprise attacks etc., rhould also be elaborated. 

In suggesting thjs structure of measures, the Bulgarian delegation wishes 
to draw the attention of the Conference to an organizational framework which l a 
consonant With the urgency of the tas'< of preventing nuclear war, takes into 
account the widely acknowledged pr-icnties in this f i e l d and i s based on a legal 
concept foi- the ultitr-ate solution of the problem of prevention of nuclear war. 

The suggested approach i s not prejudicial to tne discussion, provided i t i s 
held in a subsidiary body, of " a l l related matters", on which emphasis is placed 
in documents CD/357, submitted by the Federal Republic of Germany, and CD/411, 
submitted by a group of Western countries. However, my delegation disagrees with 
the obvious tendenev iл those documents to substitute the negotiation of measures 
by the idea of "develoDing a view of the f u l l scope of the subject-matter (of 
prevention of nuclear ъаг) b> considering an indicative l i s t of sub-items." 

Comrade "resident, in conclusion my delegation wishes to express i t s 
readiness to participate in tne consultations taking place under your presidency 
with a view to achieving a common understanding regarding the setting up of a 
subsidiary body on the prevention of nuclear war and on i t s appropriate mandate. 
№ile my delegation plerges i t s support for this method, i t wishes, at the same 
time, to appeal to a l l interested delegations to intensify efforts so that a 
mutually acceptable solution may be found as quickly as possible, in accordance 
with the urgency and tne importance of the issue of preventing nuclear war. 
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The PRESIDENT (translated from French; : I thank the representative 
of Bulgaria for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the 
President. 

In accordance with the-decision taken by the Conference at i t s 
248th plenary meeting, I now give tne floor to the distinguished representative 
of Turkey, Ambassador Turkmen. 

Mr. TURKMEN (Turkey): Mr. President, I wish to thank the members of the. 
Conference for this opportunity to make a statement. It i s extremely gratifying 
that I take the floor at a time when the representative of Romania i s • i n 
the Chair. Indeed, not only do Turkey and Romania enjoy close and f r u i t f u l ties 
of friendly and neighbourly co-operation, but you happen to be an old colleague 
and friend for whom I have the greatest esteem. 

My Government has welcomed the renaming of the Committee on Disarmament^as 
the Conference on Disarmament, lie hope that this more appropriate name for the 
only world-wide multilateral negotiating body on disarmament matters w i l l also 
signal a renewed effort for progress on v i t a l issues confronting the Conference. 

The Conference i s meeting this year at a time when the international situation 
is causipg grave concern for a l l countries of the world. The, crucial negotiations 
on the reduction of strategic and intermediate-range nuclear forces between the 
United'Spates and the Soviet Union have been suspenaed amidst increased tension 
and a disturbing level of mutual recrimination and mistrust). ,ïhe international 
situation has been further darkened by che ominous developments in the 1 

Middle East. We a l l realize that no progress can be achieved without determined): 
and persistent efforts by both countries to resume the dialogue and to recreate 
г minimum degree of confidence between them. 

Because of i t s geographical situation Turkey, a developing,country, has to 
devote substantial,resources to i t s Jefance. Our country i s , on, the other hand, 
adjoining an area which has become the focal point of tension and instability 
and, where a devastating and increasingly cruel war has been going on for more 
than three years without any immediate prospect of peace, We therefore share 
intensely.the aspirations for an improvement in the international climate, an 
end to bloodshed in regional conflicts, a real detente between,East and West ,and 
concrete progress in the f i e l d of disarmament, in order tp promote peace and . 
enhance security. 

In this present climate of international relations, we have seen a ray of 
hope m the convening in Stockholm of the Confepence on Confidence- and Security-
Euilding Measures-,and Disarmament in Europe. This Conference can greatly 
contribute to detente and arms control and disarmament, i f i t [succeeds in 
adopting measures which w i l l increase mutual confidence and security. The 
Stockholm Conference, following the satisfactory conclusion of the 
Madrid Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe, has demonstrated the 
existence of a firm intention to pursue the dialogue notwitnstanding adverse 
international circumstances. Ue intend to take an active part in the 
Stockholm Conference, as we did m the other fora which have preceded i t and to, 
contribute to the aim of working out m i l i t a r i l y significant, p o l i t i c a l l y binding 
and verifiable confidence-building measures which could be implemented 
throughout Europe„ 
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We equally feel satisfaction over the expected resumption óf the 
Mutual and Balanced Force Reductions (MBFR) talks in Vienna. Conscious of the 
dáñgers~of the arms race, not only in*the nuclear f i e l d but also in the 
conventional f i e l d , we attach great importance to the MBFR talks between the 
NATO* and Warsaw Pact countries. We are convinced that the reduction of 
forces in Central Europe w i l l constitute a step forward in the direction of 
establishing equilibrium oetween the two military alliances at a lower level 
of armaments than the present one, provided that guarantees for the security 
of flank countries like Turkey are included. 

At the present stage, whe*e deep anxiety i s mingled with uncertain hope, 
the work of the Conference on Disarmament acquires great significance. A 
breakthrough on even one of the issues coming within the purview of this 
Conference w i l l generate a feeling of trust and exert constructive influence 
on other arras control and disarmament negotiations and on East-West relations 
in general. In this context, we share the view that priority should be given 
to an agreement on chemical weapons. Turkey, which signed the 1925 Geneva Protocol 
as long ago as 1929, looks forward to a broader agreement complementing i t . 

An agreement on the destruction of chemical weapons and the banning of 
their development, production and stockpiling requires an effective verification 
system. There have been remarkable developments in the procedures and techniques 
for the verification of non-production. Turkey, like so many countries, also 
welcomes the constructive approach of the representative of the Soviet Union, 
Ambassador Issraelyan ; on 21 February regarding a permanent presence of 
representatives of international control agencies at the f a c i l i t i e s where 
destruction of these weapons w i l l take place. 

This approach and the positive reaction i t has e l i c i t e d w i l l , we hope, 
give a new impetus to the worK of the Conference in the f i e l d of chemical 
weapons. We anticipate that the draft convention which w i l l soon be 
submitted by the United States w i l l be instrumental in channelling the 
discussion towards a concrete and positive conclusion. 

As far as the proposal for a chemical weapon-free zone in Europe i s 
concerned, we hold the view that a regional approach to the problem of banning 
chemical weapons w i l l not be appropriate. If there can' be an agreement on 
the substance of a convention on chemical weapons in Europe, there i s no 
reason why such a convention should not be global in i t s scope and we are 
a l l deeply aware of the urgent need for an effective global ban. 

A comprehensive nuclear test-ban treaty has long been considered as a 
fundamental element in restraining the arms race ana preventing the 
proliferation of nuclear weapons. It would not be a disarmament measure in 
i t s e l f , but would constitute an important step forward. Needless to say, to 
be effective such a treaty would have to be binding on a l l countries possessing 
nuclear weapons. Further oelays would in our view also endanger the cause of 
non-proliferation. This Conference has been rightly reminded by many speakers 
that the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons has established a 
link between the obligations of the States possessing nuclear weapons and of 
the non-nuclear-weapon States. 
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Ue hope that the nuclear-weapon States, in their approach to the 
nuclear test-oan treaty, as well as to other areas of nuclear-arms concrol and 
disarmament, w i l l bear in mind this fundamental relationship. 

We are f u l l y aware of the potential horrors of a nuclear conflict and 
of the importance and urgency of the item concerning the prevention of nuclear war 
and a l l i t s related aspects. There is no douot that every effort should be made 
to eliminate the possibilities of a nuclear war, but i t would be illusory to 
think chat this could be achieved by focusing our attention exclusively on 
nuclear weapons, tíhat is necessary is to try to prevent war, uhether i t i s 
nuclear or conventional. It is in this context that we would like to point out 
that we find i t very d i f f i c u l t to reconcile with existing p o l i t i c a l and 
strategic realities the idea that sorae geographical areas in Europe could 
become non-nuclear havens during a nuclear exchange. 

A potential arms race in outer space is a cause of deep anxiety since we 
know that already some systems are being tested and new weapons developed. 
We hope that an agreement could rapidly evolve in the Conference as to the 
best manner this problem could be tackled. 

Much work has been done in the Conference on radiological weapons and i t 
is the hope of my Government that the d i f f i c u l t i e s which have emerged in this 
area could be surmounted. An agreement on this issue w i l l surely have a 
positive influence on other multilateral disarmament negotiations. 

Before concluding, I should like to address myself to the question of the 
enlargement of the Conference. As many of the member States are aware, my 
country has since 1978 consistently played a leading role in a l l efforts aiming 
at the enlargement of the Committee on Disarmament. Vie have welcomed the 
decision in favour of a limited enlargement as a step m the right direction, 
and we have put forward our candidacy for membership. Vie believe that a 
periodic review of the composition of the Conference on Disarmament, as 
envisaged in i t s rules of procedure, needs to be made in order to enable 
"militarily-significant" States to be admitted, as is called for by the 
Final Document of the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly devoted 
to disarmament. I can assure you, Mr. President, that i f my country should 
become a member, i t w i l l not f a i l to bring to the Conference a contribution 
commensurate with i t s long-standing commitment to peace, international security 
and disarmament. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the representative 
of Turkey for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the 
President. 

I now give the floor to the distinguished representative of the 
United States of America, Ambassador Fields. 
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Mr. FIELDS (United States of America): Mr. President, tomorrow the single 
m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament negotiating forum celebrates i t s twenty-second birthday. 
Over those 22 years since the Eighteen-Nation Disarmament Committee f i r s t met, the 
body has undergone change and growth: we are now 40 members. We have changed our 
name several times, most recently t h i s year. We have a few achievements to our 
.credit, including our contributions to the f i r s t measure designed to prevent nuclear 
war — the "hot l i n e " agreement; to the f i r s t nuclear test ban — the limited" 
test-ban treaty; to the. f i r s t p r o h i b i t i o n on the development, production and 
s t o c k p i l i n g of an entire class of weapons — the b i o l o g i c a l weapons convention; 
and to the- landmark disarmament and arms control agreement — the non-proliferation 
treaty.-,,Mr. President, that i s not too bad f o r only a 22-year old! 

I must say, however, that we must not rest on our l a u r e l s . There are many 
challenges to be met, many areas of urgent need to be addressed. Our agenda i s 
f a r from over. 

One of the great issues which confronts us today i s the unfinished agenda 
with respect to chemical weapons. 

I t i s on t h i s item that I take the f l o o r today. In my statement of 
23 February, I reiterated the importance which the United States attaches to the 
negotiation of a complete and v e r i f i a b l e ban on chemical weapons. Such a ban would 
complement e x i s t i n g international agreements and customary international law, 
including the Protocol f o r the P r o h i b i t i o n of the Use i n War of Asphyxiating, 
Poisonous or Other Gases, and of B a c t e r i o l o g i c a l Methods of Warfare, commonly 
referred to as the Geneva Protocol of 1925. 

As members of the Conference are aware, the United States has expressed 
concern over the use of chemical weapons i n various regions of the world. The 
United States strongly condemns the use of chemical weapons — whenever or wherever 
i t occurs. Consistent with t h i s p o s i t i o n , the United States has supported e f f o r t s 
by the United Nations to investigate reports of the use of ohemical weapons. The 
United States has also supported the e f f o r t s of the United Nations, pending 
eventual formal arrangements, to establish procedures to make possible the prompt 
and impartial investigation of information concerning possible v i o l a t i o n s of the 
provisions of the Geneva Protocol of 1925. I t has done so because we believe that 
the l e g a l and moral authority of t h i s instrument i s v i t a l , not only on i t s own 
terms, but because the Geneva Protocol i s an important basis' f o r our own work i n 
the f i e l d of disarmament. 

Accordingly, the United States has noted with deep concern reports tbat_ 
chemical weapons have been used i n the tragic""'Ongoing conflict" between I r a q and 
Iran. As a l l members" of the Conference are by now no doubt aware, the United States 
Department of State issued a statement on t h i s matter on 5 March. The statement 
makes clear that the United States has concluded that available evidence indicates 
that Iraq has used l e t h a l chemical weapons i n t h i s c o n f l i c t and that such a use of 
chemical weapons constitutes a serious breach of the Protocol and of related rules 
of customary international law. This s i t u a t i o n requires the urgent attention of 
the world community. In t h i s regard, we note the decision on 8 March by the 
United Nations Secretary-General, Mr. Pérez de Cuéllar, to "send experts to Iran 
to ascertain the facts with reference to allegations of chemical warfare." We 
understand that these experts have, i n f a c t , been dispatched to Teheran, and are as 
we meet today at work on t h e i r important mission. 
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The United States has been working with other nations f o r many years to 
establish a treaty banning production, development and s t o c k p i l i n g of chemical 
weapons. Secretary of State George Shultz announced i n Stockholm that we w i l l be 
presenting a draft treaty f o r the complete and v e r i f i a b l e elimination of chemical 
weapons, on a global basis. The use of chemical weapons i n v i o l a t i o n of international 
agreements and customary international law i n recent c o n f l i c t s , including the 
Iran-Iraq war, adds to the urgency of this undertaking. I t underscores the 
pressing need for a global ban on chemical weapons. 

International l e g a l constraints, based upon humanitarian concerns, guide us 
i n our efforts to stop any use of chemical weapons, hopefully before i t s t a r t s , as 
w e l l as i n our desire to ban such weapons from the face of the earth. In the same 
vein, we a l l deplore the tragic and needless loss of both Iranian and I r a q i l i v e s , 
especially those suffered through attacks on c i v i l i a n populations. We urge both 
States to respect t h e i r obligations under international conventions designed to 
mitigate the human suffering r e s u l t i n g from warfare and to accept the good of f i c e s 
offered by a number of countries and international organizations to put an end to 
the bloodshed. We note that the Secretary-General of the United Nations has cited 
the use of children by Iran as combat soldiers i n this brutal c o n f l i c t i n v i o l a t i o n 
of i t s obligations under the Geneva conventions. Thus we f i n d that the Gulf war 
i s marked by flagrant and appalling disregard not only of human l i f e but of 
international law and accepted norms of behaviour among nations. 

As we blow out the 22 candles on our birthday cake tomorrow, l e t us c o l l e c t i v e l y 
make the wish that a l l c o n f l i c t — but especially t h i s sordid and bloody war i n the 
Gulf — w i l l soon be at an end, and l e t each of us resolve anew that we s h a l l pursue 
with vigour and conviction the achievement of an effective and v e r i f i a b l e chemical 
weapons ban so that mankind w i l l never again have to fear these abhorrent weapons. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French); I thank the representative of the 
United States of America f o r h i s statement. 

That was the l a s t speaker on my l i s t f o r today. Does any other delegation 
wish to take the f l o o r ? If' not, I now intend to suspend t h i s plenary meeting, 
which w i l l be resumed af t e r t h i s afternoon's informal meeting on organizational 
matters. The informal meeting w i l l be held i n t h i s room at 3.30 p.m. 

The meeting was suspended at 12.20 p.m. and resumed at 4.P.m. 

The PRESIDENT (speaking i n English); The plenary meeting of the Conference 
on Disarmament i s resumed. 

I intend now to put before the Conference f o r decision Working Papers 
Nos. Ю 7 to 119, which have been circulated by the secretariat i n response to 
requests f o r p a r t i c i p a t i o n and further c l a r i f i c a t i o n s received from 13 non-members. 
As usual, we w i l l take up the draft decisions one by one, i n the order i n which 
the o r i g i n a l requests were received from non-members. The f i r s t request came from 
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Norway, and the relevant decision i s contained i n Working Paper No. 107. l/ 
I f there i s no objection, I w i l l take i t that the Conference adopts the draft 
decision. 

I t was so decided. 

The PRESIDENT: I s h a l l now take the request of Finland, and .the relevant 
decision i s contained i n Working Paper No. 108. 2J I f there i s no ohjeotion I 
w i l l take i t that the Conference adopts the draft decision. 

I t was so decided. 

, The PRESIDENT: I s h a l l now take the request of Denmark, and the relevant 
decision i s contained i n Working Paper No. 109. j / I f there i s no objection I 
w i l l take i t that the Conference adopts the draft decision. 

I t waB so decided. 

The PRESIDENT: I s h a l l now take the request of New Zealand, and the relevant 
decision i s contained i n Working Paper No. 110. ûj I f there i s no Objection I w i l l 
take i t that the Conference adopts the draft decision. 

I t was so decided. 

1/ "In response to the request of Norway (CD/45O and CD/451) and i n 
accordance with rules 33 to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, the Conference decides 
f o r the present to i n v i t e the representative of Norway to participate during 1984 
i n the plenary meetings of the Conference and i n the subsidiary bodies established 
under items 4» 6 and 8 of i t s agenda." 

2/ "In response to the request of Finland (CD/452 and CD/453) and i n 
accordance with rules 33 to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, the Conférence decides 
f o r the present to i n v i t e the representative of Finland to par t i c i p a t e during 1984-
i n the plenary meetings of the Conference and i n the subsidiary bodies established 
under items 4 and 6 of i t s agenda." 

j / "In response to the request of Denmark (CD/454 and CD/455) and" i n 
accordance with rules 33 to 35 of I t s rules of procedure, the Conference decides 
f o r the present to i n v i t e the representative of Denmark to participate during. 1984 
i n the plenary meetings of the Conference and i n the subsidiary body established 
under item 4 of i t s agenda." 

ûj "In response to the request of New Zealand (CD/456 and CD/457) and i n 
accordance with rules 33 to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, the Conference decides 
f o r the present to i n v i t e the representative of New Zealand to par t i c i p a t e 
during 1984 m the pleanry meetings of the Conference and i n the subsidiary body 
established under item 4 of i t s agenda." 
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The PRESIDENT: I s h a l l now take the request of Turkey, and the relevant 
decision i s contained i n Working Paper No. 111. ¿/ I f there i s no objection I " w i l l 
take i t that the Conference adopts the draft decision. 

I t was so decided. 

The PRESIDENT: I s h a l l now take the request of Bangaldesh, and the relevant 
decision i s contained i n Working Paper No. 112. 6/ I f there i s no objection I w i l l í 

take i t that the Conference adopts the draft decision. 

I t was so decided. 

The PRESIDENT: I s h a l l now take the ,request of Austria, and the relevant 
decision i s contained i n Working Paper No. 113. JJ I f there i s no objection I w i l l 
take i t that the Conference adopts the draft decision. 

I t was so decided. 

The PRESIDENT: I s h a l l now take the request of Viet Nam, and the relevant 
decision i s contained i n Working Paper No. 114. §/ I f there i s no objection Г " w i l l 
take i t that the Conference adopts the draft decision. 

I t was so decided. 

57 "In response to the request of Turkey (CD/458 and CD/459) and i n 
accordance with rules 33 to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, the Conference decides 
for the present to i n v i t e the representative of Turkey to participate during 1984 
i n the plenary meetings of the Conference and i n the subsidiary body established 
under item 4 of i t s agenda." 

6/ "In response to the request of Bangladesh (CD/460 and CD/46D and i n 
accordance with rules 33 to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, the Conference decides 
for the present to i n v i t e the representative of Bangladesh to participate 
during 1984 i n the plenary meetings of the Conference and i n the subsidiary body 
established under item 8 of i t s agenda." 

JJ "In response to the reqeust of Austria (CD/462 and CD/463) and i n 
accordance with rules 33 to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, the Conference decides 
for the present to i n v i t e the representative of Austria to participate during 1984 
i n the plenary meetings of the Conference and i n the subsidiary body established 
under item 4 of i t s agenda." 

8/ "In response to the request of Viet Nam (CD/464 and CD/465) and i n 
accordance with rules 35 to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, the Conference decides 
for the present to i n v i t e the representative of Viet Nam to address i t s plenary 
meeting on 27 March on item 6 of i t s agenda." 
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The PRESIDENT: I s h a l l now take the request of Portugal, and the relevant 
decision i s contained i n Working Paper No. 115. 9/ I f there i s no objection I w i l l 
take i t that the Conference adopts the draft decision. 

I t was so decided. 

The PRESIDENT: I s h a l l now take the request of Spain, and the relevant 
decision i s contained i n Working Paper No. 116. 10/ I f there i s no objection I 
w i l l take i t that the Conference adopts the draft decision. 

I t was so decided. 

The PRESIDENT: I s h a l l now take the request of Colombia, and the relevant 
decision i s contained i n Working Paper No. 117. 11/ I f there i s no objection I 
w i l l take i t that the Conference adopts the dr a f t decision. 

I t was so decided. 

The PRESIDENT: I s h a l l now take the request of Senegal, and the relevant 
decision iâ contained i n Working Paper No. 118. 12/ I f there i s no objection I w i l l 
take i t that the Conference adopts the draft decision. 

I t was so decided. 

2/ "In response to the request of Portugal (CD/466 and CD/467) and i n 
accordance with rules 33 to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, the Conference decides 
for the present to i n v i t e the representative of Portugal to participate during 1984 
i n thé plenary meetings of the Conference and i n the subsidiary bodies established 
under items 4 and 8 of i t s agenda." 

10/ "In response to the request of Spain (CD/468 and CD/469) and i n 
accordance with rules 35 to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, the Conference decides 
for the present to i n v i t e the representative of Spain to participate during 1984 i n 
the plenary meetings of the Conference and i n the subsidiary bodies established 
under items 4, 6 and 8 of i t s agenda." 

11/ "In response to the request of Colombia (CD/470 and CD/471) and i n 
accordance with rules 33 to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, the Conference decides 
for the present to i n v i t e the representative of Colombia to participate during 1984 
i n the plenary meetings of the Conference and i n the subsidiary bodies established 
under items 4» 6 ard 8 of i t s agenda." 

12/ "In response to the request of Senegal (CD/472 and CD/473) and i n 
accordance with rules 33 to 35<*f i t s rules of procedure, the Conference decides f o r 
the present to i n v i t e the representative of Senegal to participate during 1984 i n 
the plenary meetings of the Conference and i n the subsidiary bodies established 
under items 4> 6 and 8 of i t s agenda." 
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The PRESIDENT: I s h a l l now take the request of Switzerland, and the relevant 
decision i s contained i n Working Paper No. 119. 13_/ I f there i s no objection I w i l l 
take i t that the Conference adopts the draft decision. 

I t was so decided. 

The PRESIDENT: I already have two delegations on my l i s t and I now give the 
flo o r to Ambassador Meiszter of Hungary. 

Mr. MEISZTER (Hungary): Comrade President, allow me to begin by congratulating 
you on your succession to the Presidency of the Conference on Disarmament. I t i s 
more than a simple pleasure to see you, the representative of a neighbouring 
s o c i a l i s t country i n the Chair. As I have had the chance to admire your diplomatic 
s k i l l at another m u l t i l a t e r a l forum, I f e e l not only pleased but also confident that 
you w i l l continue to lead our Conference towards meaningful and businesslike 
negotiations, as did your predecessor, Ambassador Turbanski of Poland, during the 
usually d i f f i c u l t opening month of our yearly session. 

With your permission, Comrade President, I wish to express the s a t i s f a c t i o n 
of the Hungarian delegation over the fact that the Conference has once again 
succeeded i n overcoming another obstacle of a purely procedural nature. Such simple 
problems, however, when l e f t unsolved for long may tend to grow i n weight and 
importance, and after a while may acquire the power of creating unwelcome trends 
and precedents. We hope that the solution of the problem of - the orderly and 
unhindered par t i c i p a t i o n of non-member States i n the work of the Conference on 
Disarmament w i l l also set a good precedent for the future. 

The Hungarian delegation, l i k e the other s o c i a l i s t delegations, or I should 
rather say, the great majority of delegations present, has always been eager to 
create favourable conditions for every non-member State that feels ready to 
contribute to the e f f o r t s of t h i s body. We believe sincerely that a l l peoples 
have a v i t a l interest i n the success of what t h i s Conference i s called upon to 
do — that i s , to negotiate concrete and p r a c t i c a l measures of disarmament. 
Consequently, the representatives of those peoples have the' duty to contribute to 
our common e f f o r t s , but they must also have the righ t to participate i n our work 
whenever they f e e l that the negotiations here have a d i r e c t bearing on t h e i r 
national security. 

15/ "In response to the request from Switzerland (CD/474) and i n accordance 
with rules 33 to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, the Conference decides for the 
present to i n v i t e the representative of Switzerland to participate during 1984 i n 
the subsidiary body established under item 4 of i t s agenda." 
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This p r i n c i p l e has long been embodied i n the F i n a l Document of the 
f i r s t special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, and i n a 
somewhat more p r a c t i c a l manner, i n our rules of procedure. In most cases the rules 
have been applied properly and usually with great f l e x i b i l i t y . Whenever i t came 
to the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of non-member States, my delegation was always guided by the 
desire to treat the application of the representatives of every sovereign State 
on an equal footing, without any discrimination whatsoever. 

That has been the practice of the Hungarian delegation i n previous years, 
and we intend to s t i c k to i t also i n the future. We know very well that 
discrepancies between the rules and certain i n d i v i d u a l aspirations may appear 
from time to time. However, the Conference as a whole and a l l the delegations 
should always be guided by one overwhelming i n t e r e s t : the promotion of the cause 
of disarmament. And' whenever rules and practice are not f u l l y i n harmony, i t 
i s always safe to f i n d refuge i n thé r u l e s . ' 

In conclusion',' Comrade President, l e t me once again say simply that the 
Hungarian delegation welcomes the solution of another procedural problem, and 
while complimenting non-member States on t h e i r readiness to contribute to our 
negotiations, I would l i k e to hope that s i m i l a r w i l l and readiness w i l l characterize 
the delegations of a l l the member States i n our search for solutions to a l l the 
other outstanding problems. 

Mr. DE SOUZA E SILVA ( B r a z i l ) : Mr. President, I would, l i k e to state for 
the record the position of- the B r a z i l i a n delegation on the question of 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n by non-member States i n the work of the Conference. I wish to do 
so because the long-awaited decision that the Conference has just taken was made 
possible by imposing a procedure that implies r e s t r i c t i o n s on the modalities of 
the p a r t i c i p a t i o n by those who applied f o r i t . 

Perhaps because of the poor record of achievement of our Conference and 
i t s predecessors, the work carried out here does not seem to r a i s e considerable 
interest from a l l members of the United Nations and i t s observers. Nevertheless, 
the F i n a l Document recognizes the v i t a l i n t e r e st of a l l peoples i n the success 
of disarmament negotiations and the duty of a l l States to contribute to e f f o r t s 
i n t h i s f i e l d . That i n i t s e l f should constitute reason enough for t h i s 
Conference to adopt, as a matter of course, an open and non-discriminatory 
attitude with regard to requests for p a r t i c i p a t i o n , p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the case of 
States Members of the United Nations. 
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There i s more to be said, however. Membership in the United Nations_ i s one 
of the ways by which, in "modern,international law, a State i s ."recognized asua -
member of the international community, or by which a Government receives , 
recognition by other Governments. To s i t alongside the representative of a 
government at the General Assembly of the United Nations or in an international 
organization or conference, particularly those within the United Nations system, 
amounts to tacit recognition of the legitimacy of such a representation. 

There i s no valid reason why the same rule should not apply here, 
irrespective of how one regards the relationship between this Conference and 
the United Nations. A l l 40 governments represented in this Chamber are part of 
the United Nations as are a l l of the current applicants for participation, be 
they members or observers in the international organization. Denial or 
restriction of participation under our rules of procedure to a State member of 
the United Nations i s therefore i l l e g a l , illegitimate and undemocratic 

It i s i l l e g a l because the recognized principles and practices of 
international law, Including the Charter of the United Nations, uphold the 
equality of States and allow no distinctions among those which are members of 
the Organization. The rule must apply t o a l l . 

It i s Illegitimate because such denials or restrictions are commonly based 
on regional rivalry or local bickering, motives that do not seem to f i t in 
the context of the responsibilities and duties assigned to a l l States with 
regard to disarmament in a document of no less standing than the Final 
Document of the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament. 

Last, but not least, i t i s undemocratic because i t discriminates among 
equals. One of the basic principles of modern democracies, responsible for the 
outbreak of liberation movements in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries, i s 
the principle of "nd taxation witnout representation". This Conference, even 
i f regarded by some as completely independent from the United Nations, i s 
serviced and funded by the world organization, out of its'regular budget, to 
which a l l States members of the United Nations contribute. One cannot deny or 
restrict a contributor from participating in a body to whose maintenance and 
functioning i t pays i t s agreed share. 

Parochial interests related to tne dislike of individual countries for the 
governments or the policies of" other States, at least when such States are 
members of the United Nations, must not interfere with the higher interest of 
co-operation towards the common goal of disarmament. A l l 40 members of this 
Conference should adhere to the principle that a l l requests for participation 
be automatically accepted whenever the applicant i s a f u l l y recognized 
Member State of the United Nations or enjoys the status of""Observer. The use 
Of a r t i f i c i a l procedural devices in order to veto individual States' 
applications or to restr i c t their participation i s but another instance of how 
the rivalry and confrontation between major Powers continue to be an obstacle 
to "fruitful multilateral со-oœration In the f i e l d of disarmament. 
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Mr. CARASALES (Argentina) (translated from Spanish); Mr. President, i n the 
past, when the problem of the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of non-member States i n the work of 
t h i s Conference was•discussed at informal meetings of the Conference, my 
delegation had the opportunity to make i t s views known. I f I do so again now, i t 
i s to place them on record. My delegation's point of view i s that over and above 
the provisions of our rules of procedure, the Conference must take a s p e c i f i c 
decision on t h i s issue: there must be a formula for the automatic acceptance of 
any request for p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n our work by any Member State of the 
United Nations. The procedures to which non-member States wishing with good 
reason to participate i n our work have been subjected on t h i s occasion, as also 
i n the past, are not the most desirable i n my delegation's opinion, because they 
r e s t r i c t our Conference, nor do they respect what should be universally v a l i d 
p r i n c i p l e s . Without wishing to go into the grounds for t h i s view i n any greater 
d e t a i l , I s h a l l confine myself to placing cn record my delegation's position, 
which i s .wholly favourable to the automatic acceptance of any request for the 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n our work; and to expressing the hope that suitable rules w i l l 
be adopted so that t h i s wi3h may become a r e a l i t y i n our procedures. Thank you. 

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish): Mr. President; as I 
have had the opportunity of r e c a l l i n g on other occasions i n our Informal meetings, 
i n July 1980, or more than three years ago, the Mexican delegation submitted a 
Working Paper under the symbol CD/129. That Working Paper contained, and s t i l l 
contains, draft amendments to section IX of the rules of procedure of the 
Committee on Disarmament, concerning p a r t i c i p a t i o n by States not members of the 
Committee. What has occurred t h i s year can c e r t a i n l y not be compared with what 
happened i n 198O, when we wasted several months discussing t h i s question. 
However, i t i s now mid-March, and i t i s only now that i t has been possible to 
take a decision on requests for p a r t i c i p a t i o n dated l a s t December or January. 
I therefore believe that at the f i r s t opportune moment whatever group i s 
considered best q u a l i f i e d to consider procedural matters, whether the "Group of 
Wise Men" or any other, should be asked to study those draft amendments. Their 
purpose i s very simple, namely, to put down on paper e x p l i c i t l y what i n my 
opinion i s already expressly or e x p l i c i t l y very clear i n paragraph 120 of the 
F i n a l Document. In other words, the Committee i s not doing a favour to those 
States which request to participate i n i t s discussions on questions of i n t e r e s t 
to them. I t i s not doing them a favour i n replying i n the affirmative to t h e i r 
requests. Those States have the rig h t to p a r t i c i p a t e . I do not wish to dwell 
on t h i s matter now. The amendments are c r y s t a l c l e a r , and are followed by an 
explanatory commentary. My delegation i s g r a t i f i e d that we have today been able 
to take an affirmative decision without the delay which had to be tolerated i n 
19ЗО, and i n good measure thanks to the d i g n i f i e d manner i n which you guided the 
informal consultations. I repeat, however, that without waiting u n t i l 
d i f f i c u l t i e s arise with regard to a s p e c i f i c request, when everything would become 
more d i f f i c u l t , my delegation would suggest that at an opportune time t h i s issue 
should be tackled i n a general manner and given a general and permanent sol u t i o n . 

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from Russian): 
Thank you, Comrade President. The Soviet delegation attaches great importance to 
the question of broad p a r t i c i p a t i o n by States i n the consideration of disarmament 
issues. The Soviet Union i s the State which i n fact brought to the attention of 
the international community the question of the convening of a universal organ 
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for disarmament negotiations: a-World Disarmament Conference, with- the -
part i c i p a t i o n of a l l States without exception. In his l e t t e r to the 
Secretary-General of the United Nations, dated 6 September 1971, the Minister for 
Foreign A f f a i r s of the Soviet Union, Mr. A.A. Gromyko, Stated that "the genuine 
universality of such a conference i s a major earnest of i t s success. A l l States 
must be represented at t h i s world disarmament forum on an equal footing". 

The.Soviet Union continues to hold t h i s view, and i t i s not through' any 
f a u l t of ours that agreement has not so f a r been reached on the convening of a 
world disarmament conference with the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l States without 
exception. Needless to say, .the Soviet Union also supports the provision of the 
F i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session of the United Nations General Assembly 
devoted to .disarmament to the effect that " a l l States have the righ t to 
participate i n disarmament negotiations. They have"the right to participate on 
an equal footing i n those m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament negotiations which have a 
dir e c t bearing on t h e i r national security". 

Proceeding from t h i s position, which i s one of p r i n c i p l e , the Soviet Union 
welcomes the desire of States which are not members of the Conference on 
Disarmament to participate a c t i v e l y i n i t s work, and to make th e i r contribution 
to the solution of the urgent proc-lems before' the Conference. We consiàer that 
the wider the c i r c l e of States which' participates i n a serious and e f f e c t i v e 
manner in,our negotiations, the more s o l i d " w i l l be the results of our work, and~* 
the greater the^support i t w i l l enjoy from' the entire world community. ' Thus, 
the Soviet delegation supported the requests'of (and I l i s t the States i n Russian 
alphabetical order) Austria, Bangladesh, Viet Nam, Denmark, Spain, Colombia, 
New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Senegal, Turkey, Finland and Switzerland." I t goes 
without saying that when the delegations of Greece, Ireland, Cameroon and Ecuador 
submit t h e i r c l a r i f i c a t o r y l e t t e r s , we w i l l be ready to support t h e i r requests' 
too. In other words, we advocate that a l l States which have expressed the wish 
to do so should have the p o s s i b i l i t y of p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n thé work of the 
Conference and i t s subsidiary bodies without any exception or any type of 
discrimination whatsoever. Discrimination i n t h i s sphere i s absolutely 
inadmissible, and contrary to the rules of procedure of the Conference on 
Disarmament and the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t special session of the 
Ceneral Assembly devoted to disarmament as well as to the goals and principles 
of the Charter of the United Nations. The e f f o r t s of States seeking to make' 
th e i r contribution to a major form of strengthening peace and security through 
disarmament must not be hindered. We have condemned, and s h a l l continue to 
condemn, such discrimination. Moreover, the Soviet Union w i l l not tolerate 
discrimination. 

We are i n favour of resolving the' d i f f i c u l t i e s which have arisen i n the 
past, and we are therefore ready to take a positive approach to the proposal of 
Mexico submitted i n 1980," to which Ambassador García Robles has j u s t r e f e r r e d . 

Needless to say, the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of non-members i n "the work of the 
Conference must be i n accordance iri t h the rules óf procedure. Compliance with 
these rules I s an earnest of the fruitfulttess of suóh pa r t i c i p a t i o n - and i t I s 
In the interests of the member States of the Conference themselves. In t h i s ' 
connection, we are g r a t i f i e d that the States which are not members of the 
Conference took into consideration the observations expressed by a group of 
s o c i a l i s t countries, and we wish them success i n t h e i r p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the 
work of the Conference. 
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Mr. QIAN JIADONG (China) (translated from Chinese): Mr. President, the 
par t i c i p a t i o n of non-member States i n the work of the Conference has been se t t l e d 
at l a s t , due to the e f f o r t s undertaken by a l l sides. Although there was a delay, 
fortunately i t was not too long. 

The Chinese delegation i s very pleased that t h i s year so many countries have 
expressed t h e i r interest i n the Conference on Disarmament and have applied for 
par t i c i p a t i o n i n i t s work. This shows once again that disarmament i s indeed a 
question of great importance and concern to a l l the governments and peoples of 
the world. The Chinese delegation agrees to accept the requests of Norway, 
Finland, Denmark, New Zealand, Turkey, Bangladesh, Austria, Portugal, Spain, 
Colombia, Senegal and Switzerland, and extends i t s welcome to them. We believe 
that t h e i r p a r t i c i p a t i o n as non-members w i l l contribute to the work of the 
Conference. In the same way as the Conference accepted, before the question of 
par t i c i p a t i o n of non-members was taken up, the requests to address"1 the Conference 
by the distinguished Undersecretary of State of Finland, the distinguished 
Secretary of State of Norway, and the distinguished ambassador of Turkey, we also 
agree to the request of Viet Nam to make a statement on agenda item 6 on 
27 March. 

With the b i t t e r experience of l a s t year i n mind, many of us here have 
expressed the desire that t h i s year we should not again spend too much time on 
organizational matters of the Conference. The Chinese delegation shares t h i s 
view. In our opinion, the question of p a r t i c i p a t i o n of non-member States could 
be settled very e a s i l y i f only the rules of procedure of the Conference and the 
practice established over the years are followed. I t i s stipulated very c l e a r l y 
i n the rules of procedure that applications from non-member States are subject to 
consideration by the Conference before decisions are taken thereon. I t i s my 
understanding that, generally speaking, or i n most cases, such applications should 
not only be accepted as a matter of course, but even welcomed. However, t h i s 
can i n no way be interpreted as r u l i n g out in d i v i d u a l exceptions. Since 
applications have to be considered, then i t follows i n p r i n c i p l e that more than 
one conclusion stemming from such consideration should be allowed. 

Some delegates are of the view that there should be no reason for the 
Conference on Disarmament to reject a request for p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the work of 
the Conference by any United Nations Member State. Such a view as I have j u s t 
said i s i n general tenable, although the Conference i s not a body under the 
United Nations. My understanding i s that, by accepting the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a 
United Natiqns Member State i n the work of the Conference, we are showing 
reepect not only for that pa r t i c u l a r State, but also for the United Nations 
Organization. As f a r as the very great majority of United Nations Memoer States 
i s concerned, there i s indeed no reason to reject them, i f they should submit 
applications for p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the work of the Conference as non-members. 
However, i f there i s a State that acts i n v i o l a t i o n of the purposes and 
princi p l e s of the United Nations Charter and refuses to implement the resolutions 
of the United Nations General Assembly, or i n other words, i t s e l f shows no 
respect for the United Nations, must we also be obliged to accept i t s 
application? I f so, would that not amount to f a i l i n g ourselves to show 
respect for the United Nations? In such a case, i t i s probably only by 
rejecting the application of that State that we can show our respect for and 
defence of the United Nations, the United Nations Charter and United Nations 
resolutions. Instances i n the past show that there have been cases i n which 



CD/PV.249 
35 

(Mr. Qlan Jiadong, China) 

applications from more than one United Nations Member State were not accepted by 
the Conference. And i t i s known to a l l that some States that advocate non
discrimination against any application by non-member States have themselves 
discriminated against at least one United Nations Member State. One may even 
ask hypothetically: i f the r a c i s t regime of South A f r i c a or a State such as 
I s r a e l also сотез and requests to participate i n the work of the Conference, what 
w i l l we do? What kind of decision should we take? 

We are very glad that the p a r t i c i p a t i o n by non-member States i n the work of 
the Conference on Disarmament has been s e t t l e d . We think that a l l parties 
concerned w i l l be pleased with the outcome, or should f e e l pleased. Under these 
circumstances, we think there i s no further need for statements. However, since 
some delegates have deemed i t necessary to make statements, I have also made the 
above b r i e f remarks i n the hope of achieving a better understanding of the 
position of the Chinese delegation and benefiting the work of the Conference on 
Disarmament i n the days to come. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of China. Does any other 
delegation wish to take the floor? That does not seem to be the case. 

The next plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament w i l l be held on 
Thursday, 15 March, at 10.30 a.m. The meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 4-45 Р«ш« 
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The PRESIDENT (translated from French); I declare open"the plenary meeting of 
the Conference on Disarmament. The Conference w i l l continue today i t s consideration 
of item 4 of i t s agenda, chemical weapons. However, i n accordance with r u l e 30 of 
the rules cf procedure, any member who so wishes may raise any subject relevant to 
the work of the Conference, 

Distinguished delegates, i t i s with great pleasure that I extend a warm welcome 
to h i s Excellency Archbishop A c h i l l e S i l v e s t r i n i , who currently occupies the very 
important post of Secretary of the Council for Public A f f a i r s of the Church. I am 
sure that the Conference appreciates the interest shown i n i t s work by the Holy See. 

I have on the l i s t of speakers for today the representatives of the..Holy See, 
Hungary, Poland, Sweden, the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics, Japan and Zaire, 
as well as the Chairman of -the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to Consider 
International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events, who w i l l 
introduce the report of thac Group. 

In accordance with the decision taken by the Conference on Disarmament at i t s 
248th plenary meeting, I now have great pleasure i n g i v i n g the f l o o r to the 
representative of the Holy See, His Excellency Archbishop A c h i l l e S i l v e s t r i n i . 

Archbishop SILVESTRINI (Holy See) (translated from French); Mr. President, I 
am honoured and happy to have, the opportunity t h i s morning of addressing such a 
highly q u a l i f i e d and competent gathering as that comprising the participants i n t h i s 
1984 session of the Conference on Disarmament, the only " m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating 
forum" having as i t s objective the achievement of consensus on aspects of v i t a l 
importance for peace and collaboration among peoples. 

I should l i k e to extend special greetings to Mr. Datcu, Ambassador of Romania, 
and to wish him every success i n the discharge of his duties as President for the 
month of March. At the samo" time, I should l i k e to thank Mr. Turbanski, Ambassador 
of Poland, for the competence and e f f i c i e n c y with which he assumed the same 
re s p o n s i b i l i t y as the f i r s t President of the Conference. 

By i t 3 very mandate, the promotion of general and complete disarmament under 
ef f e c t i v e international control, t h i s meeting i s of special importance. -The long 
development of the Conference on Disarmament has made possible the elaboration of a 
draft international treaty concerning the prohibition of nuclear-weapons tests and a 
draft international convention on the complete and eff e c t i v e prohibition of the 
development, manufacture and s t o c k p i l i n g of a l l chemical weapons and on t h e i r 
destructà on. 

That i s a far-reaching task anc. one of which the Holy See r e a l i z e s the 
significance and value. Pope John Paul I I , the indefatigable apostle of peace, has 
expressly entrusted me with bearing witness before t h i s Conference to the interest 
he takes i n i t s work and the esteem i n which he holds each of i t s members, who, by 
reason of t h e i r -ofty r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s , are desirous of playing a part i n enabling 
modern man to develop his marvellous talents far from the haunting spectre of what 
might well be irreparable c o n f l i c t s . 
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The Pope i s , moreover, aware, that in encouraging the efforts of a l l those who 
are striving to build genuine peace and by issuing frequent reminders that peace ,is 
the duty of a l l , he i s , as i t were, the spokesman of millions of men and women, young 
and old, from near or far, who refuse to l i v e in a world where war i s seemingly 
staved off only by a precarious balance of power. 

To t e l l the truth, this year's work has, despite the continuing tension, begun 
under what might be considered encouraging omens : on the one hand, the 
Stockholm Conference i s striving to mark out a course that would promote mutual 
confidence in Europe and, on the other, there i s hope of the rapid resumption in 
Vienna of the negotiations on the reduction of conventional weapons. 

Far more remains, however, to be done as regards the determination of measures 
to avert the peril of nuclear war to which the Pope referred in the speech he made 
on 25 February 3 98l in Hiroshima, at the very place where there was revealed in a l l 
i t s horror the terrifying reality of what a nuclear holocaust could mean. As he 
said, "In the face of the man-made disaster that each and every war represents, i t 
must be asserted and reasserted, time after time, that recourse to war i s neither an 
ineluctable nor an inevitable necessity ... Clashes of ideologies, aspirations and 
real needs can and must be resolved by means other than war or violence". Thanks to 
the good offices of the delegation of Venezuela, that text has been included among 
the o f f i c i a l documents of this Conference, for which i t w i l l , I trust, remain a 
point of reference. 

In this context, the Holy See, without wishing to pronounce on the technical 
aspects of the work and discussions, would, in a s p i r i t of solidarity and service, 
like to share a number of i t s convictions, the inspiration for which i s the message 
of Christ that so specifically enlightens the human conscience. 

It i s unquestionably one of the fundamental objectives of this session to deal 
with the prevention of nuclear war and with a l l related matters. 

That i s , beyond a l l doubt, a prime necessity. More and more of our fellow 
human beings are haunted by a terrible feeling of being on top of a volcano that 
might at any moment become active and unleash i t s destructive force, spread i t s 
mantle of death over our planet and bring to a definitive end the history of humanity. 

Just think how much frustration such a feeling can engender, particularly among 
the young. In this world in danger of death, i t brings those who wish to l i v e , 
understand, love and build to ask themselves what meaning existence and what use 
human activity can have i f total war must more and more be considered as an 
inevi t a b i l i t y . Not even paternal and maternal sentiment, which carries within i t s e l f 
the seed of creative hope for humanity and the future, i s spared by this " c r i s i s of 
meaning": young couples even come to the point of wondering about the future of 
their offspring, t e r r i f i e d as they are by the thought that their children might, 
sooner or later, be destined to be sacrificed. 
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Public opinion, t i r e d of rhetoric about peace, i s heedful of the least 
i n i t i a t i v e , however modest, that might be, as i t were, the seed of a more reassuring 
world and give many people the hope of a brighter tomorrow. 

That i s why the conclusion of a treaty banning nuclear tests would without 
doubt constitute a guarantee of the willingness of a l l States to take a new 
d i r e c t i o n . 

I t i s regrettable that the draft treaty on the non-proliferation of nuclear . 
weapons, to which the Holy See adhered i n 1971» has not yet been able to deploy a l l 
of the dynamism underlying i t s provisions, partly because i t has not gained the 
universal support that could j u s t i f i a b l y have been expected and partl y because we 
are f a r from the r e a l i z a t i o n of the commitments solemnly made by the nuclear Powers 
which promoted i t , namely to stop the arms race and ensure the gradual reduction of 
arms, under appropriate control, u n t i l complete disarmament was achieved. 

Quite the contrary, not only has i t not been possible to achieve agreed 
"balances" at the lowest possible l e v e l , but the door has been l e f t open to an 
unbridled and highly dangerous arms race. Pope John Paul I I , i n his message on the 
occasion of the World Day of Peace, 1984> emphasized how the leaders of the nations 
ought to be convinced that "war i s i n i t s e l f i r r a t i o n a l and that the e t h i c a l 
p r i n c i p a l of the peaceful settlement of disputes i s the only way worthy of man". And, 
as he went on to say, "... the dreadful r i s k s of weapons of mass destruction must lead 
to the elaboration c f processes of cc—operation and disarmament that w i l l i n practice 
make war unthinkable". 

Simultaneous and progressive disarmament, with the acceptance and organization of 
r e a l i n t e r n a t i o n a l controls, would create a new climate, a climate of confidence 
that would have b e n e f i c i a l effects not only as regards strategies, but also m the 
s o c i a l and economic domain. 

As Pope John Paul I I said i n his homily of 1 January of t h i s year f o r the 
World Day of Peace, "Today's world i s ever more narked by contrasts, caught m a 
web of tensions whose agonizing and interwoven effects manifest themselves both i n 
the relations between East and West and i n those between North and South". I t i s 
precisely i n t h i s North-South context, went on the Pope, that "the most worrisome 
feature i s the differences that the si t u a t i o n occasions i n the human condition. 
In the r i c h countries, health and nourishment are improving, whereas i n the poor 
countries the food necessary f o r survival i s lacking and the mortality rate i s soaring, 
especially among infan t s " . 

Several concomitant factors l i e at the o r i g i n of t h i s gap between the poor and 
the r i c h countries. But there i s no doubt that that gap i s being widened by the 
waste on expensive weapons of economic resources which should be used to assist the 
least advantaged peoples. In t h i s s i t u a t i o n , i t i s not surprising, as the Holy Father 
emphasized, that on the horizon of world peace there should appear, simultaneously 
and as t e r r i f y i n g as the horseman of the Apocalypse, the threat of nuclear catastrophe 
and the scourge of hunger i n many countries. 
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In the face of this complex r e a l i t y , of whose seriousness the Holy See is-j 
without wishing to minimize the competence with which this Conference i s tackling 
the matter, f u l l y aware, I should now l i k e to stress a number of p r i o r i t i e s capable 
of leading to effective disarmament and so to more stable peace. 

F i r s t of a l l , never renounce negotiation. In the absence of a supranational 
authority, negotiation with a view to progressive, simultaneous and internationally 
controlled arms reduction romains an imperative necessity that cannot be ignored. Any 
agreement on even the modest immediate measures would help to reduce considerably the 
risk of conflict. 

Next, restore trust. In order to promote a sincere and. f r u i t f u l dialogue, the 
communication and evaluation of information must always be characterized by honesty 
and mutual esteem. 

Finally, strive to place science and technology at the service of l i f e , and not 
of war. You have in your hands the "Statement on the consequences of the use of 
nuclear weapons" issued by the Pontifical Academy of Sciences, copies of which 
Pope John Paul wished to be handed to the Heads of the nuclear-weapon States m person 
in 1981. This document sets out vividly the horrible consequences that the use of 
certain weapons would have for civilians and the environment. It i s now more urgent 
than ever to remind ourselves that s c i e n t i f i c research i s at the service of humanily. 
How could anyone not share the wish expressed by the Pope that "a significant 
percentage of the funds devoted to arms technology and science should be reserved 
for the development of machinery and arrangements to guarantee human l i f e and 
welfare" (Message to the second special session of the United Nations General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament, 11 June 1982, para. 10)? 

This aspect of the relationship between "science" and "weapons" seems to me 
particularly important with reference to weapons in outer space, radiological weapons 
or chemical weapons. Regarding the latter, with whioh this Conference i s dealing at 
this very moment, i t i s highly desirable and urgent that the agreements which already 
exist with a view to their total prohibition should be completed and become a reality. 
An adequate and effective system of verification must be carefully worked out. The 
Holy See, which i s a party to the 1925 Geneva Protocol on the prohibition of 
bacteriological and chemical weapons, w i l l continue to lend i t s moral support to any 
i n i t i a t i v e that would help to eliminate for a l l time the horrors of total war; i t 
w i l l do so i n accordance with the solemn declaration of the Second Vatican Council, 
which renewed in this respect the expressions of condemnation already -made by recent 
Popes. The Council stated e x p l i c i t l y : "Any act of war aimed indiscriminately at the 
destruction of entire cit i e s or of extensive areas along with their population i s a 
crime against God and man himself. It merits unequivocal and unhesitating 
condemnation" (Constitution "Gaudium et Spes", para. 80). 
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Disarmament i s a p r i o r i t y objective f o r the entire international communiiy. 
Promoting peace, educating f o r peace, saving peace, so to speak — that i s r e a l l y 
a sphere i n which the Church can make a s p e c i f i c contribution. 

The Church unceasingly i n v i t e s a l l people, without any d i s t i n c t i o n whatsoever, 
to commit themselves to e t h i c a l choices capable of ensuring l a s t i n g peace. The 
present s i t u a t i o n remains a distressing one. Peace cannot be merely non-war. I t i s 
more than a technique. I t i s a s p i r i t . I t presupposes the putting into practice of 
s p i r i t u a l values such as trut h , freedom, j u s t i c e , s o l i d a r i t y . I t i s a task f o r which 
each i n d i v i d u a l must f e e l personally responsible. 

Recently, the Episcopates of a number of countries have made statements on the 
problem of weapons. I t i s revealing to read the t i t l e s of some of these documents 
intended f o r the formation of the Christian conscience: Justice builds peace 
(German Episcopate); The challenge of peace (United States Episcopate); 
Winning peace (French Episcopate);Disarnóñg i n order to b u i l d peace 
(Belgian Episcopate): Peace i n j u s t i c e (Dutch Episcopate); The aspiration to peace 
(Japanese Episcopate). 

A l l those appeals are expressions of the same desire: to awaken minds and to 
a s s i s t i n the "carthasis" of aggressiveness, m order to learn to show greater 
s o l i d a r i t y and love one another better. 

This i s tó say that the world-wide Catholic Church wishes to be a leaven of peace, 
f o r she i s convinced that, as Pope Paul TI said to the United Nations i n 19^5» i f we 
proceed "one against the other" we go to our destruction, while i f we proceed "one 
with the other" we plant peace m the heart of our world1 

During his pilgrimage to Hiroshima, Pope John Paul I I expressed the hope that 
the in t e r n a t i o n a l community would succeed i n giving i t s e l f "a system of laws which 
w i l l regulate international relations and maintain peace just as the rule of law-
protects national order". 

That may be considered a utopia. I t may also be considered a f i r s t step towards 
effective disarmament. I t would i n any event be proof that one can always believe 
i n human beings, i n t h e i r capacity to r i s e above themselves, to conquer t h e i r 
warlike i n s t i n c t s and to put themselves at the service of the " c i v i l i z a t i o n of love"I 

In concluding, I should l i k e to emphasize that, even where disarmament i s 
concerned, reasons must be given f o r struggling I The people of our time, especially 
the younger generation, need great causes i f they are to f e e l mobilized. They need 
to be confirmed i n t h e i r reasons f o r l i v i n g and hoping. Unity, j u s t i c e , concord 
and the struggle against hunger, poverty and underdevelopment are certainly values 
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that exist, but ideological confrontations or a r t i f i c a l divisions threaten to obscure 
them. For her part, the Church cannot but feel responsible for a l l men and women 
of goodwill — and they are legion throughout the world — who believe that númaníty -
i s not merely a juxtaposition of individuals and who aspire with a l l their being to 
form one universal family! 

To disarm i n order to l i v e togetherl In this arduous task, which must always 
be begun anew, the Holy See i s aware of being a voice that reminds people that the 
victory of disarmament i s f i n a l l y the victory of peace. 

Thank you, Sir, for having given me the opportunity to make that voice heard 
i n this assembly. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French); I thank the distinguished representative 
of the Holy See, His Excellency Archbishop Achille S i l v e s t r i n i , for the important 
statement he has just made. I am sure that a l l members of the Conference w i l l study 
i t with the greatest interest. Thank you, S i r . 

I now give the floor to the distinguished representative of Hungary, 
Ambassador David Meiszter. 

Mr. MEISZTER (Hungarian People's Republic); Mr. President, by fortunate coincidence 
just.the other day, an international conference of scientists of Marxist and other 
persuasions (Catholic, Protestant snd other philosophers) took place in Hungary. The 
main conclusion of several days' debate was that even radical differences i n their 
philosophies should not prevent them, believers and non-believers, from joining m 
common actions with a -vp.ew to safeguarding the future of human kind, aime¡d, f i r s t of 
a l l at preventing a nuclear war. It i s i n this s p i r i t that my delegation welcomes 
the presence of His Excellency Archbishop Silvestrini at our Conference and 
appreciates the contribution of the Holy See to the efforts of this body. Another 
pleasant coincidence i s also symbolic, namely that my delegation i s addressing 
today the same_subject which H.E. Archbishop Silvestrini has put at the top of the 
priority preoccupations of the Holy See and so eloquently expounded. 

In conformity with rule 30 of the rules of procedure, today I wish to address 
item 3 of our agenda, entitled "Prevention of nuclear war, including a l l related 
matters". 

The Hungarian delegation i s firmly convinced that any evaluation of the 
objectives pursued by a nuclear war and i t s possible outcome proves that the 
i n i t i a t i o n of a nuclear .war or even the threat of i t can serve no rational objective 
whatsoever, be i t p o l i t i c a l , military, economic or otherwise. 

Considering that a single thermonuclear bomb can have a destructive capacity 
greater than that of a l l the explosives used in a l l wars since gunpowder was invented, 
and bearing in mind that the use of such weapons would endanger not only presumed 
military targets but even the very existence of the human race as a whole, there i s 
and there can be no task more urgent for mankind than the prevention of nuclear war 
by taking appropriate measures and creating the necessary p o l i t i c a l and legal 
environment to that effect. That i s an absolute priority i n the foreign policy of 
the Hungarian People's Republic and the basic aim of the ac t i v i t i e s of the 
political-military alliance to which my country belongs. 
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It i s an unfortunate fact, indeed, that a l l the endeavours to eliminate the 
threat of a nuclear war have so far fa i l e d to bring about the expected results. 
Quite the contrary, sizeable efforts are s t i l l being made to vindicate the right of 
i n i t i a t i n g a nuclear conflict, or to legitimize what i s called i n the jargon of i t s 
protagonists the "nuclear option". 

That i s why the Hungarian delegation urges Western delegations to recognize 
the pressing need for real and substantive negotiations i n the Conference on 
Disarmament on the question of the prevention of nuclear war. 

In our opinion, negotiations on the prevention of nuclear war could touch 
upon proposals like the renunciation by a l l the nuclear-^weapon States of the f i r s t 
use of nuclear weapons, the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons, the 
qualitative and quantitative freezing by a l l the nuclear-weapon States of a l l the 
nuclear weapons at their disposal, and a moratorium pn a l l nuclear explosions-.— 

In a statement on 18 August 1983, the Hungarian delegation — i n a s p i r i t of 
"rational, argumentative discourse" urged recently by one of the delegations here — 
tried to address some of the objections raised against assuming obligations not 
to be the f i r s t to use nuclear weapons. That statement contained several arguments 
showing that the assuming of no-first-use obligations i s i n conformity with norma], 
practice i n international law, and with the l e t t e r and s p i r i t of existing 
international treaties and agreements, including the Charter of the United Nations. 
Although, i n the absence of reactions, "intellectual honesty" would not seem to 
obviate any need for a new presentation, I wish to put forward further arguments 
to prove from a legal point of view that — even though the use of nuclear weapons 
i s incompatible with existing rules of international law (with the sole exception 
of self-defence against an aggression carried out by the same type of weapon) — 
there is a definite necessity to impose an explicit prohibition on the use of 
nuclear weapons i n the form of no-first-use commitments. 

The use of nuclear weapons i s incompatible with existing rules of international 
customary and conventional law as well as with legal principles underlying the 
international laws of war, because i t amounts, as for some of i t s effects, to the 
use of poison and poisoned weapons, because i t i n f l i c t s unnecessary suffering, 
because i t constitutes crime against humanity, and f i n a l l y because i t amounts to 
genocide. 

Formal prescriptions of law bear witness to the fact that the use of nuclear 
weapons constitutes a breach of several rules and principles of conventional and 
customary international law. Those rules and principles are formalized i n such 
legal instruments as the St. Petersburg Declaration of 1868, the Hague Conventions 
of 1899 and 1907, the Geneva Protocol of 1925» the Geneva Red Cross Conventions 
of 1929 and 1949, Additional Protocol (i) of 1977 to the Geneva Conventions of 1949» 
and the 1948 Genocide Convention. 
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Any one of the breaches might in. i t s e l f be s u f f i c i e n t to support the assertion 
that the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons i s i l l e g a l . However, the 
cumulative incompatibility of such an act with the rules and p r i n c i p l e s c i t e d e a r l i e r 
strengthens that conclusion even more. 

I f one accepts the v a l i d i t y of that conclusion, i t may then seem l o g i c a l to 
question the necessity of taking any further contractual l e g a l steps f o r the 
prevention of the use of nuclear weapons, that i s , f o r the prevention of nuclear 
war. However, while conventional and customary international law has a d e f i n i t e 
bearing on the use of nuclear weapons, the relevant ги1ез and p r i n c i p l e s were 
formulated i n a pre-nuclear p o l i t i c a l and l e g a l environment. I t i s a basic 
paradox of the twentieth century that there are no conventional rules s p e c i f i c a l l y 
p r o h i b i t i n g the use of nuclear weapons, even though such a p r o h i b i t i o n would be of 
paramount p o l i t i c a l , l e g a l and humanitarian value. The existence of that basic 
paradox explains why i t i s not at a l l contradictory to assert, on the one hand, 
that the use of nuclear weapons i s i l l e g i t i m a t e as being incompatible with several 
rules and p r i n c i p l e s of conventional and customary international law and to a f f i r m , 
on the other ,hand, the necessity of an e x p l i c i t regulation. 

There are, however, some further arguments that substantiate such a necessity. 

I t i s w e l l known that there exists a positive p r o h i b i t i o n on the use of weapons 
with analogous destructive effects and capacity. In the case of incendiary, 
chemical and b i o l o g i c a l weapons, conventional and customary international law 
could not allow any compromise f o r the sake of m i l i t a r y necessity at the expense 
of the needs of humanity. Because of t h e i r extremely cruel and indiscriminate 
effects the use of such weapons i s , p a r t i a l l y or generally, prohibited. The 
strange l e g a l and moral l o g i c applied by certain States to nuclear weapons when 
t r y i n g to make them a case of exception should not i n any way prevent l e g a l 
regulation. Positive p r o h i b i t i o n i s to be placed on the f i r s t use of nuclear 
weapons having analogous destructive effects — analogous, that i s , to the effects 
of those weapons already prohibited — such as the heat effect and the poisonous 
eff e c t caused by the absorption cf radio-active f : l l - o u t ; and having a destructive 
capacity which i s several orders of magnitude greater than that of those weapons 
already prohibited. 

Developments related to nuclear-weapons technology and doctrines put an 
increasing premium on a disarming f i r s t s t r i k e . Developments i n m i l i t a r y technology, 
such as the advances i n missile accuracy, warhead e f f i c i e n c i e s , the appearance of 
MIRY-, and l a t e r MARV-warheads, cruise missiles and technologies l i k e Stealth, a l l 
i n i t i a t e d by one of the nuclear-weapon Powers during the l a s t 10-15 years, could 
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e a s i l y be i d e n t i f i e d as a conscious e f f o r t to improve nuclear warfighting 
c a p a b i l i t i e s . Those developments have been coupled v i t h a do c t r i n a l evolution along 
the l i n e s of a strategic counterforce posture producing concepts l i k e l i m i t e d and 
protracted nuclear war and pre-emptive f i r s t s t r i k e . Those developments constantly 
challenge the technological, p o l i t i c a l and normative brakes on the use of nuclear 
weapons. 

Furthermore, there i s a need f o r e x p l i c i t regulation because, i n spite of the 
incompatibility of the use of nuclear weapons with e x i s t i n g rules of international 
customary and conventional law, c e r t a i n States assert that such use i s l e g a l . 
A r t i c l e 613 of the United States Law of Naval Warfare states: "There i s at present 
no rul e of international law expressly p r o h i b i t i n g States from the use of nuclear 
weapons i n warfare. In the absence of express p r o h i b i t i o n , the use of such weapons 
against enemy combatants and other m i l i t a r y objectives i s permitted. n An analogous 
opinion i s expressed i n paragraph 35 of the United States Army's Rules of Land 
Warfare, as w e l l as i n other documents concerning nuclear weapons. 

The group of States emphasizing that, given the Charter of the United Nations, 
there i s no need to pro h i b i t e x p l i c i t l y the use of nuclear weapons, refuses to 
renounce the "nuclear option", a l l u d i n g to an alleged conventional su p e r i o r i t y of 
the Warsaw Treaty Organization. Even i f there was not an o v e r - a l l conventional 
balance i n Europe, and even i f the Warsaw Treaty member States had not made numerous 
proposals on a mutual commitment not to be the f i r s t to use either nuclear or 
conventional weapons, the whole notion of the "nuclear option" would be i r r e c o n c i l a b l e 
with the l e g a l p r i n c i p l e of proportionality, according to which actions taken i n 
self-defence or as r e p r i s a l s f o r an. alleged breach of international law must be 
proportional i n scale to the quantum of the threat or of the force used. 

The l a s t argument t e s t i f y i n g to the urgent necessity of e x p l i c i t l y p r o h i b i t i n g 
the use of nuclear weapons i s the f a c t that, twice i n the h i s t o r y of mankind, 
e x i s t i n g rules and p r i n c i p l e s of conventional and customary international law have 
f a i l e d to prevent the use of nuclear weapons. 

A l l t h i s makes i t urgent and imperative to p r o h i b i t the use of nuclear weapons 
by the formalization i n an e x p l i c i t l e g a l contractual r u l e , of renunciation of the 
f i r s t use of nuclear weapons. The substantive contribution such an e x p l i c i t 
regulation might make to lessening the danger of a nuclear war cannot be challenged 
on the basis that no-first-use commitments are declaratory and not v e r i f i a b l e . As 
these assertions are frequently repeated even i n such an authoritative disarmament 
negotiating body as the Conference on Disarmament, and are echoed i n o f f i c i a l 
statements and declarations, I would l i k e to make a few short remarks on that 
score. 
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It i s often said that a no-first-use commitment i s of a declaratory character. 
Probably i t i s proper to remind the Conference at this point that commitments 
formalized in a contractual legal form are of a binding, mandatory character. At the 
same time there i s nothing wrong about a treaty being declaratory in a legal sense. 
There are several treaties from the laws of warfare which are considered to be 
declaratory of international customary law, such as the Genocide Convention of 1948 
or the Geneva Protocol of 1925, codifying generally accepted rules of customary law. 
The Geneva Protocol, for example, has long been considered to be declaratory of two 
rules of international customary law prohibiting since the nineteenth century the 
use of poison and poisoned weapons. If the term declaratory i s used here in that 
legal sense, signifying an emerging general recognition that nuclear weapons are not 
legitimate means of warfare, we would welcome such a development in the position of 
the group of States which has been reluctant to assume a commitment not to be the 
f i r s t to use nuclear weapons. But i f the term i s used in a pejorative sense, the 
arguments a l l together contained in the present statement are aimed at refuting such 
endeavours. 

The no-first-use commitments are not verifiable, i t i s stated, because they 
express intentions, and intentions are by their nature not verifiable. 

International treaties express some kind of an intention of the parties to them 
to have certain aspects of their relationship regulated. As soon as intentions are 
formalized in an international treaty form, those intentions cease to be intentions 
in a legal sense as they are transformed into legally binding commitments. These 
are the legally binding commitments and not intentions that are subject to 
verification. The member States of the Warsaw Treaty Organization have proposed a 
treaty, that i s , a legally binding instrument, to be conoluded, on the global non-use 
of military force, be i t with nuclear or conventional weapons. It i s quite 
unfortunate that NATO member States, questioning the validity of Intentions, have 
failed to agree to transforming the vague declarations made on their non-aggressive 
intentions into such a legally binding commitment. 

As to the in t r i n s i c impossibility of adequate verification I should lik e to say 
the following: the no-first-use commitment i s , of course, not a disarmament measure, 
which can be quantitatively measured and verified. It i s a legally binding 
commitment prohibiting a certain activity. If we assume that legally binding 
commitments of a prohibitive character are i n t r i n s i c a l l y unverifiable and, 
therefore, unwanted, one can easily question the practicability of a whole set 
of treaties prohibiting different types of military a c t i v i t i e s . The raison d'être 
of the Geneva Protocol, the Antarctic Treaty, the Partial Test-Ban Treaty, the 
Outer Space Treaty, the Treaty of Tlatelolco, the Non-Proliferation Treaty, the 
Sea-Bed Treaty, the ENMOD Convention and the Convention on Certain Conventional 
Weapons, that i s , nearly a l l major multilateral disarmament treaties and conventions 
in fact could be called into question. 
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A no-first-use commitment, once assumed, entails adequate changes in the 
military hardware, doctrine and posture. Nuclear weapons with clear first-strikç. 
capaoilities, .technological efforts to improve f i r s t - s t r i k e capabilities, nuclear -
warfighting doctrine-, counterforce and f i r s t - s t r i k e postures, and concepts like 
that of a pre-empt!ye f i r s t striKe must be renounced. The practical implementation 
of such a renouncement with a l l the changes i t entails cannot go.unnoticed, i t i s 
positively ¡verifiable. At the same time a contemplated use of nuclear weapons 
necessitates adequate preparations and a return to the status ante, which i s 
identifiable and verifiable as well, leaving ample room for the necessary counter-
measures . 

A l l i n a l l , i t i s a grim reality of the nuclear age that u n t i l more far-
reaching nuclear disarmament proposals, such as, for example, the one that the 
Soviet Union put forward i n 1981 on the.elimination of a l l nuclear weapons from 
Europe, u n t i l such disarmament proposals are implemented, there i s no p o l i t i c a l or. -
contractual-legal measure whatsoever which could form a 100 per cent guárante,© , , v 
against the use of nuclear weapons. Pending the implementation of such proposed 
measures, however, the world would be a much safer place to l i v e i n , with no-first-
use commitments creating confidence, transparency and cal c u l a b i l i t y . Without such 
a commitment, fear and suspicion w i l l continue to prevail and to feed the nuclear 
arms race. 

Mr. EKEUS (Sweden): Mr-. President, allow me f i r s t of a l l to say how pleased I" 
am to see you i n the chair for the month of March. Now already we are half way 
through the month, we have had ample opportunities to benefit from your wisdom,•• 
experience and s k i l l , and I am confident that your constructive approach to the 
d i f f i c u l t problems s t i l l pending w i l l bring the work of the Conference a good deal 
forward. May I also take this opportunity to thank your predecessor, 
Ambassador Turbanski of Poland, for his never-failing patienoe, good humour, and 
skillfulness which were of crucial importance for the good outcome of the month of 
February. Mr. President, may I also associate myself with your words of welcome 
directed to His Excellency Archbishop Achille S i l v e s t r i n i and thank him for his 
important address to the Conference. I also wish to express my thanks to the 
Conference for -entrusting me with the chairmanship of the Ad Hoc Committee on 
Chemical Weapons. Honoured by this confidence, I can only pledge to do my utmost to 
advance the work on a convention on chemical weapons as far as possible and appeal 
to a l l delegations for their co-operation, on which I depend. 

Ambassador Sujka of Poland made substantial improvements in our method of work 
by introducing and establishing so-called contact groups, which now have developed 
into working groups under the Committee. Ambassador McPhail of Canada contributed 
to our work by managing to get an agreed report on the status for the negotiations 
on chemical -'eapcns. The method of working through working groups and the results 
presented in document CD/416 w i l l constitute a good basis for our work this year i n 
the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons. CD/416 also shows that to a large extent 
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a common view already exists on the comprehensiveness of the convention. This was 
reflected already in CD/220, the report of the Working Group in 1981-under 
Ambassador Lidgard, who was then head of the Swedish delegation, and in 
Ambassador Okawa of Japan's report in CD/131. The fact that some differences s t i l l 
exist with regard to the scope should not overshadow the broad support for a 
comprehensive convention* As Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, 
I w i l l try to bring the work further forward in the same s p i r i t that guided my 
predecessors. 

The method of establishing working groups under an ad hoc committee of the 
conference and under chairmanships distributed between groups of delegations i s 
intended to be a helpful and practical device in order to smooth negotiations and 
further the work. I am therefore pleased that the Ad Hoc Committee has now accepted 
the establishment of three working groups and the distribution of chairmanships as 
well as an outline and a time-table for the Ad Hoc Committee's work. 

However, i t took a considerable time before a l l delegations could accept the 
organizational arrangements. In 3 p i t e of this rather slow process, there have also 
been reasons for a certain degree of optimism. In her speech to the Conference 
on 7 February, Ambassador Theorin touched upon some recent encouraging developments. 
One such development i s the statement by the United States Secretary of State, 
Mr* Shultz, to the Stockholm Conference in which he announced that the United States 
Government would present a draft treaty on chemical weapons to this Conference. This 
reflects the earnest approach of the United States delegation to continued 
negotiations on chemical weapons. However, in this context I would like to stress 
the importance of continued work in the Conference on Disarmament on chemical 
weapons. There i s no reason to take a passive position i n these negotiations because 
of the s t i l l pending united States draft. 

We appreciate the new in i t i a t i v e s taken by the USSR delegation with respect to 
the question of verification of destruction of stockpiles. We have during the last 
year witnessed a more or less continuous development on this matter. The Soviet 
delegation expressed during informal meetings of the working group in January some 
interesting ideas on how to approach the problem. I w i l l revert to this later in my 
statement 

Last week, on 8 March, the delegation of China presented proposals on major 
elements of a chemical weapons convention in working paper CD/443- The Swedish 
delegation welcomes this comprehensive contribution. I also note with satisfaction 
the support that Ambassador Qian gave in his statement to the Swedish proposal to 
prohibit preparations for use of chemical weapons. Other significant contributions 
have also been made during this session. I have in mind inter a l i a the 
contributions by the United Kingdom, Finland, the Federal Republic of Germany and 
the Netherlands. These delegations have a l l addressed important problems which 
remain to be solved. Time does not permit a close analysis of the ideas presented 
in these papers now, but my delegation w i l l revert to them during the course of the 
negotiations. 
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A l l these i n i t i a t i v e s help promote the work on a chemical weapons convention. 
But, Mr. President, i t i s necessary that constructive proposals and concessions are 
met i n kind with accommodations from other parties so that" there may be created a 
dialogue conducive to tangible and substantial progress. 

As the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on Cehmical Weapons, I have presented an 
outline f o r the work of that body i n document CD/CW/WP.70. Following t h i s outline, 
i t i s my intention to provide the working groups with proposed texts to be 
negotiated. During the negotiations i n the working groups, views and agreements w i l l 
be reported to the Chairman of the Committee, who w i l l thereafter present revised 
versions of the proposed texts containing also the Œiairman's suggestions f o r 
possible compromise language. This should serve as a basis on which delegations may 
seek ins t r u c t i o n s , together with a l l relevant i n i t i a l basic material upon which the 
proposals r e s t . 

By allowing time f o r Governments to study these proposals before we revert to 
them l a t e r during the session, I hope f o r an effective working process, and that we 
need not wait unduly long f o r new governmental instructions to appear. This year 
the Ad Hoc Committee should present a set of texts, agreed concepts, and^ of course, 
views by the i n d i v i d u a l delegations i n a unanimously agreed report. I f we make 
headway, we would by then be close to a convention. 

One of the areas where progress has been made i s that of the elimination of 
chemical weapons and v e r i f i c a t i o n thereof. Constructive proposals have been put 
forward, i n p a r t i c u l a r with regard to the methods of v e r i f i c a t i o n under a future 
Convention. Thus, there now seems to be a general understanding that the destruction 
of the most dangerous chemical weapons should be v e r i f i e d by continuous on-site 
inspection during the destruction periods. Although even t h i s rather straightforward 
approach implies many unsolved problems, I think i t constitutes a necessary basis 
f o r the further work. 

I t might be useful to, i n t h i s context analyse some ideas put forward in f o r i i i a l l y 
e a r l i e r t h i s year concerning di f f e r e n t conditions which might influence the l e v e l of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n . Thus, could the extent of v e r i f i c a t i o n be decided by the degree of the 
danger of certain types of chemical weapons? Could the m i l i t a r y value of the weapons 
be decisive? Other factors influencing the extent of v e r i f i c a t i o n could perhaps be 
the amount of weapons to be destroyed, or such a variable as whether they contain 
dual-purpose chemicals. Although no general recognition e x i s t s that a l l of these 
aspects should determine the l e v e l of v e r i f i c a t i o n , a thorough analysis -of these' 
problems could be useful i n our work. In t h i s connection I would l i k e to re f e r to 
the Swedish working paper CD/425 on the v e r i f i c a t i o n of the destruction of stockpiles' 
of chemical weapons. 

Another problem i s the question of a possible p r o h i b i t i o n of use i n the 
convention. After many years of divided opinions, there now appears to be an 
understanding that the p r o h i b i t i o n of use should i n some way be expressed or referred 
to i n the convention. This would imply the p o s s i b i l i t y of investigations of 
allegations of use under the provisions of the convention. 

Regrettably, the question of p r o h i b i t i o n of use has become of immediate importance 
i a the l a s t few weeks. Reports of use of chemical weapons i n the Gulf area remind 
us of the necessity not only to uphold the p r o h i b i t i o n of use i n the Geneva Protocol, 
but also to get as soon as possible a convention which allows adequate means f o r 
investigation and v e r i f i c a t i o n of such allegations. We are g r a t i f i e d that the 
Secretary-General of the United Nations has appointed a group of experts to investigate 
the matter at hand. 
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The German Democratic Republic has suggested, at the Conference on Disarmament 
i n Europe i n Stockholm, that, i n order to increase confidence between States i n 
Europe, States should declare the existence or non-existence of chemical weapons 
on t h e i r t e r r i t o r i e s and also renounce the stationing of chemical weapons where 
there are none at present, i . e . — and t h i s i s somewhat ambiguous language — on 
the t e r r i t o r y of those pa r t i c i p a t i n g States which have declared the non-possession 
of chemical weapons as well as the i r intention not to acquire them. We regard 
t h i s proposal as a confidence-building measure with relevance for the work on a 
comprehensive chemical weapons convention. 

The Swedish delegation put forward some s i m i l a r ideas i n Working Paper CD/279 
of 14 A p r i l 1982, aimed at f a c i l i t a t i n g the work on the convention. 

I t was i n the same confidence-building s p i r i t that Sweden i n January t h i s 
year introduced Working Paper CD/426 proposing that a l l preparations for waging 
chemical warfare should be prohibited, not only the development and production 
of chemical"weapons. When that Working Paper was introduced, we expressed the 
hope that delegations would give t h e i r reactions and views on the subject. -Some 
have already done so. Our ambition i s to f i n d a pragmatic and e f f e c t i v e way to 
increase confidence i n the future chemical weapons convention. 

F i n a l l y , speaking again as the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical 
Weapons, I wish to conclude by expressing my hope that confidence, co-operation 
and e f f i c i e n c y w i l l mark the work of the Committee so that a comprehensive ban 
on chemical weapons may be agreed upon. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the representative of Sweden 
for his statement and for his kind words for the President and I should also l i k e 
to wish him great success i n his important functions as Chairman of the Ad Hoc 
Committee on Chemical Weapons. 

I now give the f l o o r to the distinguished representative of Poland, 
Ambassador Stanislaw Turbanski. 

Mr. TURBANSKI (Poland): Mr. President, I j o i n with great pleasure a l l the 
distinguished speakers who have taken the f l o o r before me under your presidency to 
congratulate you most warmly, on behalf of my delegation, and on my own behalf, on 
the assumption of the presidency of the Conference on Disarmament during t h i s month 
of March. I do not want to repeat a l l the good wishes I offered you when concluding 
my own presidency but, seeing your admirable performance, I wish you further success 
i n discharging your responsible duties and pledge to you, the representative of 
s o c i a l i s t Romania, f u l l support and co-operation i n t h e i r f u l f i l m e n t . Allow me 
also, Mr. President, to thank once again a l l my distinguished colleagues around t h i s 
table for t h e i r kind words on ray presidency i n February. 

I also j o i n the previous speakers i n warmly welcoming among us 
His Excellency Archbishop A c h i l l e S i l v e s t r i n i , Secretary of the Council for Public 
A f f a i r s of the Church and representative of the Holy See. Poland highly values a l l 
the ef f o r t s the Holy See and His Holiness Pope John Paul I I persistently, strenuously 
undertake for the maintenance of peace. The important statement we have heard today 
i s regarded by ray delegation as another t e l l i n g example of these e f f o r t s by the 
Holy See. 
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In the course of our debates i n recent years, we have constantly and 
persistently referred to tne international s i t u a t i o n , r i g h t l y describing i t as 
••serious" and "deteriorating"., At the beginning of t h i s year's session, 
unfortunately, perhaps even more r i g h t l y than ever before, alarming words on 
further deterioration i n international relations have been repeatedly voiced i n 
t h i s chamber. A policy of rejection of the p r i n c i p l e of equality and equal 
security i s under way; the plans for gaining m i l i t a r y superiority here, i n the 
European theatre, are being implemented. Frequent interference i n the i n t e r n a l 
a f f a i r s both of s o c i a l i s t and of many other States has become a l l too f a m i l i a r 
news i n mass media a l l over the world. Many mutually b e n e f i c i a l economic l i n k s 
have been broken. The s o c i a l i s t countries — my country, Poland, i s not the 
only example — are subjected to a l l sorts of h o s t i l e pressure and calumnious 
campaigns. 

My delegation i s i n f u l l agreement with the comprehensive, factual analysis 
of the developments that have led to the present s i t u a t i o n which has been already 
presented i n the course of t h i s year's session of the Conference on Disarmament 
by the representatives of the s o c i a l i s t countries and which has also been reflected 
i n a number of statements by the representatives of поп-aligned States. 

The r e s p o n s i b i l i t y for the dire state of international r e l a t i o n s , for the 
aggravation of.world tensions, and for the f u e l l i n g of the arms race rests 
e n t i r e l y on one State which wants to lead the other States throughout the world 
i n a subjectively chosen d i r e c t i o n , which wants to use i t s indisputable 
technological achievements for "outpacing" a l l other States and which has adopted 
as the exclusive tenet of i t s policy "negotiation from the position of strength". 
I t i s j u s t t h i s drive of the United States of America to reassure i t s e l f of i t s 
position of superiority over the Soviet Union, to show to i t s a l l i e s the resolve 
to sustain i t s position of leadership, to influence the p o l i t i c a l developments 
i n many regions of the wo^ld through the use of power, that has put the world on 
i t s present, dangerous path. One cannot read the facts otherwise. I t would be 
d i f f i c u l t to exhaust the l i s t of them. The unprecedented growth of tne 
United States m i l i t a r y budget, equalling over a five-year period some 1.5 b i l l i o n 
d o l l a r s , may be taken as the predominant factor. Moreover, the launching of 
several major m i l i t a r y production and development programmes, each of importance 
for the strategic balance of forces, such as the new strategic bomber, MX and 
Midgetman b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e s , new manoeuvrable nuclear re-entry vehicles, a i r 
land- and sea-launched cruise m i s s i l e s , and rapid expansion of the ocean-going 
f l e e t , are the unequivocal, material examples of the plans i n being. The 
preparation of a rapidly déployable force numbering over 200,000 soldiers and 
equipped with modern means of transport cannot but serve as an i n d i c a t i o n of the 
intentions of the State organizing such a force. Yet another avenue of the arms 
race, so f a r r e s t r i c t e d only to the supportive, though v i t a l , m i l i t a r y systems 
with no offensive c a p a b i l i t i e s , w i l l be opened i f the plans of the present 
United States administration to create a n t i - s a t e l l i t e and space-based a n t i - b a l l i s t i c 
weapon systems materialize. These facts are ample evidence that an i n t e n s i f i e d 
strategic and theatre nuclear arms race, as well as the conventional one, i s 
under way. This i s but one side of the coin. The other i s the United States' 
attitude towards the e f f o r t s i n favour of агтз control and disarmament.. Again, the 
l i s t of the i n d i c a t i v e facts i s long. F i r s t , there i s the f a i l u r e to r a t i f y the 
b i l a t e r a l threshold and peaceful nuclear explosions t r e a t i e s . One o f f i c i a l l y - g i v e n 
reason for t h i s was the inadequacy of the v e r i f i c a t i o n system envisaged i n these 
leg a l instruments. In f a c t , these instruments were the f i r s t i n which a sort of 
i n s i t u v e r i f i c a t i o n wa4 agreed between the Soviet Union and the United States. 
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The actual reason, as i t has been i n the case of the t r i l a t e r a l t a l k s on a 
complete nuclear-test ban from which the United States has withdrawn, was the 
pressure of the nuclear weapons designers and the m i l i t a r y , who consider the 
tests indispensable for the development of new nuclear warheads and for checking 
the r e l i a b i l i t y of existing stocks of nuclear weapons. Another t e l l i n g fact i s 
the withholding from the r a t i f i c a t i o n of the SALT I I Treaty. Again, the o f f i c i a l 
reasons given for t h i s policy were less than convincing. The f i r s t to be put 
forward was the inappropriateness of the v e r i f i c a t i o n . Later on, the theory of 
"linkage" gave the opponents of the Treaty a more convenient excuse. I t i s 
interesting to note, however, that despite the c r i t i c i s m raised during the SALT I I 
r a t i f i c a t i o n debate, the basic provisions of t h i s not-yet-legally-binding agreement 
are being observed and, moreover, that there are voices inside the United States 
arguing that the country would be better o f f with the treaty i n force than without 
i t . I t i s the irony of l i f e that the United States broke o f f the discussions with 
the Soviet Union on a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems i n the f i n a l stage of those t a l k s , at 
a time when neither side had the technology for an operational a n t i - s a t e l l i t e 
system at hand, only to complain that after four years the o v e r - a l l s i t u a t i o n has 
changed to such an extent as to require the United States to launch a large programme 
for space warfare as a security edge against a strategic surprise. I t i s already 
v i s i b l e how much more complex, due to the technological developments, the issue has 
become from the point of view of future space arms l i m i t a t i o n measures. And, l a s t 
but not l e a s t , the history of INF negotiations shows that the p o l i t i c a l and 
m i l i t a r y considerations, among them the wish to gain m i l i t a r y advantages over the 
opponent and to strengthen the United States position within the NATO a l l i a n c e , 
prevailed. The intransigence of the United States negotiating position, despite 
the pressure of European public opinion and against the e f f o r t s of the other side 
to prevent yet another round of the nuclear arms race i n Europe, destroyed the 
chances for an agreement. 

As1 the on-going debate during t h i s session of the Conference indicates, 
there exists a general conviction that the biggest threat to world security i s the 
existence of nuclear weapons and the threat of t h e i r unintentional or unauthorized 
use. The most s t r i k i n g feature of the present nuclear arsenals i s no longer the 
fact of t h e i r numerical growth. In f a c t , despite such processes as the mirving 
of nuclear warheads on b a l l i s t i c missiles and the introduction of numerous cruise 
missiles into the arsenals, the o v e r - a l l stock of nuclear warheads i s growing 
slowly, i f at a l l . 

What matters now i s the development of nuclear weapon systems that are more 
capable of an offensive s t r i k e and, at the same time, are less vulnerable to 
the opponent's r e t a l i a t i o n . This i s the crux of the on-going modernization of the 
United States strategic forces making them more and more technically prepared to 
launch a nuclear f i r s t s t r i k e , a s i t u a t i o n which threatens the s t a b i l i t y of 
strategic relations i n time of a future c r i s i s . A s i m i l a r l y dangerous trend can 
be traced i n the development of small-calibre nuclear weapons, delivered by ever 
more accurate missiles, with warheads tailor-made to s p e c i f i c m i l i t a r y requirements. 
This technical jargon means that these weapons are more and more useful for the 
m i l i t a r y commanders, who may be therefore much more prone to use them, according 
to the conditions on the b a t t l e f i e l d . In p a r a l l e l with the technological 
sophistication of s t r a t e g i c , theatre, and t a c t i c a l nuclear weapons goes the 
m i l i t a r y doctrine of t h e i r use. This i s the foundation of the b e l i e f , expressed 
i n some countries at the highest p o l i t i c a l l e v e l s , that nuclear war can be 
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r e s t r i c t e d geographically, contained to a low l e v e l of nuclear c o n f l i c t , or — 
worse s t i l l that i t can be won. No one knows how the potential nuclear 
c o n f l i c t might look. I t i s , however, a certainty that even, the lowest and the 
most r e s t r i c t e d l e v e l of nuclear war would bê a catastrophe, especially i n such 
heavily urbanized and populated areas as Europe. There i s , therefore, no need 
to argue top, long about the need for international action to lessen or, preferably, 
to avert the danger of nuclear war. It i s i n our common i n t e r e s t , irrespective of 
ideological or p o l i t i c a l convictions. Such i s the r a t i o n a l premise of the "position 
of the s o c i a l i s t States. The important c h a r a c t e r i s t i c of the approach Of s o c i a l i s t 
States ДЕЦ the conviction that e f f o r t s directed at the prevention of nuclear' War-
should. Jap. paralleled i n the p o l i t i c a l , psychological, moral and material domains. 
Pursuit of tVie common goal i n one only of these domains i s doomed to f a i l u r e . 
Material disarmament cannot succeed without growth of confidence, without 
r e s t r a i n t i n the r e a l i z a t i o n of egoistic States' i n t e r e s t s , without the 
acceptance of the existence of di f f e r e n t p o l i t i c a l systems and without respedt f o r 
the general rules of international law. And the confidence and other general-
p o l i t i c a l and psychological circumstances conducive to disarmament-cannot be created-
i n the presence of ever-expanding arsenals. 

, I nope that, i n view of these f a c t s , the allegations' made here by some 
delegations that i t i s the Soviet Union and other s o c i a l i s t countries that are 
responsible for the increase of a nuclear arms race and for aggravating the 
international climate appear i n much more clear perspective. For instance, the 
distinguished Ambassador of tine Federal Republic of Germany, without considering 
i t u s e f u l j — i n h l 3 own words — to go over the INF controversy before t h i s 
Conference, devoted several s o l i d pages of his statement on 28 February to putting 
the blame'on the Soviet Union and other members of the Warsaw Treaty while 
depicting the NATO States as the ones which u n i l a t e r a l l y — and generously —• 
may I add, do nothing but decide to withdraw hundreds of nuclear warheads from 
European s o i l ... I can s t i l l hear Ambassador Wegener's appeals not to oversimplify 
matters before, as he put i t , a "mature audience l i k e the one around t h i s table". 

Very often i n the interventions of Western delegations at t h i s Conference and 
i n p o l i t i c a l writings i n the West, allegations are being advanced "that the 
expenditures on "conventional armaments are higher than those on nuclear, arms and 
that conventional wars are much more dangerous because they are r e a l . We do not 
minimize either the dangers of conventional war or the sufferings i t brings. An 
undeniable t r u t h , however, i s that we are l i v i n g today i n an increasingly turbulent 
and insecure world because of escalation i n the nuclear arms race, both i n i t s 
quantitative and q u a l i t a t i v e dimensions,because of b l i n d reliance on doctrines 
of nuclear deterrence which, by t h e i r very nature, heighten the r i s k of the outbreak 
of nuclear war — and nuclear war means today a threat to the 1 s u r v i v a l of mankind. 

That i s why t h i s Conference should, to s t a r t with, decide as early as possible 
on the establishment of the proper negotiating forum for the achievement of agreement 
on appropriate and p r a c t i c a l measures for the prevention of nuclear war, as requested 
i n United Nations General Assembly resolutions 38/183 G and 37/78 I . We do hope that 



CD/PV.250 
23 

(Mr. Turbanski, Poland) 

t h i s Conference, having e a r l i e r decided to inscribe on i t s agenda, as an independent 
item, the question of the prevention of nuclear war, w i l l now make a l o g i c a l step 
and establish an ad hoc committee, where the appropriate and p r a c t i c a l measures 
should be negotiated. Among such measures could be the following: 

The renunciation by a l l nuclear-weapon States of the f i r s t use of nuclear 
weapons. We are convinced that i f a l l the nuclear Powers pledged not to 
be the f i r s t to use nuclear weapons, as the Soviet Union and China have done, 
i t would constitute a s i g n i f i c a n t step towards the prevention of nuclear war; 

A freeze by a l l nuclear-weapon States on the production and deployment of 
nuclear weapons. This proposal of the Soviet Union was presented here i n 
d e t a i l l a s t year and hardly needs any further development on my part. We 
fully.support t h i s proposal, the more so as i t enjoys broad support a l l 
over the world, being regarded as one of the most important l i n k s i n the 
chain of e f f o r t s leading to the halt of the arras race; 

The declaration by a l l nuclear-weapon States of a moratorium on a l l nuclear 
explosions u n t i l a treaty on the complète and general prohibitioruof 
nuclear-weapon tests i s concluded. 

In such a way, Mr. President, t h i s Conference would, indeed, contribute to 
t h i s great cause, i n l ine with the m i l l i o n s of appeals a l l over the world. 
Exactly one week agio,' we witnessed i n t h i s very chamber a kind of a moving 
manifestation by women, who, i n t h e i r message to t h i s Conference, appealed once 
again for serious, negotiations for arms control agreements, for the prevention 
of nuclear war. 

Some delegations, unfortunately, are not prepared to go along t h i s d i r e c t i o n , 
disregarding an, overwhelming opinion. The distinguished Ambassador of the 
United States, Mr. F i e l d s , c a l l e d i n his intervention on 23 February l a s t : 
n... tc j o i n our colleagues i n serious work on the question of the prevention of 
nuclear war .r.". But we f a i l then to understand why the United States delegation 
i s opposing serious discussion on the measures just mentioned by me. 

Only recently, on 2 March l a s t , i n an address by the General Secretary of 
the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, Comrade Chernenko, 
excerpts of which have been circulated here as document CD/444, the essence.of the 
United States policy i n t h i s respect was c l e a r l y exposed. Indeed, why should the 
United States, i n a gesture of goodwill, not r a t i f y the t r e a t i e s with the 
Soviet Union, which were signed almost 10 years ago? Very many high ranking 
o f f i c i a l s of Western governments, including the distinguished delegates s i t t i n g 
around t h i s table, pronounce themselves and make appeals for the resumption of the 
INF dialogue. We by no means neglect these very important t a l k s . But we do also 
remember that the United States has broken of f the t a l k s on other issues, including 
the very issue of a general and complete ban on nuclear-weapon t e s t s . Why not 
demonstrate goodwill and resume serious talks on t h i s f i r s t item on the agenda 
of t h i s Conference, either i n the i r t r i l a t e r a l dimension or i n the Ad Hoc Committee 
on a Nuclear Test Ban, or i n both? 

With regard to the nuclear test ban, we are witnessing i n t h i s chamber a huge 
operation of tendentious interpretations. Certain delegations strongly advise 
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continuation of the NTB Ad Hoo Committee on the basis of the old mandate, as 
the resolution of the v e r i f i c a t i o n issues i s — t o use again the words of the 
distinguished Ambassador of the United States ~ "1.. c r u c i a l i f we are eventually 
to succeed i n attaining a nuclear test ban For our part, -we would l i k e t o 
r e i t e r a t e once more that we do not neglect any of these complex issues of 
verificationw Neither do we diminish t h e i r importance. But we have a firm 
f e e l i n g that i t i s neither a matter of v e r i f i c a t i o n nor a matter of i t s negotiation. 
To put i t s t r a i g h t , i t i s a question of p o l i t i c a l w i l l , or a lack of i t , to Conduct 
serious negotiations on t h i s burning.problem, which i s now more than a quarter of a 
century old, and i s , indeed, ripe for a f i n a l solution. Very many s c i e n t i f i c 
authorities a f f i r m that there are no insurmountable obstacles to conclusive 
negotiations on a comprehensive nuclear-test ban treaty. Therefore my delegation, 
i n accordance with the provisions of General Assembly resolutions 38/62 and 3<3/63 
and many other resolutions adppted by the General Assembly i n t h i s respect, c a l l s 
for urgent substantial, consultations, i n the framework of t h i s Conference on the 
NTB Ad Hoc Committee's new mandate and subsequently on a serious process of ' 
negotiations concerning the formulation and elaboration of a comprehensive test 
ban treaty. Furthermore, one cannot but share the fear voiced here by some at the 
beginning of t h i s session that a l l the b e n e f i c i a l r e s u l t s of the Non-Proliferation 
Treaty may end with further aggravation of the s i t u a t i o n , with the application of 
a l l the technological developments i n the m i l i t a r y sphere or, not the l e a s t , with 
the aspirations of certain States. I t i s good to remember and to speak on these 
factors today, before the t h i r d Review Conference of the NPT, and p a r t i c u l a r l y 
before the session of the Preparatory C!ommittee to that Conference, the f i r s t of 
which i s to be convened soon. My delegation strongly supports the view that the 
success of the coming Review Conference w i l l depend on the progress i n the 
implementation of a r t i c l e s VI and VII of the NPT°. The success of our discussions 
and, possibly, negotiations on the nuclear-test ban would thus greatly contribute 
to the success of the NPT Review Conference. 

I would l i k e now to turn to the question of the prohibition of chemical 
weapons. As you are aware, and as the distinguished Ambassador of Sweden j u s t 
mentioned, a f t e r intensive discussions on procedural matters, perhaps unavoidable 
ones, although unreasonably prolonged, we have f i n a l l y agreed on the organizational 
structure of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, A new, extended mandate 
makes i t possible to conduct f u l l - s c a l e negotiations on the formulation and the 
elaboration of a future convention. We consider that as an important r e s u l t of 
our work opening a new stage, a re s u l t of which we should take f u l l advantage. 

f 
Quite a l o t of important questions w i l l have to be agreed upon i n the course 

of our future elaboration and formulation of s p e c i f i c provisions of the draft 
convention. Many governments pronounce themselves for an immediate and t o t a l ban 
on chemical weapons and numerous delegations p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n t h i s Conference, 
have already supported t h e i r positions with s p e c i f i c documents i n the course of 
the present session. This has been recently done by the delegations of the 
United Kingdom, Sweden, the Federal Republic of Germany, China and the Netherlands. 
In h i s important statement, to which I have already referred, the General Secretary 
of the Communist Party of the; Soviet Union, Comrade Konstantin Chernenko stated 
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among other things that certain prerequisites for negotiating a comprehensive 
ban on chemical weapons are appearing. Achievement of an agreement in this and 
some other regards could constitute a beginning of a real breakthrough in 
Soviet-American relations and a turn in the international situation. 

A strong positive impulse in our debate on the prohibition of chemical 
weapons were new proposals of the Soviet Union on the question of verification 
presented by the distinguished Ambassador Victor Issraelyan on 21 February l a s t . 
In the framework of systematic international on-site inspections considered so 
far, the Soviet Union expressed i t s readiness to accept i n certain cases a 
permanent presence of the representatives of international control at a special 
f a c i l i t y for the destruction of chemical weapons. This new step by the 
Soviet Union has to be seen as another measure towards compromise and the 
successful resolution of the tasks s t i l l ahead of us. My delegation highly 
appreciates this Soviet undertaking. It indicates once again that the s o c i a l i s t 
States approach the negotiations in a flexible and constructive way. The 
proposals put forward by the socialist States with regard to chemical weapons ^ 
during this and the previous session of the Conference have indicated willingness 
to accept a wide range of verification procedures, including systematic 
international control, and opened the way to the intensification of negotiations 
on the chemical weapons convention. Thé recent proposal of the Soviet Union just 
referred to promises a possibility of bringing to fruition the work oñ the vast 
and weighty problem of the verification of stockpile destruction. 

u Provisions of a future convention on chemical weapons, like a l l the provisions 
of international treaties, must be implemented in goodwill, in accordance with 
the objectives and principles of the Charter of the United Nations, and i n 
application of wisely and adequately formulated mechanisms of international qontrol. 
The, term "adequacy11 can be characterized as technioal f e a s i b i l i t y and practicality., 
together with capability for effective detection, of violation and minimum 
interference with the l i f e of individual nations. 

One may suggest many theoretical requirements for disarmament verification 
systems, such as, to name only a few: high detectability of objects and activities 
..related to the scope and subject-matter of an agreement, practical f e a s i b i l i t y and 
technical sufficiency of the verification means, oontinuity of the verification 
process, timeliness of the fact-finding and of the assessments processes, 
f l e x i b i l i t y of the methods adopted, economic acceptability of the verification 
system, etc. 

But our main task i s , I would say, to stay with these considerations on solid, 
real ground, that i s , to confront always theoretical desires with practical; 
p o s s i b i l i t i e s . 

It i s conceivable, for example, that when the highest detectability i s 
-demanded from the verification system, i t may render i t too expensive or 
procedurally too complicated or, in the extreme case, too intrusive for many 
of thé parties concerned. Furthermore, certain features of the so-called "adequate" 
verification may become contradictory to each other: in maximizing one aspect of 
the "adequate" verification, another one, not less important, may suffer. In short, 
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every v e r i f i c a t i o n system i s a compromise between various technical, economic and 
p o l i t i c a l factors. To f i n d the best of compromise solutions i s a task to be 
tackled i n the course of our negotiations. We must remember, however, that the 
basic prerequisite f o r the achievement of such "best compromise" solutions i s 
p o l i t i c a l goodwill, we would l i k e to hope that i t does e x i s t i n t h i s chamber, 
among us, but can we r e a l l y say that i t has been s u f f i c i e n t l y demonstrated? 

I would also wish to express my delegation's conviction that no v e r i f i c a t i o n , 
however i n t r u s i v e and elaborate, can provide us with a 100 per cent certainty t h a i 
no v i o l a t i o n , even the least meaningful, occurs. The i d e a l v e r i f i c a t i o n system 
would, i n my opinion, be one that would ensure States' security through a high 
probability of detecting v i o l a t i o n , could provide a convenient channel of 
communication between parties, and would help i n building confidence between them. 
The convention we are negotiating here may become the f i r s t authentic disarmament 
treaty, but i t i s for that very reason that i t i s so p o l i t i c a l l y s e n s i t i v e . 
Entering i n t o such agreements, States are, understandably, eager to gain reassurance 
that the agreements are mutually upheld by a l l . 

Speaking on the organization of a most reasonable system of control, i t i s 
worth r e c a l l i n g also that l i v i n g up to a future convention w i l l be guaranteed 
through, i n t e r a l i a , the moral prestige of future States parties. For t h e i r 
moral prestige, so to say, w i l l be at stake. We should remember i n t h i s connection 
that future States parties w i l l be most interested not to s t a i n t h e i r reputation 
before the whole international community by possible offences against provisions 
agreed and signed by themselves. In other words, we should assume that they w i l l 
apply national means of control also i n good f a i t h . Unfortunately, t h i s means of 
control i s r a r e l y valued here and, even worse, i t s importance i s often diminished. 
We would l i k e to hope that, i n further developing and specifying t h e i r positions 
i n future working documents, the respective delegations w i l l take,these 
considerations into accoumt. I t i s hard to believe that the process of elaborating 
a future convention w i l l proceed smoothly i f at the root of t h i s process i s a lack 
of confidence among the majority of the most interested partners. 

Many factors indicate, on the other hand, that the elaboration of the chemical 
weapons convention now i s i n the interest of the community of a l l nations. P o l i t i c a l 
and technical r e a l i t i e s apeak for the same. Let us then j o i n t h i s process i n a most 
eff e c t i v e way and assure a good pace of work on the convention. Let us not stay and 
wait i n abeyance. As you a l l so very well know, distinguished delegates, many 
important problems regarding the future convention require a negotiated solution. 
I t i s high time to undertake, on a working l e v e l and i n a working s p i r i t , a 
substantial and mutually accommodating negotiation process i n order to achieve 
mutually acceptable solutions. 

Remembering a l l the h i s t o r i c a l circumstances of the use of chemical weapons on 
a massive scale i n Europe, Poland attaches great importance to the question of f i n a l 
and t o t a l prohibition of chemical weapons. We therefore work hard, and we s h a l l 
continue to do so, t r y i n g to co-ordinate the agenda item on chemical weapons among 
the delegations of s o c i a l i s t countries i n the framework of t h i s Conference and to 
contribute, as far as possible, to t h i s important topic of our negotiations. 
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The PRESIDENT (translated from French) : I thank the representative of Poland 
for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the President. I now give 
the f l o o r to the next speaker on my l i s t , who i s the distinguished representative 
of the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics, Ambassador Victor Issraelyan. 

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from Russian); 
Comrade President, the USSR delegation would l i k e today to make some comments 
i n connection with the t h i r d report to the Conference on Disarmament of the 
Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts which has been distributed here. 

The a c t i v i t y of the Group i s d i r e c t l y linked with the problem of a complete 
and general nuclear-weapon test ban. In his statement of 2 March of t h i s year, 
the General Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, Comrade K.U. Chernenko, 
stressed that the achievement of agreement on the-próblem of a nuclear-weapon test 
ban as well as on a number of other disarmament questions would mark the s t a r t 
of a r e a l and r a d i c a l change i n the international si t u a t i o n as a whole. The 
Soviet delegation w i l l have the opportunity l a t e r to state i t s opinion on the 
question of a nuclear test ban. Now we would l i k e to emphasize once again the 
extreme importance and urgency of t h i s question, which i n c i d e n t a l l y has recently 
been reaffirmed i n the message of the Conference e n t i t l e d "Women and the World 
Disarmament Campaign" to the Conference on Disarmament. 

The t h i r d report r e f l e c t s the results of work conducted by the Group of 
S c i e n t i f i c Experts since 1979 i n accordance with the instructions of the Committee 
on Disarmament. 

The reports prepared by the Group — CCD/558 of 1978, CD/43 of 1979 and the 
t h i r d report submitted to the Conference now — represent a good basis for the 
furtherance of the elaboration of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition 
of nuclear-weapon t e s t s . Naturally, the system for the international exchange 
of seismic data could be established only a f t e r such a treaty entered into force. 

In i t s f i r s t report, CCD/558, the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts dealt with the 
elaboration of an international system for the exchange of Level I seismic data 
with the use for data transmission to international data centres of the 
telecommunications network of the World Meteorological Organization (WMO). The 
second report, CD/43, points out that the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts i n i t i a t e d 
the elaboration of s c i e n t i f i c and methodological p r i n c i p l e s of a possible 
comprehensive experimental t e s t of the seismic data exchange system to be conducted 
after the conclusion and entry into force of a treaty. F i n a l l y , the t h i r d report 
circulated today notes that the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts has elaborated oh the 
basis of the two previous reports, preliminary technical instructions and operations 
manual for a comprehensive experimental testing of a l l the elements of a global 
exchange system. 

Thus, the experts have performed s i g n i f i c a n t and useful work which shows that 
international operational seismic data exchange within the context of implementation 
of the future treaty can be organized on a global basis. To t h i s end, the 
seismic stations that could be used within the global system have been provisionally 
i d e n t i f i e d . I t has become clear that the telecommunications system of the 
World Meteorological Organization f u l l y meets the requirements for the prompt 
transmission of seismic data. Definitions have been made of equipment and 
automated procedures for seismic data processing at stations and the future 
international data centres. 
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A l l t h i s i s evidence that the Group has f u l f i l l e d i t s functions under i t s 
current mandate and prepared the necessary technicál'basis for the elaboration 
of the relevant provisions of a treaty on complete and general prohibition of 
nuclear-weapon tests and of the protocol covering peaceful nuclear explosions 
that would form an i n t e g r a l part of such a treaty. 

There has thus been devised quite a good technical basis involving the use 
of methods of "acquiring and exchanging seismic data that are accessible to a wide 
range of States. This has been repeatedly confirmed by the overwhelming majority 
of States p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the Conference on Disarmament. The recommendations-

of the Group of Experts l a i d down i n a l l three reports and based on the actual 
state of a f f a i r s represent a de f i n i t e basis "for creating a r e a l seismic data 
exchange system. The improvement of such a system taking into account the newest 
technology, could be dealt with, i n t e r a l i a , by tne consultative committee, the 
establishment of which i s envisaged within the framework of the future treaty. 

Comrade President, I should l i k e to draw pa r t i c u l a r attention to the fact 
that almost f i v e years were needed for the preparation of the t h i r d report o f the 
Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts. It must be said that the tempo of the Group's 
work has been considerably reduced and that some delegations have attempted to 
place a r t i f i c i a l obstacles i n the way'of agreement on a f i n a l report. 

The Group's a c t i v i t y was at i t s most successful i n the period when negotiations 
were being conducted between the USSR, the United States of America and the 
United Kingdom on the conclusion of a treaty on complete and general prohibition 
of nuclear-weapon t e s t s , negotiations that were suspended, as i s known, i n 198O 
through no f a u l t of ours. 

Some States' lack of p o l i t i c a l w i l l to conclude the treaty, which they 
regard only as t h e i r "long term", "long-standing" goal, has the most d i r e c t 
influence on progress on any aspect of t h i s problem, including the s c i e n t i f i c , 
and technical aspects. Hence the dubiousness of some States' desire, at a time 
when there are no p r a c t i c a l talks under way on the elaboration of a l l aspects of 
the treaty, to engage i n endless refinement of the seismic data exchange system. 
Such imitation of a c t i v i t y , r e jection of the new i n order to replace i t by the 
newest, i s used as a cover, as a far-fetched pretext i n order to j u s t i f y before 
world public opinion the impasse created at the Conference through t h e i r f a u l t . 

For i t s part, the Soviet Union maintains i t s principled approach to the question 
of the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon t e s t s . The "basic 
provisions of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon 
t e s t s " put forward by the USSR i n 1982 provide a good basis for the solution 
of r this urgent problem. The draft treaty submitted ty Sweden l a s t year also 
merits careful study. We are strongly i n favour of revising the mandate of the 
relevant subsidiary body of the Conference so as to enable i t to s t a r t without 
delay the elaboration of a l l the provisions of such a treaty, including provisions 
on the control and v e r i f i c a t i o n of i t s implementation. Our aspirations i n t h i s 
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matter coincide with those of the overwhelminc majority of the participants i n 
the Conference, who are interested in the complete and universal ending of nuclear-
weapon tests. 

In conclusion, Comrade President, we should like to state that we are not, 
in principle, opposed to the proposal by tne Group of Scientific Experts for the 
conduct at the end of 19&Ч of a technical test of Level I data exchange and 
analysis with the f i r s t use on a regular basi3 of the WMO telecommunications 
system. We believe that such a test with the participation of a wide range of 
States from various regions of the world would be a logical conclusion of the work 
of the sci e n t i f i c experts on their third report. 

The conclusion of the Group's work on the third report and the preliminary 
agreement on the procedure for the conduct of an experiment on the basis of the 
recommendations contained in that report naturally raise the question of the 
Group's future. In this connection, we should lik e to state that continuation 
of the work of the Group of Scientific Experts would make sense only in case i f 
the Onit$d States of America does not prevent the Conference from conducting 
practical negotiations on a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of 
nuclear-weapon tests-

For i t s part the Soviet delegation w i l l make every effort to ensure that 
the Conference on Disarmament iz aola to f i ? f i l the extremely important task of 
achieving the earliesL possible solution of the problem of the complete 
prohibition of nuclear-weapor tests. 

Mr. IMAI (Japan): Mr. President, si ace this i s the f i r s t time I take the 
floor this mon' h, I would f i r s t of alx li<e vo express the pleasure of my delegation 
in welcoming you to tne chajr of this Corfermce for the month of March and 
assure you the f u l l co-operation of ry delegation during your tenure as our 
President. At the sara* time, I wish to s&at^ our appreciation of the energetic 
and s k i l l f u l manner in which your predecessor, Ambassador Turbanski of Poland, 
presiaed over our Conference and set our work in motion at the always d i f f i c u l t 
i n i t i a l stage of our session. 

Wc are receiving today, as i s apparent from the l i s t of speakers and the 
documents alroadj distributed, the third report of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific 
Experte to Consider International Co-operativo Measures to Detect and Identify 
Se¿smic Evonts as well г с the progress report on the seventeenth session of that 
Group.. Wh'Ifc ue shall have to wait some moments more for formal introduction 
cf t;v P"--r. -„e should like to say that we very much welcome the submission of 
thojj reports; in particular, the long awaited third report to this session of 
chc Conference en Disarmament. My delegation would like to thank the Chairman 
cf the Group i . . advance for introducing them, and wishes to express our warm 
appreciation to Dr. Dahlman himself as well as to tne previous Chairman, the 
late Dr. Ericsson, both of whom so ably guided the Group's work to i t s success. 
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It would be appropriate, under the oJrcumstances, to reserve our detailed 
views on the third report u n t i l some proper occasion dt a later date when we have 
made a thorough examination of i t s contents as well as of the wealth of 
information contained in the Appendices. Thus T would like tc limit myself 
today to some brief remarks- My delegation has taken note with great 
appreciation of the comprehensive nature of the report, which includes 
descriptions of the global system for international seismic data exchange already 
proposed in the previous reports of the Group, as well as of the international 
data centres on the basis of further in-depth examination and some newly-gained 
experiences, both indi"iduaj and collective. It is indeed gratifying to see 
that the Ad^Hoc Group i s nov in a position to make more concrete proposals for 
the comprehensive experimental exercise proposed already by the Group in i t s 
f i r s t report in document CCD/558. Such an exercise indeed constitutes an 
indispensable step toward? the realization of a global system of data exohange 
which would not only assist national Verification efforts but i s , with others, a 
necessary instrument for effective multilateral verification of a nuclear test 
ban. 

In this regard, we welcome with particular satisfaction the fact that the 
Group has agreed to conduct for r.wo months toward the end of this year a technical 
test concerning the exchange and analysis of Level I data using the WMO/GTS 
under new formal arrangements between the Conference on Disarmament and WMO for 
regular use of the GTS, This w i l l be the f i r s t such test, and certainly a very 
important one for further refineP3.pt of the proposed global system. I would 
like tc point out at this juncture зоте of th3 important factors to be borne in 
mind in undertaking this test tnis f a i l . 

F i r s t l y , this exercise must be well prepared and organired so that not only 
data exchange w i l l lead to a useful result in i t s e l f , but also various possible 
practical problems, such as reduction of data and as their communication and 
assessment, will be clarifiée for future improvement. The Ad Hoc Group, in i t s 
progress repurt, indicates ;nat a oreiinmary plan for this technical test has 
already been t">rked oui snd suggests tnat i t s next session be held in July-August 
to finalize the plan. My daxegaciori certainiy welcomes and endorses such a 
suggestion-

Secondly, my delegation expresses once again, as i t has done on previous 
occasions in connection with the t r i a l data exenanges conducted by the Group, our 
strong hope and belief that the participation of as many countries as possible 
would be essential for the ригрозе oí obtaining the maximum meaningful outcome 
from the test, so that as many s c i e n t i f i c a l l y meaningful data points as practical 
w i l l eventually foxm parts of the system. It would also promote a sense of 
participation by many in this amportant exercise In this respect, I note that 
23 countries have already indicated their intention to participate, including 
Japan, and we expect that more countries w i l l follow that example. 

http://refineP3.pt
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Thirdly, i t goes without saying that a proper assessment of the re s u l t s should 
be mad«* as a j o i n t e f f o r t , so that f u l l advantage i s taken of the advancement 
in seismic science, and a proper incorporation of Level I I data may be worked 
out for the future. Here again I notice that the Progress Report mentions 
that " I t i s expected that the results of the test w i l l be discussed i n the Group 
and reported to the Conference on Disarmament i n 1985". My delegation expects 
that the Group's report on the results of the te s t and on the Group's assessment 
w i l l be presented to t h i s Conference as quickly as possible a f t e r the te s t , so 
that f u l l use w i l l be made of i t by the Conference, as w e l l as, of course, by a l l 
the interested States. 

My delegation, which took the i n i t i a t i v e for formalizing the arrangements 
with WMO for regular изе of the GTS, and which took an active part i n the 
Group's work as a co-convener of the thi r d sub-group of GSE'on the format and 
procedures f o r the exchange of Level I data through 1 the GTS system, w i l l continue 
to do i t s best for the success of th« forthcoming t e s t , as well as future ones. 

As we recognize the importance of t h i 3 year's experiment as another important 
step,forward i n r e a l i z i n g the comprehensive and global system of international 
seismic data exchange, we also> know only too well that furth-er questions 
r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n of a nuclear-test ban s t i l l remain to be addressed. 
Here, I would l i k e to merely remind the distinguished delegates of Working 
Papar -CD/389 which I presented to th-j Committee on Disarmament during i t s session 
l a s t year. I t i s the view of my delegation that many of the points enumerated 
i n that document need further elaboration by the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c 
Experts,;' while some other important features thereof need c l a r i f i c a t i o n by the 
Conference i t s e l f . In t h i s regard we hope that the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts 
w i l l be able to continue i t s a c t i v i t i e s i n the future, i n order to c l a r i f y 
points, as already proposed i n the f i n a l Chapter of the Third Report, e n t i t l e d 
"Conclusions and recommendations". 

Tne PRESIDENT (translated from French) : I thank th«= representative of 
Japan for his statement and for his kind words concerning the President. In view 
of the hour and of the fact that we have three more sp<-ak-=rs for today, I am now 
going to suspend t h i s plonary meeting to resume i t t h i s afternoon, i n t h i s room 
at~'3«30'P«ra. The meeting i s suspended. 

The meeting was suspended at 1 p.m. and reconvened at 3.50 p.m. 
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The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I declare tht meeting open. We 
s h a l l resume the work of th*- plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament. 
I give the f l o o r to the distinguished representative of Zaire, Ambassador Mukamba. 

Mr. MUKAMBA (Zaire) (translated from Frtanch): Mr. President, i n t h i s , my 
f i r s t statement on behalf of the Zairian delegation, i t gives me very great 
pleasure to extend to you the warmest congratulations on your accession to the 
Presidynoy of our Conference for the month of March. 

I am firmly convinced that, under your enlightened guidance, the Conference 
w i l l achieve positive and concrete r e s u l t s i n the spheres of disarmament with 
which we are a l l so deeply concerned, namely, the elaboration of t r e a t i e s or 
agreement's on a nuclear-teet ban, the cessation of the nuclear arms race and 
nuclear' disarmament, r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, negative security guarantees and- outer 
space, with a view to attaining our ultimate goal, which i s none other than 
general and complete disarmament under effe c t i v e international control. 

I should also l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to express our deep gratitude 
to the outgoing President, Ambassador Turbanski of Poland, for the dynamism and 
s k i l l with which he directed our work during the month of February. 

Our warmest appreciation also got-s to the Secretary-General of the Conference, 
Ambassador J a i p a l , and to the Deputy Secretary-General of the Conferenoe, 
Mr. Berasategui, for the outstanding t a c t , wisdom and energy with which they 
discharge t h e i r weighty r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s and for the judicious advice that they 
so unsparingly give us i n our delicate enterprise. 

Since I am p a r t i c i p a t i n g for the f i r s t tim« i n the work of t h i s Conference, 
I should l i k e to express my deepest gratitude to the distinguished representatives 
of member countries here present for t h e i r kind words of welcome. I t i s with 
deep and sincere pleasure that I, i n my turn, welcome among us my colleagues the 
representatives of Aust r a l i a , Belgium, Canada, Cuba, Egypt, Ethiopia -,-Hungary, 
Indonesia and S r i Lanka. 

With tht: spring part of our session, we are beginning a new period, that 
i n which our forum for disarmament negotiations has become the Conference on 
Disarmament. 

My delegation welcomes t h i s important change and hopes that, under i t s 
new t i t l e , t h i s forum, which has been unable for almost f i v e years to achieve 
any major progress on substantive questions r e l a t i n g to disarmament, w i l l make 
vigorous e f f o r t s to a t t a i n the disarmament objectives to which the International 
community and a l l peace-loving peoples зо ardently aspire. 
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I shall use the opportunity offered to me to address the Conference today to 
speak on agenda items 1, 2, 3 and 4» concerning respectively a nuclear-test ban, 
cessation of the nuclear—arms race and nuclear disarmament, prevention of nuclear war 
and chemical weapons. 

The work of this session begins at a crucial moment, when the climate of tension 
and armed conflict m the world and the acceleration of the nuclear-arms race are 
growing steadily more marked, creating an unstable situation and total insecurity for 
the international community. 

These tensions and, above a l l , this acceleration i n the accumulation of ever 
more sophisticated weapons constitute a grave danger to international peace and 
security and w i l l unquestionably lead us towards a nuclear disaster of unforeseeable 
and incalculable consequences. 

In the light of what I have just said, of the alarming proportions being assumed 
by the nuclear arms race and, in particular, of the intensive manufacture of 
nuclear weapons, the role of the Conference on Disarmament, the single multilateral 
disarmament negotiating forum, takes on i t s f u l l significance: this unique forum 
must turn i t s attention as a matter of urgency to a l l the priority questions of 
disarmament and make good use of the abundance of working papers and the valuable 
time placed at i t s disposal to institute genuine consultations and negotiations on 
real disarmanient measures without wasting any time i n long and sterile discussions 
on procedural matters. 

In this respect, I wish to express my delegation's gratitude to the outgoing 
President, Ambassador Turbanski of Poland, for the s k i l l and diplomacy with which 
he conducted our discussions, so enabling us to adopt the agenda of the Conference 
without delay. 

My delegation i s entirely satisfied with the Conference's consensus-decision 
to examine as a separate agenda item the question of the prevention of nuclear war, 
which was previously combined with the question of the cessation of the nuclear-arms 
race. 

The danger of a nuclear conflagration has never been so great, thanks to the 
development of new and increasingly sophisticated weapons systems. 

Furthermore, the military build-up at the world level has the effect of 
destabilizing the international situation and causing crises i n various parts of 
the world, thus creating very d i f f i c u l t social and economic conditions for a l l 
peoples. 

Furthermore, the destructive power of nuclear weaponry i s such that i t can 
eliminate any possibility of highly-developed l i f e on earth. Consequently, i f the 
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accumulation of nuclear weapons continues at the present pace, a nuclear war 
would signify the end of mankind, despite the assurances given by some nuclear-^weapon 
Powers who claim that, as a result of the great progress made i n this sphere, 
targeting accuracy Ьаз allegedly become so great that only the military or economic 
installations aimed at would be destroyed, without any human victims. 

What i s more, i t i s well known to a l l that at a time when the under-developed 
Third World contains over a b i l l i o n people l i v i n g m the most complete penury, 
some nations annually spend hundreds of b i l l i o n s of dollars on their military 
defence, thus pursuing the dangerous game of the nuclear-arms race with as yet 
unknown consequences. 

My delegation i s firmly convinced that these colossal sums devoted to the 
production and stockpiling of nuclear weapons would suffice to reactivate the 
international economy, the results of which would tend to alleviate 
many of the evils a f f l i c t i n g some parts of the world. 

In the face of this uncertainty as to the consequences of the nuclear-arms 
race, my delegation believes that the current monstrously high level of nuclear 1 weapons 
deployment must be reduced as rapidly as possible, and that a freeze on nuclear 
arsenals seems- an effective way of beginning the essential process of nuclear 
disarmament. 

While disarmament i s the concern of a l l the countries of the world, the 
nuclear-^weapon Powers primarily bear a special responsibility i n this sphere. 

My delegation considers that a nuclear-test ban and the cessation of the 
nuclear-arms race can only take place effectively with the participation of a l l 
nuclear-weapon States. 

My delegation therefore fervently appeals to them to demonstrate a genuine 
p o l i t i c a l w i l l to achieve the conclusion of concrete agreements on agenda items 1 and 
2, which must be considered i n appropriate subsidiary bodies having negotiating 
mandates. 

My delegation i s happy to note in this connection that several relevant 
resolutions of the United Nations General Assembly bear witness to the importance 
which the international community attaches to agenda items 1 and 2. These include 
resolution 38/183 D, i n which the General Assembly calls upon the Conference on 
Disarmament to proceed without delay to negotiations on the cessation of the 
nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament m accordance with paragraph 50 of the 
Final Document of the tenth special session of the General Assembly, the f i r s t 
special session devoted to disarmament, and especially to elaborate a 
nuclear-disarmament programme, and to establish for this purpose an ad hoc.working 
group on the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and on nuclear disarmament; and 
resolution З8/72, which urges the Conference on Disarmament to proceed promptly 
to negotiations with a view to elaborating a multilateral treaty on the prohibition 
of nuclear^weapon tests by a l l States as a matter of the highest priority, taking 
into account a l l existing drafts and proposals and future i n i t i a t i v e s , and for 
that purpose to assign to i t s subsidiary body a negotiating mandate under an 
appropriate item of i t s agenda. 
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It i s clear from United Nations General Assembly resolutions 38/183 D and 
38/72 that one of the pressing tasks entrusted to the Conference i s the cessation 
of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament. 

The Conference on Disarmament now has better tools at i t s disposal, i n the form 
of a wealth of basic documentation, and can undertake without further delay 
substantive negotiations .on a treaty for the complete prohibition of nuclear tests. 

My delegation entirely agrees with the members of this Conference who consider 
the terms of reference of the ad hoc working group on a nuclear-test ban too 
restrictive and advocate the widening of i t s mandate i n order to enable us to 
advance in our work on this major issue. 

The dangers for the survival of mankind arising from the spiralling arms race 
and the perilous confrontation between i t s main antagonists have become more 
alarming i n recent years. 

The world continues to head at an ever-faster pace towards the f i n a l c r i s i s , 
from which i t w i l l not rise up again. 

It i s therefore with great bitterness that we note that the nuclear-weapon 
Powers do not display the p o l i t i c a l w i l l to engage in a disarmament process and 
remain deaf to the most pressing appeals to avert the nuclear holocaust for* a l l time. 

When expressing his concern on this subject i n his statement in the 
F i r s t Committee of the United Nations General Assembly on 27 October 1983> the 
Minister for Foreign Affairs and International Co-operation of Zaire, citizen 
Umba Di Lutete said: "Even a cursory analysis of the general debate i n the 
General Assembly shows that our Organization, and through i t mankind as a whole, 
has never advanced so far i n science or technology; and alas, i t must also be 
recognized that never has mankind also been so far removed from the search for 
peace and solidarity, and from the triumph of the ideals of law. 

"My delegation therefore considers that i t i s high time that we became alive 
to this danger and shouldered our real responsibilities i n order to find the 
appropriate measures to safeguard peace and the future of mankind for, by continually 
playing with f i r e , one day we w i l l surely burn ourselves. 

"... In my delegation's opinion, the only solution l i e s i n complete disarmament, 
i n the condemnation of aggression, which must be proscribed, and i n the establishment 
of an effective monitoring system. For as long as there are wars of aggression, 
there w i l l always be legitimate self-defence. And to avoid self-defence, aggressors 
w i l l always tend to use their major means of destruction 
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It follows from the foregoing that to avert the poss i b i l i t y of nuclear war, 
complete nuclear disarmament must remain our principal goal, and i n the meantime we 
should seek to establish an effective barrier, universally accepted and adopted, 
against any actual use of nuclear weapons. 

A l l nations of the world, and particularly the nuclear-weapon Powers, must 
recognize and admit that the use of nuclear weapons in a conflict i s suicidal f o l l y 
which may perfectly well signify the extermination of the antagonists as well as 
of a large part of the world. 

Hence the search for a comprehensive international agreement for the elimination 
of the risk of nuclear war i s , i n my delegation's opinion, a matter of extreme 
urgency and priority. 

Mr. President, you w i l l therefore understand our satisfaction at seeing the 
question of the prevention of nuclear war, i n view of i t s importance, becoming an 
agenda item* separate from the previous agenda item 2 on the cessation of the 
nuclear—arms race. 

Together with the members of the Group of 21, we believe that a constructive 
dialogue, taking concrete form in the creation of a subsidiary body in accordance 
with General Assembly resolution 38/183 G, i s utterly essential. 

According to that resolution, the Conference on Disarmament should undertake, 
as a matter of the highest priority, negotiations with a view to achieving 
agreement on appropriate and practical measures for the prevention of nuclear war; 
and establish for that purpose an ad hoc working group on the subject at the 
beginning of i t s I984 session. 

My delegation's position i s clear. In complete accord with General Assembly 
resolution 38/75» we condemn nuclear war as "contrary to human conscience and 
reason, as the most monstrous crime against peoples and as a violation of the 
foremost human right — the right to l i f e " . 

A l l States should unite and redouble their efforts aimed at removing the 
threat of nuclear war. 

My delegation therefore urges the countries which have d i f f i c u l t i e s with 
regard to the setting up of a subsidiary body on the prevention of nuclear war 
to review their positions so as to enable the Conference immediately to begin 
multilatéral negotiations on this matter of the highest priority, especially as 
several negotiating proposals, contained m documents CD/355» CD/4O6 and 
CD/431t c a n provide an important basis for such work. 

Another disarmament problem which is i n my delegation's view, of special 
urgency and priority, and therefore deserves to be resolved without delay, i s that 
of chemical weapons. 

Everyone i s aware of the devastating effects of this type of weapon of mass 
destruction both during earlier wars and during the struggles currently raging in 
some parts of the world and p i t i l e s s l y causing countless victims among the 
population. 

A l l our efforts should therefore be directed towards the elimination and 
prohibition of chemical weapons and, i n order to attain this objective, my 
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delegation considers that the preparation of a treaty completely prohibiting 
chemical weapons', i n accordance.-with .paragraph 75 of the Pinal Document of the 
tenth special session of the General Assembly and with General Assembly 
resolution 38/187 A and B, i s one of the most pressing disarmament measures to be 
undertaken. 

My delegation wishes to express i t s satisfaction at the positive results 
achieved so far in this sphere, and on the decision taken by the Conference to 
re-establish a subsidiary body which has already begun i t s work under the 
chairmanship of Ambassador Ekéus of Sweden. 

Ve hope that this subsidiary organ w i l l pursue and intensify the negotiations 
on this priority issue in order to elaborate a chemical weapons convention. 

It i s also with great pleasure that, like other delegations, we welcome the 
announcement by the United States that i t firmly intends to submit during this 
session a draft treaty on the prohibition of chemical weapons, as well as the 
statement by the head of the Soviet delegation, Ambassador Issraelyan, on 
21 February 1984, to the effect that: "The Soviet Union would be prepared, during 
the elaboration of the procedures for verification of the destruction of chemical 
weapons at a special f a c i l i t y , to agree to such a solution when the efficiency of 
the verification, from the beginning of the destruction process up to i t s completion, 
would be ensured by the permanent presence at the special f a c i l i t y of the 
representatives of international control, as well as by a combination of systematic 
international verifications at the f a c i l i t y , including also the storage of the 
stocks of weapons at i t , with the use of instruments". 

My delegation wishes to congratulate these two- nuclear-weapon Powers on the 
positive contribution which they have thus just made to the crucial problem of the 
chemical weapons threat. 

In view of these efforts, which represent a major milestone i n our work, we are 
sure that the Conference on Disarmament w i l l this year succeed i n elaborating, an 
international convention for the general and complete prohibition of chemical 
weapons. Thank you. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the representative of Zaire for 
his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the President. I now wish to 
draw the attention of the Conference to the fact that the secretariat today 
circulated documents CD/448 and CD/449 concerning the work of the Ad Hoc Group of 
Scientific Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect and 
Identify Seismic Events. Document CD/448 contains the Third Report of the 
Ad Eoc Group, prepared pursuant to the decision adopted by the Committee on 
Disarmament on 7 August 1979» Document CD/449 contains a Progress Report on the 
seventeenth session of the Ad Hoc Group. In this connection, I should like to draw 
the attention of members of the Conference to paragraph 10 of the progress report 
which contains the Ad Hoc Group1s recommendations concerning i t s future work. I 
now give the floor to Dr. Ola Pah]man of Sweden to introduce the report of the 
Ad Hoc Group. t t 
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Mr. President, I appreciate this opportunity to address this distinguished 
Conference and to report to you cn the recent work of the Ad Hoc Group of 
Scientific Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect and 
Identify Seismic Events. 

The Ad Hoc Group met from 27 February to 9 March 1984, and experts from 
21 countries and a representative from the World Meteorological Organization took 
part i n the session. The Group enjoyed throughout i t s session a most co-operative 
and constructive s p i r i t , and was able to fina l i z e i t s Third Report and to work out 
a preliminary plan for a technical test concerning the exchange and analysis of 
Level I data using the ШО/GTS. 

I am thus pleased to introduce to you today the Third Report of the Ad Hoc 
Group, contained in document CD/448, which was adopted unanimously. Consensus 
was reached on the main part of the report and on those appendices, annexed to 
the reports, containing recommendations and preliminary technical instructions. 
Other appendices contain factual information on technical matters and summaries 
of national investigations; they reflect the viewpoint of individual countries 
on various technical problems. I w i l l also introduce a Progress Report on the 
recent meeting, contained in document CD/449. 

The Third Report i s prepared pursuant to the decision of the Committee on 
Disarmament of 7 August 1979» in which the Ad Hoc Group was given the task of 
pursuing ite work "on such measures, which might be established in the future 
for the international exchange of seismological data under a treaty prohibiting 
nuclear-weapon tests covering nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes in a 
protocol which would be an integral part of the treaty". 

The Ad Hoc Group has been working on i t s third report since February 1980 
and has held nine meetings. This i s a long period and much work has been 
carried ouc. Tne report is based on more than 200 national contributions 
submitted to the Ad Hoc Group as iniormal working papers, some of them of 
considerable impact and volume. 

These contributions are the results of national research programmes, which 
in several countries are of considerable scope. 

Experts from j0 States have participated in the work on the Third Report. 
The Ad Hoc Group has also enjoyed excellent co-operation with the WMO and i t s 
representatives to the Group, 

Five open-ended study groups, headed by a convener and a co-convener, have" 
assisted i n the compilation and the assessment of the presented material. The 
contributions, by the conveners and the co-conveners are most significant for 
the compilation of the Ad Hoc Group'? Third Report. 

The Group has throughout i t s existence enjoyed the services of 
Dr. Frode Ringdal of Horway as i t s Scientific Secretary. I would like to draw 
the attention Qf the Conference on Disarmament to the highly important work 
carried cut by Dr. Ringdal i n drafting the Ad Hoc Group's Third Report and to 
the s k i l l and dedication he has offered to the Group throughout the preparation 
of this Rep-rt. 
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Dr. Ulf Ericsson of Sweden served as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group from, 1976 
u n t i l his death i n November 1982. The s i g n i f i c a n t results that the Ad Hoc Group 
has achieved must to a large extent be attributed to the chairmanship of 
Dr. Ericsson. 

I would also l i k e to express my appreciation to the Secretariat of the 
united Nations for the assistance provided to the Ad Hoc Group and for the. most 
able way i t has handled our technical material. 

The proposed global system, as specified i n the Ad Hoc Group's e a r l i e r 
reports CCD/558 and CD/43, has three main elements: 

- a network of more than 50 existing or planned seismological stations 
, around the globe, with improved equipment and upgraded procedures 
for the extraction óf data; 

- an international exchange of these data over the Global 
Telecommunication System of the World Meteorological -
Organization; 

- processing of the data at special International Data Centres 
for the use of p a r t i c i p a t i n g States. 

The data to be reported and exchanged would be of two kinds: so-called 
Level I data, which are to be routinely and promptly reported for a l l detected 
events and which contain basic parameters extracted at each station from the 
recorded signals; ' and so-called Level I I data, which are copies of the 
o r i g i n a l l y recorded waveform data and which are to bç exchanged i n response to 
request for additional information. 

The Third Report considers i n great d e t a i l these various components of a 
Global System,r and I w i l l now try to summarize some of these considerations., 

Significant technical developments have taken place i n the past few years 
with regard to world-wide seismograph f a c i l i t i e s . The many advantages of 
d i g i t a l l y recording seismograph systems are now widely recognized, and many such 
systems have been i n s t a l l e d . A s i g n i f i c a n t number of stations of interest f o r 
the global network are, however," s t i l l of the analog recording'type, and the . 
Ad Hoc Group therefore recommends that conversion of such analog stations to the 
d i g i t a l system be given high p r i o r i t y . 

Already i n the f i r s t report of the Ad Hoc Group i t was noted that the large 
majority of high-quality seismic stations were located i n the northern hemisphere. 
The s i t u a t i o n i s essen t i a l l y unchanged today. The Ad Hoc Group considers i t 
essential that more high-quality stations be established i n the southern 
hemisphere, especially i n A f r i c a and South America. 

With regard to Levai I data extraction at tne seismograph stations of the e 

global network, national investigations have shown that e x i s t i n g methods for 
obtaining such parameters can impose a heavy work load on participants i n an 
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international data exchange. The Ad Hoc Group notes that promising r e s u l t s , 
which might lead to, a reduction i n the work load, have been achieved using 
automatic procedures. The Ad Hoc Group recognizes, however, that t h i s i s a 
d i f f i c u l t problem and that further research i n t h i s area i s needed. 

Two t r i a l exchanges of abbreviated Level I data using the WMO/GTS have been 
conducted with broad p a r t i c i p a t i o n of countries represented i n the Ad Hoc Group 
and i n co-operation with the WMO. Although some technical problems have been 
encountered, the res u l t s from the experiments have shown that the WMO/GTS has 
the potential of f u l l y s a t i s f y i n g the aims of rapid and undistorted transmission 
of Level I data for the proposed global system. At many remote places, the 
WMO/GTS offers the only p r a c t i c a l communication mechanism for rapid transmission 
of Level I data. 

The Ad Hoc Group noted with appreciation the recent decision by the WMO 
Ninth Congress that the WMO/GTS may be used for regular transmission of Level I 
data from 1 December 1983» The Group sees the need to conduct further 
technical t e s t s , i n co-operation with WMO, to establish the operational 
performance of the WMO/GTS f o r seismic data exchange on a global basis. As no 
si g n i f i c a n t experience has so far been obtained regarding transmission from 
A f r i c a , Antarctica and South America, the Ad Hoc Group considers i t important 
that additional experiments should include p a r t i c i p a t i o n from these continents. 

The Ad Hoc Group has noted the advice of WMO that s i g n i f i c a n t improvements 
i n transmission can be expected only i f the GTS i s used on a more regular basis. 
The Ad Hoc Group therefore considers i t essential that up-to-date information on 
improvements and changes to the GTS be readily available; therefore, i t i s 
recommended that the secretariat of the Conference on Disarmament should make 
arrangements with the WMO Secretariat to receive regular advice on these matters. 

In the proposed global system, Level I I data w i l l be exchanged, upon 
request, between government-authorized national f a c i l i t i e s through International 
Data Centres. Some national investigations have shown that rapid exchange of 
Level I I data i n d i g i t a l form can be achieved using modern telecommunications 
f a c i l i t i e s without any p a r t i c u l a r r e s t r i c t i o n on the amount of such data that 
might be requested. 

The Ad Hoc Group agrees that a precise estimate of the amount of Level I I 
data that might be requested can be given only after s u f f i c i e n t experience has 
been acquired from a comprehensive experimental exercise as proposed i n CCD/558* 

A number of national investigations have been conducted regarding the 
organization of International Data Centres and the data processing that would be 
performed. Experimental data centres have been established by some countries 
and some large-scale experiments have been conducted to test and develop 
procedures for data handling and analysis. A "Preliminary Operations Manual 
f o r International Data Centres" has been developed, giving a detailed outline of 
the operational procedures to be followed at sucn centres. The manual i s 
annexed as an in t e g r a l part of the report. Certain aspects of these procedures, 
especially the automatic processing, should be further developed and tested. 
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National investigations carried out by some countries have shown the effectiveness 
of the use of Level I I data at national centres i n obtaining more accurate f o c a l 
parameters of interesting events. 

Further research e f f o r t s are needeo. to improve the accuracy of epicentre 
location and, most urgently, of event-depth estimation. An increased use of 
depth phases seems to be the most important step here. 

s 

Certain national investigations have also shown that the more detailed 
analysis of information at stations of the global network (Level I I data), 
provides greater effectiveness i n the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of such depth phases: 

The Ad Hoc Group has also worked out detailed preliminary instructions f o r 
à-comprehensive experimental exercise of the proposed global system. These 
instructions are annexed to the report as an appendix. 

In conclusion, the Ad Hoc Group notes that s i g n i f i c a n t and rapid developments 
have taken place i n recent years regarding seismology and data processing 
techniques, and that these developments are continuing. The Ad Hoc Group notes 
that these results can turn out to be useful and thus could be considered f o r the 
further development of the s c i e n t i f i c and technical aspects of the co-operative 
global system as well as for the further elaboration of a comprehensive 
experimental exercise of that system. 

This concludes my introduction of the Ad Hoc Group's Third Report, and I 
am now going to touch b r i e f l y upon the Ad Hoc Group's Progress Report, contained 
i n document CD/449• This report deals mainly with the envisaged technical test 
concerning the exchange and analysis of Level I data using the WMO/GTS. This 
technical test would be the f i r s t one conducted by the Ad Hoc Group under new 
formal arrangements provided by WMO for regular use of the WMO/GTS, and should 
result i n the further elaboration of operational procedures for Level I seismic 
data exchange and of operational procedures at the envisaged International Data 
Centres. The test i s scheduled for the period 15 October to 14 December 19°4* 
including preparatory operations for about one week. I t i s expected that the 
results of the test w i l l be discussed i n the Ad Hoc Group and reported to the 
Conference on Disarmament i n 1985 « Preliminary detailed instructions for the 
test were worked out i n consultation with the Ш 0 representative. 
Dr. P. McGregor (Au s t r a l i a ) , Convener for the Study"Group on Level I data 
exchange, i s serving as the Co-ordinator for t h i s technical t e s t . 

The Ad Hoc Group expressed the hope that the technical test w i l l enjoy the 
widest possible p a r t i c i p a t i o n and noted that, thus f a r , 25 countries from various 
regions of the world have indicated t h e i r intention to p a r t i c i p a t e . More 
extended p a r t i c i p a t i o n i s , however, highly desirable from a technical point of 
view. 

The Ad Hoc Group also discussed the schedule for i t s further work and 
suggests that i t s next session, subject to approval by the Conference on 
Disarmament, should be convened from 30 July to 10 August 1984, i n Geneva, to 
f i n a l i z e the instructions, for the technical test and to review additional 
national investigations into relevant matters. 
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Mr. President, I thank you for t h i s opportunity to introduce the Third Report 
of the Ad Hoc "Group and the Progress Report of i t s recent meeting, and I am 
prepared to t r y to answer questions that the distinguished members of t h i s 
Conference might have. Thank you, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from Frenen): I thank Dr. Dahlman, Chairman of 
the Ad Hoc Group, f o r introducing the Report. I should also l i k e to extend to 
him my congratulations on his work and above a l l for his 'Suecess i n his major 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . I should l i k e to note that, bearing in mind that the 
Third Report contained i n document CD/448 c a l l s for c a r e f u l study before a 
decision can be taken by the Conference, the President intends to propose that the 
two reports be considered at the plenary meeting on 10 A p r i l . I "therefore 
suggest that members who wish to deal with t h i s subject i n a more detailed' manner 
should do so on that occasion. However, as was also the case t h i s morning', i f 
any delegation wishes to speak on t h i s subject today, i t may do so. I already 
have on my l i s t the distinguished representative of Au s t r a l i a , to whom I give 
the f l o o r . 

Mr. BÙTLEft (A u s t r a l i a ) : Thank you Mr. President. This i s the f i r s t 
occasion on which I have sought the f l o o r at the Conference since you assumed the 
Presidency, and i t gives me great pleasure therefore to express my delegation's 
confidence that you w i l l guide us well i n t h i s work, and a spec i a l pleasure to 
r e c a l l and to note the very clear and very f r u i t f u l relationship you have had i n 
the past with my country. 

Mr. President, I heard you say a moment ago that there would be an 
opportunity shortly to consider t h i s report i n d e t a i l and I take note of that, 
but on t h i s occasion I would l i k e to make a few general remarks, and I w i l l 
be b r i e f . 

My delegation welcomes the Third Report to the Conference of the Ad Hoc 
Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures to 
Detect and Identify Seismic Events, and the Progress Report on the 
seventeenth session of the Ad Hoc Group which have been presented today by the 
Chairman, Dr. Dahlman. 

We are very pleased to note that, as the Progress Report indicates, the 
recently-concluded session was a very productive one. The Ad Hoc Group's 
Third Report on the work carried out by the Group since 1979 was adopted 
unanimously. I t r e f l e c t s the s p i r i t of purposefulness and co-operation which 
has been a feature of the Ad Hoc Group's work. Consensus was reached on the 
entire main part and on the important appendices containing recommendations and 
preliminary technical instr u c t i o n s . 

The Third Report i s an important document. 

We note, i n p a r t i c u l a r , the conclusion that s i g n i f i c a n t and rapid 
developments have taken place i n recent years regarding seismology and data 
processing techniques and these developments are continuing. 
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There i s a need for additional scientific-and technical progress i n "a" number 
of areas. We endorse the recommendations in Chapter 8 of the Report which are 
intended to achieve just this. 

In our view, important work remains to be done, particularly i n the area of 
exchange of Level II data. 

The Third Report clearly demonstrates the valuable contribution the 
Ad Hoc Group has made and can continue to make to f a c i l i t a t i n g the verification 
of a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty. 

The specification of an international network of seismic stations, and the 
associated data exchange system, in support of the detection and identification 
of seismic events- i s an integral part of a verification system for a 
comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty, and for that reason i s an important 
activity and set of technical developments._ The success .of such a.system w i l l 
depend not only on national technical means b u b also on multilateral co-operative 
arrangements, 

In this regard we are particularly pleased to note in the Progress Report 
presented, by Dr. Dahlman that the Ad Hoc Group, at i t s recent session^ worked out 
a preliminary p?an for a technical test to be conducted later'this year 7concerning 
the exchange and analysis of Level I data using the World Meteorological 
Organization/Global Telecommunications System on a regular basis. 

This w i l l ba the f i r s t such technical test conducted by the Group under the 
new formal arrangements provided by WMO. We share the hope mentioned in the 
Report that this te3t w i l l enjoy th» widest possible participation from countries 
of a l l regions of the world. 

We have been pleased that Australia has been able to make a constructive 
contribution to the work of the Ad Hoc Group, in particular the planning for 
this new experimental exercise, and Dr. Peter McGregor of Australia who i s 
convener of the Study Group on Level I data exchange, w i l l be the co-ordinator 
for the technical test. 

My delegation warmly commends Dr. Dahlman for the work he has guided. 
We would in fact have expected no less from a Swede; Sweden's commitment to 
thi3 task and to a test-ban treaty i s well known. We commend the work of those 
who worked under Dr. Dahlman. We^ssure them and the other members of the 
Ac> Hoc Group that Australia w i l l continue to make an active and constructive 
contribution towards ensuring that the success which the Ad Hoc Group has 
attained in i t s work to oate i s followed up. 

We consider that the Ad Hoc Group w i l l continue to have important 
responsibilities in the future in relation both to f i n a l i s i n g the arrangements 
for the technical test to be conducted later this year and in assessing the 
results of that test, аз well as to giving effect to the recommendations 
contained in the f i n a l chapter of i t s Third Report. 
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The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the representative of 
Australia for his statement. I also thank him for his kind words for the 
President, and I should l i k e to t e l l him that I am touched by the fact that he 
recalled my modest contribution i n the past to relations between Romania and 
A u s t r a l i a . Does any other member wish to take the f l o o r on t h i s or any other 
matter? That does not appear to be the case. 

Distinguished delegates, as you know, the secretariat has circulated a 
programme of work for the meetings of the Conference and i t s subsidiary body on 
chemical weapons for the coming week. As usual, the programme i s provisional and 
may be changed i f necessary. I f I see no objection, I s h a l l take i t that the 
Conference wishes to adopt the programme. 

I t was so decided. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): At the request of the distinguished 
representative of S r i Lanka, I should now l i k e to inform the members of the 
Group of 21 that a meeting of the Group w i l l be held on Friday, 16 March 1984, 
at 3«30 p.m. i n t h i s room with interpretation services. 

Before adjourning the meeting, I should l i k e to announce the programme of 
meetings o f the informal consultation groups on agenda items 1, 2, 3 , 5 and 7 f o r 
t h i s week and for next week. These meetings w i l l take place i n room C.IO8. The 
programme i s as follows: tomorrow, Friday 16 March, at 9-30 a.m., on the cessation 
of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament; the meeting planned for Friday 
at 10.3Ó a.m. on outer space i s postponed to next week at the request of several 
delegations; on Monday, 19 March 1984 at 10.30 a.m. the group on new weapons of 
mass 'destruction and r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons; on Tuesday 20 March at 9-30 a.m. on 
outer space; on the same day, Tuesday 20 March, at 3*30 p.m. on the prevention of 
nuclear war, including a l l related matters; on Thursday 22 March at 9*30 a.m. on 
a nuclear-test ban. 

In t h i s connection, I wish to thank warmly a l l delegations which have 
expressed 'their i n t e r est and have participated i n these informal consultations, 
and I hope that they w i l l be useful. Thank you. The next plenary meeting of 
the Conference on Disarmament w i l l take, place on Tuesday 20 March at 10.30 a.m. 
The plenary meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 4.50 p.m. 
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The PRESIDENT (translated from French): The plenary meeting of the Conference 
on Disarmament i s c a l l e d to order. 

The Conference today begins the consideration of agenda item 5 e n t i t l e d 
"Prevention of an arms race i n outer space". However, i n accordance with rule 30 of 
the rules of procedure, any member wishing to do so may ra i s e any matter relevant to 
the work of the Conference. 

Distinguished representatives, you w i l l r e c a l l that at i t s l a s t plenary meeting 
the Conference decided' to hold an informal meeting t h i s morning to consider the 
organizational matters which are ripe for decision. After having heard the speakers 
on my l i s t for today, I intend to suspend the plenary meeting and to convene an 
informal meeting to consider the requests f o r p a r t i c i p a t i o n by non-member States i n 
the work of the Conference. We s h a l l then resume the plenary meeting to take the 
appropriate decisions. 

I have on my l i s t of speakers for today the representatives of Mongolia and 
the German Democratic Republic, and I give the f l o o r to the distinguished 
representative of Mongolia, Ambassador Erdembileg. 

Mr. ERDEMBILEG (Mongolia) (translated from Russian): Comrade President, the 
Mongolian delegation would l i k e to devote i t s statement today to agenda item 5 Г 
prevention of an arms race i n outer space, a topic which the Conference on Disarmament 
began considering early t h i s week. 

Before doing so, I should l i k e to extend to you, Comrade President, our sincere 
congratulations and wish you, the representative of f r a t e r n a l s o c i a l i s t Romania, a l l 
success i n carrying out your r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s as President of, the Conference f p r .this 
month. 

The Mongolian delegation would l i k e to express i t s gratitude~to-the Ambassador 
of Poland, Stanislaw Turbanski, f o r his great contribution to the work of the 
Conference at the beginning stage of i t s work* 

The subject of the prevention of an arms race i n outer space occupies a spe c i a l 
place i n the gamut of disarmament problems. I t i s an extremely urgent and timely 
matter. What i s involved i s primarily the prevention of a new and s t i l l more 
dangerous turn i n the arms race and the elimination of potential opportunities f o r 
using space technology f o r m i l i t a r y purposes. 

I t i s well known that the most powerful and destructive modern weapon, the 
strategic nuclear m i s s i l e , makes use of near space. There has been, furthermore, 
an increasing number of disturbing reports i n the world press about other forms and 
means of using space technology f o r m i l i t a r y purposes. In p a r t i c u l a r , such reports 
have referred to the development i n the United States of space devices intended f o r 
carrying out m i l i t a r y operations, including the development and t e s t i n g of space 
components for a n t i - b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e or a n t i - a i r c r a f t defence systems, o r b i t i n g 
attack systems and so f o r t h . Such unprecedented plans and projects f o r extending the 
arms race to outer space and for the use of m i l i t a r y force from space against the 
Earth are aimed at achieving m i l i t a r y and strategic superiority, at obtaining a 
u n i l a t e r a l advantage and, ultimately, at gaining a f i r s t - s t r i k e p o t e n t i a l . 
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The idea of establishing an a n t i - b a l l i s t i c system i n space, put forward by the 
President of the United States on 23 March 1983» was aimed precisely at achieving 
those goals. Under the pretext of "defence" the United States i s attempting to 
underminestrategic balance, which i s an important factor i n averting the threat 
of.nuclear'war. Washington i s seeking to protect i t s t e r r i t o r y from the threat of 
a nuclear-missile response, thus maintaining f o r i t s e l f the freedom to use nuclear 
weapons i n other areas. I t i s clear that the United States expects that; no one w i l l 
be able to match i t i n t h i s f i e l d and that i t w i l l be able to have complete dominion 
i n space. 

The steps taken by the Pentagon to establish a unified space command covering 
a l l branches of the armed forces of the United States are aimed "at t h i s same goal. 
These steps are c l e a r l y aimed at gaining mastery i n space for the United States. In 
the President's State-of-the-Union Message the establishment of a manned m i l i t a r y 
space station i s described l i t e r a l l y as increasing American superiority and the 
building of new f r o n t i e r s . United States National Security Directive No. 119, 
signed by the President on б January 1984, sets the same goals, c a l l i n g f o r a. m u l t i -
b i l l i o n d o l l a r programme of development of new space weapons and other sophisticated 
types of weapons. 

The danger of the arms race spreading to outer space i s quite obvious. The 
agreed completion-time targets i n the Pentagon's plans r e l a t i n g to building up the 
strategic s t r i k e forces and deploying a n t i - b a l l i s t i c defence systems on Earth and i n 
space show that the aim i s to complete the establishment of a so-called f i r s t - s t r i k e 
potential, i n the 1980s. The United States magazine "BusinessWeek" describes with extreme 
c l a r i t y the future plans and a c t i v i t i e s of the United States i n space: whoever 
manages to gain control of space, the main theatre f o r future wars, w i l l be able to 
change the balance of forces decisively and t h i s w i l l amount to the establishment 
of world dominion. 

The transformation of outer space into a theatre for the arms race i s a matter 
of great concern to the world, which fi r m l y and decisively c a l l s f o r the peaceful 
use of outer space for the benefit of a l l States and i n the interests of the 
development of f r i e n d l y relations and mutual understanding among States. 

This i s the main reason for the urgent need to direct the space a c t i v i t i e s of 
States to peaceful purposes and to conclude e f f e c t i v e international agreements that 
would place r e l i a b l e barriers i n the way of any attempts to turn space into a theatre 
for the arms race. This position on the prevention of an arms race i n outer space 
i s that of the Soviet Union and other s o c i a l i s t countries, including the Mongolian 
People's Republic. 

In his speech of 2 March 1984, K.U. Chernenko, General Secretary of the Central 
Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, referred i n t e r a l i a to the 
importance of not transferring the nuclear-arms race to new areas, including space. 

In that context, we should l i k e to dwell i n greater d e t a i l on the important new 
proposal of the Soviet Union to conclude a treaty on the prohibition of the use of 
force i n outer space and from space against the Earth, a-draft that was introduced 
at the previous, thirty-eighth session of the General Assembly and received broad 
support and high praise from many States, including those represented at the 
Conference on Disarmament. 
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As i s known, the Soviet Union presented a proposal i n 198l f o r the conclusion 
of an agreement on banning the deployment of weapons of any kind i n outer space. 
This proposal was endorsed by the General Assembly and a draft treaty on the subject 
was submitted l a t e r to the Committee on Disarmament. However, as i s known to members, 
of t h i s body, i t was not possible to begin negotiations aimed at preparing the 
appropriate treaty, owing to the negative position of some delegations, i n p a r t i c u l a r 
the NATO countries. 

I t i s our view that the new Soviet proposal e f f e c t i v e l y combines the p o l i t i c a l 
and l e g a l obligations of States not to use force againet each other i n space and 
from space with measures of a substantive nature aimed at preventing the 
m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of space. In s p e c i f i c terms, the Soviet Union proposes the following: 

F i r s t l y , to prohibit the use or .threat of- force i n outer space, i n the atmosphereJ 
and on Earth through the u t i l i z a t i o n , as instruments of destruction, of space objects 
i n o r b i t around the Earth, on c e l e s t i a l bodies or stationed i n space i n any other 
manner, and to prohibit the" use or threat of force against space objects i n o r b i t 
around the Earth. 

Secondly, to undertake not to test or deploy i n space any space-based weapons 
for the destruction of targets on the Earth, i n the atmosphere or i n outer space. 

Thirdly, to undertake not to t e s t or develop new a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems and to 
destroy e x i s t i n g a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems. 

Fourthly, not to destroy, damage or disturb the normal functioning or change 
the f l i g h t trajectory of space objects of other countries. 

F i f t h l y , not to use space objects i n o r b i t around the Earth or on c e l e s t i a l 
bodies as means to destroy any targets on the Earth, i n the atmosphere or i n outer 
space. 

And f i n a l l y , to prohibit the testing and use of manned spacecraft for m i l i t a r y , 
including a n t i - s a t e l l i t e , purposes. 

The proposal provides also f o r the appropriate control measures and a system 
of consultations and co-operation aimed at the implementation of the provisions of 
the future treaty. 

Looking at the above-mentioned prohibitions as a whole, i t i s not d i f f i c u l t , 
i n our view, to see that they constitute s p e c i f i c proposals aimed at a r a d i c a l 
solution of a broad range of complex matters linked to the prevention of an arms race 
i n outer space. 

In addition to i t s new proposals the Soviet Union took an extremely important 
decision i n committing i t s e l f not to be the f i r s t to launch a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons 
of any type into space and, i n so doing, i t established a u n i l a t e r a l moratorium on 
such launchings f o r as long as other States, including the United States, r e f r a i n 
from launching a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons of any type into space. That decision 1з yet 
another clear demonstration of the Soviet Union's determination to conduct 
negotiations aimed at a r r i v i n g at the appropriate agreements and i t s willingness 
to take e f f e c t i v e measures i n order to prevent the arms race from spreading to outer 
space. 
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There have been on several occasions broad exchanges of views on t h i s subject i n 
sessions of the General Assembly and the Committee on Disarmament, and i t i s now 
necessary to begin active negotiations without further delay. We f e e l that the time 
has come to establish a subsidiary working body of the Conference that would 
immediately begin negotiations on the conclusion of an agreement or agreements, 
appropriate to prevent an arms race i n a l l i t s aspects i n outer space, taking into 
account a l l e x i s t i n g proposals, including of course the Soviet proposal on a treaty 
on the prohibition on the use of force i n outer space and from space against the 
Earth. This i s the very task envisaged i n the General Assembly's recommendation i n 
resolution 38/70, which was adopted by 147 Member States of the United Nations. 

Owing to the negative position taken by the representatives of the United States 
and the United Kingdom and some other delegations of Western States, the establishment 
of a subsidiary body on agenda item 5 continues, unfortunately, to be delayed, as does 
agreement on'its mandate. Those countries bear the entire r e s p o n s i b i l i t y , therefore, 
for the fact that the Conference has up to now been unable to begin negotiations on 
t h i s important and p r i o r i t y topic. 

In t h i s connection we simply cannot understand the position of those Governments 
that were i n favour of the adoption by the General Assembly at i t s thirty-eighth session 
of the single resolution on the prevention of an arms race i n outer space but do not, 
at the session of the Conference on Disarmament, seem w i l l i n g to undertake negotiations 
aimed at the preparation of an agreement on the subject. 

The negative experience of the work i n t h i s forum, when i t s subèidiary body was 
set up with a deliberately r e s t r i c t e d and narrow mandate, must not be repeated. I f 
some delegations of the Western countries again i n s i s t on t h e i r obstructionist 
position, such an approach can only be seen as a pretext to avoid a businesslike 
solution of the problems facing the Conference. 

The Mongolian delegation, l i k e many others, c a l l s f o r the speedy establishment 
of an ad hoc committee on the prevention of an arms race i n outer space with a mandate 
that would include the undertaking of negotiations aimed at the conclusion of an 
important agreement on one of the p r i o r i t y items on the agenda of the Conference on 
Disarmament, and not general discussions and studies. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the representative of Mongolia 
f o r h i s statement and fo r the kind words he addressed to the President. I now give 
the f l o o r to the distinguished representative of the German Democratic Republic, 
Ambassador Rose. 

Mr. ROSE (German Democratic Republic): Comrade President: At the outset of my 
statement I would l i k e to congratulate you, the representative of s o c i a l i s t Romania, 
on your assumption of the Presidency f o r the month of March. As the f i r s t weeks have 
already shown, your long experience i n the disarmament f i e l d i s indeed of great value 
for the work of our Conference. We appreciate your e f f o r t s to continue our work i n a 
dedicated manner with the aim of achieving tangible r e s u l t s , and i t i s indeed a great 
pleasure to see you presiding over our Conference, a l l the more so at a time when from 
your country's c a p i t a l , Bucharest, a new important common i n i t i a t i v e has been submitted 
by the member States of the Warsaw Treaty to the NATO countries concerning negotiations 

"on the non-increase and the reduction of m i l i t a r y budgets. Permit me, Comrade President 
to express once again our appreciation to Ambassador Turbanski f o r the e f f e c t i v e manner 
i n which he guided our Conference through the f i r s t month of t h i s session. 
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I would like to deal with agenda item 3 concerning the prevention of nuclear 
war. The debate i n this Conference has reflected the deep concern about the 
aggravation of the international situation and the growing danger of nuclear war. 
Acutally, a l l delegations demand that a nuclear war must be avoided. However, at 
the same time i t has become obvious that there are different views on the concrete 
approach to the substantial and procedural matters involved. 

Obviously, there already exist different assessments as to the danger of 
nuclear war- Most countries share our view that this danger has grown considerably 
during the past years. 

In the 1960s and 1970s» "the f i r s t positive results i n curbing the nuclear-arms 
race were achieved. I would like to r e c a l l the SALT agreements and the 1973 
Soviet-United States agreement on the prevention of nuclear war. These and other 
bi l a t e r a l and multilateral steps raised hopes for further more comprehensive 
measures. 

However, this development was brought to a standstill as a result of the course 
of superarmament and confrontation adopted by the United States. 

As a result of this: 

F i r s t , the number of nuclear weapons has further increased and the nuclear-arms 
race is characterised by higher efficiency of nuclear weapons; qualitative 
improvement has become the main trend. 

Second, the so-called doctrine of nuclear deterrence and other concepts for 
the use of nuclear weapons to a growing extent turn out to be guidelines for the 
preparation of a nuclear war. To materialize them, precedence i s given i n military 
planning to the creation of a nuclear f i r s t - s t r i k e potential. 

Third, the deployment areas for nuclear weapons are being expanded. More and 
more vessels, aircraft and military bases are being equipped with such weapons. 
Nuclear f i r s t - s t r i k e weapons are being moved closer to the borders of other States. 
The deployment of Pershing 2 and Cruise missiles i n Western Europe demonstrate the 
extraordinarily dangerous nature of this development. 

The extension of the arms race to outer space i s being pressed by certain 
circles which are devoting enormous efforts and funds to that purpose. 

This proliferation of nuclear weapons at the same time drastically increases 
the r i s k of an accidental outbreak of nuclear war. 

Fourth, during the past few years important negotiations have been broken off 
by the United States, while the basis for other negotiations has been'removed by 
a policy of strength. Here, at this Conference, we daily witness efforts to 
complicate or even block serious steps on urgent measures for preventing nuclear 

. war. 
» 

1 1 F i f t h , attempts are being made to b e l i t t l e the devastating consequences of a 
nuclear catastrophe, i n spite of the fact that s c i e n t i f i c findings prove the 
'Contrary and give clear evidence that the destiny of mankind i s at stake. 
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A l l these facts are incontestable and lead to the cogent conclusion that the 
danger of nuclear war has grown considerably. • These facts d i r e c t l y concern the 
sphere of competence of our Conference. 

Furthermore, we have to take into consideration the growing tendency of certain 
forces to solve p o l i t i c a l issues by replacing the search f o r the accommodation of 
interests by the dictate of weapons. 

To avert the danger of nuclear war has become a matter that deeply concerns a l l 
peoples i n our times. Indeed, i t i s the most important international task. 

With your permission, Comrade President, I would l i k e to refer to the statement 
made by His Excellency Archbishop A c h i l l e S i l v e s t r i n i on 15 March,'who stressed 'that 
more and more numerous are our brothers and s i s t e r s who are 'haunted' "by the t e r r i b l e 
sensation of l i v i n g on top of a volcano that at any moment could become active and 
unleash devastating forces and spread i t s mantle of death over our planet and" put a 
f i n a l end to the story of our history. This i s , indeed, a very unambiguous 
description of the r e a l i t y . 

Nevertheless, certain governments deny that there i s a growing danger of nuclear 
war. They t r y to avoid the discussion of i t s consequences and seek to continue 
unhindered the arms race to obtain m i l i t a r y superiority. They maintain that t h e i r 
own security has to be guaranteed by increasing stocks of evermore sophisticated 
nuclear weapons. 

Obsessed by t h e i r armaments hysteria, r u l i n g i m p e r i a l i s t c i r c l e s of NATO 
are blind' 'and deaf to the threat to international security as a whole. They ignore 
the fact that movements f o r peace and disarmament and sober-minded p o l i t i c i a n s a l l 
over the world have emphatically stressed t h i s acute threat to mankind. To r e c a l l 
t h e i r demands i s not only f u l l y legitimate but also serves that cause. 

The different assessment of the danger of nuclear war finds i t s expression 
accordingly i n a different approach to the elaboration of measures to avert that 
danger. This applies t o both the urgency and the concrete substance. 

Thus, at th i s Conference too the majority of States i s i n favour of making the 
solution of t h i s problem the central task which should be tackled immediately. 
Others, however, t r y to push th i s question into the background. 

Whereas the majority of delegations demands the elaboration of effective 
measures, the suggestions made by other delegations rather look l i k e cosmetic 
surgery. One cannot but gain the impression that they are intended to be t a c t i c a l 
instruments rather than considerations on how mankind's survival can be guaranteed 
by effective measures to prevent nuclear war. However that may be, i f t h e i r authors 
are convinced of t h e i r proposals they should put them to the test i n businesslike 
negotiations. 

The differences i n substance are necessarily reflected i n the discussions on 
procedural matters. I t i s l o g i c a l that those who stand f o r swift and effective 
steps against the danger of nuclear war also urge s p e c i f i c negotiations and the 
establishment of an appropriate subsidiary body. Those, however, who wouJ-d li k e r to 
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ward o f f anything that might Impede t h e i r armaments programmes, would prefer to evade 
the consideration of these questions, and at most are ready to keep.repeating t h e i r 
negative attitude i n non-commital debates. This leads away from the-factual 
consideration of the matters and delays or prevents any progress as f a r as t h e i r 
solution i s concerned. 

I t cannot be denied that the procedural debates have t h e i r roots i n the general 
approach to item 3 of our agenda. To o f f e r mere methodological advice to diplomats 
who have long years of conference experience and who have substantially contributed 
to working out important international agreements cannot replace the lack of 
p o l i t i c a l w i l l on the part of certain delegations. 

There i s hardly another subject at t h i s Conference that would be more apt to 
prove the unity between words about peace and deeds to maintain i t than the 
elaboration of p r a c t i c a l measures for the prevention of nuclear war. As long as 
such deeds are missing, we s h a l l be compelled to t e l l the world why the Conference 
f a i l s to make any progress. 

What some delegations sometimes c a l l r e a l i t y i n fact turns out to be the 
subjective negative position of some nuclear-weapon Powers, which i s i n contradiction 
with world-wide public demands. 

We, therefore, urge the States concerned to reconsider t h e i r position and help 
lead the a c t i v i t i e s of t h i s Conference onto the path of businesslike and f r u i t f u l 
negotiations. The security interests of a l l States and the existence of mankind can 
only be guaranteed by taking swift and concrete steps. I t i s inadmissible for a 
State, no matter how powerful i t may be or may f e e l to be, to use i t s own 
a r b i t r a r i l y defined security interests as a t o o l to act counter to the security 
Interests of other States. 

Our delegation i s ready to study a l l proposals very c a r e f u l l y , point by point. 
Nobody underestimates the hard work necessary to reach agreement. However, i t i s 
indispensable to begin to look for and agree upon common ground through businesslike 
negotiations. Vie are convinced that, given readiness i n p r i n c i p l e to take part i n 
elaborating measures against nuclear war, a l l arguments put forward i n favour of the 
establishment of a Committee with an appropriate working mandate w i l l be accepted. 

I have especially i n mind the following: 

F i r s t , the united Nations General Assembly adopted at i t s t h i r t y - e i g h t h session 
several resolutions r e f l e c t i n g the concern of the peoples about the growing danger 
of nuclear war and requesting t h i s Conference to undertake as a matter of the 
highest p r i o r i t y — I underline: highest p r i o r i t y — negotiations with a view to 
achieving agreement on appropriate and p r a c t i c a l measures for the prevention of 
nuclear war. 

Second, we now have a corresponding separate item on our agenda. Those who 
accepted t h i s should not refuse the consequences. We cannot agree with arguments 
to the effect that the establishment of a Committee would be "premature". As 
everyone knows, i n the past working groups were set up on questions where 
differences of opinion existed concerning detailed issues. No one can say that the 
issues connected with the prevention of nuclear war are unknown. Extensive 
deliberations have already taken place i n the United Nations and the Committee 
on Disarmament. 
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Third, important as i t i s , the establishment of a Committee can only be one 
step. What i s equally required i s a mandât»^ïïa^;mg^s=Tt" possible" to negotiate 
and agree upon concrete measures. A mere stating of positions w i l l not do to "make 
headway. 

Fourth", there are concrete proposals on the table constituting a good basis 
fop negotiation?. \ Working papers, hayé been submitted by d i f f e r e n t sides, and .during 
the debate valuable suggestions-were made, Every .delegation i s requested toLrender 
i t s contribution to achieving further progress. 

The negotiating process makes possible what i s urgently rëqufrea""now:"" the 
careful consideration.of the proposals with a view to agreeing on o r a c t i c a l measures. 

The establishment of a Committee with a' negotiating mandate would put an 
immediate stop to the procedural debates and create the preconditions-making'it"' 
possible to turn to substantive issues. 

My delegation reserves the r i g h t to give the d e t a i l s of i t s position on the 
substantive questions at a l a t e r stage of our deliberations i n plenary. At.,this 
moment,, I would l i k e to., reaffirm our stanc'eHn "favour "of such""measures which "woujd 
create real'obstacles to the-outbreak of nuclear war. 

The s o c i a l i s t countries have undertaken many concrete i n i t i a t i v e s i n t h i s 0 

respect. E a r l i e r t h i s month, Comrade Chernenko, General Secretary of the 
Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, put forward proposals 
of both p o l i t i c a l and m i l i t a r y .character # They range from the r a t i f i c a t i o n of the 
t r e a t i e s on the l i m i t a t i o n of --underground nuclear-weapon tests and nuclear 
explosions for peaceful purposes by the United States to the prohibition of 
propaganda for nuclear war, to the obligation to be undertaken by a l l nuclear-
weapon States not to be the f i r s t to use nuclear weapons, to a freeze of nuclear 
weapons and t h e i r reduction and f i n a l complete elimination through negotiations on 
the basis of equality and equal security. The Conference has these proposals before 
i t i n document CD/444 of 6 March 19&Ч. 

This i s , i n the view of t h e German Democratic Republic, the road that must and 
can be followed. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the representative of the 
German Democratic Republic for his statement and for the kind words addressed to 
the President. The l i s t of speakers for today i s exhausted: does any other 
representative wish to take the f l o o r ? I f not, I now intend to suspend the 
jplehary meeting and to convene an informal meeting of the Conference, immediately 
after which we s h a l l resume the plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament. 
The .plenary meeting i s suspended. 

The meeting was suspended at 11.35 a.m. and resumed at 11.45 a.m. 
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The .PBESIDENT { t r a n s l a t e ^ from French): The plenary meeting of the 
Conference-on Disarmament i s c a l l e d to order. The Conference has before i t two 
draft decisions which have been circulated by the- secretariat following the requests 
for p a r t i c i p a t i o n and subsequent c l a r i f i c a t i o n s received from Greece and Ireland. 
We s h a l l consider the draft decisions i n the order i n which the i n i t i a l requests 
were received from the non-members. The f i r s t d r aft decision refers to the request 
by Greece and i s contained i n Working Paper No. 120. 1/ I f there- i s no objection, 
I shal^.take- i t that the Conference adopts the dr a f t decision. 

I t was so decided. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): The second draft decision i s contained 
i n Working Paper No. 121. 21 I f I hear no objection, I shall-take i t that the 
Conference adopts the dr a f t decision. 

It was so decided. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): We have now concluded our work for 
today, ,and i f no other member .wishes to take the f l o o r at t h i s stage I now intend 
to adjourn the plenary meeting. The next plenary meeting of the Conference on 
Disarmament w i l l be held on Thursday, 22 March, at 10.30 a.m. The meeting stands 
adjourned. 

The meeting rose ? t 11.55 a.m. 

1/ "In response to the request of Greece (CD/477 and CD/478) and i n accordance 
with rules 33 to 35 of I t s rules of procedure, the Conference decides f o r the present 
to i n v i t e the representative of Greece to participate during 1984 i n the plenary 
meetings of t h * Conference and i n the subsidiary body established under item 4 of 
i t s agenda." 

i 

2/ "In response-to~tHe request -oí1 íreland- {GB/479 and- ̂ B/480)- and -inr accordance 
with rules 33 to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, the Conference decides for the present 
to i n v i t e the representative of Ireland to participate during 1984 i n the plenary 
meetings of the Conference and i n the subsidiary body established under item 4 of 
i t s agenda." 
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The PRESIDENT (translated from French): The plenary meeting of the Conference on 
Disarmament i s c a l l e d to order. 

The Conference w i l l today continue the consideration of agenda item 5, e n t i t l e d 
"Prevention of an arms race i n outer space". However, i n accordance with rule 30 of 
the rules of procedure, any member wishing to do so may r a i s e any matter relevant to 
the work of the Conference. 

I have on my l i s t of speakers for today the representatives of the Unioa-of Soviet 
S o c i a l i s t Republics, Pakistan and Sweden, and I now give the f l o o r to the distinguished 
representative of the USSR, Ambassador Victor Issraelyan. 

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from Russian): 
Comrade President, today the delegation of the Soviet Union would l i k e to dwell upon 
a question of extreme importance — the great and r e a l danger of spreading the arms 
race to outer space. The importance of t h i s problem i s determined by the fact that i f 
urgent and e f f e c t i v e measures are not developed to prevent the arms race i n outer 
space, mankind w i l l face a new threat on a scale which i t i s d i f f i c u l t even to imagine 
now. 

During the current session of the Conference on Disarmament many delegations have 
already expressed t h e i r serious concern at the extremely dangerous consequences of the 
saturation of outer space with l e t h a l weapons. The Soviet delegation f u l l y shares 
t h i s concern. We are convinced that the prevention of the m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer 
space i s one of the p r i o r i t y problems facing mankind, and here on Earth much depends 
on whether i t i s solved. 

The Soviet Union has consistently advocated, and continues to advocate that the 
peaceful future of space should be ensured. We would l i k e to stress t h i s today too. 

The beginning of the space age i n the history of mankind i s inseparably linked 
with the name of a c i t i z e n of the Soviet Union — Yuri Gagarin. On 9 March, the 
50th birthday of the f i r s t man to f l y i n space was celebrated. There are people i n 
world history whose names embody an entire epoch, the beginning of a new d i r e c t i o n , 
the outstanding achievements of their time, Yuri Gagarin i s one of these i n our 
century. His name symbolizes the space age, which started with the launching of the 
f i r s t man-made s a t e l l i t e of the Earth. 

The Message of 12 A p r i l 196l of the CPSU Central Committee, Presidium of the 
USSR Supreme Soviet and the Government of the Soviet Union i n connection with the 
f i r s t f l i g h t of man to outer space pointed out: "We believe that the v i c t o r i e s i n 
the exploration of outer space represent the achievements not of our people alone, but 
of a l l mankind as w e l l . We are glad to put them at serviee of a l l peoples, i n the 
name of the progress, happiness and wellbeing of a l l peoples on the Earth. We place 
our achievements and discoveries not at the service of war, but at the service of the 
peace and security of peoples". 

Guided by precisely those goals, from the f i r s t days of "the space age the USSR 
advocated the development of concrete international co-operation i n space and on 
15 March 1958 put forward a detailed programme for the prohibition of the use of outer 
space for m i l i t a r y purposes. 
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The experience of international negotiations confirms that in those cases when 
realism and responsibility to mankind have prevailed over other considerations in the 
policies of States i t has been possible to achieve mutually acceptable agreements 
aimed - at'preventing the militarization of cuter spacç. The important l i s t of such 
agreements i s a valuable achievement by mankind, which 3hould be preserved and 
multiplied. 

However, the continuation of such co-operation at present and, what i s most 
important, of the entire policy of using space in the interests of peace and 
preventing i t s transformation into a testing ground of military preparations, has 
been jeopardized. 

That i s why the task preventing the arms race in outer space has become 
particularly urgent. Moreover, a crucial moment has now been reached, and as matters 
now stand either the States concerned w i l l s i t down without delay at the negotiating 
table to work out an agreement or agreements prohibiting the stationing in outer space 
of weapons of any kind, or else the arms race w i l l spread on outer space. The 
-overwhelming majority of States i s seriously concerned at the real increase in the 
danger of the arms race spreading to outer space. 

The principled approach of the USSR to the solution of this problem was reaffirmed 
in the statement of the General Secretary of the Central Committee of the CPSU, 
K.U. Chernenko, of 2 March 1984, the foreign policy chapter of which has been 
distributed as Conference document CD/444. He firmly spoke in favour of "not spreading 
the nuclear arms race to new spheres, including outer space". The Soviet leader 
stressed that the United States can also make a major contribution to strengthening 
peace by coming to an agreement on the renunciation of the militarization of outer, 
space. 

It i s not by chance thap the United States i s mentioned in this context, i f we 
take into account that, as recent events show, United States strategic planning, аз 
proclaimed, inter a l i a , at the highest level, ascribes a growing role to the use of 
military space technology. It i s in the United States that o f f i c i a l plans and 
programmes have been announced for developing and using weapon systems in outer space 
and from i t against the Earth. This i s a question not of some abstract "star wars", 
but of a lethal danger absolutely relevant to the,Earth, the creation of systems 
designed to destroy not only space-based, but also ground, sea and air targets. 

The dangerous character of such a policy has been convincingly proved by 
scientists and experts of various countries. The Soviet scientists E. Velikhov, 
G. Arbatov, M. Sagdeev and others discuss i t in their works. Many scientists and 
public figures in the United States also emphasize that the testing and stationing of 
any weapons in outer space considerably increase the possibility of unleashing war on 
Earth. The statements on this score made by former United States Secretaries of 
Defence Brown and McNamara,.as well as by the eminent scientists Ch. Towns, I. Raby, 
R. Garwin, H. York> G, Bete, are well known. In connection with the development in 
the United States of one of the most sophisticated anti-satellite systems, a group of 
eminent United States scientists and public figures has warned that once such systems 
have appeared in the arsenals of countries i t w i l l be very d i f f i c u l t to remove them. 
One cannot but agree with the conclusion of the Stockholm International Peace,Research 
Institute that space technology promotes not only a qualitative nuclear arms race/ 
but also the formulation of doctrines for conducting wars with the use of such weapons. 

The United States is making tremendous efforts in order to achieve the goals of 
military superiority in outer space. According to the data of the United States 
National Science Foundation, United States aerospace companies employ more scientists 
for research and development work than the chemical, health, petroleum, automobile, 
rubber and engineering industries taken together. 
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The United States i s completing the design and has already started the testing 
of an ASAT system based on F-15 f i g h t e r s equiped with intercepting missiles with s e l f -
guided warheads. At the same time the United States continues to develop weapons on 
the basis of new physical p r i n c i p i e s , including the la s e r . An important role i n 
United States m i l i t a r y plans i s assigned to the reusable "Space Shuttle". I t i s 
envisaged to use i t to launch m i l i t a r y s a t e l l i t e s , o r b i t a l command posts, and new 
types of space weapons. 

The plan for the development of a "large-scale and highly e f f i c i e n t a n t i - b a l l i s t i c 
missile defence" proclaimed by the United States Administration i n March 1983 i s 
p a r t i c u l a r l y dangerous. 

Implementation of the United States programme for the creation of space^based 
ABMs could disrupt the linkage between strategic offensive and defensive armaments 
fixed i n the Soviet-United States agreements of 1972. In f a c t , i t would r e s u l t i n 
opening the lock-gates f o r a new round i n the strategic arms race. The attempts to 
create the impression that the space-based ABM system conceived i n the United States 
w i l l be defensive are beneath c r i t i c i s m . This programme i s designed to destroy ea r l y -
warning space systems and the command and communication centres of the other side, and 
thus to render the l a t t e r as vulnerable as possible to the United States nuclear 
"disarming" s t r i k e . Hope i s placed i n impunity, i n being able to make a nuclear f i r s t 
s t r i k e while being secure against a r e t a l i a t o r y one. The new United States m i l i t a r y 
space conception can only bring the world closer to the nuclear abyss. 

As far as the economic side of the space arms race imposed by the United States 
i s concerned, i t involves tremendous resources. I t should be noted that i n accordance 
with Directive 119 concerning the 4 beginning of a vast research programme to create 
new space weapon systems signed by the President of the United States on 
6 January 1984, the allocations for development of laser space systems w i l l grow by 
12 times by 1988. Washington plans to spend $27 b i l l i o n during the next f i v e years 
and $95 b i l l i o n by the year 2000 for the creation of the space-based ABM systems. 

The programmes for the creation of space armaments determine i n many respects the 
p o l i t i c a l actions of the United States and other NATO countries i n the international 
scene. I t was at the end of the 1970s that the United States suspended b i l a t e r a l 
t a l k s with the USSR on a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons. We have repeatedly, including from 
the rostrum of the United Nations, referred to the need to resume those negotiations, 
but the United States continues to avoid them. 

In connection with t h i s position taken by the United States, I should l i k e to 
draw the attention of delegations to an item i n today's issue of the International 
Herald Tribune which cannot f a i l to be of i n t e r e s t . I s h a l l quote some extracts from 

' the newspaper i n the o r i g i n a l : "Senior Pentagon o f f i c i a l s , l e d by Assistant Defence 
Secretary, Richard N. Perle, are f i g h t i n g to delay or prevent Administration 
i n i t i a t i v e s i n several secondary areas of arms cont r o l " . I quote from further i n the 
report: "Mr. Perle ... has managed to block any United States i n i t i a t i v e on a n t i -
s a t e l l i t e weapons and r a t i f i c a t i o n of the threshhold treaty, c i t i n g d i f f i c u l t i e s i n 
v e r i f y i n g Soviet compliance. He has slowed movement on the chemical treaty and i n 

• development of a new United States position at the Vienna t a l k s on conventional troop 
reductions i n Europe". 
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With regard to the delays i n the submission by the United States of i t s widely 
publicised draft comprehensive treaty on the prohibition of chemical weapons and the 
possible consequences of those delays for the negotiations at the Conference, the 
Soviet delegation reserves the rig h t to return to t h i s question at the opportune time. 
Today we should l i k e to point out that as a resul t of t h i s a c t i v i t y by the Pentagon, 
and I quote once again from the newspaper item, "the Administration i s not expected 
to propose negotiations to ban these [ a n t i - s a t e l l i t e ] weapons at t h i s time". 

The Western countries are also thwarting the beginning of p r a c t i c a l negotiations 
on preventing the arms race i n outer space on a m u l t i l a t e r a l basis. This i s being 
done, however, somewhat more subtly. The United States and i t s a l l i e s do not 
e x p l i c i t l y say "no" to the negotiations, but t r y to shelve the matter by making 
different proposals about the need "to study the e x i s t i n g norms of international law 
concerning the use of outer "space for peaceful purposes", as i t was stated, i n 
pa r t i c u l a r , at the Brussels session of the NATO Council. I t i s d i f f i c u l t to say which 
i s greater i n t h i s position: the expectation that the negotiating partners are naive, 
or a lack of respect for them. I t should be clear to anyone that there i s no need to 
conduct international negotiations merely to study the exi s t i n g norms of international 
law. I t would be enough for that purpose to assign one of the experts of the l e g a l 
department of any foreign ministry, delegation or secretariat of an international 
organization and one could count on obtaining sound information on t h i s problem. I f 
that i s not enough, an appropriate research i n s t i t u t e could be requested to deal with 
i t and perhaps a s c i e n t i f i c symposium could be held on the subject. To involve i n 
t h i s study such an important disarmament negotiating body as the Conference on 
Disarmament i s unreasonable, to say the l e a s t . The Soviet Union, for example, knows 
f u l l well i t s obligations under existing agreements concerning the use of outer space 
for peaceful purposes. 

We are convinced that i t i s necessary r e l i a b l y to bar the ways i n which the arms 
race and m i l i t a r y confrontation can spread to outer space, wnich has been peaceful up 
to now. This i s precisely why the Soviet Union put forward i n 1983, at the t h i r t y -
eighth session of the United Nations General Assembly, a draft treaty on the 
prohibition of the use of force i n outer space and from outer space against the Earth, 
which on our request has been distributed as a document of the Conference on 
Disarmament (CD/476). 

In accordance with General Assembly resolution 38/70, t h i s draft was transmitted 
to our Conference for consideration. 

The Soviet i n i t i a t i v e — I have i n mind our draft treaty — has been favourably 
received i n the United Nations and has given r i s e to a wide p o l i t i c a l response a l l 
over the world. 

The Soviet delegation would l i k e b r i e f l y to describe the.basic provisions of the 
draft treaty on the prohibition of use of force i n outer space and from outer space 
against the Earth, having i n mind that within the subsidiary body of the Conference on 
the prevention of arms race i n outer space and with the assistance of appropriate 
experts we s h a l l be able to give more detailed explanations. 
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In our draft we propose to prohibit the testing and deployment i n outer space of 
any space-based weapons, to solve completely and r a d i c a l l y the problem of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e 
weapons and to ban the t e s t i n g and use of manned spacecraft for m i l i t a r y , including 
a n t i - s a t e l l i t e , purposes. Taking into account these new provisions, o u r - i n i t i a t i v e 
goes considerably further than our proposal of 1981 on the non-stationing of weapons 
of any kind i n outer space. I t s s a l i e n t feature consists i n the fact that i t takes 
into account i n many respects the positions of other, including Western, countries, 
and the considerations they have put forward i n the United Nations and i n the 
Committee on Disarmament. 

The important feature of the document submitted by us consists i n the combination 
of p o l i t i c a l and l e g a l obligations" of States not to allow the use of force against 
each other i n and from outer space with measures of a material nature aimed at 
preventing the m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer space. I t prohibits resorting to the use or 
threat of force i n outer space and the atmosphere as well as on the Earth through the 
u t i l i z a t i o n , as instruments of destruction, of space objects i n o r b i t around the 
Earth, on c e l e s t i a l bodies or Stationed i n cuter space i n any "other manner. At the-
same time i t prohibits resorting to the use or threat of force against space objects-. 

The Treaty envisages the complete prohibition of the t e s t i n g and deployment i n ' 
outer space of any space-based weapons for the destruction of targets on the Earth, 
i n the atmosphere or i n outer space. 

We propose also a r a d i c a l solution to the question of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons: 
the complete renunciation by States of the creation of new a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems and 
the destruction of any such systems which they already possess. The parties to the 
Treaty would also undertake not to destroy, damage, disturb the normal functioning or 
change the f l i g h t trajectory of space objects of other States i n any other manner. 

In addition, i t i s proposed to ban the testing and use of manned spacecraft for 
m i l i t a r y , including a n t i - s a t e l l i t e , purposes; they should be e n t i r e l y dedicated to 
the solution of various s c i e n t i f i c , technological and economic tasks. 

The draft envisages the obligations of each party to take i n t e r n a l measures to 
prohibit a c t i v i t y contrary to the provisions of the Treaty. 

The provisions on v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance with the future Treaty deserve 
pa r t i c u l a r attention. The v e r i f i c a t i o n system envisaged i n the USSR draft i s quite 
extensive and far-reaching. 

In our view, the control provisions provide for r e l i a b l e implementation of the ' 
obligations by the parties to the Treaty. They are based on an e f f e c t i v e combination 
of national and international v a r i f i c a t i o n measures. At the same time, the USSR i s 
prepared'to elaborate and agree upon some additional measures concerning mutual 
assurance of States parties i n i t s implementation. 
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Along with the presentation of the draft comprehensive international treaty, the 
Soviet Union has made important steps aimed at creating a more favourable situation 
for the prevention of the militarization of outer space. 

The Soviet leadership has adopted an extremely important decision: the USSR 
undertakes not to be the f i r s t to launch into outer space any kind of anti-satellite 
weapons, in other words, declares a unilateral moratorium on such launchings for the 
entire period of time when other States, including the United States, refrain from 
launching anti-satellite weapons of any kind into outer space. Such a decision i s 
another concrete demonstration of the good w i l l of the Soviet Union, of i t s readiness 
genuinely to strengthen the peace and security of peoples. We would like to hope that 
the United States w i l l follow this example. 

Moreover, the Soviet Union displayed a readiness also to achieve an agreement on 
implementing the measures proposed by i t on a bilateral basis with the United States, 
as we declared at the thirty-eighth session of the United Nations General Assembly. 
In particular, we are ready to conduct separate negotiations on anti-satellite 
systems and to resume bilateral negotiations with the United States as a step towards 
a solution of the common task of prohibiting the use of force in and from outer space. 

We are convinced that the Conference on Disarmament can do much to prevent the 
arms race in outer space on the basis of the draft treaty proposed by the Soviet Union. 
The USSR, together with other soc i a l i s t States, has already spoken (in document CD/434) 
in favour of the establishment of an ad hoc committee of the Conference on the item 
"Prevention of the arms race in outer space". In advocating the, creation of such a 
body, we believe that i t should have a mandate which would provide the possibility 
of conducting negotiations aimed at concluding an agreement on this important and 
urgent question. 

What i s most important now i s immediately to find ways to ensure in practice the 
earliest adoption of the range of p o l i t i c a l , legal and material measures which would 
reliably secure outer space from a military threat. If space weapons are ever to be 
prohibited we have apparently reached the time limit when i t i s s t i l l possible to do 
so. 

We express our firm conviction that the elaboration of measures to prevent the 
arms race in outer space can already be initiated during the current session of the 
Conference on Disarmament. To this end i t i s necessary for a l l the States 
represented at the Conference to display p o l i t i c a l good w i l l . 

The task facing the Conference i s absolutely clear, and our duty i s to move, from 
words to deeds, to the elaboration of concrete measures to prevent the arms race, in 
outer space. 

We should always remember that military preparations involving outer space are 
fraught with the appearence of weapon systems which w i l l make arms limitation and the 
implementation of control measures in the f i e l d of disarmament, particularly nuclear 
disarmament, more d i f f i c u l t . 

As far as the Soviet Union i s concerned, our country shall continue to deploy 
every effort so that the ominous plans to spread the arms race to outer space do not 
become a reality. 



CD/PV.252 
12 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the representative of the 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics for his statement and I now give the floor 
to the distinguished representative of Pakistan, Ambassador Mansour Ahmad. 

Mr. AHMAD (Pakistan): Mr. President, may I begin by extending to you the 
warm and cordial f e l i c i t a t i o n s of my delegation on your assumption of the 
Presidency of the Conference on Disarmament for the month of March and at the 
adept manner with which you have been conducting the business of this forum. 
Our-pleasure at seeing a diplomat of your a b i l i t y at the helm of the Conference 
on Disarmament i s heightened by the fact that you, Mr. President, represent a 
country which by virtue of i t s principled policies has earned a position of 
respect in the community of nations. My Government deeply values the close 
and mutually beneficial ties of friendship and co-operation that exist between 
our two countries. May I assure you' of the f u l l co-operation and support ôf"my 
delegation i n the discharge of your responsibilities. 

I would also lik e to avail myself of this opportunity to place on record 
the Pakistan delegation's admiration for the s k i l l and sincerity with which 
Ambassador Turbanski of Poland presided over this body in i t s crucial f i r s t 
month. I t was i n no small measure due to his unflagging efforts that we can now 
look back to the previous month with some satisfaction. 

I have taken the floor for the f i r s t time during our present session; may I 
extend a warm welcome to the Ambassadors of Australia, Belgium, Canada, Cuba, 
Egypt, Ethiopia, Hungary, Indonesia and Sri Lanka who have joined us since the 
conclusion of our 1983 session. My delegation looks forward to working with 
them i n close concert and I am confident that they w i l l contribute richly to our 
deliberations. 

We have convened this year under the more impressive t i t l e of "Conference 
on Disarmament". My delegation sincerely hopes that this change i n nomenclature 
w i l l prove to be more than a mere exercise in superficial image-building and 
impart to our deliberations a more urgent sense of purpose. 

Recent years have seen the emergence of two distinct trends: at the level 
of governments, a sharp escalation of the arms race, which threatens to erode 
the restraints, albeit limited, of the past, and the ensuing deterioration i n 
East-West relations; and at the popular level, a heightened world-wide awareness 
of the urgent and compelling need for effective nuclear disarmament measures. 
Both these factors were responsible for the record number of disarmament-related 
resolutions adopted by the United Nations General Assembly at i t s sessions last 
year and the year before, reflecting acutely the despair and concern of the world 
community. The many dimensions and repercussions of the new spiral in the arms 
race and the ever-increasing global expenditures on armaments have already been 
pointed out here with great c l a r i t y and precision during the past few weeks. I 
would, therefore, desist from repeating what my distinguished colleagues have 
already said eloquently and convincingly. But the fact that the two Superpowers 
and their alliance systems are primarily responsible for the state of affa i r s 
bears repetition. The two between them have accumulated the most awesome inventory 
of weapons that human history has ever known. It i s said that something l i k e 
five per cent of their nuclear arsenals i s enough to wipe out human c i v i l i z a t i o n 
from the face of this earth. It was, therefore, only natural that the whole world 
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watched with keen interest and with hope and expectation while these two,, 
Superpowers conducted two sets of nuclear arms l i m i t a t i o n t a l k s . The suspension 
of these negotiations has not only come as a serious blow to these hopes but has 
also placed the future of mankind i n greater jeopardy. 

My delegation joins a l l those who have urged an early resumption of the 
dialogue between the Superpowers, because what i s at stake i s the very survival 
of the human race. We are.convinced that the negotiations on "intermediate" 
and "strategic" nuclear weapons should be combined and conducted i n a single 
forum. The d i s t i n c t i o n between them i s an a r t i f i c i a l one. The two are 
organically related. We believe that dealing with them separately can only 
enhance d i f f i c u l t i e s , not help resolve them, whereas a unified approach could 
offer greater p o s s i b i l i t i e s to a l l negotiators. 

I t has been argued, and not e n t i r e l y without reason, that the issue of 
nuclear disarmament can best be l e f t to b i l a t e r a l negotiations between the 
United States and the Soviet Union. However, the ex i s t i n g i n d e f i n i t e hiatus i n 
the i r dialogue i s too dangerous to be accepted with complacency. Thus, taking 
into account the over-riding importance of the subject, of nuclear disarmament and 
given the fact that the Stockholm Conference i s u n l i k e l y to offer an opportunity 
for a resumed nuclear dialogue, as well as the fact that Prime Minister Trudeau's 
i n i t i a t i v e for tal k s among the f i v e nuolear-weapon Powers w i l l take time and 
considerable e f f o r t to mature, my delegation i s of the view that the Conference 
must accord due p r i o r i t y to the agenda item "Cessation of the nuclear arms race 
and nuclear disarmament". I t i s not beyond the ingenuity of the Conference, with 
i t s f l e x i b l e rules of procedure, to improvise or to innovate a format i n which 
the nuclear-weapon Powers would be enabled to set aside .their present i n h i b i t i o n s 
and to resume th e i r nuclear dialogue i n t h i s multilatersJL negotiating forum. We 
believe that such an approach can bring f o r t h many advantages and possibly even 
concrete r e s u l t s . 

I need hardly emphasize that the issue of nuclear disarmament and that of 
prevention of nuclear war are closely linked. Those who have the greatest 
authority to speak on the subject agree that a nuclear war i s not winnable and 
therefore must never be fought. The dreadful consequences of even a li m i t e d 
nuclear war, i f such an eventuality i s at a l l possible, are not l o s t upon anyone, 
much less upon the governments of the States represented here. Why then t h i s 
continued i n s e n s i t i v i t y on the part of a handful of States to the pleas of an 
overwhelming majority of the nations of the world, as embodied i n 
United Nations General Assembly resolution 38/183 G? How long must we continue 
to l i v e under the ominous and ever-lengthening shadow of strategic doctrines 
which'attempt to redress conventional imbalances with nuclear suicide? 

I t i s our fervent hope that the Copference w i l l f i n d i t possible to establish 
a working group to negotiate concrete measures on the prevention of nuclear war. 
This would not, indeed i t cannot, .preclude a discussion of the security perceptions 
of the two a l l i a n c e s . We are convinced 4^ihat-an a i r i n g of t h e i r security concerns 
and the doctrines that' these have spawned can only do good. 

Central to the cessation of the nUclear-arras race and nuclear disarmament i s 
a nuclear-weapon-test ban. In f a c t , agreement to negotiate a test ban " i s for us 
the litmus test of the good intentions of the nuclear-weapon States. The 
insistence of some nuclear-weapon Powers on a continued discussion of the issue 
of v e r i f i c a t i o n to the exclusion of a discussion on what i s to be v e r i f i e d and 
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t h e i r opposition to an expanded mandate for the Ad Hoc Committee on a Nuclear 
Test Ban i s d i f f i c u l t to comprehend. In our view a more'meaningful mandate for 
the Ad Hoc Committee on a Nuclear Test Ban would i n no wa9 rule out or suppress 
an exhaustive exploration of the v e r i f i c a t i o n Issue. In f a c t , as a large 
majority of delegations would agree, the v e r i f i c a t i o n provisions of any disarmament 
agreement have to relate to i t s purposes and scope. A negotiating mandate for the 
Ad Hoc Committee for the NTB would f a c i l i t a t e rather than obstruct an examination 
of the v e r i f i c a t i o n issue. We hope, therefore, that the present d i f f i c u l t i e s over 
the re-establishment of the Ad Hoc Committee for the NTB would be resolved i n a 
manner which i s forward-looking rather than s t a t i c . 

May I now turn b r i e f l y to the question of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. I would l i k e 
to state f i r s t of a l l that my delegation i s not opposed to the conclusion of a 
l e g a l l y binding international instrument prohibiting the so-called r a d i o l o g i c a l 
weapons. Having said that, I must express my delegation's perplexity at the 
pre-eminence being accorded to t h i s subject at the expense of such questions as 
the NTB ^'-cessation of the nuclear-arms race and prevention of nuclear war. A 
distinguished colleague, while informing us of the significance attached by his 
delegation-to the prohibition of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, stated i n t e r a l i a , " i f we 
can but save, one future l i f e by taking what to some may appear to be an 
unimportant step now, are we not thereby being f a i t h f u l to our duty"? I f u l l y 
share t h i s sentiment. For me i t encompasses f i r s t and foremost the a b o l i t i o n 
of nuclear weapons and the prevention of mass death and destruction from 
radiat i o n . My delegation's position on the question of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons rests 
on the premise, uncontested so f a r , that for the present, attacks on nuclear 
f a c i l i t i e s constitute the only concrete form that r a d i o l o g i c a l warfare can take 
and that the issue of eliminating the p o s s i b i l i t y of such attacks must, therefore, 
be s e t t l e d within or along with a future r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons convention. 

Before I conclude, may I comment very b r i e f l y on chemical weapons. We agree 
with the assessment that at present the subject of chemical weapons holds the 
greatest promise. In t h i s context my delegation wishes to place on record i t s 
appreciation for the painstaking and imaginative work done by Ambassador McPhail 
of Canada i n h i s capacity as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical 
Weapons l a s t year, and the astute manner i n which Ambassador Rolf Ekéus of 
Sweden i s now conducting the business of the subsidiary body on t h i s subject. 
My delegation eagerly awaits the promised United States draft of a chemical 
weapons convention which would provide an added impetus to the work of the Ad Hoc 
Committee on Chemical Weapons. We value very highly the s p i r i t of compromise 
demonstrated by the delegation of the Soviet Union i n i n d i c a t i n g i t s acceptance of 
the concept of permanent on-site inspection and technical monitoring f o r the 
destruction process of chemical weapons stockpiles. My delegation f u l l y supports 
the e a r l i e s t possible conclusion of a balanced add adequately v e r i f i a b l e 
comprehensive chemical weapons convention. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the representative of Pakistan 
for h i s Statement and for his kind words for my country and for the President. 

I now give the f l o o r to the distinguished representative of Sweden, 
Ambassador Rolf Ekéus. 
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Mr. EKETJS (Sweden): Mr. President, the General Assembly of the United Nations 
in i t s Resolution on the Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space last year directed 
a strong appeal to the Conference to intensify i t s consideration of the question of 
the prevention of an arms race i n outer space. My delegation welcomes this 
resolution. The overwhelming support for i t should be understood as an expression 
of concern of the international community that the Conference on Disarmament, as 
the multilateral negotiating body, has so far not been able to start negotiations 
on the question of the arms race m outer space. 

An arms race i n outer space could have far-reaching implications for 
international peace and security and the over-all s t a b i l i t y i n the world. It could 
also have negative effects on c i v i l i a n activities i n outer space. The application 
of space technology has already brought considerable benefits for various c i v i l i a n 
uses such as telecommunicatione, weather forecasting and earth resources surveys. 
An arms race i n outer space would pose a serious risk and obstacle for States which 
are, or contemplate being, engaged i n peaceful space a c t i v i t i e s . 

Outer space has up to now been an area free from arms. As time goes by 
efforts to keep i t so w i l l become more d i f f i c u l t and more complicated. Ve have 
a l l learned from our experience of the arms race on Earth how very d i f f i c u l t i t i s 
to reverse a process which has already received large financial and p o l i t i c a l 
investments. Therefore, action must be prompt. 

Preventing an arms race i n outer space i s already a complex task. Problems 
have to be addressed concerning the distinction between c i v i l i a n and military 
applications. Another distinction between categories i s , for instance, the one 
between stabilizing or destabilizing systems, l i k e , for instance, satellites for 
arms control verification on the one hand, or so-called k i l l e r satellites on the . 
other hand. 

Military use of space technology goes back to the early days of the Space Age. 
However, what we are facing at this juncture i s a new turn i n developments. 

bpace systems used for military purposes have i n general been of a passive 
nature. By "passive" I mean i n this case that they are not meant as weapons or 
as weapons platforms. Passive systems are mainly for intelligence gathering 
purposes such as early warning, reconnaissance, etc. Some of these systems are 
important to disarmament and arms control, as means of verification of disarmament 
agreements and confidence-building measures and for the control of weapons testing. 
Other passive space systems could, however, be of direct relevance for the 
execution of war or warlike actions. This includes navigation and communication 
satellites. Some of them could be considered to be dual-purpose systems, although 
normally used for peaceful purposes. 

Now, however, we are facing the threat of the emergence of active space 
systems, inter a l i a , weapons with direct destructive effects, mainly for 
a n t i - b a l l i s t i c and anti-satellite warfare. 

The Soviet Union has for several years tested an anti-satellite (ASAT) 
system which attacks i t s target, after hunting i t during a couple of orbits, by 
exploding close to i t . The United States has recently carried out a t e s t of a 
new A&AT system, a direct ascent system which destroys the target by colliding 
with i t without using explosives. 
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The ASAT systems m existence or under development today have a l i m i t e d capacity. 
We understand that they can h i t targets only i n r e l a t i v e l y low earth orbrts-. Even 
so they "threaten important m i l i t a r y s a t e l l i t e s , such as surveillance s a t e l l i t e s 
used f o r r t h e v e r i f i c a t i o n of arms-control agreements. With the development of new 
space technology the si t u a t i o n might become even more serious. ASAT weapons- could 
then reach targets i n higher o r b i t s , eventually even the geostationary o r b i t , where 
we f i n d communication and early-warning s a t e l l i t e s . The destruction of such 
s a t e l l i t e s could have serious repercussions. Such a development would be looked 
upon with the greatest concern by the potential opponent and would trigger o f f 
some si m i l a r and even more d e s t a b i l i z i n g measures. Furthermore, the blinding 
of an early-warning s a t e l l i t e could be understood by the other side as nothing l e s s 
than as a preparation f o r , or part of, a nuclear s t r i k e . 

The ASAT systems have even further implications. An important part of an 
ASAT weapon i s the so-called homing device. Once such a device i s f u l l y developed 
and tested f o r ASAT purposes, i t could with some modifications be used f o r the 
purpose of targeting the opponent's b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e s , thus constituting an 
A n t i - B a l l i s t i c M i s s i l e (ABM) system. An advanced ASAT system could imply a dual 
capacity of both a n t i - s a t e l l i t e and a n t i - b a l l i s t i c missile c a p a b i l i t y . A 
disturbing consequence could be that testing of ASAT weapons could i n fact, be used 
as a cover f o r ABM weapons tes t i n g . 

Consequently there i s a potential r i s k that the development of ASAT weapons 
could already erode one of the most important t r e a t i e s i n the area of arms control, 
namely, the A n t i - B a l i i s t i c - M i s s i l e Treaty of 1972. 

With t h i s development we might i n fact be facing a quantum leap i n the arms 
race. But the possible developments do not stop here. 

Increased resources are spent f o r research on and development of beam weapons. 
I f developed, such weapons could be used f o r ASAT purposes. However, what has 
attracted more attention i s t h e i r possible use f o r ABM purposes. 

The leading m i l i t a r y Powers b u i l d t h e i r national security on a p o l i c y of 
deterrence and t h e i r mutual security relations on a functional balance of 
deterrence. The balance of nuclear deterrence i s based upon the threat that i f 
one Superpower attacked the other Superpower with nuclear weapons, the attacking 
party would bring a nuclear attack upon i t s e l f . The consequence of the p o l i c y 
of nuclear deterrence i s that i f i t f a i l s , catastrophe i s i n e v i t a b l e . Sweden 
questions nuclear deterrence p o l i c i e s and philosophies as such. I w i l l come 
back m more d e t a i l to t h i s problem l a t e r during the session. This being said, 
we s t i l l have to recognize that deterrence i s the guiding doctrine against which 
the present development must be analysed. Thus, the balance of nuclear 
deterrence would be disturbed i f one side acquired a f i r s t - s t r i k e capacity. I f 
one of the major Powers succeeded m developing an effective a n t i - b a l l i s t i c 
system, t h i s would give i t a p o s s i b i l i t y of s t r i k i n g at the opponent and at the 
same time avoiding destruction of i t s own t e r r i t o r y . The mutual deterrence 
would be undermined and likewise the international security s i t u a t i o n . There 
i s therefore reason f o r serious concern i f any of the major Powers devotes 
further resources to research and development on systems which, i f transformed 
into deployment, would not be m conformity with the ABM Treaty. Such a new 
phase i n weapons development would be detrimental to s t a b i l i t y m international 
security r e l a t i o n s . 
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Although much less than i s necessary has been achieved i n the f i e l d of 
disarmament and to prevent an arms race i n outer space, some significant measures 
have been taken. I w i l l mention some of them. 

The provisions relevant to the use of weapons i n space are both of a general 
and a specific nature. Ve have the United Nations Charter, and we have provisions 
which apply to space activities. Specific rules can be found i n multilateral 
instruments and i n bilateral treaties between the Soviet Union and the United States. 

• 
To start with, Article 2:4 of the Charter of the United Nations prohibits the 

use of force or the threat of use of force. A f i r s t attack on a space object 
belonging to another country i s thus clearly outlawed according to the United Nations 
Charter. In certain cases some might argue that an attack on a space object i s 
a measure of self-defence, i n accordance with Article 51 of the Charter. It i s , 
however, inconceivable that this A r t i c l e could be interpreted as permitting an 
attack on non-military space objects. 

As far as the military systems are concerned, some of them, e.g. surveillance 
satellites used for verification, are protected as national technical means of 
verification under the bilateral SALT Agreements. Early-warning satellites are 
likewise protected under the United States-Soviet Accident Measures Agreement.'' 
Thus an important sanctuary i s provided for certain s a t e l l i t e s . Por other military 
space systems the situation might not be so clear. 

Among specific multilateral treaties the 19&3 Partial Test-Ban Treaty was the 
f i r s t treaty to contain provisions relating to the use of weapons i n outer space. 
This treaty bans the testing of nuclear weapons inter a l i a , m outer space. 

In I967 the United Nations adopted the Outer Space Treaty containing the 
fundamental principles for space ac t i v i t i e s . It marked an important step i n that 
i t bans certain arms from outer space. However, others are not covered by this 
treaty. It i s generally stated m the Outer Space Treaty that space activities 
shall be carried out for the benefit and i n the interest of a l l countries, 
irrespective of their degree of economic or sc i e n t i f i c development and i n accordance 
with international law, including the United Nations Charter. Article 4 prohibits 
the placing of nuclear weapons and other kinds of weapons of mass destruction i n 
earth orbits and on celestial bodies. This provision does not, however, impose 
restrictions on conventional weapons or on military space systems. The moon and 
other celestial bodies are to be used exclusively for peaceful purposes and a l l 
kinds of military activities are prohibited on those bodies. The Outer Space 
Treaty also contains provisions against potentially harmful interference with 
peaceful space activities and provisions of interest for verification, but they 
do not contain any clear obligations to provide information or about inspection. 

Since radio communications are v i t a l for space act i v i t i e s the International 
Telecommunication Convention deserves special mention. Its Article 35 prohibits 
harmful interference with radio services which are operated i n accordance with 
the Radio Regulations of the ITU. 

The 1975 Registration Convention deals with notification of space ac t i v i t i e s . 
However, the information supplied i s so general that i t can only be guessed what 
purpose a space mission has, and sometimes considerable time passes between 
launch and notification. 
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The l a t e s t of the international space agreements which have Ъееп elaborated by 
the United Nations i s the 1979 Moon Agreement. 

Prom i t s provisions i t can be concluded that the Moon Agreement would 
demilitarize a l l of outer space except the proximity of the, Earth, or moré 
precisely o r b i t s around the Earth. But t h i s Agreement has not yet entered i n t o 
force. 

As mentioned e a r l i e r , some provisions i n the b i l a t e r a l arms control agreements 
between the United States and the Soviet Union relate to space a c t i v i t i e s . 

The two SALT Agreements, of 1972 and of 1979» to the l a s t of which the 
Soviet Union and the United States abide u n i l a t e r a l l y , while awaiting r a t i f i c a t i o n 
or new negotiations, contain s i m i l a r provisions about v e r i f i c a t i o n ( A r t i c l e s V 
and XV, respectively). According to these Provisions the Contracting P a r t i e s 
s h a l l use "national technical means of v e r i f i c a t i o n " to monitor the adherence to 
the provisions of the Agreements. These national "means of v e r i f i c a t i o n " must 
not be disturbed or "interfered with". I t i s assumed that surveillance s a t e l l i t e s 
are among those "means". The SALT I I Agreement ( A r t i c l e IX) includes a r e l a t i v e l y 
unnoticed expansion of the Outer üpace Treaty i n that i t forbids development, 
testing and deployment of systems for placing i n o r b i t nuclear weapons, etc. I t 
also prohibits t e s t i n g , development and deployment of Fractional O r b i t a l 
Bombardment Systems (FOBS). 

According to the ABM Treaty of 1972 the two Superpowers undertake not to 
develop, test or deploy ABM systems or components which are "sea-based, air-based, 
space-based or mobile land-based". I t i s clear as e a r l i e r touched upon, that 
the placing of ABM systems i n outer space would be a breach of t h i s b i l a t e r a l 
treaty, as would also be the development and testing of such systems. 

The "Accident Measures" Agreement (l97l) and the Prevention of Nuclear War 
Agreement (1974) together oblige the Soviet Union and the United States to r e f r a i n 
from i n t e r f e r i n g with or attacking early-warning systems of either side, including 
s a t e l l i t e s which are components of such warning systems. 

The fact that most of the f i n a n c i a l and technical investments i n space 
development takes place i n two countries may imply that b i l a t e r a l agreements are 
s u f f i c i e n t to regulate international r e l a t i o n s i n t h i s f i e l d . However, according 
to my delegation, t h i s i s to seriously underestimate the technological developments 
outside the two Superpowers. As a matter of p r i n c i p l e , as well as with long-term 
pr a c t i c a ! and technical considerations m view, i t i s important that the aspects 
mentioned with regard to the m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer space be subject to m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiations and agreements. The p r i n c i p l e aspect i s , of course, founded on the 
general acceptance of the fundamental idea that the exploration and use of outer 
space s h a l l be carried out f o r the benefit and i n the interest of a l l countries. 

I t i s clear that some s i g n i f i c a n t measures r e l a t i n g to the r i s k s of an arms ' 
race i n outer space have been taken. However, the e x i s t i n g body of international 
law contains too many loopholes to e f f e c t i v e l y prevent an arms race i n outer space. 
What we have learned about the testing and development of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons 
confirms that additional measures urgently need to be taken. 
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The main task ahead of us should be to negotiate an international treaty-
banning a l l space weapons, including weapons directed against targets i n space. 
Such a ban should cover the development, testing and deployment of ASAT weapons on 
earth, m the atmosphere and m outer space and must include the destruction of a l l 
existing ASAT systems. 

Furthermore, damage, disturbance and harmful interference m the normal 
functioning of permitted space objects should be forbidden i n international 
agreements m order to strengthen the Outer Space Treaty and confirm the Internationa] 
Telecommunication Convention. 

The banning of the development, testing and deployment of space-based ABM 
systems, as agreed upon m the 1972 ABM Treaty between the Soviet Union and the 
United States, should also be reiterated i n a multilateral treaty. 

A prohibition of Fractional Orbital Bombardment Systems (FOBS) should likewise 
be included, i n line with SALT II. 

In addition, efficient measures should be adopted regarding the verification 
of the compliance with such a treaty or treaties. At the present stage of 
technical development i t appears inescapable that some sort of international 
direct inspection be applied, including on-site inspection whenever feasible. 

In the process of creating an international legal system prohibiting an arms 
race i n outer space, military space systems which could have particularly 
destabilizing characteristics must be identified. It would also be essential 
to recognize that certain military space systems can have a stabilizing effect 
and that they can be a valuable contribution to disarmament measures. 

The international use of satellites for the monitoring of disarmament 
agreements should be considered i n the context of the proposal of France to 
establish an International Satellite Monitoring Agency (iSMA). 

The notification procedures m the 1975 Registration Convention could be 
further developed to serve as a collateral measure to strengthen disarmament 
agreements related to space. Such a measure, and other similar confidence-
building measures, would be helpful i n the efforts to create a system of 
international agreements to curb an arms race i n outer space. 

Three proposals have been presented m intergovernmental fora dôntaining 
draft agreements relating to the prevention of an arms race i n outer space. The 
f i r s t was presented by Italy i n 1979 i n the Committee on Disarmament. The two 
latest were presented to the United Nations by the Soviet Union m 1981 and 
i n 1983» the latest of which has been distributed today as document CD/476. 

The two f i r s t proposals demonstrated constructive attempts to come to 
grips with the problems m this area. They did, however, contain important 
shortcomings, inter a l i a , i n that they did not cover the ASAT systems as they 
are conceived today. 
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The l a t e s t proposal of the Soviet Union introduced today also Ъу 
Ambassador Issraelyan contains a draft treaty on the prohibition of the use of 
force i n outer space and from space against the Earth. When the Conference has 
been able to e s t a b l i s h an ad hoc committee on the arms race i n outer space, my 
delegation w i l l come back with detailed comments on t h i s draft treaty. However, 
already now I note a welcome improvement compared to the 1981 proposal i n that i t 
covers ASAT weapons as known today and contains a ban on some s p e c i f i c a c t i v i t i e s 
directed against space objects. 

The Soviet proposal addressed a number of important issues that need to be 
solved. Some proposed clauses, however, are ambiguous and would have to be 
c l a r i f i e d . buch solutions and c l a r i f i c a t i o n s could only be made through a 
substantive examination by the Conference on Disarmament. 

Let me conclude by r e i t e r a t i n g that the Conference on Disarmament must now 
a c t i v e l y engage i t s e l f i n dealing with the growing threat of an arms race i n outer 
space. An ad hoc committee should be established without further delay f o r t h i s 
purpose. As a negotiating forum the Conference should of course aim at 
negotiating an agreement or agreements to prevent the extension of the arms race 
into outer space. 

The bwedish delegation i s prepared to consider a l l constructive proposals 
which mean that a substantive examination can be promptly i n i t i a t e d . An 
analysis of lacunae i n international agreements against the background of 
e x i s t i n g and potential m i l i t a r y applications of space technology seems to be a 
natural f i r s t task f o r an ad hoc committee. I have i n t h i s statement t r i e d to 
contribute to t h i s . 

The РНЕБТРЕГО) (translated from French): I thank the representative of Sweden 
for h i s statement. The l i s t of speakers f o r today i s now exhausted. Does any 
other representative wish to take the f l o o r ? That does not seem to be the case. 

As you w i l l have noted, the secretariat today distributed the programme of 
meetings of the Conference and i t s subsidiary bodies for next week. The programme 
i s purely i n d i c a t i v e , and may be changed i f necessary, i n accordance with our 
practice. I f I hear no objection, I w i l l take i t that the Conference wishes to 
adopt the programme. 

I t was soi decided. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): Distinguished representatives, i n 
our programme of meetings for t h i s week we had allowed f o r an informal meeting 
t h i s afternoon, i f necessary, to consider organizational matters. I think that 
since informal consultations are taking place at present, there i s no need to 
hold that informal meeting today. Ve have concluded our work f o r today. The 
next plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament w i l l take place on Tuesday, 
27 March, at 10.30 a.m. The meeting i s adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 12.15 p.m. 
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The PRESIDENT (translated from French) : The plenary meeting of the Conference 
on Disarmament i s called to order. 

I begin by giving the floor to the distinguished representative of Egypt, 
Ambassador Alfarargi. 

Mr. ALFARARGI (Egypt) (translated from Arabic): Thank you, Mr. President. 
This morning we have learnt with deep sorrow and grief of the death of one of Africa's 
great leaders and statesmen, President Ahmed Sekou Touré. Now, as I mourn the death 
of the tlate Guiñean leader, on behalf of the Group of African countries, including 
both members of the Conference on Disarmament and participating non-members, I wish to 
pay a^glowing tribute to the tenacious freedom fighter he represented in his struggle 
on behalf of liberation causes throughout the world, and particularly i n Africa. I 
hail-in- him a hero who struggled for the observance of the principles of the 
non-aligned movement, a leader who truly upheld the principles and the provisions of 
the United- Nations Charter and struggled to establish the rights of the peoples of the 
Third World to development and progress. On this occasion, we wish to extend to the 
fraternal people of Guinea, i n the name of the African Group at the Conference on 
Disarmament, including both members and participating non-members, our heartfelt 
condolences and sincere sympathy on this great loss. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the distinguished representative 
of Egypt for his Jtatement, and I am sure that a l l the members of the Conference w i l l 
concur in expressing their deep regret at the death of Ahmed Sekou Touré, a great 
leader of his country and at the same time an outstanding figure in Africa and in 
the non-aligned movement; and also i n conveying our sorrow and condolences to 
the people and Government of the Revolutionary People's Republic of Guinea. 

The Conference on Disarmament today begins consideration of agenda item 6, 
entitled "Effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear weapon States 
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons". However, in accordance with 
rule 30 of the rules of procedure, any member wishing to do so may raise any matter 
relevant to the work of the Conference. 

You w i l l recall that we had agreed to hold an informal meeting this morning to 
consider organizational problems, i f necessary. I have received further c l a r i f i c a t i o n 
from non-member States wishing to participate in our work, as well as an additional 
request from another non-member State. I suggest that after having heard the speakers 
on my l i s w e should suspend the plenary meeting and hold an informal meeting to 
consider thé communication's received from non-members. I have on my l i s t of speakers 
for today the representatives of Czechoslovakia, Viet Nam, Italy and Argentina, and 
I now give the floor to the distinguished representative of Czechoslovakia, 
Ambassador Milos Vejvoda. 

Mr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia): Thank you Comrade President. Allow me f i r s t to 
express on behalf of my delegation, and also on behalf of the Socialist Group, deep 
sorrow on the passing away of the great African politician, Sekou Touré, so well known 
in the world for his fight against colonialism, and for the freedom and independence 
of African and a l l other nations under the colonial yoke, and so well known for his 
great merits in the non-aligned movement. 
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In t h i s statement I would l i k e to explain why my delegation asked for thé incl u s i o n 
of the item on the prevention of an arms race i n outer space i n our agenda and what 
i t expects from i t . I w i l l also deal with reasons behind our proposal to establish 
a relevant subsidiary body with a mandate, suggested i n the document (CD/434) 
submitted by a group of s o c i a l i s t countries. 

The importance- and urgency of the problem of the prevention of an arms race i n 
outer space are determined Д>у the fact that i n recent years the r e a l danger of the 
creation and deployment of various systems of space weapons, leading to the saturation 
of outer space with weapons capable of destroying objects both i n outer space and on 
the Earth, has sharply increased.' For t h i s reason we do not' f e e l any need simply to 
discuss t h i s problem or to deal with i t i n any general way whatsoever. We believe 
that this, has already been successfully done i n other fora. In f a c t , the problem of 
securing outer space from m i l i t a r y threat and i t s various aspects have for a number 
of years been generally discussed i n the F i r s t Committee of the General Assembly, 
i n the United Nations Disarmament Commission, i n the United Nations Committee on the 
Peaceful Uses o f Outer Space and a t UNISPACE 2. 

Unfortunately, we should also add that even"this body, which aspires to be a 
single m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating forum on disarmament, dedicated several years to 
a c t i v i t i e s of t h i s kind i n dealing with the problem of outer space. Indeed, going 
through the records of our meetings of recent years one finds a great number of 
statements addressing the problem of outer spacer. In these statements'wé have a l l 
exhaustively evaluated the e x i s t i n g t r e a t i e s , which put up some barriers to the 
spreading of агшз into outer space. We have generally come to a concordance of views, 
on what the positive aspects of these t r e a t i e s are, as well as on the remaining 
loopholes. I n ' v i r t u a l l y a l l statements the conclusion i s reached that further measures 
are necessary. At least as far as our delegation i s concerned, we have not found a 
single statement that e x p l i c i t l y or i m p l i c i t l y denies the urgent need for such 
additional measures. 

A considerable part of the statements on outer space dealt with the technical 
aspects of the development of new weapons and systems of weapons to ,be used i n outer 
space or from space against the Earth. The "leading r o l e " of the United States i n 
t h i s f i e l d has been impressively demonstrated, especially with regard to the March 1983 
" i n i t i a t i v e " r of President Reagan to create a space-based defence system. I t was 
convincingly 0argue'd that one attempt to misuse one of the above mentioned loopholes 
i n the e x i s t i n g m i l i t a r y regime for outer,.space i s under way, namely, the accelerated 
e f f o r t s to develop and put into practice l a s e r and other directed-energy weapons. 
Though some delegations t r i e d to raise doubts about the f e a s i b i l i t y of these weapons, 
i t did not escape the attention of others that i n May and June of l a s t year the 
United States A i r Force undertook a t e s t o j f a laser weapon. At a t e s t i n g ground i n 
C a l i f o r n i a , t h i s weapon, placed on board a C-135 a i r c r a f t , succeeded i n ̂ destroying 
the navigational systems of f i v e Sidewinder a n t i - a i r c r a f t m i s s i l e s . 

Due attention was paid also to the economic side of the problem. No type of 
weapons and no f i e l d of t h e i r application would consume as many resources as the 
development and, emplacement of weapons i n outer space. With the adoption, l a s t 
January, of, Directive.119 i n the United States, for the remaining years of t h i s 
century alone almost a hundred b i l l i o n -United States dol l a r s are involved*, without 
counting vast, i n d i r e c t human and material resources taken from various c i v i l i a n 
sectors. 
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Much of wha». пав been said around 'this table could 'Undoubtedly also be 
qualified аз an identification of problems which-^oùld' be addressed in negotiations 
on practical measures to prevent an arms racé ir. outer space. Drawing a conclusion 
from- the views offered to the Conference on Disarmament ,J my delegation considers 
that' a whole ran/je of p o l i t i c a l , legal and material measures should be negotiated 
in'the relevant, subsidiary Dody. Anti-sateliité'-systems ansa one of these, although 
not tire only one. My country, a relatively small one, with no adequate defence 
against an attack "from above", is concerned mainly with possible danger .coming from 
weapons euplaced on objects capable of overflying' our territory at an a l t i t u d e of 
some tens of kilometres. 

Thus, i t would seem to us that the time has come to close this "general" and 
"exploratory" dhapter in our dealing with the prevention of an arms race i n outer 
space and to open a new one which should bring us to the elaboration and adoption of 
the relevant practical and effective measures. The best way to enter t h i s new chapter 
would be tne creation of an ad hoc commjttee of the Conference on Disarmament on 

\ h e item "Prevention of an arms race m outer space", with terms of reference c a l l i n g 
for the undertaking of negotiations aimed at concluding an agreement on this urgent,^ 
question. 

We maintain that'certain recent developments f u l l y justify this demand. F i r s t l y , 
\те have the Soviet draft treaty on the prohibition of the use of force i n outer space 
and from space against the Earth, submitted to the United Nations at i t s 
thirty-eighth session and tabled last week in the Conference on Disarmament. Since 
this draft' was distributed last f a l l m New York, we presume that a l l delegations 
had a chance to study i t in détail. As far as my delegation i s concerned, i t 
considers that the main virtue of the draft i s that i t deals with the problem of . 
securing outer space from the arms race in a comprehensive way, encompassing measures 
of a p o l i t i c a l , legal and material nature. At the same time, i t i s yet another 
example of the Soviet Union's constructive approach and readiness to compromise i n 
order-to make i t possible to move ahead, since the draft treaty takes Into account i n 
a nufflUerof i t s provisions the positions and views of other countries, including 
Western eou8trie3. This important move also reminds us that expressions of good 
w i l l , in order to bring positive results, must be reciprocated. In t h i s respect I 
would like t e note that i t i s exactly in this f i e l d that the United States lags 
behind, and by a large margii'. This was most obviously demonstrated by the fact that 
the United States leadership failed to respond positively to the commitment assumed 
by the USSR last August not to be the f i r s t to put into outer space any type of 
anti-satellite weapon, thus imposing a unilateral moratorium on such launchings for 
the entire period during which the other States, including the United States, 
refrain from stationing anti-satellite ! weapons of any type m outer space. This 
i n i t i a t i v e creates a significant potential for the solution of the problem of ASAT 
Systems and convincingly demonstrates the readiness of the Soviet Union to do away 
with this type of weapon. But in i t s approach to this problem the present 
United States leadership is-acting not only contrary to the interests and requirements 
of the international community, but also against the v i t a l interest of i t s own 
people. This was again confirmed last summer, when more than 100 American 
Congressmen ana scientists addressed an. appeal-to President Reagan to declare, 
simultaneously with the Soviet Union, a moratorium on anti-satellite-weapon 
testing. 
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Since I have touched upon the problem of ASAT systems l e t me add, 
Comrade President, that arguments about the need for the United States to catch up 
i n t h i s kind of weapon can't be taken seriously. I t i s well-known that already 
20 years ago the United States developed the manoeuvrable SAINT ( S a t e l l i t e Inspector 
Technique) spacecraft. In the course of the 1960s two ground-based a n t i - s a t e l l i t e 
systems were developed — i n 1963 on the basis of Nike Zeus an t i - m i s s i l e missiles on 
Kwajalein Island and i n 1964 on Johnston Island using various modifications of the 
Thor m i s s i l e . And recently, a sophisticated ASAT system based on F-15 a i r c r a f t s 
equipped with intercepting missiles with self-guided warheads has already been 
tested. Thus, after breaking b i l a t e r a l negotiations with the Soviet Union on 
a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons i n 1978 i t indeed requires a peculiar kind of l o g i c for the 
United States seriously to play the role of an i n f e r i o r i n t h i s f i e l d . Echoing t h i s , 
d i s t o r t i o n , to put i t - m i l d l y , a l i m i t e d number of Vestern delegations i s rendering 
invaluable service to the United States but acting c l e a r l y against the v i t a l i nterest 
of the peoples of t h e i r own countries. 

Another positive development t e s t i f y i n g to the growing comprehension of the urgent 
need to adopt s p e c i f i c measures for the prevention of an arms race i n outer space 
was the adoption l a s t f a l l of the United Nations General Assembly resolution 38/70. 
Mere comparison of t h i s resolution with, for instance, resolutions 36/97 С and 
36/99 of 1981 c l e a r l y shows that the majority of States speaking i n favour of s p e c i f i c 
action has further grown, while the minority has reached i t s l i m i t — t h a t of a single 
country. 

The ad hoc committee on outer space, i f established, would c e r t a i n l y not suffer 
from a lack of s p e c i f i c proposals or material to work on. Besides the Soviet draft 
treaty I have already mentioned, which the committee could consider i n d e t a i l , some 
delegations have advanced ideas which could be dealt with as w e l l . I may mention 
just the statement of Ambassador Ekéus of l a s t Thursday, i n which he put forward 
a whole set of measures which could be looked at i n the ad hoc committee. I t i s 
therefore p a r t i c u l a r l y regrettable that there are s t i l l delegations which keep on 
blocking the adoption of a meaningful mandate for the subsidiary body on outer space. 
I t i s our strong f e e l i n g that the Mexican amendment to the draft mandate considered 
l a s t week by no means deserved the treatment i t received, the more so since i t only 
reflected the provision of the United Nations General Assembly resolution adopted 
by a vote extremely close to a consensus. 

The problem of securing outer space from the arms race i s not a new one. The 
relevant peaceful i n i t i a t i v e s of the Soviet Union and other s o c i a l i s t countries go 
back to the 1950s. But some recent developments i n the space policy of the 
United States and the ensuing accelerated development of space weaponry render the 
problem of the prevention of an arms race i n outer space extremely urgent. Let 
me, before concluding my statement, point out just some of these dangerous developments. 

In President Reagan's statement of 4 J u l 7 1982, p r i o r i t y i n United States 
space a c t i v i t y i s , f o r the f i r s t time, given openly to i t s m i l i t a r y aspects. The 
relevant presidential decree on policy i n the exploration and use of outer space 
c l e a r l y assigns p r i o r i t y to m i l i t a r y purposes. Previously United States leaders 
used peaceful rhetoric to cover the m i l i t a r y aspects of t h e i r space p o l i c y . 
Now t h i s has become not only unnecessary but p r a c t i c a l l y impossible, since the 
m i l i t a r y nature of the recent programmes for outer space i s only too obvious. 

This applies, i n the f i r s t Dlace, to the United States plan to build a 
space-based defence system. Since t h i s plan was heralded i n March l a s t year, much 
thought has been given to i t s possible implications, especially with regard to the 
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Soviet-United States ABM Treaty of 1972. I t was v i r t u a l l y unanimously concluded 
that the development of such a system would constitute a^lag^^jjit breach of the 
.Treaty. Some dissenting voices were heard, naturally.,,from the.' U^ted States. 
Thus, referring to the plan, the White House spokesman., Larry Speakes/'sa'íd: 
"you can go a considerable distance i n research and development without, c o n f l i c t i n g 
with the ABM Treaty". We would appreciate i f the United States delegation could 
enlighten us on what i s meant by fche/"eonsiderable distance",and how i t can be 
reconciled with A r t i c l e V of the'ABM Treaty. Let i t also ,be noted that, as f a r as 
we know, t h i s treaty i s of unlimited duration. 

i 

Another disquieting phenomenon'is' the-application of the so-called "bargaining 
chips" policy. Last year a United* States interagency report r e s u l t i n g from months 
¡p,f study by s c i e n t i s t s and policy analysts stated that.the demonstration of 
United States technology would strengthen military-; andy ."negotiating stances". We 
have a very sad experience of such an approach which,shows,.that a l l kinds of bargain! 
chips have always served only as catalysts and accelerators, of the arms race. They 
have /always led to q u a l i t a t i v e l y new s p i r a l s of the a#ms race despite the clear 
fact,that neither side can achieve permanent superiority i n arms technology. A 
p a r a l l e l could be drawn here with the problem of MIRV|^. Looking back, 
Henry .Kissinger said l a s t year: "I wish I had thought through the implications of a 
MIRVed world". 

Just a few days ago, from 8 through 11 March, the Disarmament Committee of the 
World Federation of S c i e n t i f i c Workers met i n Prague. Prominent s c i e n t i s t s from f i v e 
s o c i a l i s t countries, as well as from the United States, Great B r i t a i n , France, 
hfinmark.arid the Federal Republic of Germany came to the conclusion i n t h e i r j o i n t 
statement that "the United States decision to embark on a massive research and 
de^v^opment programme for the m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of space has introduced a new 
qualitative factor to the arms race" and called for the establishment of "a 
moratorium on the testing and deploying of ASATs and other space weapons, and the 
establishment of a policy of the non-use of force i n and. from\outer space". Let us 
l i s t e n more caref u l l y to the impartial and informed opinion of s c i e n t i s t s from varioui 
countries, l e s t our beautiful blue planet, which has too many problems of i t s own, 
face a new threat, as immense and l i m i t l e s s as space i t s e l f . 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the representative of 
Czechoslovakia for his statement. 

In accordance with the decision taken by the Conference at i t s . 249th plenary 
meeting,ü nou give the f l o o r to the distinguished representative of Viet Nam, 
Ambassador Nguyen Thuong. 

Mr. NGUYEN THUONG ''Socialist Republic of Viet Nam) (translated from French): 
Thank you Mr. Preside.it. MrvPresident, allow me f i r s t of a l l to convey the very 
profound condolences of my country, the S o c i a l i s t Republic, of Viet Nam, andr of my 
delegation to our s i s t e r Republic of Guinea and the f r a t e r n a l African countries on 
the death of President Ahmed Sekou Touré, a great figure.^p'^thie non-aligned movement 
and i n the struggle of peoples for peace, national independence, freedom and s o c i a l 
progress. 

http://Preside.it
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Mr. President, I should l i k e to begin by extending to you my warm congratulations 
on seeing the Presidency of the Conference on Disarmament occupied by the 
representative of a country with which Viet Nam has long enjoyed very good 
relations of friendship and co-operation, whose experience and diplomatic expertise 
w i l l without any doubt help to ensure that t h i s session proceeds e f f i c i e n t l y . 

I.should also l i k e to thank the President, the Secretary-General and a l l the 
members of the Conference on Disarmament for having given me t h i s opportunity to 
address the Conference i n plenary i n order to impart our thoughts on matters of 
special interest to my country. ,In asking to participate as a non-member i n the 
work of the Conference on Disarmament, Viet Nam has not been inspired by narrow 
p o l i t i c a l , opportunistic or egoistic, considerations, but has been guided both by 
the interests of i t s own security and by the wider interests of the great cause to 

-,which t h i s august i n s t i t u t i o n i s , devoted, namely, world peace through disarmament, a 
matter of l i f e or death for a l l mankind and human c i v i l i z a t i o n , a noble enterprise 
and a weighty undertaking i n which no people can f a i l to take an i n t e r e s t . Viet Nam 
participates with an acute sense of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y , seriousness and constructive 
goodwill, and always has i n view the smooth functioning and the success of the 
Conference i t s e l f . I t i s i n t h i s s p i r i t that my delegation w i l l endeavour to make 
i t s very modest contribution, and assures you, Mr. President, and a l l the members of 
the Conference on Disarmament, of i t s co-operation on a basis of reciprocal equality 
and sincerity,. 

I f I have chosen to,address the Conference on agenda item 6, i t i s because, as 
the representative of Viet Nam-stated at the twelfth special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament i n 1982, "the S o c i a l i s t Republic of Viet Nam 
i s a country which does not, possess nuclear weapons and which has been and remains 
the victim of serious, threat on the part of certain nuclear weapon Powers"; and i t 
i s also because Viet Nam constantly feels an active and responsible s o l i d a r i t y with 
the great movement,of peoples struggling for peace, national independence and 

, International security. 

Imperialist p o l i c y , p a r t i c u l a r l y i n recent years, has appreciably increased the 
danger of a nuclear holocaust, and more than ever raises what i s now the major task 
facing mankind as a whole, namely, the prevention of a nuclear world war. 
Furthermore, imperialism i s stepping up and m u l t i p l y i n g . i t s .armed intervention i n 
m̂ r.y regions of the world. The four decades since the Second World War demonstrate 
the greater p o s s i b i l i t i e s of preserving world peace, but they have also witnessed 
marly ao-calíed- l o c a l wars whiChiiave been no less death-dealing. In t h i s context, 
the threat of the use of nuclear weapons i n so-called l o c a l wars i s not a purely 
the o r e t i c a l matter. I t may be recalled that i n the two wars i n Indo-China, some 
s t r a t e g i s t s , who were fortunately not heeded, put forward plans f o r the use of the 
atomic- bomb,,pp of t a c t i c a l nuclear weapons, i n 1954 to free Dien Bien Phu and, i n 
the 1960s and "1970s, to escalate the war and achieve v i c t o r y . The fact that currently 
some i m p e r i a l i s t i c c i r c l e s are advocating theories of the so-called a d m i s s i b i l i t y of 
nuclear war, of limited or creeping nuclear war, and the fact that i n some 
countries "tailor-made" nuclear weapons are being developed, which are perfectly 
adapted to the requirements of so-called l i m i t e d wars, and also the fact that more 
or less deliberately nuclear weapons have been placed within the reach of certain 
so-called strategic a l l i e s , such as I s r a e l , the Republic of South A f r i c a and other 
aspirants, a l l these facts indicate that the question of international arrangements 
to ensure the security of non-nuclear-weapon States i s more pressing than ever. The 
deployment of intermediate-range missiles i n Europe i s a matter of increasing concern, 
as these m i s s i l e s , stationed on a certain island o f f a NATO member country i n the 
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Mediterranean, for example, are allegedly targeted oh the southern flank of the 
Soviet Union, but who can guarantee that they cannot ea s i l y be turned against one or 
another nationally-Independent country of the Balkans, the Middle East or 
North Africa? 

I t should be added that, through the înHèrent lo g i c of the escalation carried 
out by irresponsible'statesmen, the danger that 1the use of nuclear weapons i n such 
l o c a l wars w i l l bring about a more widespread war remains very great and c e r t a i n l y 
unforeseeable. Thus, at t h e i r seventh summit meeting at'New Delhi'the Heads of 
State or Government''of the Non-Aligned Countries reiterated their^demand that 
nuclear-weapon States have the'obligation to"guarantee that non-nuclear-weapon 
States are not threatened or attacked with nuclear weapons. Resolutions of the 
thirty-eighth session of the United Nations General Assembly e x p l i c i t l y recognize 
the need to a l l a y the legitimate concern of States with regard to ensuring l a s t i n g 
security for t h e i r peoples and also that the independence, t e r r i t o r i a l I n tegrity 
and sovereignty of non-nuclear-weapon States need to be safeguarded against the threat 
of use of force, including the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. The 
resolutions 38/67 and 38/68 both stress i n v i r t u a l l y i d e n t i c a l terms that there i s 
an urgent need to reach agreement on eff e c t i v e international arrangements for that 
purpose. 

My delegation has studied the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group (CD/SA/CRP.12) 
and read with interest the statements of many delegations on t h i s subject, as well 
as the working papers of various groups, i n p a r t i c u l a r documents CD/SA/CRP¿3 and 
CD/53 of Pakistan and Bulgaria, respectively. After t h i s Review, my delegation does 
not underestimate the d i f f i c u l t i e s which remain to be surmounted. In the face of 
the increasing, pressing need to guarantee the security of"non-nuclear-weapon States, 
i t urges a l l members of the Conference on Disarmament, and i n pa r t i c u l a r the 
nuclear-weapon States, to deploy more urgent e f f o r t s , i n t e r alia to make good the 
lack of p o l i t i c a l w i l l on the part of some of them which, i n the view of the 
Group pf 21, i s the major element i n the ¿urrent'difficulties. 

Such e f f o r t s remain to be made i n two di r e c t i o n s , as suggested by the 
resolutions adopted by the General Assembly at i t s thir t y - e i g h t h session. 

The' f i r s t , and p r i n c i p a l , d i r e c t i o n would be, as recommended i n operative 
paragraph 4 of resolution 38/67, that the Conference on Disarmament "should continue 
to explore ways and̂ jmeans to overcome1 the d i f f i c u l t i e s to reach an appropriate 
agreement ... i n t|e" form of an international instrument of a l e g a l l y binding 
character, such as an international convention on t h i s subject..'. 1 1. Some grounds for 
cautious optimism would appear to continue to e x i s t , since, as stated i n both the 
resolution and the report of the Ad hoc Working Group, "there i s no objection i n 
principle,, to the idea of an international convention on t h i s Subject" and there i s 
"widespread international support for the conclusion'of such a.convention". I t i s 4 

also encouraging that at the l a t e s t session of the General Assembly, a single 
draft resolution (38/67) was submitted and adopted rather than two p a r a l l e l drafts 
as i n the previous session. The l a s t preambular paragraph of resolution 38/67 seems 
to suggest an idea: i f the security of a l l non-nuclear-weapon States i s to be 
guaranteed i n some way or another, " i n the search for a solution to the problem of 
security assurances, p r i o r i t y should be given to the legitimate security zones of 
the non-nuclear-weapon States which, by virtue of t h e i r forgoing the nuclear option and 
of not allowing nuclear weapons to be stationed on t h e i r t e r r i t o r i e s , have every 
rig h t to expect to be moet e f f e c t i v e l y guaranteed against the use or threat of use of 
nuclear weapons". These countries include v i r t u a l l y a l l the non-aligned countries, 
including Viet Nam. 
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One"possibility "might therefore be to have a f u l i security assurance regime 
for the above-mentioned countries, with a somewhat reduced regime for the other 
countries, including some elements whose entry into force would be suspended as 
long as^ nuclear weapons of t h e i r a l l i e s or of other countries remained on t h e i r 
t e r r i t o r y . ' Suâh arrangements would .not be contrary tp the desire to guarantee 
the security o f caïI non-nuclear-weapon countries, for those, countries, which1 lfeho 
t h e i r t e r r i t o r y 'to t h e v s t o c k p i l i n g of nuclear weapons are no longer entirely'-'" 
non-nucleàr-wéapon' countries. In so doing they constitute elements i n the ' 
strategies which oppose the nuclear-weapon Powers, and also a r e a l , i f p o t e n t i a l , 
danger for their neighbours which are genuinely non-nuclear-weapon States. - F i n a l l y , 
for the Convention to be able to enter into force,,we consider that i t i s essentia] 
that a l l nuclear-weapon countries which are permanent members of the 
Security.Council should be signatories. 

While the e f f o r t s to achieve t h i s Convention or more exactly, an "approach" 
acceptable to a l l " , are being pursued, the second d i r e c t i o n Is that a l l other 
oaral^eT' or interim measures which could further these e f f o r t s to conclude à 
convention should be considered. Many highly valuable Ideas have been pütt forward! 
during the discussions of the Working Group, and some have been mentioned ;i"rt the 
various relevant resolutions of the General Assembly. 

^lin thé f i r s t place, resolution 38/67 welcomed once again the solemn 
declarations made by some nucl«ar*weapon States concerning. t(thé non-first-use of 
nuclear weapons; i n particular,^we welcome the undertaking made at the highest 1 

p o l i t i c a l l e v e l by the Soviet'Union not to be the f i r s t to use'such weapons. The 
resolution r i g h t l y points Out^that^f a l l nuclear-weapon States were to assume 
obligations,not to be t h e ' f i r s t to use nuclear weapons, that would be tantamount, 
i n practice, "to -'banning._thej:use of nuclear weapons, a g a i n s t a l l States, including 
a l l non-nuclear-weapon States. Along the same l i n e s , operative paragraph 5 of 
resolution 37/80 c a l l e d upon a l l nuclear-weapon State? to"make solemn u n i l a t e r a l 
declarations, i d e n t i c a l i n substance, concerning thé non4ise of nuclear weapons 
against non-nuclear-weapon States having no such weapons on t h e i r t e r r i t o r i e s ; i t 
recommends that the Security Council should adopt an appropriate resolution 
approving such declarations. 

'"'"^Another''Idea, connected with the previous one, could stem *f rom the i n i t i a t i v e 
of the Soviet Union Vhlch declared that i t was ready to make a binding undertaking 
to provide security assurances to the Northern European States parties to a 
nuclear weapon free-zone i n that region (reply given by President Brezhnev to a 
Finnish' magazine on' 26 June 1981 ). Such a guarantee on the part of the 
Soviet" Union could be extended to other non-nuclear-weapon countries i n the form 
e i t f i i r Cf a m u l t i l a t e r a l agreement to which the USSR would be one of the p a r t i e s , 
or of a b i l a t e r a l agreement between the USSR and each of the countries belonging 
to such a zone. In his e l e c t o r a l speech-of 2 March 1984, the Secretary-General 
of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, Mr. K.U. Chernenko, again proposed 
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among the norms governing the conduct of nuclear-weapon Powers: '̂ hot to use 
nuclear weapons under any circumstances against non-nuclear countries in whose 
territory there are no such weapons. To respect the status of nuclear-free zones 
already created and to encourage the creation of new nuclear free zones in various 
areas of the world" (document CD/444 of 6 March 19Ô4). It i s hoped that other 
nuclear-weapon Powers w i l l follow a similar course of action and subscribe to -
these norms. As a country neighbouring on Southern Asia and the Indian Ocean, 
Viet Nam supports the efforts of India and other non-aligned countries of the 
region to make the Indian Ocean and the coastal States a zone of peace from which 
nuclear weapons inter a l j a , would be eliminated. It is-to be hoped that a l l 
nüclear-weapon Powers which have been,called upon w i l l respond positively to this 
praiseworthy effort by India, which w i l l greatly benefit'the security o r t h e States 
of the region and i t s surroundings. 

Obviously, the absolute, as i t were, positive assurance for non-nuclear-weapon 
countries against the use or threat of use of such weapons would stem from radical 
and comprehensive nuclear disarmament; a l l the so-called negative assurance 
measures cannot replace this. Viet Nam therefore joins with a l l the forces for 
peace•throughout the world i n the struggle and efforts of many kinds to prevent 
nuclear war, and for nuclear disarmament under effective control. For the present, 
Viet Nam, for i t s own security as a non-nuclear-weapon country and i n the interests 
of world peace, supports the proposals of the non-aligned countries and the 
socialist countries, inter a l i a , for the freeze of nuclear weapons, for the complete 
prohibition of nuclear-weapon testing, for the prevention of the arms race i n 
outer space, and for the strengthening of the Non-Proliferation Treaty. In 
particular, we hope that a l l the nuclear-weapon Powers w i l l accept without delay 
and without conditions the freeze urged by world public opinion; and that the 
two-Powers" which remain reticent w i l l join in the work aimed at the complete 
prohibition of a l l forms of nuclear-weapon testing. 

Mr. President r my delegation thanks you and thanks the Conference for your 
attention Nin"listening to my modest statement. Viet Nam may perhaps lack 
experience but i t does not lack goodwill and a sense of responsibility. Last year, 
my delegation was able to inform the Committee on Disarmament of the results df 
the Symposium of Ho Chi Minh V i l l e on the consequences'of the use of defoliants 
in the second war in Indo-China. 

In the near future my delegation would like to address the Conference at a 
suitable date on another problem in which we are most interested, namely, the 
comprehensive-programma of disarmament, including amoúg other things the 
establishment through the joint efforts of a l l the countries of the region, of-, 
a zone of peace in South-East Asia. 

- My delegation w i l l spare no effort to continue to seek to improve and extend 
i t s participation in the work of our negotiating organ of such great Importance 
for "the entire future of mankind. Viet Nam has put forward i t s candidacy should 
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the Conference decide to increase i t s membership. My delegation renews i t s 
expression of gratitude to the Cofference and to a l l i t s members which give i t 
understanding, support and encouragement. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I than* ,the representative of 
Viet Nam for his statement and his kind words for the President. I now give the 
floor to the distinguished representative of Italy, Ambassador Alessi. 

Mr. ALESSI (Italy) (translated from French):' Thank you, Mr. President. 
First of a l l , I should' like to associate my delegation, and.in sb..do"ing I am sure 
that I interpret the'feelings of the other members of thé Western 'Group, with the 
words of condolence which have been spoken i n connection with the death of 
President Sekou Touré. Because of his personality and the role he played on the 
international scene, the mourning in which Guinea and the continent of Africa are 
Viow plugged also'extends to the entire community of nations. Mr. President, the 
miHenial bonds of history, culture and friendship linking the country you só 
worthily represent with my own prompt"me to address you in particularly Warm terras. 
I wish to express my delegation's great appreciation at the courteous and efficient 
manner in which' you have guided our work and for the untiring efforts you have made 
to ensure progress At the same time I should like to pay tribute once again tó 
your predecessor, Ambassador Turbanski, who has the merit of having ensured that 
our present session made a constructive and promising start. 

I intend to devote my statement today to a problem to which my Government 
attaches particular importance. I refer to the prevention of an arms race i n 
outer space. 

I "deeply regret that, in spite of a l l your personal efforts, item 5 of our 
agenda s t i l l lacks a framework to make structured substantive discussions possible. 

Meanwhile, we have no choice other than to use-the plenary meetings to 
continue our exchanges of views. I do not wish today to dwell on matters relating 
to the establishment of a subsidiary body; the unofficial meetings arid 
consultations which you have held have provided my delegation with an opportunity 
to express at some length i t s views on the subject. I would rather wish to put 
forward a few ideas on the basic questions which we are called upon to consider 
under item 5-

i 
I believe there i s agreement on the fact that the discussions to be held, 

once the subsidiary body i s created, should be of a comprehensive character. The 
question of the prevention of an arms race i n space should therefore be thoroughly 
considered in a l l i t s aspects, with neither preconditions nor limitations. 

It i s " clear that such an exercise should be carried out in a rational manner 
and, i n the opinión of my delegation, an analysis of relevant international" 
agreements; both multilateral and bil a t e r a l , could constitute a useful starting 
point. 
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In hie statement of 22 March 1984, the distinguished representative of the 
Soviet Union held that such suggestions would merely be an astute means Of 
avoiding true negotiation. 

I would see in them, much more modestly common sense suggestions aimed at 
beginning our basic work without further delay. The analysis of existing 
agreements provides a starting point; I do not claim that i t would be the only 
one but i t seems to me to be logical to start by looking at what already exists 
i f we wish to discuss what i s to be added. This f i r s t step would be an aid to 
identifying the different questions related to the prevention of an arms race in 
space and would, moreover, allow us to spot loopholes in the existing legal system: 
we would then be able to decide on remedial measures. 

Progress in this area, which i s so important for international security and 
st a b i l i t y , c a l l s for d i f f i c u l t and complex substantive decisions on the part of 
our governments. My delegation, which i s of the opinion that i t i s s t i l l bound 
by paragraph 80 of the Final Document (the wording of which was submitted by my 
country for the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament), remains convinced of the considerable urgency of the problem. It 
i s also aware that such decisions can only be taken on the basis of thorough 
preliminary work, which brings to light a l l possible data and solutions. 

A collection of extracts from relevant agreements, both multilateral and 
bilateral, might constitute the documentary basis for the work to which I referred. 
I also note that the documents presented by Canada (CD/320) and France (CD/375) 
contain a l i s t of such agreements as well as comments of a preliminary nature. 
Similarly, the statement by the distinguished representative of Sweden, 
Ambassador Ekéus, on 22 March 1984» broadly covers the same problems and places 
emphasis on a series of major questions concerning the interpretation and 
application of existing agreements. 

An analysis of these agreements would also be useful i n connection with the 
draft treaty presented by the delegation of the Soviet Union in document CD/476, 
to which the distinguished representative of Czechoslovakia referred today. The 
t i t l e of the treaty, i t s preamble and a r t i c l e 1, relate to the prohibition of the 
use of force in outer space and from space against Earth. A preliminary study 
of Article 2, paragraph 4, of the United Nations Charter and i t s implications for 
activities in outer space seems to me to be called for. Moreover, other clauses 
of this draft treaty — in particular certain subparagraphs of a r t i c l e 2 — deal 
with questions which have already been covered, at least partly, by existing 
treaties. Here again, a preliminary study of those instruments would be useful. 

My delegation remains willing to make detailed comments on the Soviet draft 
treaty at the appropriate place and time. Its introduction by the distinguished 
representative of the Soviet Union in a plenary meeting provides us with other 
elements which are worthy of reflection: I w i l l merely mention here the readiness 
to envisage additional measures of verification. 
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The treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States in the Exploration 
and Use of Outer Space, which entered into force in 1967, is certainly the most 
important of these agreements; in addition to the fact that i t has been r a t i f i e d by 
a considerable number of States, the general opinion is that i t contains the basic 
principles of international law i n relation to space. This Treaty i s important 
because i t establishes certain specific prohibitions (particularly a r t i c l e IV, '- -
paragraph 1) and for the principles which i t sets forth and which i t recalls 
(particularly in the preamble). However, also evident in this Treaty are i t s 
"silences" and "loopholes", which allow States a large amount of freedom. 

This freedom is at tne basis of a number of subsequent agreements which, as i n 
the case of the bi l a t e r a l Soviet-United States agreements concluded within the frame
work of the SALT negotiations, also cover the use cf apace. 

The idea of developing space law in the direction of a kind of demilitarization 
or "sanctuarization" has been advanced several times iír» the past. We ourselves 
raised the question of a review of the Outer' Space Treaty i n 1968 (document'A/7221 
of 9 September 1969). The Treaty, i t should be recalled, does not contain a clause 
providing for periodic review. Subsequently, we presented a draft additional protocol 
aimed at extending the scope of the 1967 Treaty (documents A/AC.167/97 of 1 February 
and CD/9 of 26 March 1979). 

It'must be admitted that this direction was hardly promising. Gone are the times 
when the President of a Superpower could propose, at the fifteenth session of-the 
United Nations General Assembly, that the principles established for the Aritartiic 
should be applied to outer space. 

The?Pcharactenstics of the space environment, rapid technological progress i n 
this f i e l d , the ieulti-faceted nature of spacecraft and the established and now 
irreversible link between c i v i l and military uses of space hardly make i t practicable 
to have recourse to formulae or concepts which have been applied i n other contexts. 
The mere transposition to outer space of concepts such as "hostile act", "measure of 
a military nature", "offensive or defensive deployment", "exclusively peaceful aims", 
etc., comes up against a reality which does not lend i t s e l f to clear c l a s s i f i c a t i o n . 
The varying interpretations which the space Powers themselves give these 'concepta-and 
the ambiguity which hangs over the lawfulness of certain a c t i v i t i e s i n space confirms 
this*state of a f f a i r s . " It would seem to me to be extremely useful to be able to 
record the positions of the different delegations on these fundamental matters-and, 
to the extent possible, c l a r i f y them. The working document presented by France 
(CD/375) contains, in section III, a series of relevant and delicate questions which 
deserve further consideration. 

To take account of this evolution i t seems to us to be preferable to adopt 
another approach: in 1981, in the-General Assembly, Italy co-sponsored 
resolution 36/97 С This resolution, like the one. co-sponsored the following year, 
proposed a gradual-approach foeuned on the need, f i r s t of a l l , to ensure the 
Immunity of satellites and prohibit ASAT systems. 

Even from this point of view, a study of existing legal instruments remains 
an essential exercise in our opinion. By way of example, reference can be made to 
the question of the links between a possible agreement on ASAT systems —• whatever 
i t s contents—and the 196? Outer Space Treaty; in addition to the basic obligation 
by which activities in the exploration and use of space should be carried out 
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" i n accordance with international law", the most s i g n i f i c a n t clause i n t h i s respect 
i s a r t i c l e 9 of the Treaty. This a r t i c l e , which provides for appropriate 
international consultation i n the event of a c t i v i t i e s i n space l i k e l y to cause a 
po t e n t i a l l y harmful disturbance to others, seems to me to offer the basis for the 
e f f o r t s which we must make. 

Other agreements, to a certain extent, cover acts of interference against 
s a t e l l i t e s . 

A r t i c l e I I I of the b i l a t e r a l Agreement on Measures to Reduce the Risk of Nuclear 
War (1971) envisages i n t e r a l i a , cases of interference i n rapid warning systems when 
l i a b l e to create a danger of nuclear war. S a t e l l i t e s are naturally a part of rapid 
warning systems. I t might also be considered that reference could likewise be made 
to the b i l a t e r a l Agreement on the Prevention of Nuclear War of 1973. The SALT 
agreements also provide for subsequent l i m i t a t i o n s on acts of interference with 
s a t e l l i t e s : i n r e l a t i o n to v e r i f i c a t i o n , parties to these agreements r e l y on 
"national technical means", a concept of a general nature which includes a whole 
range of methods for data c o l l e c t i o n and which, i n the context of the SALT agreements, 
includes reconnaissance s a t e l l i t e s . Moreover, the parties undertake to r e f r a i n from 
recourse to methods of d i s s i m i l a t i o n which might hamper v e r i f i c a t i o n of the applicatioi 
of agreements, including, naturally, v e r i f i c a t i o n from epace. 

As a r e s u l t of b i l a t e r a l agreements, s a t e l l i t e s thus benefit from the beginnings 
of l e g a l protection. Our main task i n t h i s respect i s to study the content and 
l i m i t s of such protection i n order subsequently to study the way to extend i t beyond 
non-interference with national means of v e r i f i c a t i o n and to make i t general. 

There are 16 years between now and the year 2000; the answers which we can give 
to the challenge of arms control i n space may have serious consequences on the way i n 
which mankind w i l l enter the next century. I t has been said that the control of 
space weapons must inevitably become the number one problem of disarmament i n the 
twenty-first century. I t may he wondered i f i t i s not already that. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the representative of I t a l y for 
his statement and his kind words for the President. I was p a r t i c u l a r l y touched by 
his warm references to the m i l l e n i a l common history of Romania and I t a l y . I now give 
the f l o o r to the distinguished representative of Argentina, Ambassador Carasales. 

Mr. CARASALES (Argentina) (translated from Spanish): Thank you, Mr. President. 
I should l i k e f i r s t to associate my delegation with the words spoken t h i s morning i n 
tribute to the memory of President Sekou Touré. A l i t t l e over 10 years ago I had the 
opportunity of personally meeting t h i s distinguished African leader when I travelled 
to the Republic of Guinea and spent several days there while on a mission entrusted 
to me by the United Nations Security Council. On that occasion, i n the course of 
various working meetings, I was able to appreciate d i r e c t l y the personality of 
President Sekou Touré and his deep concern for his people's welfare and development. 
I was therefore p a r t i c u l a r l y saddened to learn today of his untimely death. 

On behalf of the Argentine delegation I j o i n my voice to the expressions of 
condolence addressed to the Government and people of the Republic of Guinea and to 
the family of the distinguished leader who has passed away. 
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Mr. President, i t i s customary ;àt our meetings to begin statements with a few 
words of trib u t e to the incumbent President, Ambassador Datcu. Rarely are such words 
more j u s t i f i e d than i n the present case. We are a l l without exception witnesses ^ f 
his d a i l y and t i r e l e s s e f f o r t s to expedite the work of t h i s Conference. I t i s 
c e r t a i n l y to be hoped that his ef f o r t s w i l l be crowned with success, and I sincerely 
congratulate him on^ the dedication and e f f i c i e n c y with which he i s discharging his 
important r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . 

I t would be an i n j u s t i c e not to mention i n t h i s introduction the s k i l l and -
e f f i c i e n c y deployed by his distinguished predecessor, Ambassador Turbanski, to whom 
I convey my appreciation, as well as to forget the long and f r u i t f u l e f f o r t s of 
Ambassador M o r e l l i Pando, whom we r e c a l l with affec t i o n and with the hope of seeing 
him return i n the future. 

Last week, i n accordance with trie programme of work for the spring part of i t s 
session, the Conference on Disarmament devoted two plenary meetings to the 
consideration of agenda item 5» entitled "Prevention of an arms race i n outer space". 

The outcome of these two plenary meetings consists pf some statements, certainly' 
valuable and in t e r e s t i n g , but also very few i n number., ,This. morning they have been 
followed by the statements of the distinguished Ambassadors of Czechoslovakia and 
I t a l y . This does not a l t e r the f a c t , however, that t h i s exercise has been repeated 
along s i m i l a r l i n e s since early 1932 when the then Committee on Disarmament decided 
to, include i n i t s agenda the question of the m i l i t a r y use of outer space. 

I t may legitimately be asked i f the single m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body i n the 
f i e l d of disarmament, the Conference on Disarmament, i s even remotely performing i t s 
duties when i t devotes to the consideration of a problem whose scale and urgency are 
universally recognized barely two weeks a year, or four meetings a year—- 1 repeat, 
four meetings a year. There can be no doubt as to the answer to t h i s question. 
I t may therefore also legitimately he asserted that the Conference on Disarmament 
cannot continue t h i s abnormal state of a f f a i r s much longer without undermining i t s 
prestige and i t s mission, I might even say i t s raison d'être. 

We must not forget that i n 1982 the Committees-en-Disarmament agreed tó^nclude 
i n i t s agenda — not without d i f f i c u l t i e s , , i t should be added -'- the present agenda 
item 5 i n response to a clear concern on the part of the international community 
which was expressed i n General Assembly resolutions 56/97 С and 36/99 of 
9 December 1981. A few years e a r l i e r the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly devoted to Disarmament ijad recognized, i n paragraph 80 of the 
F i n a l Document, the i m p l i c i t need to take "furtFer measures" and hotd'"appropriate 
international n e gotiations"—and I stress the word "^negotiations" — " i n order to 
prevent an arms race i n outer space". 

I t i s not my intention to begin l i s t i n g a l l the steps taken by the international 
community with a view to regulating the 'use of outer space since the launching of 
the f i r s t Sputnik i n 1957 marked the dawning o f the Space Age. .Furthermore, the 
excellent statement made by Ambassador Ekéus on 22 March provides a ivery useful 
summary of the instruments negotiated on the question. 

We must agree, hpwever, that those instruments are insufficient,. Otherwise, 
there would be no sense i n the various resolutions adopted every year by the 
United Nations General Assembly, with widespread support from a l l sector». 
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For some years there has been growing concern at the discovery of the existence 
of loopholes i n the legal regime governing outer, space, a concern'which has 
heightened in line with the discovery of the intensification of space operations 
which the Superpowers are studying, planning, preparing and even carrying out: 

It i s not easy for those who s t i l l consider that space activities belong to 
the realm of science f i c t i o n to understand fu l l y a l l the aspects and consequences 
of what is at stake. Whatever-judgement may be made on the statements and prospects 
opened up by the much-quoted speech of President Reagan on 23 March 19Ô3» there can 
be no doubt that i t aroused interest, and I would add, concern, among large sectors 
of world public opinion with regard to issues having tremendous implications for 
their future, which unt i l then had been confined to specialized magazines and 
institutions. 

Since then there has been extensive spoken and written comment on the possible 
military use of outer space, and the least that can be said in this connection i s 
that the situation that is described i s alarming. The wars of the future appear to 
be drawing closer at a dizzy pace. 

The development of a military space race i s today a reality. No one can . . 
reasonably dispute this statement., and no one can olaim to be unaware of i t , because 
there i s a wealth of literature on the subject. An overview of the articles and 
publications appearing increasingly frequently shows general agreement on the frantic 
activity on which the Superpowers have embarked, far beyond what i s indicated by the 
newspaper headlines. The sums invested in research and development are on an 
overwhelming scale, and a source of concern in view of their ultimate military 
destination, as well as a source of dismay when compared with the economic and social 
needs which are daily l e f t unmet. 

For some time now the Pentagon's budget for space ac t i v i t i e s has been greater 
than that of NASA, and the gap between the two is tending to increase. Furthermore, 
i t i s considered that at least a quarter of the NASA budget i t s e l f really has 
military applications. The information on the expenditures of the other Superpower 
i s , as always, scanty, but i t may justifiably be presumed that they too are enormous. 

The description of the various activities planned and underway generally 
includes the same projects: anti-satellite systems of, various types (launched from 
Earth or from F-15 a i r c r a f t ) , k i l l e r satellites with various characteristics, use 
of the space shuttle for military purposes, development of-,laser beams and particle 
oeams, anti-missile defence systems, and so forth.. Attempts have been made to 
classify the different types of space weapons: conventional and non-traditional 
direct weapons, indirect weapons of an informational or military kind, each of which 
may be i n turn broken into a number of sub-categories. 

I shall not embark on even a summary account of everything that i s currently,' 
right now, being done, and everything that is shortly to come. I repeat, the 
information on this subject is no longer confined to specialized magazines and may 
be found i n publications on international po l i t i c s and even in the daily press. 
There have even been cases of the use outer space for military purposes, directly 
experienced by my own country i t s e l f . 
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There are two po s s i b i l i t i e s as regards this state of a f f a i r s : either a l l 
these a c t i v i t i e s are being carried out in violation of the multilateral or 
bilateral agreements existing i n this f i e l d , or else these international instruments 
are utterly inadequate to prevent an arms race in outer space. 

We would like to believe that the former alternative i s wrong, and we are 
therefore l e f t with the second: the international agreements governing a c t i v i t i e s 
i n space are incomplete and present many gaps and loopholes which must necessarily 
be f i l l e d i f we sincerely wi3h to- preserve outer space for exclusively peaceful 
uses for the benefit of mankind. 

Any analysis of the instruments in force, and even of those which'have not yet 
come into force, clearly reveals that indeed they are not comprehensive and leave 
out many acti v i t i e s of a dangerous nature, perhaps because when they were drafted 
the technological advances which today open up vast prospects did not exist. 

"What i s even more alarming i s that some basic concepts included i n some of thé 
existing treaties have been interpreted i n differing manners. This has not so far 
been very obvious because the treaties have not yet been in force for long, 
relatively Speaking, and because the number of States with a space presence i s 
extremely limited. HOWever, th<* intensification of-the space race suggests that 
this lack of legal c l a r i t y w i l l not last much longer. 

I shall give some examples. The very idea of "the peaceful use of outer space" 
has a different meaning for the main protagonists. On the one hand, i t i s argued 
that i t Is"synonymous with-the non-military use of outer spacf-, as provided i n the 
Antarctic Treaty, which makes an express exception solely to enable the use of 
military personnel in s c i e n t i f i c research (article 1, paragraph 2 ) . It should be 
pointed out that the Outer Space Treaty of 19^7 contained a similar provision in 
a r t i c l e IV, as does the Treaty relating to the a c t i v i t i e s of States on the Moon of 
1979,' a r t i c l e 3, paragraph 4-

On the other "hand, according to the other interpretation, "peaceful" use should 
be'understood as "non-ággréssive" use; i n other words, space may be used for 
defensive purposes or, what i s much more serious, also for deterrent purposes, on 
the ground that the maintenance of peace i s thus ensured. If we re c a l l a famous 
statement made on 23 June 1982 at the second special session of tti3:General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament, in which i t was asserted that nuclear weapons were the best 
guarantee of the preservation of peace, we may easily imagine that^the logical 
corollary would be that to extend the doctrine of nuclear deterrence'to outer space 
would guarantee i t s use for exclusively peaceful purposes. 

Without reaching these extremes, however, merely to open the possibility of the 
existence of "defensive" but not "aggressive" weapons in space i s to reproduce i n 
outer space'a dichotomy which has alreaMy proved insurmountable. 

Another example of the differences i n interpretation to "which I referred à 
moment ago may be found i n the expression "weapon of mass destruction", words which 
l i e at the core of the 1967 Treaty. Not only do some ongoing space ac t i v i t i e s 
clearly escape the rules contained in that Treaty, but also i t does not appear 
clear, i n the thinking of some governments, exactly what i s prohibited, as the meaning 
of the term "weapon of mass destruction" does not appear to be the same for a l l . 
Whether or not laser beams or anti-satellite weapons are weapons of mass destruction, 
for example, appears a moot point, and one that has been argued. 
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I t may even be wondered i f the very concept of "weapons" does not present 

par t i c u l a r problems i n the context of outer spàcéY i h view of the âmbivâTerït", both, 
peaceful and m i l i t a r y , c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s which devices capable of operating i n space 
have or may have. 

Everything Ï have said so far — and I could c e r t a i n l y say much.more — reveals 
i n my opinion a self-evident t r u t h : there i s much that needs tó be done i n th^S- . 
f i e l d , and i t must be done as soon as possible. My delegation cannot accept the 
argument that i t i s f i r s t necessary,to determine whether or not i t i s r necessary to 
do something. Thirs standpoint"is now indefensibie.' The—question" of where 7to 
begin may be discussed, but not the need to resume without further delay 
international a c t i v i t y i n t h i s f i e l d . 

While we remain u n j u s t i f i a b l y immobile, the world continues to advance and 
r e a l i t y continues to change. The world of science and technology i s increasingly 
far removed from that of negotiations,'and p o l i t i c a l decisions appear to keep step 
more with the former than with the l a t t e r . 

At present the p o s s i b i l i t y of a nuclear catastrophe appears threatening, and 
the prevention of nuclear war i s anxiously c a l l e d f o r . However, i f the world i s -
today i n a state of precarious balance which may at any moment be broken, we can-
imagine what the s i t u a t i o n would be once space has been invaded by weapon systems 
of a l l kinds, regardless of whether they are considered defensive or aggressive, 
weapons of mass destruction or not. The factors of d e s t a b i l i z a t i o n w i l l have 
multiplied and i t would be both a c h i l d i s h arid a f a t a l delusion to believe that a 

Jspace war would'leave our planet untouched. The protagonists w i l l act from the 
Earth and i t i s precisely to gain mastery over the Earth that attempts are made to 
control space, as i n the past the aim was to control the seas i n order to have 
dominion over the continents. 

A comprehensive l e g a l regime governing th*- space race i n order to keep i t 
e n t i r e l y free from m i l i t a r y implications i s now a pressing necessity. At the 
request of the General Assembly, the Conference on Disarmament has taken up t h i s 
task by including i t , by consensus, i n i t s agenda. This Conference i s an organ 
which, through i t s competence, the status of i t s members, and the wealth of 
experience acquired over long years of negotiation of international disarmament 
instruments, has a l l the necessary conditions to undertake effe c t i v e and f r u i t f u l 
work. The f l e x i b i l i t y provided by i t s rules of procedure has not yet been f u l l y -

exploited, and i n my opinion there are possible formulas which would make i t 
-possibly to hold within i t , for example, b i l a t e r a l informal meetings, i f necessary, 
to enable the. work of the Conference to advance. There i s already an abundant , 
basis f o r work,1 including draft: t r e a t i e s which deserve most-careful consideration 

A l l t h i s i s open to our Conference. A l l that i s lacking i s the decision 
f i n a l l y to begin substantive consideration of thé item included i n i t s agenda for 
two years. I t i s no secret that the great majority of delegations have long been 
prepared to undertake t h i s task. This was called f o r once again a few months ago" 
i n resolution 38/70, adopted by the General Assembly at i t s thirty-eighth session 
by a t r u l y outstanding number of votes. 

We cannot, we must not postpone t h i s decision any further. Let us establish 
once and for a l l a body, an ad hoc committee, for t h i s purpose and give i t a 
meaningful mandate with a concrete content; and l e t из set to work, as too much 
time has already been l o s t . 
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The PRESIDENT (translated from French); I thank the representative of Argentina 
for h is statement and;for the kind words addressed to the President. My l i s t of 
speakers for ..today i s a concluded. Does any other representative wish to take the 
f l o o r at t h i s stage i n our work? That does not seem to be the case, and I 
therefore now intend to suspend the plenary meeting and convene an informal meeting 
of the Conference i n f i v e minutes to consider some organizational matters. The 
plenary-meeting i s suspended. 

The meeting was suspended at 12.50 and reconvened at 12.40 p.m. 

The PRESIDENT (speaking In English); The plenary meeting of the Conference on 
Disarmament i s resumed. 

I now put before the Conferance for consideration three draft decisions, 
contained i n Working Papers 122 to 124, concerning p a r t i c i p a t i o n by non-members i n 
our discussions. We w i l l take them up one by one, i n the order i n which the o r i g i n a l 
requests from non-members were received. The f i r s t draft decision deals with 
the request received from Ecuador,and Is contained i n Working Paper No. ,123. 1/ 
I f there i s no objection, I s h a l l take i t that the Conference adopts the draft 
decisionJ 

I t was so decided. 
The second request was received from Cameroon and the relevant draft decision, 

i s contained i n Working Paper No. 124. 2/ I f there i s no objection, I s h a l l consider 
that the Conference adopts the draft decision. 

I t was so decided. 

1/ "In response to the request of Ecuador (CD/485*, CD/486 and CD/487) and i n 
accordance with rules 53 to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, the Conference decides f o F 
the present to i n v i t e the representative of Ecuador to participate during 1984 i n 
the <plenary meetings of the Conference and i n the subsidiary body established under 
item 4 of the agenda." 

21 "In response to the request of Cameroon (CD/488 and CD/489J and i n 
accordance with rules 55 to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, the Conference decides f o r 
the present to i n v i t e the representative of Cameroon to participate during 1984 i n 
the plenary meetings of the Conference and i n the subsidiary body established 
under item 4 of the agenda." 
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(The President) 
The thi rd^ requB^t^as-received from-Demo-cratic- Yemen and the relevant 

d r a f t decision appears i n Working Paper No. 122. _2/ I f there i s no objection, 
I s h a l l take i t that the Conference adopte the draft decision. 

I t was so decided. 

That concludes our business f o r today. I f there i s no other member wishing 
to take the f l o o r at this stage, I s h a l l now proceed to adjourn the plenary meeting, 
but before doing that, I w i l l announce that the next plenary meeting of the 
Conference on Disarmament w i l l be held on Thursday, 29 March, at 10.30 a.m. 
The meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 12.45 P.m. 

J / "In response to the request of Democratic Yemen ( CD/490) and i n accordance 
with rules 33 to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, the Conference decides f o r the 
present to i n v i t e the representative of Democratic Yemen to participate during 1984 
i n the plenary meetings of the Conference and i n the subsidiary bodies , 
established under items 4» 6 and 8 of i t s agenda." 
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The PRESIDENT (translated- from French): .The plenary meeting of the 
Conference on Disarmament i s called to order. The Conference today continues the 
consideration of agenda item 6, entitled "Effective international arrangements to 
assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of, use of nuclear 
weapons". However,, in accordance with rule 30 of the rules.of procedure, any 
member wishing-to do,so may raise any subject relevant to the work of the 
Conference. 

I have on my l i s t of speakers for today the representatives of S r i Lanka, 
Burma;dEgypt, the Federal Republic of Germany, the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics, the Islamic Republic of Iran and Yugoslavia. Before giving the floor 
to the distinguished representative of S r i Lanka, Ambassador Dhanapala, to 
introduce document CD/492 which has just been circulated, I should like cordially 
to welcome the presence here among us of Mrs. Inga Thorsson, Ambassador and 
Secretary of State, who was for several years the distinguished leader of the 
Swedish delegation. Mrs. Thorsson's tireless and impressive work for disarmament 
and peace-is well known too, and i s appreciated by us a l l . I should like to thank 
her warmly for the interest she takes in-the work of. our Conference. 

I now give the floor to the distinguished representative of S r i Lanka. 

Mr. DHANAPALA (Sri Lanka): Thank you, Mr. President. Before I commence, I 
would like to associate my delegation with your sentiments' in welcoming the presence 
of Mrs. Inga Thorsson with us this morning. 

Mr. President, with your permission I would like to make a brief statement on 
behalf of the Group of 21 in order to introduce document CD/492, entitled "Draft 
Mandate for the Ad Hoc Subsidiary Body on a Nuclear Test Ban", which the secretariat 
has kindly distributed today. 

The substance of document CD/492 i s identical to that of CD/438, which the 
delegation of Mexico presented to the Conference on 24 February 1984* The draft 
mandate contained i n document CD/492 has been endorsed unanimously by the Group of 21. 
I have been mandated by the Group to request you, Mr. President, to place 
document CD/492 before the Conference for consideration and decision at i t s plenary 
meeting Scheduled for Tuesday, 3 April 1984. 

You w i l l r e c a l l , Mr1. President, that at the commencement of our work this month 
you initiated open-ended and informal consultations on the creation of subsidiary 
bodies under various items of the agenda, including item 1. Approximately four 
weeks have elapsed since then with no progress achieved despite the hard work 
you have put i n . Without going into details I would like to emphasize that the 
action of the Group of 2Í i n submitting CD*/492 for* a decision reflects i t s concern 
over the i n a b i l i t y of the Conference to make ¥hy progress on this highest priority" 
item, despite your efforts and the efforts of a large number of delegations. 
It also reflects the'' great importance the Croup' attaches to the continuation of the 
efforts to find ways,and means to discharge the responsibilities" of the Conference 
relating to this highest priority item on i t s agenda. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank you very much for introducing 
this working paper, and I now ask the head of the delegation of S r i Lanka to deliver 
his statement. 
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Mr. DHANAPALA (Sri Lanka): Mr. President, the Sri Lanka delegation takes the 
floor for the first,-time during your Presidency"oT the Conference on Disarmament. 
We would bbSjPefore l i k e to express our sincere admiration of your experienced and 
s k i l f u l diplomacy, leavened as i t is by your inherent and infectious charm which 
has been so much in evidence as you conducted the affairs of the -Conference this 
month. The successful resolution of some of the organizational problems that 
confronted us when you took over the Presidency i s ample proof of the service you. 
have rendered this Conference. 

May I -also ,take this opportunity of thanking Ambassador Turbanski, our President 
for the month of February, for his successful steering of the Conference during the 
i n i t i a l month of our current session. 

Mr. President, i n ray statement of 14 February 19&Ч, I indicated that my 
delegationrwould-be addressing i t s e l f later i n the session more specifically to the 
various, items of our agenda. I propose to deal today with item 5» the prevention 
of an arms -pace in,puter space, a subject i n which ray delegation has had a sustained 
interest, dedicated as we-ape to preventing an extension of our t e r r e s t r i a l arms rape 
into another part of our universe — outer space. Sri Lanka's lack of a space 
capability does not diminish our profound concern over recent trends in this f i e l d 
which enhance the risk of armed conflict. Since the dawn of the space age in 1957 
with the launching by the USSR of the Sputnik, we have witnessed the incorporation of 
sate l l i t e s in modern weapon systems. The increasing allocations for apacerrelated 
acti v i t i e s in the military budgets of nations having a space capability have 
underlined the military significance of space. History has taught us that the -
prevention of militarization i s self-evidently easier to achieve than demilitarization. 
While we do believe that world security i s indivisible, we would like to preserve 
and seal Off outer space as a zone of peace for the use of mankind's progress rather 
than i t s destruction. S r i Lanka's role in the s t i l l u n fulfilled task, of making " 
the Indian Ocean a zone of peace again stemmed from a basic desire to prevent the 
militarization of an area of the world's surface where Great Power competition was 
in 1971 bnly incipient. 

The undeniable technical complexity of this aspect of our work in the Conference 
should not be an argument to postpone or avoid Its urgent consideration. Complexity 
can be unravelled through collective study and analysis. But we must embark on sucti" 
an endeavour. The complexities of this issue, as my delegation sees i t ; l i e more ц 

i n the p o l i t i c a l sphere than in the technical. Where no international law covers 
the "myriad poss i b i l i t i e s posed by space "'technology we must create law through 
international agreements. It i s not enough to say that the existing agreements are 
inadequate. 

Taking cognizance of the need to continue to take preventive action in this 
regard,''the Final Document of'the f i r s t speèial session of the United Nations 
devoted to disarmament declared by consensus that — and I quote: 

"In order to prevent an arms racé in outer space, further 1measures should 
be taken and appropriate international negotiations held inaôdordàfiee with the 
s p i r i t of the Treaty on the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including thé 
Moon and Other Celestial Bodies." 
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My delegation considers that the inscription, in 1982, of this item in the 
agenda of this sole multilateral negotiating body was Symbolic of the importance and 
urgency attaching to this question and the manner- in which the international' community 
wanted i t treated by-this forum.r Even While we in the Committee, and Goñferende, 
on Disarmament have<" been-seized! of * the problem,-we have beeri Witnessing'disturbing 
and accelerated--trends, relating ̂ to.space-weapûn developments .'"-Last^year'and 'the 
year before4 .the international community quite rightly urged this body,-wrilcn^nas-' 
primary responsibiiity.-ffor dealing with'.this issue, tcmake haste"in- averting Jthè ' 
imminent.danger .ofolaunching.an arms race into outer space. And yet while wê'appear' 
to be paralysedi.lnva^state of '-•inaction ' over the modalities of dealing with the*' 
question, the dynâmics-cf the arms race seems to proceed on i t s own' momentum. 
ASAT competition has begun. One ASAT system has probably reached operational 
capability and i t s r i v a l system has recently made i t s test appearance. The major 
nations with a-space capabilityлseem to be poised to embark upon the development of 
space-based'defensive weapons. High energy laser, particle-beam-weapons and 
outer-space b a l l i s t i c missile defences are being'developed. The investment of -
resources thus involved i s enormous*. My delegation makes no apolégy for quoting-
the following* from-the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute publication 
"Outer Space - a.Hew Dimension of the Arms Race" because of i t s striking Pèlêvânce. 
I quote — 

"During the time i t takes to read this sentence, the Umtod States v i l l 
spend some $2,000 on i t s military space programme. Assuming that the Soviet 

' budget'is the same, then the amount^ spent every 10 seconds amounts to over 
. $4,4)00. .The military space efforts-includes the launch of one'militaryj 
sa t e l l i t e every third day, the prime aim of these being to increase thé' fighting 
efficiency of the military forces on Earth." 

The figures quoted are two years old. They would be much higher today. An arms race 
in outer space .is as unwinnable as on earth. And yet the spir a l has(entered outer-' •• 
space, threatening cosmic chaos. 

What we see as disturbing is the gradual but inexorable process of integrating 
space-capabilities to the strategies and doctrines associated with nuclear weapons. 
Here on earth we are told that nuclear-brinkmanship-rather than common security could 
preserve peace.- Even i f one were-"*to agree that there i s a correlation between the •-
doctrines practised by the nüClear-UíeaBSn'Powers and-the preservation of peâcô-~sincè" 
World War II, which assertion has'^been questioned by-the international comtâunityv^ît01-1 

i s an irrefutable., fact that this method of peace-keeping has correspondingly '= 
increased instability in terms of ever-increasing levels of-armaments. I f the 
consequences of the arms race on earth are any indication, further refinement and 
sophisticatiom-of these doctrines through space'capabilities'would only lead to 
greater i n s t a b i l i t y . . JEf; the research and development effort on military-related 
space-activities-currently under way in the major countries with a'space capability 
are brought to.'their 'logical conclusion, which is the testing'and deploying*of space-
based defensive weapons> it-would gravely undermine, i f not totally negate, 
whatever credi b i l i t y there i s in the current doctrines which have ostensibly kept-
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peace since World War I I . The past experience with regard to the technological 
momentum of the arms race does not make us believe that the results w i l l be 
otherwise. This i s perhaps thé point, as the united Nations Study on Nuclear, 
Weapons puts i t , at which history might disprove the theory of keeping peace through 
nuclear t e r r o r . Moreover, i f these developments culminate i n actual testing and 
deployment they w i l l have serious repercussions on the v i a b i l i t y , l e t alone»the 
s p i r i t , of such e x i s t i n g t r e a t i e s as the ABM treaty and the Outer Space Treaty of 
1967* These are perhaps' the paradoxes of the nuclear age. But we cannot afford 
to be awed into silence or inaction by the complexities of these,developments, 
because the consequences of the dangers inherent i n these developments w i l l be far 
reaching. 

The importance and the urgency of dealing with t h i s question i s therefore clear. 
However, as I mentioned e a r l i e r , t h i s Conference continues to.debate the modalities 
of dealing with the question. We have a very p r a c t i c a l and important basis f o r work 
on t h i s question i n the recommendation contained i n General Assembly resolution 38/70 
which has been hailed by many delegations here as a substantial achievement. This 
resolution i a very important, not only because i t i s the only resolution on t h i s 
question that emerged from the l a s t session of the United Nations General Assembly, 
but more importantly because i t r e f l e c t s the widest agreement achieved so f a r amongst 
the Member States of the United Nations as to how the international community should 
handle t h i s question. Other bodies, i n addition to concerned c i t i z e n s , look to t h i s 
Conference to deal with t h i s subject on a p r i o r i t y basis i n acknowledgement of our 
primary r o l e . My delegation would l i k e to address i t s e l f as to how these expectations 
can r e a l i s t i c a l l y be f u l f i l l e d . 

My delegation does not harbour the i l l u s i o n that the exhortations f o r the 
peaceful use of outer space and the prevention of an arms race i n outer space 
contained i n resolution 38/70 — worthy as they are — can be translated into 
instantaneous r e a l i t y . We are aware that t h i s Conference — unlike the United Nations 
General Assembly — has to work by consensus. I would therefore l i k e to dwell upon-
the common elements of various approaches adopted by the delegations i n t h i s 
Conference rather than dealing with the differences that seem to e x i s t . Last year 
my delegation' had occasion to i d e n t i f y and examine i n d e t a i l the various approaches 
adopted by delegations on t h i s question. We did so with a view to delineating the 
common elements of these approaches which could provide a basis for our work i n 
accordance with the mandate of t h i s body. We pursued t h i s at the l a s t session of the 
United Nations General Assembly and the resolution which I referred to e a r l i e r 
r e f l e c t s the r e s u l t s of t h i s work. There i s a broad general agreement i n t h i s 
Conference on the p r i n c i p l e that a subsidiary body should be set up to deal with 
t h i s question, i n accordance" with the mandate of the Conference. The mandate of -
t h i s Conference i s that i t should undertake negotiations on disarmament issues. 
I t i s also clear from thé documents submitted by a l l three groups i n t h i s Conference 
(namely CD/329/Rev.l',' CD/413 and CD/434) that they e x p l i c i t l y or i m p l i c i t l y 
acknowledge the negotiating r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s of t h i s body i n r e l a t i o n to t h i s agenda 
item, prevention of an arms race i n outer space. 
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Quite apart from t h i s technical and l e g a l i s t i c approach i t seems to my 
delegation that the only way of preventing an arms race i n outer space would be to 
negotiate on and conclude an agreement or agreements on t h i s question which could 
be acceptable to a l l . What i s at issue, however, Seems to be how we should frame 
the stages of our work leading to negotiations. I t i s c l e a r - t h a t - i f we are to 
negotiate, any work preparatory to negotiations should be oriented towards that end. 

The positiop of the Group of 21, with which my delegation i s f u l l y associated, 
indicates a great degree of f l e x i b i l i t y about t h i s aspect, whilst s e t t i n g forth 
c l e a r l y the objective, which i s negotiations on t h i s question. I t i s also'clear 
that to give the subsidiary body a mandate which accepts the objective of conducting 
negotiations does not prejudge the substantive position of any delegation. 
My delegation f o r one does acknowledge that i d e n t i f i c a t i o n and study of the issues 
are an i n t e g r a l part of any meaningful negotiations. But t h i s i s only a part of the 
negotiating process. Without a proper linkage to negotiations, t h i s exercise'could 
not have an i n t r i n s i c value of i t s own as far as the mandate of t h i s forum i s 
concerned. The exercise, therefore, should be given a time-frame and conducted 
within a framework of an a l l - i n c l u s i v e and comprehensive approach leading to 
negotiations and should take account of the complexities and interrelationships 
involved.- I t does not, however, mean that the examination of issues per se should _ 
be an end i n i t s e l f , since i t would not be i n l i n e with the f i n a l objective to which 
I referred e a r l i e r . I f however, i n the process of t h i s examination, there i s agreement 
that any p a r t i c u l a r issue or an aspect of the issue should be dealt with and 
negotiated on a p r i o r i t y basis, then the Conference could deal with that issue or 
issues accordingly. My delegation, f o r example, would be w i l l i n g to discuss and 
negotiate separately on a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems or on other m i l i t a r y - r e l a t e d space 
applications i f there i s agreement i n the Conference to do so. What my delegation 
cannot understand i s how the recognition of the l o g i c a l and e x p l i c i t l y stated' l i n k 
between preparatory work and negotiations could prejudice the substantive positions 
of any delegation. 

Having said t h i s , I must add that we should not lose time i n obtaining a clear 
comprehension of the fundamental issue. Are we here to come to grips with the 
problem of an emerging arms, race i n outer space <?r to keep on examining issues u n t i l 
the problems become unmanageable or insurmountable, with the attendant complexities 
getting compounded? As I have explained e a r l i e r t h i s has occurred i n other areas 
of disarmament e f f o r t i n the past, f o r reasons known to a l l of us. 

There have been many contributions towards negotiating agreements on t h i s issue, 
the e a r l i e s t i n the Committee on Disarmament being the additional protocol to the 
1967 Outer Space Treaty submitted by the delegation o f - I t a l y (CD/9) i n 1979. The, 
most recent contribution of the USSR in submitting a draft treaty on the prohibition 
of the use of force i n outar space and from outer space against Earth, as reflected 
i n document CD/476, i s another constructive e f f o r t i n t h i s regard. In the same 
s p i r i t my own delegation outlined possible areas of work on this subject i n i t s 
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statement of 14 April - I 9 8 3 . Our concept of the scope and objectives of an Ad Hoc 
Committee i s a comprehensive one which would even include a formulatiop of confidence-
building measures through greater international co-operation. Just as the absence 
of war i s not-peaoe, my-delegation does not believe that the absence of an arms-
race i n space w i l l ipso .facto r e s u l t i n a stable peace among the sta r s . Consideration, 
must be given to incorporating some of the worthwhile features of e x i s t i n g 
agreements. For example, A r t i c l e 5 of the Moon Agreement and A r t i c l e 11 of the 
Outer Space .Jreaty of 1967 prescribe procedures ,concerning, information to,be 3provided 
on a c t i v i t i e s concerned with the exploration and use of the moon and. outer, space л 

This i s a p r a c t i c a l recognition-of the concept that outer space i s a„-prqyinpe,.Qf 
a l l mankind-,-requiring a free flow of information on the subject. Th^-introduction 
of secrecy into the development of science and technology i n space denies-the jpeople, 
of the world the right to know, and creates suspicion and d i s t r u s t . 

My delegation, acknowledges the valuable statement made by the Swedish delegation 
on 22 March, p a r t i c u l a r l y as regards the useful survey of e x i s t i n g agreements f o r 
the preventionoof anrarms race i n outer space highlighting some of t h e i r 
inadequacies* This contribution only served to underline the v i t a l necessity, of 
embarkingc-ОП" a serious and structured study of the problem within the f ramewo,^ of 
an ad hoc committee as a means of negotiating an.agreement or agreements banning an 
armsr.race ijn outer space which would e f f e c t i v e l y plug the loopholes. The v i t a l 
necessity of, creating an ad hoc committee on Item 5 of our agenda was also stressed 
i n the valuable statements made by,the ambassadors of Mongolia, the USSR, 
Czechoslovakia, I t a l y and Argentina i n our current session. 

I t i s therefore the hope of my delegation that the position put forward by the 
Group of 21, which does not prejudice the substantive position of any delegation, 
would be understood i n that l i g h t . Bearing these considerations i n mind, my,'/, r.i 

delegation hopes that the Conference, through the consultations which are c u r ^ n t j y 
being held on t h i s subject, would be able to come to an agreement on a formulation 
for the mandate of the subsidiary body to be set up on t h i s question without further 
delay. 

May I conclude by adapting the dictum made famous i n mankind's exploration 
of space to state that one inch forward by creating an ad hoc committee,^ consonance 
with the mandate of t h i s Conference would be a giant step i n the prevention of an 
arms race i n outer space. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the representative of S r i Lanka 
f o r h is statement and, f o r the'kind words he addressed to the President. I now-give 
the f l o o r to the distinguished representative of Burma, Ambassador U Maung Maüng"6yi. 
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U MAUNG MAUNG ,GYI (Burma): Mr. President, From the time I f i r s t had the 
pleasure of knowing you on youKarrival here, I have a growing esteem of your-human 
qualities-and : your, diplomatic s k i l l s . It therefore gives me particular pleasure 
and confidence-, t o participate in the work of the Conference under your Presidency. 
May, I also say how very appreciative we are of the work that has been accomplished 
during, the f i r s t month of the session under the able guidance of 
Ambassador Turbanski of Poland. 

It has been repeatedly emphasized In the United Nations and in this 
multilateral body that the gravest problem that confronts mankind today ,is to 
avert the threat of a nuclear catastrophe wh'fch continues to grow relentlessly 
despite a l l the efforts that are being made, and the .main objective of this 
Conference should therefore be .directed towards nuclear disarmament and the 
prevention of a nuclear war. ..Щгеп we speak.-'of nuclear-war prevention in a 
broader sense than some of the measures that are being envisaged under item 3 of 
our agenda, the consideration of measures under items 1 and 2 relating to the 
cessation of the nuclear-arms raoe,,- nuclear disarmament and a comprehensive test-
ban treaty embraces the whole spectrum of concrete measures that have a bearing on 
nuclear-war prevention. Then again, i t does i?ot appear conceivable that 
effective steps towards nuclear disarmament can be taken until a comprehensive 
banning of nuclear test explosions in a l l environments is achieved. 

The present situation,, under which negotiations on a comprehensive banning of 
nuclear tests are being kept Лп abeyance, i s contrary to a l l efforts that have been 
made in the past, for no other disarmament issue has been,so much discussed, 
debated and negotiated as the banning of nuclear-weapon tests. Since the early 
195Р» i t haebeen the subject of m u l t i l a t e r a l b i l a t e r a l and t r i l a t e r a l 
negotiations. The priority concern given to the test-ban issue by the 
international community i s reflected i n the number of resolutions that has been 
adopted .-by the General Assembly from the time of i t s treatment,, since, 19511 as a 
separate item; the -total now exceeds 40 resolutions, which is, a. greater number 
than on any other disarmament item. 

In spite of the fact that so much effort is .being devoted to this priority 
issue, the result so far achieved i s a Partial Teat Ban Treaty of over two decades 
ago, whiojh continues" to remain partial in the full~sense of the .word and w i l l 
remain so until the loophole i s closed by the banning of nuclear-weapon tests in 
a l l environments. 

The Partial Test Ban Treaty has been considered a doubtful measure of 
disarmament for i t has not inhibited the testing and development of nuclear 
warheads, thus making i t possible for the continued competition in the nuclear-
arms race between the Superpowers. However, there are also positive aspects of 
the partial test ban, for i t was the f i r s t international agreement of world-wide 
scope, and i s proof of the fact that disarmament agreements can contribute towards 
the relaxation of international tension and stimulate further agreements. 
However, the Treaty has scarcely placed any inhibitions on the further testing of 
nuclear weapons by the two Great Powers, for they have carried out more tests 
after the entry into force of the Treaty than in the period preceding i t . 

The principle of an effective verification system in a comprehensive teat-ban 
treaty has been accepted by a l l States and i t does not appear that we need,to re-
emphasize this over and over again. In view of this universal commitment, and 
confirmation by qualified authorities that a l l technical aspects have been ,defined 
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regarding the vérification of a test ban, as has been said many.times-in the past, 
what i s noW required f o r the elaboration of a comprehensive test-ban treaty i s the 
p o l i t i c a l . w i l l of States. This has been re-emphasized by the United Nations 
Secretary-General i n the foreword to his Report i n 1980, which stated that: "In 
my f i r s t statement to the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament i n 1972, Í 
stated the b e l i e f that a l l the technical and s c i e n t i f i c aspects of the problem had 
been so f u l l y explored that only a p o l i t i c a l decision was necessary i n order to 
achieve agreement. I s t i l l hold that b e l i e f . " 

Á comprehensive test-ban i s considered as an essential f i r s t step towards the 
ha l t i n g of the nüclear-arms race, for the competition on the q u a l i t a t i v e aspects 
of nuclear warheads i s considered to be the most d e s t a b i l i z i n g factor of such a 
race. " Continued research and development of nuclear weapons, l i k e research i n 
other f i e l d s of'weapons development, i s a self-generating process which should be 
curbed by the banning of a l l nuclear test explosions. Thé objective of agreements 
under effe c t i v e control on disarmament measures i s tó enhance the security of 
States at the international levels The principle'that i s v a l i d for disarmament 
measures i n general should also be v a l i d for a comprehensive test-ban. No doubt 
a comprehensive test-ban treaty cannot i n the technical sense be considered a 
disarmament measure, às i t " i n v o l v e s no reduction of-armaments, but i n a more 
generic sense applied to arms l i m i t a t i o n measures i t i s an effective" f i r s t step 
i n the process of nuclear disarmament. For a test ban under e f f e c t i v e control 
would impose equal and nondiscriminatory obligations that would enhance the 
security of a l l States. This p r i n c i p l e has been accepted over the years, f o r the 
t r a d i t i o n a l stance of the major nuclear-weapon Powers had been to conduct 
negotiations on t h e i r own merits. A recommitment to negotiate a test ban on t h i s 
p r i n c i p l e could avoid the p o s s i b i l i t y of postponing negotiations to an i n d e f i n i t e 
future. 

The t h i r d report of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to Consider^ 
International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events was' 
submitted to t h i s Conference on 15 March, d i t i s not the intention of my 
delegation to make observations on the report i t s e l f . However, we consider i t 
appropriate to comment on the work i n t h i s Conference i n r e l a t i o n to the progress 
that i s being made by the Ad Hoc Group of Experts. The Ad Hoc Group was f i r s t 
established by t h i s Conference•s predecessor, the Conference of the Committee on 
Disarmament, i n 1976 and i t s existence i s older than t h i s Conference i t s e l f . 
The terms of reference of the Ad Hoc Group was to consider and report on 
international co-operative measures for the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of seismic events so as 
to a s s i s t in* the v e r i f i c a t i o n of a comprehensive test ban. Accordingly, i n the 
previous phase of i t s work, the Ad Hoc Group has drawn up the elements (of an 
international exchange of global data i n order to f a c i l i t a t e international 
cd-operation and v e r i f i c a t i o n of a comprehensive test-ban treaty. The work of 
the Ad Hoc Group i n i t s t h i r d report has reached a stage where detailed preliminary 
plans for a comprehensive experimental testing of the global system are being drawn 
up. Considerable progress has'now been made by the Ad Hoc Group to assist,, as the 
terms of reference e x p l i c i t l y " state, i n the v e r i f i c a t i o n of a comprehensive 
test ban. However, no substantive work has yet begun i n t h i s Conference on the 
elaboration of an international co-operative system. The mandate was given to the 
Ad Hoc Group on the basis of a broad agreement on the c a p a b i l i t i e s of a world-wide 
'system for the detection of seismic events, and bearing t h i s i n mind, the opinion 
of my delegation i s that i t i s now propitious for t h i s Conference to define and 
elaborate~'the elements ôf international co-operative measures on' v e r i f i c a t i o n i n 
p a r a l l e l with the work that i s being conducted by the Ad "Hoc Group. For t h i s 
purpose, Protocol I annexed to the Swedish draft treaty on the banning of nuclear 
test explosions i n any environment could serve as a basis for our work. 
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In this~conriection, we might rt c a . l the situation that developed after the 
signing of the Partial Test Ban Treaty i f we do not wish to repeat what happened 
at that time. As was envisaged in the Partial Test Ban Treaty, talks on a 
comprehensive test ban resumed after the former's entry into force. But 
considerations focusing solely on technical issues, instead of contributing to 
negotiations, served to replace them. 

This multilateral body has now been in existence for five years, and since 
its' inception three years were spent on trying to reach a consensus on the 
establishment of an' ad hoc working group on a nuclear test ban. -~It was only 
during the I982 session that i t was possible to establish a working group- An 
overwhelming majority of members who favoured a broad negotiating mandate had in 
the s p i r i t c f compromise accepted a limited mandate with the expectations that i t 
would serve as an i n i t i a t i n g process for the holding of negotiations. .Practical 
experience in conducting the work on a nuclear test ban under such a mandate has' 
shown that there are l i t t l e prospects for achieving further progress. 

During the course of last year, the Committee devoted the whole of the 
209th plenary meeting in April, and also parts of some other meetings as well, to 
the question of the mandate of the.working group', during which my delegation 
joined other delegations in expressing the need to revise the mandate tó enable -
negotiations to take place. In spite of the fact that an overwhelming majority, 
of the delegations were in favour of broadening the scope of the mandate, the 
Ad Hob Working Group continued to function under the same mandate on the basis of 
the Chairman's statement,, which was not in accordance with the usual practice of 
the (adoption of an agreed text by. the Committee1. 

In the consideration of further work for this year, my delegation's views, are 
that an assessment of the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban 
foa? last year should serve a? the point of departure. As i s mentioned in the 
report, proposals were made and working papers presented to the Committee, but a 
structured discussion, to arrive at a consensus approach on issues has not been 
possible, which,could be attributed to the fact that delegations would not be 
forthcoming to commit themselves to reaching a compromise which would require a 
certain process of negotiation but which does not appear to be possible under a 
non-negotiating mandate. 

The situation^is reflected in paragraph 13 of the report, in which i t was 
stated that the ̂ Working Group could only recognize generally the principal 
elements of a verification system. And i t should be noted that the elements of -
such a system have already been the basic premise" on which negotiations were 
conducted in the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament and which were also the< 
Agreed Conclusions of the Tripartita Report. ' With regard to detailed 
discussions on the elements of a verification system, an agreed approach was not 
possible on any of the issues for work i f the Group went no further than 
expressing views of individual delegations or groups of delegations. My 
delegation can share the views of other delegations who have stated that the 
mandate of the subsidiary body on a nuclear test ban has not been exhausted in so 
far as the scope pf f rthe discussions is concerned. However, the views of 
individual délégations and groups of delegations can only be structured to arrive, 
at agreed conclusions under a mandate that would make i t possible for the 
i n i t i a t i o n of a negotiating process. 
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This morning the distinguished Ambassador of S r i Lanka has introduced, on 
behalf of the Group of 21, a paper on the draft mandate for the Ad Hoc Subsidiary 
Body on a Nuclear Test Ban. My delegation has joined'in the unanimous support of'' 
t h i s paper by the Group, and my statement today r e f l e c t s our support for t h i s 1 

paper. We therefore wish to welcome i t s presentation today to the Conference. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the Ambassador of Burma for 
his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the President. I now. give the 
f l o o r to the distinguished representative of Egypt, Ambassador Alfarargiv 

Mr. ALFARARGI (Egypt) (translated from Arabic): Mr. President, allow me 
today, as I am taking the f l o o r for the f i r s t time i n the Conference on Disarmament', 
to express my pleasure at' seeing the work of the Conference triroughout t h i s month • 
guided by you, the representative of a f r i e n d l y people to which the Egyptian people 
i s attached by the bonds of warmth and a f f e c t i o n . The relations between our two 
countries are currently blossoming, and your experience and a b i l i t y have been 
confirmed by your constructive handling of the work during the previous week,' which 
has given i t fresh impetus and led to the solution of many problems which have 
arisen. 

I should also l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to convey to your predecessor, 
Ambassador Turbanski of Poland, who presided over the work of the Conference l a s t 
month, my thanks and appreciation for a l l that he achieved during that period, 
which i s a confirmation of his profound s e n s i t i v i t y to issues and h i s inestimable 
knowledge. 

I should also l i k e to address my thanks to a l l those who welcomed me to t h i s 
c i r c l e ; my immediate reaction i s a r e a l desire to pursue the co-operation between 
my delegation and a l l others i n order to achieve our objectives..' I should also 
l i k e to take t h i s opportunity i n turn to welcome our new colleagues, the 
Ambassadors of A u s t r a l i a , Belgium, Canada, Cuba, Ethiopia, Hungary, Indonesia and 
S r i Lanka, and wish them every success. 

Mr. President, allow me to begin my statement by i n v i t i n g you to share with 
me some personal feelings: the feelings of a newcomer who believes i n the cause 
of disarmament and i t s necessity, and who has worked to that end for several 
years. In returning today among you to resume our e f f o r t s to achieve disarmament 
objectives, I entertain many feelings of concern and incomprehension: concern at 
the f a l t e r i n g efforts made by t h i s f i r s t - r a n k negotiating forum; and 
incomprehensioneven questioning, concerning the r e a l reasons for t h i s f a i l u r e . 

A quarter o?'a century has now passed since the adoption of resolution 1378 (XIV) 
by the General Assembly on 20 November 1959 ? which affirmed that "general and 
complete disarmament" was the most important issue facing the world. Nevertheless, 
despite the international community's insistence and i t s continual urgirtgV to 
achieve that objective, and despite the large number of resolutions adopted by the 
General.Assembly on Disarmament, over s i x t y at the l a t e s t session' aloner," which 
r e f l e c t s both a negative and a positive trend, despite a l l t h i s , the fact i s that 
what has been achieved i s very s l i g h t and l i m i t e d , i n most cases never going 
beyond the l e v e l of modest, p a r t i a l a c t i v i t i e s . 
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Given this state of a f f a i r s , do we not have the right to wonder what has led 
us to this situation and try together to face up to i t , in a common effort to., 
overcome'the obstacles and f u l f i l mankind's aspirations for peace, security and 
stability? Reference has often been made in this connection to the "lack of. 
p o l i t i c a l w i l l " , particularly on the part of the major Powers who bear the chief 
responsibility i n connection with disarmament, in that they have vast military, 
arsenals. However, i f we accept this fact, we are nevertheless'convinced that the 
lack of such w i l l " i s only the natural result of the "lack of trust" existing i n . 
international relations in general, and particularly in the relations,between the 
two major Powers, with the result that doubt has ended by replacing trust, the^-,., 
cold war has replaced understanding, and the world has witnessed stubborn policies 
based on force in international relations and a lack of respect for the principles 
set forth in the United Nations Charter which represent the foundation-stone^of 
this Organization; and i t has also witnessed an unbridled arms race and the <• 
stockpiling of weapons in arsenals. 

' If- we recognize that there i s a link:and a reciprocal influence between the 
international climate on the one hand and-disarmament negotiations on the other, 
in that s t a b i l i t y in international l i f e would necessarily create a more propitious 
climate for negotiations and allow progress in disarmament- matters,.and that 
success i n that f i e l d would subsequently be reflected in the international context 
whose s t a b i l i t y would increase, i t seems clear that i t i s of paramount importance 
to restore the trust that has been lost i n international relations and to seek to 
obtain a l l guarantees for mutual understanding and co-operation; this can only be 
done by respecting'the principles of the United Nations Charter and the rules-of-
international law, by exp l i c i t l y refraining from violating the sovereignty of 
other States and- the integrity of their t e r r i t o r i e s , by respecting the right, of 
peoples to freedom, independence and self-determination, and by rejecting the arms 
race and the intensive production of destructive and devastating weapons l i k e l y to 
constitute a real threat to international peace and security. 

"Thé f i r s t special session of the General Assembly devoted to. disarmament, held 
in 1978, was for us a guiding light; i t s Final Document contained a comprehensive 
framework of principles and objectives for general and complete disarmament,, in 
particular by establishing in paragraph 45 the high priority which must be attached 
to nudleár disarmament. That session set up the Committee, now the Conference, on 
Disarmament, and entrusted to i t some v i t a l responsibilities as the sole. ' 
international multilateral body for disarmament negotiations." Today, although six.; 
years have passed since we began our work, we are s t i l l unable to reach our goals. 
Nor has anything been done to achieve the objectives and aspirations of the 
international community formulated by the Second special session. One may even 
wonder i f these "goals and aspirations have become more d i f f i c u l t . t o achieve now 
than six years ago. <ThuS, while i t i s really regrettable that the Committee on 
Disarmament passed away without achieving anything concrete, I hope at least that 
the Conference w i l l have more success in this f i e l d . 

The responsibility of the nuclear-weapon States — especially the two major 
Powers who have the largest nuclear weapons arsenal — i s a paramount one;for 
achieving nuclear disarmament. Under the Tîon-Proliferation Treaty those States 
have undertaken to pursue negotiations On effective measures for the cessation o f the 
nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. The non-nuclear-weapon States,-.for their 
part, have undertaken not to seek to join the nuclear club nor to seek to-acquire 
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nuclear weapons; and whereas the l a t t e r have respected t h e i r undertakings, the 
nuclear-weapon States have continued to build up a multitude, of nuclear weapons 
i n t h e i r arsenals, while devela-i-: -«•:-; types of weapons, tand t h e i r armaments 
expenditures have reached astronomic heights. 

Today, on the eve of the preparatory meetings for the Third Review Conference 
of tjie Non-Proiiferation Treaty, we have the r i g h t to ask wtyat has become o f . ^ L 
these undertakings, and when' do the nuclear-weapon States intend to respect t h e i r 
undertakings .with regard to the cessation of the nuclear anas race and nuclear 
disarmament. 

A ray of hope glimmered when, more than two years ago, the b i l a t e r a l 
negotiations between the , United States and the Soviet Union on intermediate-range 
nuclear missiles i n Europe and on the reduction of s t r a t e g i c arms began i n Geneva. 
On that occasion, Egypt stated i n an o f f i c i a l communiqué that i t welcomed these 
negotiations, stressing t h e i r importance f o r a country l i k e Egypt which i s a 
Mediterranean country whose security i s firmly linked with that pf Europe. I t also 
stated that "any success obtained f o r security and s t a b i l i t y i n Europe would have a 
positive e f f e c t on the e f f o r t s of the countries of the Middle East to create a 
nuclear-weapon-free zone". 

Prom t h i s standpoint, wc have closely followed the progress of these 
negotiationsj we f e l t considerable concern when noting t h e i r stalemate, and 
indeed-regret when t h e i r suspension was announced. A l l that we can say i n t h i s 
connection i s that we hope that the two countries w i l l very soon resume t h e i r 
placés at the negotiating table and s t r i v e to create the necessary climate to 
establisha,constructive dialogue and agree upon the necessary guarantees for t h e i r 
success.. 

We believe also that the Stockholm Conference on Confidence, and Security---, 
Building Measures and Disarmament i n Europe, as well as the resumption of the 
negotiations on mutual and balanced force reductions a few days ago,in Vienna w i l l 
i n s p i r e us to take, hope, and vuix prove tnao tnere xs a w i l l to continue and 
deepen the 'dialogué 

I f , on the one hand, we regret the present state of the Geneva negotiations, 
perhaps t h i s w i l l encourage those delegations which s t i l l entertain doubts a? to 
the importance of the consideration of nuclear disarmament by our Conference to 
review their position, as experience has unquestionably proved that there i s no 
connection between the obstacles i n b i l a t e r a l negotiations and the consideration, 
or non-consideration, of the is3ue of nuclear disarmament by the Conference. On 
the contrary, the e f f o r t s made by the Conference on Disarmament i n t h i s connection 
may represent a constructive contribution to b i l a t e r a l e f f o r t s , i n that they 
r e f l e c t the°^pinion of large sectors of the population of countries other than , 
those of the negotiators, vhich have the r i g h t to participate i n the d r a f t i n g of 
resolutions and conventions which affect nuclear-weapon countries and non-nuclear-
weapon States a l i k e . Indeed, t h i s point i s made i n the F i n a l Document of the 
l a t e s t Summit Conference of Non-Aligned Countries, held at New Delhi, i n which i t 
was stated that: "Nuclear weapons are more than weapons of war. They are 
instruments of mass an n i h i l a t i o n . The Heads of State or Government therefore find, 
ÏÎ unacceptable that the security of a l l States and the very s u r v i v a l of mankind, 
should bé held hostage to the security interests of a handful of nuclear rwe|pqn . 
States. 
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Г hope; therefore, as we prepare to hold the Third Review Conference of,the 
Non>-Proliferation Treaty i n a year and a h a l f , that we w i l l not then be i n the 
same position as we are today; to that end, I i n v i t e you a l l to redouble your 
e f f o r t s , i n good f a i t h , to achieve tangible progress i n t h i s sphere. 

Every day that passes without anything being achieved i n t h i s area increases 
the d i f f i c u l t y of carrying out nuclear disarmament, and i f the nuclear-arms race 
continues at i t s present rate without any genuine measures being undertaken to 
ha"(.t. i t , we-..will not,have long to wait before t h i s objective becomes unreachable. 

f We a r c - a l l agreed on the urgent need for the cessation of the nuclear-*arms 
race and nuclear disarmament, and that the attainment of t h i s objective l i e s , 
through a number of important stages, beginning with a treaty f o r the complete 
prohibition of nuclear t e s t s . 

The Final Document of the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly 
devoted, to disarmament and the subsequent resolutions a t the General Assembly 
have always stressed the p r i o r i t y of t h i s issue which, while i t i s not an 
objective i n i t s e l f , i s nevertheless a necessity and a major step towards bringing 
about the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament. 

When the Committee on Disarmament began studying the f i r s t item on i t s agenda, 
о/ь ¡a, nuclear-test ban, i n an Ad Hoc Working Group with a' r e s t r i c t e d mandaté, we 
were sure that the Ad Hoc Group's task, r e l a t i n g to the study of inspection and 
control measures, was a temporary one, and that the issue would be brought to the 
negotiating stage i n order to draft a comprehensive convention on a comprehensive 
nuclear-test ban. 

However, while recognizing the importance of providing f o r inspection and, 
control measures i n a comprehensive nuclear-weapoh-test-ban convention, wè believe 
that such measures cambe studied side by side with other questions'relating to 
the draft treaty. We s t i l l hope to find i n the Conference that " p o l i t i c a l w i l l " 
to which the Secretary-General referred i n his statement of 1972, when he ЦЦ%&., 
that " a l l the technical and s c i e n t i f i c aspects of"the problem have been so f u l l y 
explored that only a p o l i t i c a l decision i s now necessary i n order to achieve^ 
f i n a l agreement". - - ' " ' ' 

undoubtedly, the results of the work of the Ad Hoc Group of Experts on 
Seismic Events, to the thirteenth session of which Egypt sent one of i t s 

-•scientists, are'Of great usefulness i n t h i s f i e l d . Wé take t h i s opportunity to 
express our s a t i s f a c t i o n with regard to the Third Report which thé Ad Hoc Group 
adopted and submitted to the Conference, and we hope that the Ad Hoc Group w i l l 
pursue i t s work uith success. 

The question of the prevention of nuclear war, as an immediate measure, i s 
Df capital importance pending the achievement of nuclear disarmament.4 ' 
President Hosnl Mubarak stressed i t s importance i n his address to the 
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United Nations General Assembly on 28 September 1983» when' he"said that "at the 
top of pur agenda, stands,,the question of the elimination o f the threat of nuclear 
war, on which we should, concentrate our attention. Such a War might well 
annih i la te human.civilization and a l l i t s achievements since the dawn Of time. 
There would be neither winner nor loser. The human race would be deprived 
simultaneously of ,its, past,, i t s . present and i t s future." 

When the United Nations, General Assembly at i t s recent sessions adopted 
èsoïutic-ns,on <the .prevention c f nuclear war, i t s intention was to demonstrate 
hat the elimination of the danger of nuclear war i s i t s highest p r i o r i t y and 
tost immediate task, and that to safeguard mankind from a catastrophe on such a 
cale i s ar j o i n t responsibility- f o r a l t of us.. 

These resolutions, and p a r t i c u l a r l y the recent resolution ' 38У183~, stressed 
hat the Conference on Disarmament should take "appropriate and p r a c t i c a l 
«asures for ( the,prevention of nuclear war", and requested the Conference to 
indertake, as,a,matter of the highest priority¿ negotiations with a view to 
chleving agreement on such measures, with the assistance of an ad hoc working 
roup on the item.. 

Obviously, the Conference's approval of the inclusion of the prevention of 
luçlear war as a separate agenda item r e f l e c t s the importance and the p r i o r i t y 
ttached.to the question..;,.. I t therefore remains for us only to accept t h i s 
hallenge arid r i s e to the, l e v e l of our r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s by undertaking at once 
erious negotiations to establish the necessary measures for the prevention of 
luclear war! We, f o r our part, reaffirm the position which we adopted i n the 
roup of 21 as set forth i n document CD/PV.341, which centres on the need to 
et up a subsidiary body to undertake that work, i n accordance with the many 
ocuments, . i n i t i a t i v e s and studies and the various proposals which have been 
iut forward, or which may be formulated i n future, on t h i s issue. 

Hr. President, .allow me now to change the subject and go on to a matter 
concerning the immediate and temporary measures to be taken pending the * 
achievement of' nuclear disarmament ; I have i n .mind the question of e f f e c t i v e 
international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-Weapon States against -the use 
or threat of use of nuclear weapons. 

My country's delegation attaches p a r t i c u l a r interest to this'question, and 
i t i s convinced that as long as the nuclear-weapon States maintain t h e i r nuclear 
arsenals the non-nuclear-weapon States have the right-to'obtain e f f e c t i v e 
assurances against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. 

I t i s true that the r e a l and d e f i n i t i v e guarantee against the use of 
nuclear weapons l i e s only i n the achievement of nuclear disarmament. 
Nevertheless, the above-mentioned assurances, which must be l e g a l l y binding, 
would for the time being.constitute a legitimate counterpart f o r the non-nuolear-
weapon States which have vo l u n t a r i l y renounced the acquisition of nuclear 
weapons. 
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We have repeatedly had occasion to state our b e l i e f that Security Council 
resolution 255 i s inadequate as far as guarantees are concerned, „just as we 
have shown that the conditions included i n the u n i l a t e r a l declarations of the 
nuclear-weapon States, with the exception of China, have emptied those 
declarations of t h e i r content. , We hope that the e f f o r t s vainly deployed so far 
within the Ad Hoc Working- Group w i l l f i n a l l y lead to a compromise on a draft 
"standard formula" setting forth the legal obligation to provide the necessary 
assurances to non-nuclear-weapon States; i n t h i s connection, we have no doubt 
that the undertaking not to use nuclear weapons i s a constructive-step i n t h i s 
f i e l d . ' 

Although Egypt recognizes that primary r e s p o n s i b i l i t y for the cessation 
of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament rests e s s e n t i a l l y with the 
nuclear-weapon States i n general and the two major Powers i n pa r t i c u l a r , i t 
has made every possible e f f o r t to participate e f f e c t i v e l y i n the adoption of 
measures undertaken by the international community to prevent the p r o l i f e r a t i o n 
of nuclear weapons. -'In t h i s - s p i r i t , i t was one of the f i r s t countries to sign 
the 1968 Non-Proliferation Treaty, which i t r a t i f i e d i n 198l , and i t s nuclear 
f a c i l i t i e s are subject to International Atomic Energy Agency control., 

Egypt has not stopped there. In 1974 i t also took the i n i t i a t i v e of 
advocating the creation of a nuclear-weapon-free zone i n an important and 
explosive region of the world, the Middle East, and since then i t has taken part 
i n a l l the draft resolutions subsequently adopted by the General Assembly, the 
lat e s t being resolution 38/64. That resolution i n v i t e d the countries of the 
region, i n t e r a l i a , pending the establishment of such a zone, not to, develop, 
produce, test or otherwise acquire nuclear weapons or permit the stationing on 
th e i r t e r r i t o r i e s of such weapons, and also to place a l l t h e i r nuclear a c t i v i t i e s 
under International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards. 

We believe that respect by a l l countries of the region for the contents 
of that resolution and t h e i r declarations to that e f f e c t , with the deposit of 
those declarations with the Security Council as indicated i n that resolution, 
would represent a major step towards the creation of a nuclear-weapon-free 
zone i n the Middle East. Furthermore, i f the nuclear-weapon States and a l l 
other States refrained from any action that ran counter to both the l e t t e r and 
the s p i r i t of that resolution and undertook to render t h e i r assistance i n the 
establishment of the zone, that would be of great help for the establishment 
of peace and security i n the Middle East. 

I f a l l men have an equal r i g h t to the exploration of outer space and i t s 
use for peaceful purposes, as well as a common interest i n exploiting the 
benefits of that exploration to promote well-being, they also have the r i g h t , 
as they expect benefits from man's expansion into space, to be profoundly 
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concerned at the increasing competition, p a r t i c u l a r l y among the countries 
possessing sophisticated technological means, i n the f i e l d of the deployment 
of weapons i n outer space. 

It has been argued that t h i s competition has not yet begun; whether t h i s 
statement i s true or f a l s e T that has not.prevented the most optimistic 
s c i e n t i s t s from saying that they have no doubt^hat today the world i s on the 
brink of a perilous age. That opinion i s strongly confirmed by the constant 1 

increase i n m i l i t a r y budgets for space programmés and research and by the 
s t a t i s t i c s which show that eight out of ten spacecraft are part of nuclear or 
conventional forces. 

Today, the m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer space i s no longer confined to the 
qua l i t a t i v e development of the arms race; i t also contributes to the 
elaboration d f new m i l i t a r y theories which take accoynt of the p o s s i b i l i t y of 
using' outer Space"in future wars. The policy of the m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer 
space now goes"beyond the deployment of• missile? intended to attack enemy 
s a t e l l i t e s and-extends as far as the use of s a t e l l i t e s to support land forces. 
I t i s as i f mankind / not oontent with the destructive and devastating 
armaments accumulated on earth, which would s u f f i c e to destroy the world 
several time's over ; also needed outer space to set up new systems of 
destruction. 

The'Second United Nations Conference on,the Exploration and Peaceful 
Uses of" Outer Space held i n Vienna i n 1982 stressed the gravity of t h i s 
s i t u a t i o n and noted that the extension-of the arms race into outer зрасе 
would be a Source of profound concern to the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community.--It 
appealed to nil countries, p a r t i c u l a r l y those having major space c a p a b i l i t i e s , 
to contribute a c t i v e l y to preventing an extension of the.arms race into outer 
space and to r e f r a i n f^om any act contrary to that objective. I t also strongly 
recommended the Committee, now the Conference, on Disarmament to give p r i o r i t y 
to t h i s question, 

Subsequently, General Assembly resolution 28/70 reaffirmed that the 
u t i l i z a t i o n of outer Space 3hould serve exclusively peaceful purposes. I t 
stressed that "farther e f f e c t i v e measures to prevent an arms race i n outer 
space should be adopted by the international community", and c a l l e d on a l l 
States, p a r t i c u l a r l y those with najor space capabilities,„ "to,contribute 
act i v e l y to the objective of the peaceful use of outer space'and to take '-
immediate measures to prevent an arms race i n outer space". I t also called 
on the Conference on Disarmament to set up an ad hoc working group on the 
question. 

Aware of the disastrous consequences i f - t h e world embarked on an arms' 
race i n outer space, Egypt has from the s t a r t urged and invited the' 
international community to shoulder i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s and hal t a l l attempts 
at the m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer space and to ensure the use of outer space 
exclusively for peaceful purposes. 



CD/PV.254 
23 

(Mr. A l f a r a r g i , Egypt) 

Attempts to study t h i s matter within the Committee on the Peaceful Uses 
of Outer Space met with f i e r c e opposition from some countries which claimed that 
the Committee was not competent to deal with that subject, and that the 
Conference on Disarmament was the sole body empowered to do so. 

What i s obvious to everyone i s that the Conference has never undertaken-any 
serious work on the item although i t i s included i n i t s agenda, and that even 
the e f f o r t s made to set up a working group have been vain, despite agreement i n 
prin c i p l e on the creation of such a group, because of disagreement on an 
appropriate formula for i t s terms of reference. 

We are a l l agreed that i t i s unthinkable to speak two languages at the 
same time, and i t i s also unthinkable f o r our Conference to wait any longer 
before responding to the aspirations of the entire international community as 
reflected by the General Assembly at i t s l a t e s t session. 

The Group of 21, i n which Egypt participated, stressed i n 
document CD/329/Rev.í the importance of the creation of a subsidiary body for 
the negotiation of an agreement or agreements aimed at preventing an arms race 
Дп outer space; i n f a c t , t h i s i s the wish of 147 Member States of the 
United Nations Organization which have w i l l i n g l y accepted the l a t e s t 
General Assembly resolution. 

We are deeply concerned at the lack of results of our ef f o r t s i n t h i s 
f i e l d , and fear that one day mankind may regret i t s exploration of outer space, 
a magnificent exploit i n which i t i n i t i a l l y rejoiced, on which i t based dreams 
of prosperity, and which i t never considered as a new dimension for the forces 
of e v i l . 

Mr. President, before concluding my statement, allow me to express my 
s a t i s f a c t i o n at the resumption of work by the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical 
Weapons under the chairmanship of my colleague and f r i e n d , Rolf Ekéus, the 
Ambassador of Sweden; I have no doubt that the work of that Committee i s of 
pa r t i c u l a r importance at t h i s stage, and that the Committee w i l l succeed i n 
overcoming whatever obstacles arise and f i n a l l y draft appropriate formulas for 
the agreed points i n the draft convention on the prohibition of chemical 
weapons. 

In expressing my s a t i s f a c t i o n at the encouraging statement by the 
United States to the effect that i t w i l l shortly submit a draft treaty i n t h i s 
f i e l d , as well as at the positive step taken by the Soviet delegation which 
would accept a permanent presence of international observers at destruction 
f a c i l i t i e s for chemical-weapon stockpiles, I hope that these constructive 
i n i t i a t i v e s w i l l have the effect of furthering the work of the Ad Hoc Committee,-
so as to enable i t to arrive at the goal for which we have waited so long, the 
preparation of a draft treaty on the complete prohibition of chemical weapons. 
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Thé~ PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the representative of Egypt 
fo r his kind word3 f o r my country and f o r the President of the Conference. I nov 
give the f l o o r to the distinguished representative of the Federal Republic of Germany, 
Ambassador Wegener. 

Mr. WEGENER (Federal Republic of Germany): Mr. President, t h i s ± 3 the f i r s t 
time-I'take the f l o o r under your Presidency, and a welcome opportunity f o r чае to 
express "the pleasure of my delegation to see you i n that,eminent p o s i t i o n . In your , 
present role you have demonstrated the same q u a l i t i e s of understanding and fairness, 
and the same fa c u l t y of dialogue, that have allowed our two-Governments — and , 
s p e c i f i c a l l y , our two present Ministers of Foreign A f f a i r s — to maintain an excellent 
working relationship even i n periods of d i f f i c u l t y and s t r a i n . 

Cur plenary meetings t h i s week are devoted to agenda item 6, "Effective -, 
international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon Stages against the use or 
tbreat of use of nuclear weapons"; We have come to shorten t h i s complicated caption 
to "Negative security assurances". Agenda item б i s a separate element of our 
comprehensive work assignment; but i t s relevance to- agenda item 3> the'prevention of 
war, and i n p a r t i c u l a r nuclear war, i s evident.,.In that vein, my delegation, i n t 

Working Paper CD/357» had l i s t e d negative, security arrangements as one- of those areas 
i n which States are cabled upon to make a meaningful contribution to war prevention-. 
As one of the delegations that has concurred i n General Assembly resolution 33/6& of 
l a s t year, I would l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to stress our continued interest i n 
the subject. My., delegation hopes f o r a vigorous new ef f o r t at negotiations devoted 
to the search .fojjç̂a common approach or common formula, l a t e r to be embodied' i n a 
consolidated instrument of an appropriately binding character. Resolution 33/68, i n 
our view, should provide an excellent s t a r t i n g point f o r t h i s new round of 
negotiation. One should f e e l e n t i t l e d to predict that our new attempts at fashioning 
a common formula or common approach w i l l be f a c i l i t a t e d by recent p o l i t i c a l events, 
regrettable as_these events by themselves, may be. In General Assembly 
resolution З8/67 of which the p r i n c i p a l author was one of the members of the 
Warsaw Treaty Organization, the view was s t i l l propagated that negative security 
guarantees should, as a p r i o r i t y matter, attach to those non-nuclear-weapon States 
which had foregone the nuclear option and not allowed nuclear weapons to be stationeq. 
on t h e i r t e r r i t o r i e s , r e i t e r a t i n g the view of the Warsaw Pact States that 
non-deployment should bê the p r i n c i p a l c r i t e r i o n f o r the a v a i l a b i l i t y of negative 
security assurances. In the meantime, other member States of the Warsaw Treaty have 
p u b l i c l y announced that they were i n the process of stationing nuclear weapons on 
t h e i r t e r r i t o r y and have already, f o r a l l we know, proceeded to a very substantial 
deployment of new nuclear-weapon systems. We may thus assume that the Warsaw Pa.t 
countries, by^effective action, have removed the non-statiqning criterion--from tbáií ' 
catalogue o£ prerequisites for negativa security assurances. I am certain tha£ t h i s 
w i l l f a c i l i t a t e our search f o r a common formula when the newly re-established 
Ad Hoc .Committee on Negative Security Assurances embarks on i t s work. 

While the Conference i s s t i l l groping f o r an appropriate work format i n which 
to deal'with agenda item 3 on the prevention of nuclear wax, and i t i s the hope of 
my delegation that t h i s search w i l l be crowned by success i n the next few days, 
another event of immediate relevance to the prevention of war, ¿nd nuclear war i n 
p a r t i c i l a r , w i l l take place i n Geneva as of Monday next week: The Preparatory 
Committee of the Third Review Conference of the Non-Proliferation Treaty w i l l be 
convened f o r i t s f i r s t session. The distinguished representative of Egypt h^s just 
nade reference to i t . I t w i l l undoubtedly be incumbent upon many of us i n t h i s room 
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to 'represent their countries at that meeting. The f i r s t session of iThe Preparatory 
Committee may, by i t s e l f , be of limited newsworthiness. And yet, the parties to the 
I&»n-Proliferation Treaty and the international community at large find themselves 
at an important juncture when the preparatory process for the third KPT Review 
Conference gets under way. I would therefore like to dwell b r i e f l y upon the 
significance of the NPT and of an effective non-proliferation regime, recalling" -
that my delegation, (again i n working paper CD/357), bad brought to bear i t s view 
that an effective policy of nuclear non-proliferation has a key role to play, 
together with other strategies, i n the prevention of nuclear war. Right at the 
beginning of the preparatory process for the impending NPT Review Conference the 
unfortunate fact w i l l be brought into sharp focus that some particularly prominent 
and well-intentioned members of the international community have not yet seen f i t to 
put their signature to the Treaty. In some cases i t i s exactly those countries which 
are most eloquent in denouncing nuclear weapons which have thus failed to avail 
themselves of the potential of the NPT to limit the further spread of these weapons. 
It i s the hope of my delegation that the NPT Review Conference and i t s preparatory ' 
process w i l l impress upon an even larger number of States that no member of the 
international community would be served by the acquisition of nuclear weapons outside 
of the present group of nuclear-weapon States, and that, in fact, every attempt at 
such acquisition, let alone the actual realization of a nuclear arsenal, w i l l have a 
grave, destabilizing influence from which a l l of us w i l l suffer. Our own participation 
in the NPT review process w i l l provide us with a constant opportunity to appeal to a l l 
States which have not yet become parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty to do so in-' 
order to give the Treaty universal application. In thus stressing the high value of 
horizontal non-proliferation of nuclear arms, my Government i s keenly aware of the 
relationship between horizontal and vertical non-proliferation. It i s m a 
perspective of checking both manifestations of non-proliferation that my Government 
attaches priority significance to a positive, successful outcome of the Review 
Conference in 199 5, an outcome which would add momentum to the Treaty for the 
remainder of i t s present period of validity, as- well as for a further temporal 
extension. 

Two problems are l i k e l y to be in the very centre of debates at the NPT Review, 
and both of them are of direct relevance to this Conference: nuclear disarmament, 
and the perspectives for a comprehensive test-ban treaty. Obviously, the obligations 
under article VI of the Treaty concerning nuclear disarmament are of fundamental 
importance. The NPT i s the only existing international document under which the 
major nuelear-weapon Powers are legally committed to nuclear disarmament, in the 
sense that they have undertaken to pursue negotiations to that end in good f a i t h . 
The present situation i n which one major nuclear-weapon State has one-sidedly l e f t 
the negotiating table of two crucial negotiating fora devoted to nuclear disarmament, 
indicating i t s unwillingness to return to these negotiations without preconditions, 
i s therefore clearly at variance with the stipulations of the NPT, and this 
unfortunate situation, should i t s t i l l prevail at the time of the HPT review or 
during substantive consideration of the articles of the NPT during the preparatory 
process, w i l l have to be, brought up by the Parties to the Treaty. They, the Parties} 
are of course, the ones who have legal status to invoke the treaty commitment by 
nuclear-weapon States under article VI; others, non-Parties, lack that qualification. 
This simple fact should certainly not be overlooked by those States outside of the 
NPT coimnunity when they weigh the appeals addressed to them to join. 
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The other major disarmament issue, the comprehensive testaban treaty, as referred 
to i n the preamble of the HPT, i s of no lesser significance. My Government attaches . 
great importance tjp the early .establishment of a comprehensive test-ban treaty and 
leaders of my country have not f a i l e d to a v a i l themselves of every major 
opportunity to go on record i n that sense. In our view, a comprehensive test ban 
i s a 'îrasic element i n the balance between the r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s and obligations of 
the Parties to the KPT. 

At the same time, we f e e l strongly — and we are aware that t h i s i s a shared 
view of t h i s Conference — that the c r u c i a l part of a nuclear test-ban treaty i s 
the elaboration of a v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance system which allows parties 
concerned to rest confident that possible attempts at circumvention would not remain 
undetected. This i s the rationale behind the e x i s t i n g mandate of our subsidiary 
organ on nuclear t e s t i n g . Prom the perspective of my "delegation, the progress from 
an adequate solution of v e r i f i c a t i o n problems — both i n t h e i r technical and t h e i r 
p o l i t i c a l - i n s t i t u t i o n a l aspects — to f u l l treaty negotiation appears l o g i c a l . 
Having contributed to the work of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban l a s t 
year we regret, that a comprehensive consideration of the inherent problems has not 
yet taken place. This task, however, s t i l l looms, and i t i s the hope of my 
delegation that the pace of our work m t h i s f i e l d can be accelerated and that the 
discussions be made more substantial and complete. The work format to Ъе chosen f o r 
that assignment should c e r t a i n l y be s i m i l a r to l a s t year's, but some f l e x i b i l i t y on 
the part of a l l participants i n a r r i v i n g at a reworded mandate would be h e l p f u l to 
i n s t i l l a forward-looking perspective into the exercise. I t would indeed b e f i t the 
Conference to show an ongoing work process on nuclear t e s t i n g at the time when the 
preparatory phase for the NPT review gets under way. 

Our shared conviction that v e r i f i c a t i o n of a nuclear test ban i s as essential 
as i t i s t e c h n i c a l l y complicated has also been the guiding consideration i n the 
establishment and operation of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to Consider 
International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events. The 
Ad Hoc Group has just submitted i t s Third Report. I am aware that i t i s your plan, 
Mr. President, to put the report up f o r discussion at a l a t e r stage, but may I be 
allowed) -even though prematurely, to dwell upon i t . My purpose i s to introduce a 
Working Paper e n t i t l e d "Aspects of modern developments i n seismic event recording 
techniques" (CD/49l)> and thereby to enrich our forthcoming debates on the 
Third Report of the experts, and on the future perspectives of t h e i r work. 

Let me f i r s t express the appreciation of my delegation f o r the very 
comprehensive and well-crafted Third Report of the Ad Hoc Group of Seismic Experts, 
as equally f o r t h e i r progress on substantive issues under the highly q u a l i f i e d and 
e f f i c i e n t guidance of i t s Chairman, Dr. Dahlman. My delegation also notes with 
s a t i s f a c t i o n the plans f o r a limited test run designed to confirm the f u n c t i o n a b i l i t y 
of some of the components of the envisaged global system. Although the test w i l l 
only u t i l i z e Level I data f o r transmission by the global telecommunication system of 
the VMQ, the enlarged p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the experiment of States from a l l groups,' and^ 
the comprehensiveness of the t e s t , w i l l allow r e a l and s i g n i f i c a n t progress towards 
a v e r i f i c a t i o n system of a comprehensive test ban. 

It i s against t h i s background, and with the intention of further enhancing our 
progress on the way to the elaboration of a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty, 
that I would l i k e to make available to colleagues today the aforementioned 
Working Paper. The Paper has already been circulated during the recent session of 
the Ad Hoc Group of Seismic Experts, but was not f u l l y discussed and i n fact 
transcends the present, more technical terms of reference of the Ad Hoc Group of 
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Seismic Experts in opening wider perspectives for a future global seismic-network. 
Let me r e c a l l that the most advanced model of such a global system was presented i n 
the First Report of'the Ad Hoc Group — i n document CCD/55S—under the then somewhat 
futuristic-Фате Network III, futuristic because at that time the model-only presented 
the outlines of a hypothetical System. Due to developments i n instrumentation -
electronics, computer technology and i n telecommunications, Network'III has now 
become a distinct and concrete p o s s i b i l i t y . The Working Paper of my delegation" 
goes "beyond a Network III model i n adding new components, providing an even moré' 
sophisticated outline for a global seismic network. It might therefore hot be too 
pretentious to label this advanced model "Network IV". In presenting this Paper to 
you, and asking that i t be distributed as an official-document (CÜ)/49l)-of the." 
Conference on Disarmament, I would i n particular like to draw your attention,to 
efforts made in the Federal Republic of Germany to improve the detection "capability 
of seismic stations i n regions with unfavourable noise conditions by i n s t a l l i n g 
seismometers in boreholes. The concept of borehole stations i n miniaxrays as 
elements of a global network harbours great promise for the efficient monitoring 
of regional and local events i n areas of interest. The model would allow.for the 
setting up of a comprehensive, self-contained black box system with a high degree of . 
automated recording and analysis of seismic data. Let me, however, emphasize that 
the inclusion of a number of very modern features i n the model, far from placing an 
undue technological burden upon the parties to a future CTBT, would in fact render 
the monitoring network more manageable and simpler to operate. I would be pleased 
i f , for our forthcoming débate on the Third Report of the Ad Hoc Group of Seismic 
Experts, delegations'would see f i t to include this new working paper in their 
examination and analysis. 

" • Both subjects on which I have touched today belong under the wider heading of 
prevention of nuclear war, including a l l related, matters. Let me touch upon yet 
another and everimore fundamental aspect of the same problem area,., and allow me to 
single out one particular statement which we have recently heard i n plenary. I 
refer to the statement of my distinguished neighbour, Ambassador Meiszter of Hungary, o i 
15 March, which he devoted to a number of legal aspects of the use, f i r s t use and 
second use of nuclear weaponsv While I-must disagree with-him on a great number of the 
points he broached I should -like to commend ham--for the argumentative and detailed 
manner i n which he la i d out his views. His i s one of those statements that oan help, 
us to elevate the level of our debate, and to do justice to the pivotal significance 
of the subject matter of war prevention, differences of view notwithstanding. 
Obviously, Ambassador Meiszter's statement raises more questions than i t answers. 
Among these are issues of logical compatibility between the concepts of non-use, 
non-first-use and (supposedly accepted) second use of nuclear weapons. There are 
issues relating to the cred i b i l i t y of non-first-use commitments undertaken and 
propagated by those whose declaratory policies are inconsistent with their military 
doctrine, armed forces structure, chain of command, over-all capability and 
on-going arms procurement. There are issues relating to the scope of Articles 2 
and 51 of the United Nations Charter, issues relating to the distinction and 
a p r i o r i distinguishability of conventional "and nuclear confliot, issues, i n short, 
where legal considerations and fundamental questions of p o l i t i c a l philosophy are 
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intertwined. In other words Ambassador Meiszter, Ъу r a i s i n g a number of l e g a l 
points, has put before us the whole range of complex issues that characterize the 
task of war prevention. _ I would assure him that my delegation . w i l l not f a i l t o ' 
engage him i n an in-depth discussion o-r ?,11 these issues", so highly relevant to the 
central query of our work. I aç looking forward to taking up, successively, many 
of his propositions, be i t i n plenary, be i t — and preferably so — i n the special 
work format which we expect to have available shortly f o r the consideration of 
agenda item 3« 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French) : I thank the representative of the 
Federal Republic of Germany f o r h i s statement, f o r his kind words concerning relations 
between our countries and h i s kind words addressed to the President of the 
Conference. I now give the f l o o r to the distinguished representative of the 
Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics, Ambassador Vic t o r Issraelyan. 

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated from 
RussiarTh Today, the Soviet delegation would l i k e , i n a b r i e f statement, to touch 
upon the question of the state of,negotiations on one of the p r i o r i t y items on the 
agenda, of the Conference — the prohibition, of chemical weapons. F i r s t of a l l , I 
should l i k e to r e c a l l that i n h i s recent speech to the voters i n the c i t y of Moscow 
on 2 March 1984» K.U. Chemenko, the r.general Secretary of the Central Committee of 
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, stressed, that f r e e i n g mankind from the 
p o s s i b i l i t y pf the use of éhemical weapons i s a very important task. In accordance 
with i t s consistent p o l i c y i n favour of the f u l l and resolute destruction of chemical 
weapons, the Soviet Union has also submitted a number of proposals during the current 
year. One of them related to the monitoring p f the destruction, of chemical weapons 
stockpiles at a special f a c i l i t y , and another — submitted recently by the Soviet 
delegation i n the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons — to the question of 
challenge on-site international v e r i f i c a t i o n . Our proposals have received a p o s i t i v e 
evaluation,at the Conference. 

During the current session, several other delegations have also submitted 
proposals on various questions r e l a t i n g to a future convention on the 
prohibition of chemical weapons which, i n our opinipn, might help to ensure further 
progress i n the elaboration of the convention. We(have i n mind, i n p a r t i c u l a r , the 
proposals of Yugoslavia, China, Sweden, the Federal Republic of Germany, the 
United Kingdom and others. 

Thus, on the whole, the foundations exist f o r advancing ra p i d l y towards a 
solution of the important task with which the Conference has been entrusted by the 
international community. I t i s no coincidence that i n the speech already referred 
to, K.U. Chernenko said that the pre-conditions f o r the solution of the problem of 
a general and comprehensive ban on chemical weapons are now beginning to e x i s t . 

Hopes that the negotiations on the question w i l l , be businesslike and constructive 
have been expressed everywhere, and i n t h i s room, Jby representatives of nearly a l l " 
States members of the Conference. Nevertheless, the s i t u a t i o n developing today i n 
the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons gives cause f o r serious concern. 
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With less than a month remaining before the conclusion of the spring part of 
our session, we have m fact not proceeded to carry out the task contained m the 
Ad Hoc Committee's new mandate — "to start the f u l l and. complete process of 
negotiations, developing and working out the convention, except for i t s f i n a l 
drafting". There i s apparently no need to point out that week after week has been 
spent on efforts to overcome various types of a r t i f i c i a l l y created organizational 
d i f f i c u l t i e s . We are not inclined to attribute the delay in beginning effective work 
to the organizational activity of Ambassador Ekéus, the current Chairman of the 
Ad Hoc Committee on Nuclear Weapons. Ve would only wish that he made a l i t t l e more, 
use of his prerogatives as Chairman. What i s the problem? Apparently, the'root of 
the e v i l must be sought in the fact that someone has undertaken to stop the work of 
the body and not to allow the machinery of negotiations tc get f u l l y under way. 

Ŵe have already, had an opportunity of referring to the very enlightening 
statement, of Mr. Perle, the Assistant Secretary of Defence of the United States-who,' 
as stated i n the United States press, linposed a very*.hard-line position on the 
representatives of the United States administration at the Geneva negotiations. 

There are numerousjother reports from which i t i s clear that responsible' 
administration o f f i c i a l s m Washington are sowing seeds of pessimism concerning the' 
prospects of the negotiations, are crudely distorting the position of the USSR with 
respect to monitoring questions, as can be seen in particular by the materials 
published i n daily bulletin issued by the United States Mission here at Geneva, and 
axe handling the matter in such a way as tq create an atmosphere for the allocation 
of vast sums with a view to replenishing the United States chemical Weapons arsenal! 

Therefore, no one can be surprised that the United States delegation becomes" 
allergic when i t sees1'a text beginning with the words "The States parties to the 
convention . I t i s in ¿eneral against any elaboration of the text, although 
this i s provided for directly by our mandate. It views i t s task only as one of" 
causing delay. 

Much has been said i n this room and outside i t about a United States draft. Many 
delegations have constantly expressed enthusiasm over the intention of the United States 
to submit a draft. In the United States press there have been increasingly frequent 
reports on the content of such a draft. These reports,, frankly speaking, cause us 
concern. Describing the various provisions of the United States draft with regard to 
monitoring,ihe authors of an a r t i c l e published i n the issue of 2 A p r i l of the 
magazine "Newsweekwrite, referring to authoritative sources! "Taken together, 
the provisions would force Moscow to let foreign inspectors take a hard look at the 
entire Soviet chemical industry and to poke around inside military bases. No one 
thinks Moscow w i l l buy that idea — so a comprehensive ban on chemwar i s a long way 
off".-

There, distinguished delegates, i s the reply to the question concerning the 
reasons for the standstill i n the work of the Committee on the Prohibition of Chemical 
Weapons, on the prospecte of the negotiations on this problem at the Conference, and 
at the same time on what awaits us i n connection with the widely advertised 
United States draft. Thus, the United States draft convention, which has not yet 
seen the light of day, i s being converted objectively into a brake on the negotiations. 
We have considered i t necessary to express our views on this matter. 

, The PRESIDENT (translated iront French); I thank the representative of the 
Soviet Union, apd I now give the floor to the distinguished representative of the 
Islamic Republic of Iran, Ambassador Kazemi Kamyab. 
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Mr. KAZEMI KAMYAB (Islamic Republic of Iran): Mr. President, I would l i k e to 
begin by extending to you my sincere congratulations on your ele c t i o n and the 
assurance of the support and co-operation of the delegation of the Islamic Republic 
of Iran i n the carrying out of your r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . Indeed, my Government 
attaches the greatest importance to the t i e s by which i t i s bound to your 
Government i n the f i e l d of disarmament and your s k i l l and diplomacy i n handling the 
a f f a i r s of t h i s forum make of you a worthy representative i n t h i s f i e l d . 

Further, my delegation would l i k e to express i t s deep appreciation of the work 
of Ambassador Turbanski during the f i r s t month of t h i s Conference. His 
presidency, thanks to h i s u n t i r i n g endeavours and undoubted i n t e g r i t y , contributed 
to the results which were achieved during his period of o f f i c e . 

F i n a l l y , I f e e l optimistic as to the future deliberations of the "Conference 
on Disarmament" as i t i s now c a l l e d , and we welcome to our ranks the Ambassadors of 
Au s t r a l i a , Belgium, Canada, Ethiopia, Indonesia and S r i Lanka. 

In my statement today, I would l i k e to r e f l e c t on the very important item on 
toe agenda of t h i s Conference which i s duly given high p r i o r i t y because of i t s 
undoubted significance i n r e l a t i o n to the preservation and promotion of world peace 
and security, that i s , the item on chemical weapons. 

The era of chemical arms as a means of mass destruction r e a l l y started during 
the F i r s t World War, with the use of chlorine released from simple barrels and 
phosgene, an asphyxiating gas to x i c only to the respiratory t r a c t . Mustard Gas, 
also used at that time, appears today a dramatic r e a l i t y . This gas uses the 
chemical agent BIS-42 CHLORETHYL SULPHIDE and causes untold damage to the human 
system and often r e s u l t s i n a painful death. 

According to WHO investigations, some of the long-term effects include 
chronic i l l n e s s caused by exposure to chemical agents, delayed effects i n persons 
d i r e c t l y exposed to chemical agents, the creation of new f o c i of infectious 
disease and the e f f e c t mediated by ecological changes. The delayed effects 
include carcinogenesis, as mustard gas and some other agents are a l k y l a t i n g agents 
which have been known to cause cancer. There was a s i g n i f i c a n t increase i n the 
incidence of cancer among those gassed during the F i r s t World War, especially 
cancer of the respiratory t r a c t . Certain chemical agents can cause damage to the 
developing foetus and can also cause mutations due to chromosome breakage i n man. 

Although no long-term effects on the environment were noted a f t e r the 
F i r s t World War, there i s a danger that anti-plant agents may cause damage to the 
f l o r a leading to a s i g n i f i c a n t change i n the type of animal l i f e which may f l o u r i s h 
and may cause predominance of a disease-carrying animal dangerous to man. 
Equally, the quantity and quality of food produced may be affected. The 
psychological effects are d i f f i c u l t to assess. 

The use of a l l these chemical warfare agents, deadly or merely incapacitating, 
was s t r i c t l y forbidden by the 1925 Geneva Protocol. This Protocol was the 
re s u l t of the horror f e l t at the use of chemical weapons during the F i r s t World War. 
I t expresses the fundamental sentiments of the law of armed c o n f l i c t : short of 
banning war altogether, there have to be some l i m i t s to i t s barbarity. This 
agreement, signed by around one hundred States, among them Iraq i n 1931» was the 
f i r s t agreement prohibiting the use of weapons of mass destruction. This Protocol 
was confirmed by the United Nations General Assembly i n the 1972 Convention and 
resolution No. 37/98 of December 1982 adopted by the General Assembly at i t s 
thirty-seventh session. 
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From the very beginning of the imposed war, we tried to bring to the 
attention of the international community the fact that the po l i t i c s of appeasement 
w i l l not pay. In-the 1980 session of the Committee on Disarmament, We brought 
to the attention of the Committee' the question of the use of chemical weapons by 
Iraq. Nobody was ready to list e n ; in a l l cases of use of chemical weapons we 
informed the responsible bodies but a l l our efforts were in vain; ' of course, i t 
i s hot the* f i r s t time that Iraq has used chemical weapons against a people. For 
instance,'according to'investigations'made by the Stockholm International Peace 
Research Institute (SIPRI), page 165, Vol . 1 , Iraq used chemical weapons in 1965 
against the Kurds of the region. 

On'16 February 1$84, the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Islamic Republic 
of Iran, i n a statement accompanied by irrefutable evidence, brought once again 
the systematic use of chemical weapons to the attention of the Conference on 
Disarmament. Very shortly after we asked the United Nations Secretary-General to 
conduct an investigation into the 'use of chemical weapons by Iraq and after the 
statement-in-the'Conference on Disarmament Iraq used chemical weapons on an 
unprecedently large scale, the resulting victims numbering more than 2,000 persons, 
some-of whom are under treatment both in the Islamic Republic of Iran as well as in 
several countries abroad, and some of whom have died. Again on 9 and 17 March I984, 
Iraq used chemical weapons on a massive scale in the regions of Majnoon Island and 
Jofeir, which resulted i n the wounding of many combatants. Those wounded suffered 
from nausea, running eyes, respiratory ailments and vertigo. The victims have been 
hospitalized. 

Very recently a reputable laboratory i n Belgium issued i t s findings on Iranian 
war victims and reported that the wounds were due to the use of gases containing 
Yperlte (mustard gas) and mycotoxins (composite parts of yellow rain). 

•1 . - , • 

Medical authorities i n several countries where Iranian combatants'are being 
treated reported that the wounds have been caused by chemical weapons, and' 
independent press reports abroad have time and again confirmed this fact. 

The'ICRC PreSs Release No. 1481 dated 7 March 1984 has also confirmed the use 
of chemical weapons by Iraq. 

"The common symptoms observed by the ICRC with regard to a l l ' the wounded are 
fextensive but superficial burns ( f i r s t and second degree), serious 
respiratory problems, Kerato conjunctivitis', seeming to progress favourably. 
Nevertheless the c l i n i c a l progress of certain patients showed; on the eighth 
day after exposure, severe problems of blood composition, accompanied by a 
considerable decrease i n the number of white corpuscles. These problems, 
linked to respiratory and kidney deficiencies, have caused the death of 
several patients, two of whom died during the v i s i t s of the Delegates. ' 

Apart from the steps that i t i s taking with the parties concerned, thé 
ICRC would i n s i s t on the fact that the use of toxic substances oh the 
battlefield i s incompatible with the respect of humanitarian principles 1'and 
constitutes a violation of the law of armed conflict and recognized customary 
law." 

Upon the requeaft of the Government of the Islamic Republic of Iran, the 
Secretary-General of the United Nations Organization, Mr. Perez de Cueïlâr, 
'undertook to investigate the use" of chemical weapons by Iraq i n á s p i r i t of 
humanitarian concern, and accordingly sent a team of four eminent specialists to 
undertake a fact-finding v i s i t to Iran. 
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The s p e c i a l i s t s , picked for t h e i r expertise i n chemical -warfare, v i s i t e d the 
f i g h t i n g front near Ahwaz i n western Iran and also examined s o i l samples soaked with 
the chemical substance. They also examined patients i n hospitals i n Ahwaz and 
Tehran and also i n the coroners' mortuary" i n Tehran. 

On t h e i r return from the Islamic Republic of Iran the s p e c i a l i s t s submitted 
a j o i n t report to the Secretary General on 21 March 19&Ч, i n which they unanimously 
agreed that Mustard Gas and the nerve agent Tabun were used by Iraq i n the war 
against Iran. 

The Secretary-General of the United Nations deplored and condemned the act of 
using chemical^weapons by the I r a q i regime when transmitting the report of the 
s p e c i a l i s t s to the Security Council for i t s information. (Document No. 6/16433 of 
26 March 1984). 

The report was signed by Dr. Gustav Andersson of Sweden, Dr. Manuel Domínguez 
of Spain, Dr. Peter Dunn of Australia and Col. Dr. U l r i c h Imobersteg of Switzerland. 

The concern of our delegation i s due to the generally passive reactions of -the 
Conference on Disarmament i n the wake of the outright disregard of the Geneva 
Protocol of 1925 with regard to the ban on the use of chemical weapons. 

This does not concern merely several innocent Iranians nor even uniquely the 
Government of the Islamic Republic of Iran, but rather i t concerns the damage done 
to the common human conscience. The contemporary c i v i l i z e d human community cannot 
and 1should not tolerate such crimes. 

Apart from the very limited number of delegations who share our v i e w . a n d - t o 
them we are thankful and appreciative for t h e i r concern and t h e i r condemnation of 
the recent inhumane act of.using chemical weapons — no positive reaction has4.yet 
been manifested i n the Conference. 

Of course, from the point of view of the Islamic Republic of Iran, such 
reaction was most discouraging; frcrn the very beginning of the imposed war We have 
faced such a s i t u a t i o n . 

Unfortunately, the international community did not take a firm position with 
regard to the I r a q i blatant aggression against the Islamic Republic of Iran on 
22 ( September 19&Q. This lack of p o l i t i c a l w i l l on the part of the international 
community was-reflected i n feourity Council .resolution 279 (1980) of 
28 September,.198O. Contrary to the well-established precedent i n that body, i n 
this, resolution -there i s no reference to the,.withdrawal of the forces to the 
international f r o n t i e r * r This s i t u a t i o n led t.-.e then Foreign- Minister of the . 
I r a q i regime, Hammadi, bo state that there i s no international border between Iran 
and Iraq a f t e r the abrogation of the Algeria Treaty of 1975 and therefore the 
actual deployment o f forces constitute? the international border between the two 
States; and there ,is no j u s t i f i c a t i o n on -the part of Iran to speak about 
aggression (Letter of Hammadi to the Secretary-General of the United Nations — 
Document No. 3/14256-24 October 1980). 

During the forty-two months' period of the war imposed upon the Islamic 
Republic of Iran, everyone has become well aware of the devastation of the Iranian 
c i t i e s and the indissrimi^-'о and systematic bombardment of c i v i l i a n populations 
i n the c i v i l i a n ¿zone-, sometimes as much as 400 kilometres outside the combat zones. 
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More than 130 missile attacks, hundreds of a i r s t r i k e s and several thousand 
a r t i l l e r y shots systematically directed against the undefended Iranian c i t i e s have 
caused the martyrdom of 5,"600-civilians and the disablement of 30,000. The report 
of the United Nations fa c t - f i n d i n g mission N0.5/15854 of 20 June 1983 i s evidence 
of a part' of the war crimes committed by the I r a q i r u l e r . 

I t was but recently that within a period of 40 days the number of wounded and 
martyred who were ̂ victims of the use of chemical weapons exceeded 2,000. However, 
as you have witnessed, i n spite of the proof o f t h e "use of chemical weapons, the 
Conference did not i n general show a responsible reaction, as would be expected, i n 
connection with the v i o l a t i o n of the 1925 Protocol. This same attitude was 
manifested by governments to the findings of the F i r s t Report of the 
Secretary-£eneral's Mission to investigate damage to c i v i l i a n areas subjected to 
m i l i t a r y attacks, and i t permitted Iraq to go as f a r as to use chemical weapons on 
an unprecedented l e v e l . The step taken by an international organization to 
investigate the use of chemical weapons i s unique i n t h i s century and upon the 
reaction of governments to the findings of the United Nations on t h i s occasion w i l l 
depend'to a large extent whether or not t h i s report w i l l act as a deterrent or as 
a green l i g h t to further v i o l a t i o n s . 

History i s clear, and the future w i l l witness how those who strongly urged 
and advocated disarmament kept silence i n the wake of the use of even a banned 
weapon by a feeble State. 

'we expect that a l l responsible countries of the world, regardless of t h e i r 
p o l i t i c a l " leanings arid a f f i l i a t i o n , whether aligned tir non-aligned^ neutral, or 
Superpower, w i l l s t r i p themselves of the shackles of t h e i r leanings and'borne i n t o 
the open-to denounce and condemn, i n the strongest possible terms', nahy violation~ 
of international law and protocols which endangers the very existence of mankind; 
genuine'value should be attached to humane princ i p l e s and i d e a l s . Otherwise 
there Will be no difference i n weapons for a v i o l a t o r , whether the weapon be"nuclear 
'оГ1 chemical. 

I would l i k e to express my sincere wish that the Convention' on the'prohibltïon 
of chemical'weapons, which i s now under preparatiori'by t h i s forum, w i l l её,-ready 
at the e a r l i e s t possible time and that ie w i l l be " f u l l y e f f e c t i v e and béar^früít-. 
I believe that the position adopted by this Conference and other related" organs 
towards the use of chemical weapons against the Islamic Republic of Irañvwi'll -
show i n r e a l i t y the degree of s i n c e r i t y and the sense of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y regarding 
the newly prepared Convention, and w i l l form an excellent c r i t e r i o n to determine 
i t s status and c a p a b i l i t y i n the future. 

In the l i g h t of my understanding that the review of the Secretàry-Bèneral'ac 

Mission to Investigate the use of chemical weapons against the lalamic Republic of 
Iran can be of great benefit to the work of the Conference, I would like to' request 
you, Mr. President, to allocate one meeting of the Conference on Disarmament to 
review the report. 

I would l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to present a working paper, CD/484, 
on general provisions, which i n our opinion are fundamental, for consideration 
i n the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons. 

These provisions deal with the two-fold r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s under the 
Convention and the question of reservations and exceptions and the rules of the 
protocol governing the duration to be fixed for the elimination of stocks and 
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f a c i l i t i e s . Another provision deals with the question of international 
co-operation i n the f i e l d of protection, and the agreement of States parties to 
consider the use of chemical weapons as a war crime. 

We hope for a constructive outcome from the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical 
Weapons, and we expect a l l delegations to give f u l l consideration to our proposal. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the representative of Iran 
for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the President. 

It i s now 10 minutes past one, we s t i l l have two speakers and, i f you 
agree,, we intend to finish at about half past one so às not to' have to convene 
another meeting this afternoon. I now give the floor to the distinguished 
representative of Yugoslavia, Ambassador Vidas. 

Mr. VIDAS (Yugoslavia): - Mr. President, today I sha l l deal with agenda item 5, 
: entitled "Prevention of ah arms race In outer space", but before doing so I 
would like to associate myself with your warm welcome to Mrs. Inga Thorsson, 
former head of the Swedish delegation to the Committee on Disarmament, with 
whom the Yugoslav delegation has ehjoyed Very f r u i t f u l co-operation i n the past. 
This question deserves our attention, because ever since the f i r s t man-made 
sa t e l l i t e was launched into outer space, heralding the "Space Age", and i n view 
of the rapid development of space technology since then, the inherent dangers of 
a potential arms race in outer space have become a matter of increasing concern. 
As time has gone by, this concern has increased along with the transformation of 
the potential into a real arms race in outer space and i t s far-reaching-implications 
for international peace and security and over-all s t a b i l i t y i n the world. 

Although outer space i s a relatively new f i e l d of human activity, considerable 
results have been achieved so far i n opening up the undreamed-of pos s i b i l i t i e s - f o r 
i t s peaceful uses. The practical and very useful applications of the achievements 
of space technology for peaceful purposes are, for instance, i n telecommunications, 
navigation, weather forecasting and earth resources surveys. Unfortunately, 
there are also many achievements, some of which are s t i l l i n the process of 
development, which, apart from their peaceful uses, can even have a destabilizing 
effect, Just as there are those which are designed exclusively for-military 
offensive use. 

The peaceful uses of outer space have become the constant concern of the v-
United Nations General Assembly, which in 1959 set up the Ad Hoc Committee on the 
Peaceful Uses of Outer Space as i t s permanent body. Over the years, as a result 
of i t s work and i n other negotiating forums, a number of instruments were 
concluded concerning the military and peaceful aspects of the use of outer space, 
such as the Treaty banning nuclear weapon tests i n the atmosphere,, in outer space 
and under water, 19*3, which prevented, among other things, the testing, of nuclear 
weapons i n outer space. In 19&7 a further success was achieved with the 
elaboration of the principles governing the a c t i v i t i e s of States i n the exploration 
and usé of outer space, including the Moon and other cele s t i a l bodies, contained 
in the Treaty having the same t i t l e . The Agreement on the Rescue of Astronauts, 
the Return of Astronauts and the Return of Objects Launched into Outer Space (1968); 
the Convention on International L i a b i l i t y for Damage Caused by Space Objects (1972), 
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and the Convention on Registration of Objects Launched into Outer Space (1976) 
are also agreements regulating some of the important questions r e l a t i v e to human 
a c t i v i t i e s i n outer space. The l a s t of such agreements, which was endorsed i n 
1979 by the United Nations General Assembly and opened for signature and 
r a t i f i c a t i o n , was the Agreement Governing A c t i v i t i e s of-States on the Moon and 
Other C e l e s t i a l Bodies, which elaborates, i n greater d e t a i l than the 1967'Treaty, 
the obligation of States to ensure that the Moon and other c e l e s t i a l bodies within 
the solar system, other than the Earth, are used exclusively f o r peaceful purposes. 

The United Nations has t h i s f a r sponsored two conferences on the exploration 
and peaceful uses of outer space. The second United Nations Conference 
.(UNISPACE 82), held i n Vienna i n 1982, primarily dealt with future developments — 
including such things as space transportation systems, space .manufacturing and 
solar power stations i n space — and t h e i r - p o t e n t i a l benefits to international 
co-operation and the hazards-that might arise from these a c t i v i t i e s " . The 
mi l i t a r y aspects of the question, however, also received considerable attention. 
Although the question of the competence of that Conference with respect to the 
issues r e l a t i n g to the arms race i n outer space did not meet with the approval of 
a l l participants,,the Conference, nevertheless, examined and approved i n its" 
report three paragraphs which, i n general, recognized the grave dangers presented 
by the extension of the arms race into outer space and urged " a l l nations, i n 
parti c u l a r those with major space c a p a b i l i t i e s " to contribute a c t i v e l y to the 
prevention of such an eventuality. I t also c a l l e d on a l l States to adhere to 
the Outer Space Treaty and s t r i c t l y to observe i t s l e t t e r and s p i r i t ; and strongly 
recommended that the competent organs of the United Nations — the General Assembly 
and the Committee on Disarmament i n par t i c u l a r — give appropriate attention and 
high p r i o r i t y to the grave concern expressed about the questionw 

-, * ' -
- In continuing i t s a c t i v i t i e s , the Legal Sub-Committee-of the (Committee on the 

Peaceful Uses of Outer Space, which i s now holding i t s twenty-third session here 
in,Geneva, i s considering three very important items: 

< Formulation of the draft pri n c i p l e s on the l e g a l implication of remote 
sensing of the earth from space. This concerns the detection and analysis of 
the earth's resources by sensors carried i n a i r c r a f t and spacecraft; 

D e f i n i t i o n and/or delimitation of Outer Space and Geostationary Orbit; and 

Consideration of the p o s s i b i l i t y , of supplementing the "norms of international 
law relevant,to the use of nuclear-power sources i n outer space, that i s , to the 
procedure for n o t i f i c a t i o n i n case of malfunctioning of a spacecraft carrying a' 
nuclear-power source on board. 

I have mentioned a l l these United Nations related a c t i v i t i e s and the ex i s t i n g 
body of international agreements only to point out that evert thé very complex 
problems of relations i n outer space can be solved. What I p a r t i c u l a r l y had i n 
mind was to-draw attention to the urgency of the problem and the'existing gap i n 
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the resolution of the problems related to the arms race i n outer space, and to 
the danger of turning, outer space into an arena of armed c o n f l i c t . 

I t i s estimated that 75 per cent of a l l space- a c t i v i t i e s are; m i l i t a r y -
related. There can hardly be,a day that the presa does not disclose?something-
new on-the testing, of weapons for use i n outer space, or concerning immediate . 
plans for t h e i r development. Although the information published i n the press 
cannot always be considered r e l i a b l e , i n p a r t i c u l a r when m i l i t a r y research or 
programmes are involved, we, as a negotiating forum which does not have access 
to•such information from other sources, should be grateful to the press f o r 
giving us from time tó time information,, which may provide s u f f i c i e n t background 
as a,-warning, thus confirming the old saying: where there i s smoke there i s f i r e . 

; The-consideration of the issues connected with the extensipn.-of the arms 
race intpj outer space i s within the competence of the Conference on Disarmament... 
I t has net t unfortunately r managed to make even the f i r s t step towards resolving 
these;problems, that i s , to establish a working body "with, a view to undertaking 
negotiations for the conclusion.of an agreement or agreements, as appropriate, to 
prevent tan;arms race in 1 a l l i t s aspects i n outer space", as c a l l e d f o r , i n -
General Assembly resolution 38/70. The Conference has wasted much of i t s 
energy on,the-harmonization of views with respect to the mandate of.the subsidiary 
working body, proceeding from d i f f e r e n t viewpoints on the scope of the mandate,of 
such a subsidiary body, although many members of the General Assembly Commjjttee 
and i here-at the Conference have made enormous e f f o r t s to have t h i s problemjgst^.pff 
the ground. 

At the meeting on 22 March we had an opportunity to hear two important 
statements on outer space. In one of them, the distinguished representative of 
the USSR,-Ambassador V. Issraelyan, presented the views of his Government on the 
problem and- submitted, at the same time, the text of a d r a f t treaty on the. 
prohibition of the use of force i n outer space and from space against the Earth. 
This text, i n our view, deserves attention because, i n t e r a l i a , i t suggests the 
ways to, resolve the- question, of the use of force i n outer space, including the 
prohibition of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems. What should not be- overlooked, however, i n 
assessing the. proposal made by Ambassador Issraelyan i s the willingness of,the. 
USSR to negotiate the draft text and the readiness displayed to conduct separate 
negotiations on a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems and to resume b i l a t e r a l negotiations with 
the United States i n t h i s f i e l d . We consider t h i s sign of goodwill to hold 
negotiations on outer space as very important at t h i s moment when other channels 
of negotiation on some major issues of reduction of armaments and disarmament have 
been closed. 

The statement made by the distinguished Ambassador of Sweden, Mr. R. Ekéus, 
offered, i n a way that can hardly be improved, a very s o l i d analysis of. the 
e x i s t i n g space systems, used f o r - m i l i t a r y purposes.- _ Hechas a l s o drawn, attention 
to the solutions contained i n the e x i s t i n g agreements on outer space and made a ; 

l i s t of suggestions on what to do to amend -them and make then comprehensive. 



CD/PV.254 
37 

(Mr. Vidas, Yugoslavia) 

This i s ; i n our opinion, thé manner in which we should approach our work," instead 
of wasting time on the a r t i f i c i a l problem of the mandate of the working body. . 

Apart from these, several other useful documents,were also submitted to the 
Committee on Disarmament in the oast; among which ¡I would like to mention 
document CD/520, submitted by'the Canadian delegation¿ entitled "Arms control and 
outer space"; and document CD/375, submitted by ¿he French delegation, entitled -
"Prevention of an arms racé i n outer space". I t I s siso worth recalling i n this 
connection the earlier French proposai for the establishment of ah international 
s a t e l l i t e monitoring agency and the report of the Secretary-General.entitled 
"Study on the implication Of establishing an international s a t e l l i t e monitoring 
agency". The distinguished Ambassadors of Czechoslovakia, Italy ahd Argentina 
on 27 March;' and today the distinguished Ambassador of S r i Lanka, i n their 
speeches to the Conference, also made some useful suggestions. 

A l l these and many other proposals which I have not mentioned represent 
a solid basis for the start of negotiations which would deal with a wide range of 
issues. In our view, a number of necessary steps should be made i n that 
direction. Not desiring to give any p r i o r i t i e s , we think that there i s a need 
to identify the areas and a c t i v i t i e s which so far have not been covered by the 
existing international legal instruments, along the lines suggested by the 
distinguished Ambassador of Sweden. There i s also a need to draw up, on the 
basis of the existing proposals, a programme of work within the competence of the 
Conference on Disarmament, that i s to say, of the subsidiary working body, which 
should be established as soon as possible. The programme of work of the 
subsidiary working body for outer space should be the mandate of that working 
body: i t i s only i n this way that we can concretely f u l f i l the negotiating 
mandate entrusted to the Conference. It would be pertinent, to.recall, however, 
that the Conference has completed the second month of i t s work this year, and 
that during that period only one of the ad; hoc committees which were created i s 
working actively — the Ad. Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons. ' Could anyone 
convince the proverbial man-in-the-street that the Conference on Disarmament i s 
unable to negotiate only because the delegations cannot agree on the mandates of 
individual working bodies? We have our doubts about that. 

Mr. President, before concluding my statement, I would like to express to 
you the sincere appreciation of my delegation for your s k i l f u l guidance of, the 
work of our Conference during this month. Your diplomatic s k i l l and experience 
greatly contributed to the successful resolution of some of the organizational 
problems which are facing our Conference., Thank you, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I thank the representative of 
Yugoslavia for his statement and for the kind words addressed to the President. 
That concludes the l i s t of speakers for today. Does any other delegation wish 
to take the floor? I give the floor to the distinguished representative of the 
United States. 
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Mr. CLYNE (United States of America): Thank you, Mr. President. I would 
only l i k e to respond b r i e f l y to the' statement made by Ambassador Issraelyan 
t h i s morning. F i r s t , I would l i k e to note'that the Soviet Ambassador and the 
Editors of Newsweek are obviously more informed as to the content of the proposed 
draft chemical weapons treaty 'than i s my delegation. ' '1 would also l i k e to note., 
that periodicals do not set the po l i c y bf my Government, and that any attempt on", 
the part of editors and writers of those periodicals a'tJ the interpretation of 
po l i c y , once i t i s set, i s only a manifestation of t h e i r 1 freedom̂ 'i» do so. z\ 
r e j e c t and resent the personal attacks on senior o f f i c i a l s iff my Government, ТГ 
note t h i s i s only the most recent i n a series of personal''attacks by Soviet 
authorities on Mr. Perle, and i t follows closely upon two others,that appeared in, 
Izvestiya, yesterday I believe. I 1 also r e j e c t the -'assertion'thaVmy delegation" 
has deliberately held up work i n the newly-formed Aa Hoc committeeсЬц Chemical 
Weapons. Such an assertion fstands the facts on th e i r head. In t h i s regard I w ^ l l 
not comment on the p r i s t i n e nature of the conduct of some other delegations i n 3;hat 
Ad Hoc Committee. Such comment would not be h e l p f u l . 

Mr. -President, I belifeve that the kind of statement that we witnessed ^his 
morning by Ambassador Issraelyan i s p a r t i c u l a r l y unuseful and unhelp̂ uí̂ flín 'our^wc^k^ 
What is* required 'in oúr'w¿rk i s the willingness to tackle t the d i f ficu¿ t i s s u e s * qf •. 
substance, and narrow thè^iahge of our""\curïpeni;'disâ eements. I assure' t h i s 
Conference that my delegation i s w i l l i n g ^ 'and/^I 'believe, a c t i v e l y attempting to 
participate i n that work,'4

 r &s to Ambassador1 Issraelyan's." statement''would, take a,^, 
page from the'book of a forme!)* Soviet' colleague of .mine ь wfeen i n such'~çasçs,lhe ц.|ёД 
to say," "I w i l l study your statement an^ give i t the' attention i t deserves!'*. .1 и!Ц 
do that to the Soviet statement of th i s morning. 

The PRESIDENT (translated from French) : Thank -you; I take i t that no'Other-'< 
delegation wishes to take'the f l o o r . The secretariat today circulated an informal '' 
document containing - the programme of meetings of the Conference and i t s subsidiary* 7 

bodies f o r the coming week»riooAs usual, the 'programme.isja_ tentative one and may-:be' 
changed i f necessary. If^I-.-hear no objection, I shall- t a k e r i t i t h a t the Conferenéôi 
wishes to adopt the programme* 

I t was so decided. 
- _v 

The PRESIDENT"(translated from French 4): At th i s l a s t plenary meeting f o r the! 
month 8if March, the month in'which the Romanian'.delegation had the honpûr to assume 
the Presidency, I should l i k e f i r s t of a l l ' t o convey to the distinguished , c 

representatives gathered here for the work of the Conference on Disarmament our most 
sincere thanks for the open-mindedness and f r i e n d l y co-operation they showed us, 
which f a c i l i t a t e d , a constructive approach tojthe jroblems _connected with; the^worjc of 
our Conference, thus enabling the President^ through t h e i r support, to discharge^' 
the functions eatrusted*<to .him'in the month of March. 

I should l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to thank a l l the delegations which havë-
referred to the excellent relations of co-operation and friendship between t h e i r 
countries and Romania, and who have expressed t h e i r appreciation with regard to my 
country's p o l i c y of peace and international understanding. 

In discharging the functions of the Presidency of the Conference on Disarmament, 
the Romanian delegation has been motivated by a sincere desire to place i t s a b i l i t i e s 
at the service of the Conference, i n order to bring about the dialogue and 
negotiations which would allow us to advance i n our work, and also to pass on as 
rapid l y as possible to substantive negotiations on the problems included i n our 
agenda. 
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This year's session of the Conference i s of exceptional significance under 
present conditions, i n which the restoration and development of mutual t r u s t , as 
well as the strengthening of the security of a l l nations t have become fundamental 
requirements for ensuring peace, detente and co-operation i n the world. 

As I had the honour to state i n t h i s forum, my country attaches p a r t i c u l a r 
significance to the work of the Conference on Disarmament. In our opinion, 
genuine security can be-achievedóñly\by i n i t i a t i n g and constantly promoting 
effective disarmament measures and, i i i the f i r s t place,,by the elimination of the 
danger of a fresh escalation of nuclear weapons on the*continent of Europe and 
the prevention of a thermonuclear war which would be disastrous f o r mankind. 

In order to achieve that end, we must taftdertake new, serious e f f o r t s , and set 
up* a l l the appropriate organizational structures f o r the- holding of negotiations 
on the matters entrusted to our Conference. At the end of March, i t may be said 
that progress has been made i n many spheres, and a good number of positions have 
been defined, thus enabling-'us to pursue the search f o r compromise solutions i n 
order to embark as rapidly as possible on the beginning of negotiations on 
substantive problems i n several bodies. 

I am convinced that the establishment and st a r t of work of subsidiary bodies 
on a l l the agenda items and', above a l l , on the prevention of nuclear war, must not 
be delayed any further. 

For my part, I have considered i t my duty, and I have applied myself 
accordingly, to use every day„.-a£ .ibis month i n order to accelerate contacts with a 
view to improving communication among delegations, through both formal and informal 
consultations; I believe and hope that t h i s w i l l enable concrete decisions to be 
taken i n the Conference. 

As for negotiations proper within the Conference on Disarmament, the least 
that can be said i s that we cannot consider ourselves s a t i s f i e d at t h e i r pace and 
t h e i r results i n comparison with our agenda and the tasks entrusted to our forum 
by the international community. 

I t i s not our intention i n this short statement to take stock of the a c t i v i t i e s 
of the Conference during the month of March. Such a balance-sheet would be both 
presumptuous and incomplete, as the work of this period i s merely the continuation 
of that of the preceding month as well as the premise for the work to be done i n the 
months to come. In this connection, I should l i k e to thank once again 
Ambassador Stanislaw Turbanski of Poland for his excellent work and the results 
obtained i n the month of February, 

Our delegation has been guided i n i t s approach to the r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s of the 
presidency by the same p r i n c i p l e which underlies medicine, known as the Hippocratic 
Oath: primum non nocere. 

Our sole desire has been to f a c i l i t a t e negotiation, using to that end a l l the 
tools available to our Conference, i n order to ensure that we pass on as r a p i d l y as 
possible to the substantive negotiations which are essential i n present international 
circumstances. 

While renewing our warm thanks to the delegations to the Conference, i t s 
Secretary-General, Mr. Rikhi J a i p a l , the members of the secretariat and the 
interpreters, f o r t h e i r understanding and f o r the support they have given, the 
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Romanian delegation f i r m l y undertakes to work i n future with the same energy and 
the same sense of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y i n order to arrive at genuine negotiations which 
may lead us to solutions acceptable to a l l and, f i n a l l y , to concrete disarmament 
measures. 

I am sure that you w i l l lend the same support to my eminent successor i n the 
Presidency f o r the month of A p r i l , Ambassador Jayantha Dhanapala of S r i Lanka. 
"We have worked together closely during t h i s month, and I have benefited greatly 
from his experience, h i s wise understanding of the problems facing us and h i s 
friendliness towards me. 

I should l i k e to assure the future President of a l l possible assistance and 
support from the Romanian delegation i n the discharge of h i s major r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . 

Today, as my term of Presidency of the Conference f o r the month of March reaches 
an end, I should l i k e to express the hope that the month of A p r i l w i l l be a good 
month for the Conference on Disarmament; even i f we have l o s t a l l taste f o r 
prophecy, we should not forsake hope, which i t i s our duty to harbour. Thank you 
a l l . 

The next plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament w i l l be held on 
Tuesday, 3 A p r i l at 10.30 a.m. The meeting i s adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 1.35 Turn 
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The PRESIDENT : The Conference on Disarmament i s called to orderT 

The delegation o f S r i Lanka, through purely fortuitous circumstance and the 
normal operation of the pr i n c i p l e of r o t a t i o n , finds i t s e l f i n the chair of t h i s 
important Conference f o r the month of A p r i l . We accept t h i s r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
towards the Conference on Disarmament and towards the international community 
with a l l humility and with the firm resolve to dis charge our duties d i l i g e n t l y 
and i n keeping with the highest tra d i t i o n s of t h i s o f f i c e . 

I am confident that I speak on behalf of my colleagues i n expressing our 
deep appreciation to Ambassador Datcu of the delegation of Romania for the service 
he rendered t h i s Conference as i t s President f o r the month of March. I had 
occasion at the plenary meeting on 2°/ March to express the gratitude of my 
delegation f o r his patient ,and s k i l f u l diplomacy laced with his effervescent 
good humour. 

As a representative of a non-aligned country which neither is;_at. nuclear-
weapon State nor has any ambitions of becoming one I r e c a l l that i t was the 
f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament that spawned 
the new, democratized and i n t e r r e l a t e d group of bodies charged with the subject 
of disarmament i n international a f f a i r s . The new machinery created by the 
f i r s t s pecial session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament r e c t i f i e d 
the lack of un i v e r s a l i t y i n the p a r t i c i p a t i o n and decision-making i n the 
disarmament deliberations and negotiations that had gone on p r i o r to i t . 
I wish to quote from the f i r s t statement made i n t h i s august body by my delegation. 
Speaking at the opening session of the Committee on Disarmament on 24 January 1979» 
the Minister of Foreign A f f a i r s of S r i Lanka, Mr. A.C. Shahul Hameed, said: 

"We are aware that among the c r i t e r i a adopted for membership of the 
Committee on Disarmament i s that of being a m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t State — 
a q u a l i f i c a t i o n which S r i Lanka can hardly claim to s a t i s f y . That we were 
included among the eight new members of the Committee i s we believe a t a c i t 
acknowledgement of the contribution which the m i l i t a r i l y less s i g n i f i c a n t 
can make to disarmament — a contribution which i n my country's case derives 
from the p o l i c i e s and positions which the Government of S r i Lanka under the 
leadership of my, President His Excellency J.R. Jayewardene has chosen to 
follow. 

This Committee i s meeting today as a consequence of the United Nations 
s p e c i a l session on disarmament'held i n May and June l a s t year. Mr. Chairman, 
as a fellow-member of the Non-Aligned Movement you would know that the 
s p e c i a l session was the result of the sustained e f f o r t s of the Non-Aligned 
Group who as f a r back as 1961 f i r s t calledrrfor the convening of a- special 
session devoted to disarmament. That objective was r e a l i z e d in-1978 following 
the resolution which my country's delegation, m our capacity as Chairman of 
the Non-Aligned Movement, was p r i v i l e g e d to propose at the t h i r t y - f i r s t session 
of the General Assembly on behalf of the non-aligned community." 

I t i s f i v e years since that time when my delegation made i t s advent into t h i s 
negotiating body. We did so with great expectations of i t but with the modest 
desire of l i s t e n i n g and learning as we made our contribution. The inevitable 
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question to be asked i s whether those expectations have been f u l f i l l e d . Have we ir 

obtained the form or i l l u s i o n of universal p a r t i c i p a t i o n without i t s substance? 
Are we nearer to the ,goal of general and complete disarmament than before? 

The month of A p r i l i s associated i n the temperate zones of tne world as the 
month of spring. For my country, where 80 per cent of the population are r u r a l 
farmers, t h i s month i s the end of the cycle when we harvest the r i c e we have grown 
i n our v i l l a g e paddy-fields and when we celebrate the t r a d i t i o n a l Hew Year. To 
extend the metaphor, I ask myself, where are we m the Conference' placed i n the 
cycle? Five years ago we began our eff o r t s i n th i s single m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating 
forum i n quest pf general and complete disarmament under effective international 
control. By now we, should be harvesting the results of our endeavours. Instead 
we have to admit that we have no agreements to our credit and that we engage 
perennially i n an extended debate through the spring and summer parts of our 
sessions. In t h i s session, having adopted our agenda two weeks after we began, 
we established the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons with the distinguished 
Ambassador of Sweden as Chairman i n the t h i r d week of our session together with 
Ad Hoc Committees on items 6 and 8. Of these, only the Ad Hoc Committee on item 4 
i s a functioning one, although progress remains slow. We are at various stages i n 
the negotiation f o r the establishment of Ad Hoc Committees on items 1, 2, 3» 5 
and 7« This, then, i s the record of our achievement i n the current session f o r 
eight weeks. We have to make greater progress t h i s month so that when we 
reassemble f o r the summer part of our session we would have a clear v i s i o n of 
the progress we are l i k e l y to make t h i s year. That does not leave us much time. 
However, as you a l l know the constraint hampering the work of t h i s Conference 
has seldom been one of time. We have had time to deliberate when we should be 
'nélgô íating. We have had time to debate when we should be drafting agreements. 
We have had time for polemicaí rhetoric when we should be engaging i n the 
harmonization of diverse views into a constructive consensus. 

I t i s , I fear, regarded as unfashionable and p o l i t i c a l l y naive to speak today 
of the e t h i c a l basis of disarmament. I cannot agree with t h i s view. I t i s only 
by a clear perception of the e t h i c a l dimension involved i n disarmament — whatever 
systems of r e l i g i o u s , s o c i a l and cu l t u r a l values we subscribe to — that we can 
i n s t i l l a sense of urgency to our work which w i l l produce p r a c t i c a l r e s u l t s . 
We face a c r i t i c a l choice. That choice was aptly described by the Secretary-General 
of the United Nations i n his message to t h i s session of the Conference on 
Disarmament. He said: 

"There can be l i m i t a t i o n and reduction of arms and with i t a better prospect 
of peace and global development ; or there can be a continuing s p i r a l of arms 
expenditures and'arms technology which w i l l e n t a i l d i s t r u s t , a t r a g i c drain 
on resources and the'ever present threat of nuclear annihilation r e s u l t i n g 
from nuclear weaponry." 

I have no doubt about the choice we i n the Conference w i l l unanimously agree 
on. The task before us i s to demonstrate t h i s choice i n our co l l e c t i v e actions 
as w e l l as i n our i n d i v i d u a l words. I seek your co-operation, distinguished 
delegates, i n th i s task which we undertake for our common security and to assure 
a future for mankind. 
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The Conference st a r t s today i t s consideration of item 7 on i t s agenda, 
e n t i t l e d "New types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems, of such weapons; 
ra d i o l o g i c a l weapons". Howeverr i n accordance with rule 30 of the rules of 
procedure, any member wishing to do so may raise any subject relevant to the work 
of the Conference. 

I wish to note the presence among us at t h i s plenary meeting of the 
Under Secretary-General _for Disarmament A f f a i r s of the United Nations, 
Mr. Jan Martenson. I wish to welcome him again щ the Conference and I hope 
that he w i l l have a f r u i t f u l stay i n Geneva. 

I should l i k e to inform the Conference that, i n accordance with our 
time-table f o r the present week, I intend to suspend the plenary meeting once 
we have listened to the speakers inscribed to speak today and to convene an 
informal meeting to consider some pending organizational questions, including 
a request from a non-member to participate i n plenary meetings. At the resumed 
plenary meeting we w i l l take up those questions on which decisions should be 
taken today. 

I have oñ my l i s t of speakers for today the representatives of the 
German Democratic Republic, Poland, "Argentina, Yugoslavia and Algeria._ I now 
give the f l o o r to the' representative of the German Democratic Republic, 
Ambassador Rose. 

Mr. ROSE (German Democratic Republic): Mr. President, l e t me f i r s t of a l l 
extend to you the congratulations of my delegation on your assumption of the 
presidency i n the month of A p r i l . Ve are pleased to see you, Ambassador Dhanapala, 
i n t h i s o f f i c e , the representative of a country which is-well-respected w i t h i n 
the non-aligned movement and plays an active role " i n the-United Nations as w e l l 
as i n the Conference on Disarmament. 

Ve are convinced that your diplomatic s k i l l ; andb experience w i l l help ensure 
effec t i v e work'at t h i s Conference. You may count oír our "delegation f o r i t s f u l l 
co-operation. 

May I also take t h i s opportunity to express, through-you,1 our gratitude to 
your predecessor, Comrade Datcu of the b o c i a l i s t Republic of Romania, f o r the 
dynamic and dedicated manner m which he discharged his duties. I t i s to his 
credit that the possible progress, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n organizational matters, has 
been achieved. 

о 

We also wish to welcome the Under Sec#etary-Generâl,-Mr. Jan Martenson, i n 
our midst and to him too we pledge our f u l l ' co-operàtiott; 

My delegation, m i t s statement of 20 March, dealt with the s i t u a t i o n i n 
t h i s Conference regarding item^'ef our agenda, Prevention of nuclear war, as w e l l 
as with the conclusions> to be drawn for our future work'. 

I t was our hope that some delegations- blocking consensus on the establishment 
of an appropriate ad hoc committee would change t h e i r p o s i t i o n . Deplorably, these 
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expectations have not yet materialized. We again urgently appeal ton those 
delegations to show the necessary p o l i t i c a l w i l l and f l e x i b i l i t y to elaborate and 
agree upon p r a c t i c a l measures to prevent a nuclear war. 

In my intervention today,, I would l i k e to concentrate on matters of substance. 
Last year as w e l l as at t h i s session, the s o c i a l i s t countries submitted concrete 
proposals to advance our work. I would l i k e to point to Working Papers CD/355, 
CD/406 and CD/444'. 

Today, I have the honour to introduce on behalf of a group of s o c i a l i s t 
countries document CD/484» which has already been circulated. The proposals 
contained i n t h i s document are based on the Prague and Moscow Declarations of 
January and June I983 respectively, and are aimed at stimulating i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
actions against the danger of nuclear war. They should be considered as elaborating 
on the above-mentioned Working Papers. Naturally, relevant proposals made by other 
States have been taken into account. 

In submitting this paper the s o c i a l i s t countries are aware that the 
overwhelming majority of States of the world regard the elimination of the 
threat of nuclear war as an indispensable condition not only f o r solving the 
global problems of mankind but also f o r preserving the existence of l i f e on our 
planet. Therefore, a l l e f f o r t s must be concentrated on negotiations' with a view 
to achieving agreement on appropriate and p r a c t i c a l measures to prevent a nuclear 
war, as demanded once again at the recent session of the United Nations 
General Assembly. 

I t stands to reason that such measures should have s p e c i f i c characteristics 
which are determined f i r s t and foremost by t h e i r urgency, by t h e i r immediate effect 
on the amelioration of the international s i t u a t i o n as a whole, and by t h e i r 
r e l a t i v e l y easy adoption and implementation, provided that reason and goodwill on 
the part of a l l sides p r e v a i l . L i f e i t s e l f dictates that we must act r a p i d l y and 
not lose time i n non-committal academic discussions. 

Document CD/484 draws attention to the growing danger of a nuclear war i n 
the wake of the m i l i t a r i s t poll«íes of the United States, the core of which i s the 
attempt to destroy the e x i s t i n g m i l i t a r y balance. In order to provide a material 
basis for these p o l i c i e s , large-scale programmes to develop strategic and other 
nuclear armaments have been adopted. The deployment of more and more new 
United States medium-range missiles i n western Europe designed f o r a nuclear- f i r s t 
s t r i k e i s alarming. At the same time, the extension of the arms race to outer 
space i s envisaged. The l a t e s t information from Washington shows a t o t a l 
disregard f o r the wish of peoples to avoid the dangerous m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer 
space. In l i n e with those strategies, the United States has broken o f f important 
negotiations or deprived them of t h e i r basis by pursuing a provocative p o l i c y of 
nuclear war preparations. In p a r t i c u l a r , the dispute with regard to a comprehensive 
test-ban treaty makes clear that one side i s blocking any m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiation 
on reducing the danger of nuclear war and halting the nuclear-arms race. "Such an 
attitude i s incompatible with international agreements, including the Treaty on the ' 
Non-proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. 



CD/PV.255 
10 

(Mr. Rose, German Démocratie Republic) 

No doubt the best way to stop t h i s dangerous1 -course of a f f a i r s would be the 
complete elimination of nuclear weapons.- з щ member countries of t h i s Conference 
have subscribed to t h i s goal i n 1978 i n adopting' the F i n a l Document of the 
f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. In one of 
.the f i r s t working papers of the Committee on Disarmament — document CD/4 — the 
s o c i a l i s t countries submitted a proposal to- achieve that goal step by step. 
Working Paper CD/484' points to that proposal which i s S t i l l v a l i d . 

I n s i s t i n g on the demand that t h i s Conference turn, without any further delay, 
to negotiations on the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and on nuclear 
disarmament, we advocate other ways and means conducive to lessening and f i n a l l y 
eliminating the danger of nuclear war. We' are convinced that the proposed steps, 
beyond t h e i r immediate positive e f f e c t , would decisively encourage the process of 
nuclear disarmament 

Document CD/484 provides for eff e c t i v e measures i n a comprehensive manner. 
I t draws attention to the fact that the v i t a l interests of the whole of mankind 
require that relations between nuclear-weapon States should be governed by certain 
norms which they could agree among themselves to recognize and which should be 
given a mandatory nature. 

S p e c i f i c a l l y , the Working Paper contains two categories of proposals. The 
f i r s t consists of measures favouring the. creation of a moral and p o l i t i c a l 
atmosphere i n which any attempt to unleash a nuclear war would be abortive. 
The following enumeration i s for p r a c t i c a l purposes, keeping i n mind that a l l 
measures, by t h e i r nature, are closely connected one with another. 

We propose, f i r s t , that a l l countries, i n p a r t i c u l a r the nuclear-weapon 
States, should regard the prevention of nuclear war ras the main objective of t h e i r 
p o l i c y , should prevent situations fraught with nuclear c o n f l i c t and hold urgent 
consultations i n the-event that such a danger emerges i n order to avert the 
outbreak of a nuclear conflagration. 

Second, the document recommends that States include i n appropriate u n i l a t e r a l 
or j o i n t statements or declarations provisions condeirning nuclear war and, at the 
same time, r e f r a i n from propagating nuclear war, including p o l i t i c a l and m i l i t a r y 
doctrines tantamount to j u s t i f y i n g i t . 

Third, the s o c i a l i s t countries reaffirm- t h e i r proposal that a l l nuclear-
weapon States should renounce the f i r s t use of nuclear weapons. This obligation 
could be undertaken i n a u n i l a t e r a l declaration or also be embodied i n a unified 
instrument of international law. We support the proposal to conclude a convention 
on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the use of nuclear weapons with the p a r t i c i p a t i o n o f a l l 
nuclear-weapon States. 

jF-ourtb,». dc-eument CD/484 advocates further measures to strengthen the p r i n c i p l e 
of the non-userof force i n international relations and to guarantee i t s application. 
TJae eonolusAíXn oí arwojcld treaty to that end as w e l l as of a treaty on the mütiíal 
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renunciation of the use of m i l i t a r y force and on the maintenance of peaceful 
relations between the member States of the Vara aw Treaty Organization and NATO 
put forward by a number of s o c i a l i s t countries i n January 1983» ought to be 
considered as important steps. 

F i f t h , a l l nuclear-weapon States are requested not to use nuclear weapons 
under any circumstances against non-nuclear countries i n whose t e r r i t o r y there 
are no such weapons, to respect the status of nuclear-weapon-free zones already 
created and to encourage the creation of new such zones. 

Si x t h , the s o c i a l i s t countries are ready to consider also measures aimed at 
preventing an accidental or unauthorized use of nuclear weapons and the p o s s i b i l i t y 
of surprise attacks. I t stands to reason that s p e c i f i c measures of a rather 
technical character can contribute to confidence-building only i n conjunction 
with far-reaching p o l i t i c a l obligations. 

I t cannot contribute to confidence i f one side attempts to r e s t r i c t the 
deliberations.on technical aspects and to divert attention from i t s unabated 
nuclear arms build-up. 

Another category of proposals relates to measures of a material nature. 
We focused attention on the following: 

F i r s t , one of the most effective and r e l a t i v e l y e a s i l y applicable measures 
would be a freeze on nuclear weapons. Document CD/484 outlines a l l the components 
of such a step and the way to i t s implementation. 

Furthermore, the s o c i a l i s t countries consider a treaty on the complete and 
general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests conducive to the cessation of the 
qualit a t i v e refinement of nuclear weapons and, u n t i l the conclusion of such a 
treaty, a moratorium on a l l nuclear explosions should be proclaimed by a l l 
nuclear-weapon States. 

Third, another important obligation of nuclear-weapon States would be to 
prevent the p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear weapons i n any form. 

F i n a l l y , the prevention of nuclear war would be greatly assisted by the 
prevention of an arms race i n other dangerous areas, i n p a r t i c u l a r i n outer space. 
The Working"Paper (CD/484) points to the conclusion of a treaty on the pr o h i b i t i o n 
of the use of force i n outer space and from space against the Earth, as w e l l as 
to the u n i l a t e r a l undertaking by the Soviet Union not to be the f i r s t to place any 
type of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons i n outer space. 

The s o c i a l i s t countries are also prepared to consider other measures 
directed at the prevention of nuclear war. The time i s overdue to turn to concrete 
deeds, namely, to constructive negotiations on the above-mentioned proposals with 
a view to concluding appropriate international agreements. 

The s o c i a l i s t countries reaffirm tTaeir determination to embark upon the 
elaboration of urgent and p r a c t i c a l measures for the prevention of nuclear war 
and for the establishment, to this end, of an ad hoc committee. We would hope 
that the document presented w i l l receive due consideration and strengthen the 
conviction that the conditions f o r an immédiate st a r t of negotiations do e x i s t . 
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The PRESIDEME; I thank the representative of the German Democratic Republic 
f o r his statement and f o r the kind words addressed to the President. 

I now give the f l o o r to the representative of Poland, Ambassador Turbanski. 

Mr. TURBANSKI (Poland): Mr. President, allow me, f i r s t of a l l , to express the 
sincere s a t i s f a c t i o n of my delegation and of myself i n seeing you presiding over the 
Conference on Disarmament i n the month of A p r i l . Wishing you a l l success i n the 
d i f f i c u l t duties before you, I offer you, Mr. President, f u l l support and 
co-operation on the part of my delegation i n t h e i r discharge, 

I should also l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to express once more (o'ur admiration 
of, and our thanks to, your predecessor Ambassador Datcu f o r his strenuous e f f o r t s 
and energy, during his Presidency i n the "month of March, i n his countless e f f o r t s 
to solve various organizational matters of t h i s Conference: matters," to be frank, 
which are called "organizational" but have high p o l i t i c a l importance. May I also 
express our pleasure at seeing the Under Secretary-General, Mr. Jan Martenson, 
again with us. 

Following a number of speakers i n the previous plenary meetings, I propose to 
discuss once more the question of the prevention of an arms race i n outer space, a 
question of extreme importance f o r a l l of us l i v i n g on the good old planet Earth. 

The m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer space, or the danger of deployment of weapons of 
mass destruction there, became at the beginning of the present decade more than an 
ominous r e a l i t y . Cuter space i s being transfomed i n t o the arena of a large—scale 
arms race. Like many delegations which have spoken here on t h i s subject, we are 
also of the view that the m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer space i s , unfortunately, only a 
part of a larger process which started e a r l i e r . The doctrine of m i l i t a r y 
superiority i n outer space gained popularity i n the United States i n the l a t e 1950s. 
What was most important was not the exploration of outer space, but the fact that i t 
was, indeed, the space where strategic warfare could be conducted more e f f e c t i v e l y . 
According to United States p o l i t i c i a n s of the l a t e 1950s, the nation t h a t ( f i r s t 
gained access to t h i s new theatre of operations would i n e v i t a b l y become a leading 
Power i n the world. The United States Administration's e f f o r t s i n t h i s d i r e c t i o n 
had, and continue to have, an extremely negative effect on the international s i t u a t i o n 
as a whole, contributing-to a heightened threat of war. According to current plans 
and declarations of the present Administration i n the United States, outer space i s 
to be a show-place f o r more and more sophisticated weapons. 

Directive No. 119 of б January 1984, which has frequently been mentioned 
during our debates t h i s year, on the s t a r t of the implementation of a large-scale 
research programme on new systems of weapons to be deployed i n outer space, capable 
of a r e t a l i a t o r y nuclear s t r i k e , i s only one of the recent proofs qf-these plans. 
The "Shuttle" and "Challenger" programmes conducted by the United States space 
agency NASA include, among other tasks, the t e s t i n g of m i l i t a r y and i n t e l l i g e n c e 
systems, and the "inspection", i f one may say so, of o r b i t i n g s a t e l l i t e s or t h e i r 
capture. The United States mass media make no secret that the Pentagon i s the 
main beneficiary of these programmes. 
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When more than a quarter of a century ago, thanks to human genius and 
imagination, the f i r s t man, Yuri Gagarin, entered outer space, the world community 
certainly did not expect such ominous developments. This disarmament forum has 
therefore to do everything possible to ensure that the further exploration and 
use of outer space i s carried out i n the interest of a l l countries and a l l nations, 
f o r t h e i r benefit and not f o r t h e i r destruction. 

The experience gained so f a r m disarmament negotiations shows that i t i s 
easier to stop an arms race before, rather than a f t e r , the deployment of new 
weapons systems. Accordingly, a serious attempt to reverse the present trends s t i l l 
has a reasonable chance of being successful. I t i s evident that m i l i t a r y 
developments i n outer space have a global impact on international security by the 
very nature of the circumplanetary coverage of s a t e l l i t e s . The outer-space arms 
race i s thus a direct prolongation of the t r a d i t i o n a l one on Earth and, as such, 
offers extremely disquieting threats of nuclear confrontation. 

While discussing m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t i e s m outer space, one must r e a l i z e that 
they cannot be separated from the issue of peaceful uses of outer space. We do 
admit that many of the peaceful applications of outer space i n f i e l d s such as 
telecommunications, navigation, photographic reconnaissance, have also, sometimes 
with only minor modifications, important m i l i t a r y uses. Meteorological, 
navigations, communications and other types of s a t e l l i t e s can be used to perform 
command and control functions, to conduct ground surveillance, to c o l l e c t 
i n t e l l i g e n c e or to target intercontinental b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e s , etc. The possible 
overlap with c i v i l i a n applications — as can be seen — i s quite large. But many 
a c t i v i t i e s are of almost exclusively m i l i t a r y i n t e r e s t . I t i s disquieting that 
these are receiving more and more emphasis. On the other hand, i t has often been 
remarked, also i n t h i s chamber, that s a t e l l i t e s have an important v e r i f i c a t i o n 
function and, i f further emphasized and accepted by a l l interested parties, could 
become effective instruments i n t h i s respect. The trend i n these developments, 
according to s p e c i a l i s t s , i s towards a higher degree of perfection i n sensor 
technology, photographic reconnaissance, nuclear-explosion detection, etc. 

The possible m i l i t a r y use of outer space against an adversary on the Earth 
also s i g n i f i e s the development and deployment i n that environment of e f f i c i e n t and 
s p e c i f i c direct weapons. Aft e r the so-called "Star Wars" speech by 
President Reagan i n March 198 3, a possible exploitation of outer space for s p e c i f i c 
m i l i t a r y purposes appears to focus attention on a domain of new technology and 
weapon development which may have profound implications f o r international security. 
I f one adds the so-called laser and directed-energy weapons, the essential 
components of which already exist and which offer the p o s s i b i l i t y of an almost 
instantaneous " k i l l " mechanism, the m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer space and i t s 
exploitation f o r m i l i t a r y purposes appear as a complex issue which i s , therefore, 
ripe f o r concrete negotiations. Otherwise the 1980s may become a decade of 
advances i n m i l i t a r y technology f o r deployment i n that environment. Current and 
future developments i n t h i s regard may b r i n g profound changes i n strategic 
thinking and international security issues. 
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Quite a number of t r e a t i e s concerning outer space a c t i v i t i e s already e x i s t . 
They have been l i s t e d and discussed i n t h i s chamber by many speakers during t h i s 
current session and i n recent sessions, from the time when the problem of the arms 
race i n the outer space waslput on the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament. 
They were also discussed, permit me to r e c a l l , Mr. President, i n my statement here 
on 18 August I983. I think we a l l agree that i f the s p i r i t of the e x i s t i n g t r e a t i e s 
and t h e i r underlying p r i n c i p l e of making outer space a peaceful environment were 
followed i n p r a c t i c e , the Situation m that environment, and i n different f o r a 
debating on i t s future, would be f a r better. Unfortunately, t h i s i s not so. 
The General Assembly,- i n resolution 38/70, very r i g h t l y r e c a l l s past international 
t r e a t i e s , the P i n a l Document of i t s tenth special session and i t s past resolutions 
on outer space, and notes with concern that despite the e x i s t i n g instruments, the 
extension of an arms race i n t o outer space -is taking place. Indeed, the s p i r i t of 
the 1967 Outer Space Treaty, whereby outer space was to be a domain of peaceful 
ex p l o i t a t i o n , i s not respected. The effectiveness of a more s p e c i f i c treaty, such-
as the I972 ABM Treaty, i s now threatened because of new developments i n direct 
weapons based on laser and p a r t i c l e beams. These two instruments are mentioned 
only as a minimum i l l u s t r a t i o n . The only s p e c i f i c negotiations so f a r aiming to 
control the m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer space, the b i l a t e r a l t a l k s of the l a t e 1970s 
between the USSR and United States on ASAT weapons, have 'been broken of f by 
the United States. 

Thus, the analyses, the statements of p o l i t i c i a n s and also our statements on 
the subject reveal a gloomy picture of t h i s complex problem. The only solution i s 
to s t a r t acting now. I share the view expressed here by the distinguished 
representative of Czechoslovakia, Ambassador Vejvoda, i n h i s statement of 
27 March, that the time has come to b r i n g to a close — as he put i t — "general" 
and "exploratory" discussions regarding the prevention of an arms race i n outer 
space'. We are convinced that the time has come to s t a r t elaborating relevant-
p r a c t i c a l and effective measures which by mutual agreement could prohibit .deployment 
of any weapons i n outer space. In t h i s connection i t should be r e c a l l e d that i n 
August I98I the Soviet Union submitted to the t h i r t y - s i x t h session of the 
United Nations General Assembly a draft treaty on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the s t a t i o n i n g 
of weapons of any kind i n outer space, showing thus i t s readiness to take p a r t i a l 
steps, but excluding any upsetting of the approximate p a r i t y of forces between the 
main p o l i t i c o - m i l i t a r y blocs. The United Nations General Assembly overwhelmingly 
adopted, as we remember, a resolution i n which i t recognized the need to take 
action to prevent the spreading of the arms race to outer space and requested the 
then Committee on Disarmament to start negotiations with a view to producing and 
agreeing on the text of a corresponding international treaty. That i n i t i a t i v e , 
however, was opposed by the United States which t r i e d to reduce the essence of the 
problem to the banning of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems, leaving open the question of the 
stationing of other types of m i l i t a r y i n s t a l l a t i o n s i n outer space. Last year, 
during the t h i r t y - e i g h t h session of the United Nations General Assembly the 
Soviet Union proposed the conclusion of a treaty on the prohibition of the use of 
force i n outer space and from outer space against the Earth, which was circulated 
as a document of t h i s Conference (CD/476) and introduced by the distinguished 
representative of the USSR, Ambassador Issraelyan, on 22 March I984. 
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We would l i k e to emphasize the great p o l i t i c a l importance of both these 
proposals. Their main p o l i t i c a l objective i s to prevent an arms race i n outer 
space, and t h i s i s t h e i r most important, human feature. In addition, with regard 
to the draft treaty p r o h i b i t i n g the use of force m outer space, due attention 
should be paid to the fact that i t combines p o l i t i c a l and l e g a l obligations of 
States not to use force against each other i n or from outer space with the 
implementation of far-reaching substantive measures intended to prevent the. 
m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer space. We hope that t h i s new Soviet i n i t i a t i v e w i l l be 
favourably received by t h i s Conference and w i l l make a major contribution to f u l l -
scale, concrete, m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on the prevention of an arms race i n 
outer space. 

The gravity of the problem i s evident and great. I t i s even greater today 
than i t was a few days ago. According to informed sources i n the United States 
Administration, as yesterday's International Herald Tribune puts i t , 
President Reagan signed l a s t Saturday, 31 March, before submission to the Congress, 
a report according to whicH, "... the Reagan Administration plans to develop and 
test ati a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapon and does not plan to seek a comprehensive ban on 
such weapons with the Soviet Union...". Thus, the gravity of the problem cannot 
be underestimated. I therefore j o i n a l l those who spoke here i n favour of the 
early establishment of an ad hoc committee i n the framework of t h i s Conference to 
i n i t i a t e such negotiations as soon as possible. Various proposals concerning i t s 
mandate have already been considered extensively l a s t year and during the current 
session. My delegation f u l l y shares the analyses and conclusions expressed i n t h i s 
respect by you, Mr. President, on 29 March l a s t . Indeed, the problem should be 
approached i n a comprehensive way within the framework of a future ad hoc 
committee. While recognizing that i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of different aspects and of 
multiple questions of t h i s complex problem should be undertaken i n the f i r s t instance 
t h i s cannot be conducted f o r the sake of such i d e n t i f i c a t i o n i t s e l f and without the 
basic l i n k which leads to negotiations. In other words, the future mandate of the 
said body cannot be l i m i t e d only to the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of issues. In the l i g h t of 
the l a t e s t news on the subject, what i s urgently needed i s concrete negotiations. 
There i s no lack of examples from the recent past or from p a r a l l e l exercises, and 
we are therefore i n fact suspicious that the insistence by some Western delegations 
on the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of issues i s aimed rather to block than to advance substantive 
work, i . e . , the undertaking of negotiations f o r the conclusion of an agreement or 
agreements, as appropriate, to prevent an arms race i n a l l i t s aspects i n outer 
space, as proposed i n the course of the recent informal consultations. 

We are entering the t h i r d month of t h i s session without even having solved i t s 
basic organizational problems. Outer space free of arms and of the arme race i s no 
longer a problem f o r petty t a c t i c a l games. This i s the problem of huge D o l i t i c a l 
dimensions, deserving the most serious attention on our part. 

Mr. President, there i s s t i l l time to prevent an arms race i n outer space, 
but we have to act now. I hope that under your leadership t h i s .Conference w i l l 
embark on successful negotiations i n t h i s d i r e c t i o n . 
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The PRESIDENT; I thank the representative of Poland for his statement and fo r the 
kind words addressed to the President. 

I now give the f l o o r to the representative of Argentina, Ambassador Carasales. 

Mr. CARASALES (Argentina) (translated from Spanish): Thank you, Mr. President. 
I t i s g r a t i f y i n g for me to take the f l o o r at today's meeting because i t enables me 
to be among the f i r s t to extend to you ray very sincere congratulations on your 
assuming the Presidency of our Conference, we wish you every success i n the discharge 
of your functions, success on which we may r e l y a f t e r witnessing your b r i l l i a n t record 
as co-ordlnator of the Group of 21 i n the month of May 1983. You may always rely-on 
the f u l l e s t co-operation of the Argentine delegation. Following his intense and 
tireless work as President of the Conference during l a s t month, i t gives me great 
pleasure to see Ambassador Datcu on your r i g h t . He had every r i g h t to go to rest for 
a while at Berne. He has not_done,so.,.and_this_ shows once again the personal 
commitment of Ambassador Datcu to the work of t h i s Conference and the items under 
discussion at i t . I wish to express to the Ambassador of Romania my delegation's 
appreciation and gratitude for the highly e f f i c i e n t and vigorous work he performed. 

I t also gives me pleasure to see among us the Under Secretary-General of the 
United Nations for Disarmament, Mr. Jan Martenson, whose,continuing i n t e r e s t i n the 
items covered by our discussions i s well known, and I welcome him most c o r d i a l l y 
among us. 

According to- the programme of work for the f i r s t part of the 1984 session of the 
Conference on- Disarmament, t h i s negotiating body was to have, considered l a s t week 
agenda item 6 , e n t i t l e d " E f f e c t i v e International arrangements to ensure non-nuciear-
weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons". I say "was to 
have considered" because, with the exception of the delegation of a non-member State 
and general references i n speeches focusing on other issues, t h i s item was not the 
subject of any s p e c i f i c statement by member delegations at the Conference. 

I must confess that t h i s refusal to deal with t h i s issue does not surprise us, 
and i s the clearest sign of the present state of a f f a i r s regarding an issue which the 
F i n a l Document considered important, inasmuch as i n paragraph 59 i t urged the 
nuclear-weapon States to "pursue e f f o r t s to conclude" the e f f e c t i v e arrangements 
referred to i n the t i t l e of agenda item 6. 

This item has indeed been included i n our agenda, and at the beginning of our 
session the corresponding Ad Hoc Committee was set up, but t h i s was v i r t u a l l y a 
mechanical act: no meetings of the subsidiary body have been planned f o r the present 
part of the session, and there i s rood reason to doubt that there w i l l be any i n the 
second part of the session. 

This organizational s i t u a t i o n indicates something of which we are a l l aware. 
The non-nuclear-weapon States, or the vast majority of the international community, 
the countries which have the rig h t to receive clear and e f f e c t i v e guarantees against 
the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons against them, have before thorn, supposedly 
as a source of such assurance, f i v e u n i l a t e r a l declarations made by the nuclear-weapon 
Powers. These declarations are d i s s i m i l a r , subject to di f f e r e n t interpretations, 
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almost a l l of them are f u l l of conditions and escape clauses of different kinds, and 
the appreciation of their implementation w i l l be carried out exclusively by the 
States making them. As the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Argentina said i n his 
statement on 28 February last, some of them rather appear to be "permissible 
scenarios for the use or threat of use of weapons that may end the c i v i l i z a t i o n as 
we know i t " . 

It i s therefore not surprising that these declarations have been considered 
absolutely inadequate by those for whom they are intended. No State can allow i t s 
security — something to which a l l States are entitled — to be founded upon the 
basis of declarations such as those which have been made, or at least four out of the 
five of them. They certainly do not deserve to be described as "assurances". 

The States which should provide such guarantees are, naturally, the nuclear-
weapon States, and i t i s up to them to take the necessary steps to c l a r i f y and 
strengthen their undertakings and arrive at the conclusion of the "effective 
international arrangements" referred to in the Final Document and the t i t l e of 
agenda item 6 i t s e l f . 

These necessary steps have not been taken, nor does there seem to.be the 
slightest w i l l to do so. What i s evident, as the Group of 21 pointed out i n i t s 
statement of 9 August 1985» i s "the i n f l e x i b i l i t y of the nuclear-weapon States to 
remove the limitations, conditions and exceptions contained i n their unilateral 
declarations" (CD/407). 

Here l i e s the explanation of the dead end which has been reached i n the 
consideration of item 6. And there appears to be no sign that the situation w i l l 
change or that any positive developments w i l l occur i n the near future. 

No State, or virt u a l l y no State, wishes to renounce the possibility of using 
nuclear weapons, even in this limited context. The architects of deterrence and 
their a l l i e s obviously wish, in the last resort, to preserve their freedom of action 
and i t seems that a l l efforts made in this sphere basically hinge on this fact. 
It i s therefore not surprising that those efforts are f r u i t l e s s . 

Hence the particular importance of the opinion expressed i n the statement of 
the Group of 21 (CD/407) from whioh I quoted a moment ago: "The Group of 21 
reiterates i t s belief that the most effective assurance of security against the use 
or threat of use of nuclear weapons i s nuclear disarmament and prohibition of the-use 
of nuclear weapons". 

However much we consider this state of affairs from different angles, we always 
arrive at the same conclusion: so long as nuclear weapons exist and can be used, 
there w i l l be no security for anyone. 

The developments which have taken place i n recent years in this f i e l d could not 
be more alarming. A new stage has begun in the nuclear-arms race. More sophisticated 
nuclear weapons are being installed on both sides, and the nuclear danger i s visible 
in a l l seas and i n a l l latitudes, i n a kind of horizontal proliferation which i s 
increasingly alarming. It may be asked, what decision-making process w i l l govern the 
use of such weapons? Will the countries on whose territory such arms are stationed 
have any say in the matter? Will there be any increase i n the number of countries 
with power of decision in this f i e l d , even though the number of States possessing 
nuclear weapons remains the same? 
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Do.we not have ,to -co-exist wich-tens,of, thousands pf nuclear - weapons deployed-
throughout the world?- 'The exact figures may vary according to the. sources, rbut - -; 

have we not reached-the point that to give or take a thousand -nuclear warheads i s 
no longer of any importance? Are we not facet. *iti» increasingly ominous prospects 
of the extension of the nuclear-arms race in outer space? 

In the face-.of this state of aff a i r s , wh.ch is no Дезе' alarming for.being often 
pointed out, we heard a few days ago, to be precise on 29 March, a curious attempt 
to associate tbe;prevention of nuclear war with the rat i f i c a t i o n of the 
Non-Proliferation Treaty, and at the same time, to s h i f t - i n a sense the responsibility 
for the alarming international situation on to the States which have not adhered 
to that international instruments 

Assertions of this kind c a l l for comment oy ray delegation. 

In the f i r s t place, the Non-Proliferation Treaty i s a very unsatisfactory treaty, 
because i t i s discriminatory, because i t imposes obligations which are absolutely 
unequal end in some cases are not even obligations, because i t a r b i t r a r i l y restricts 
the poss i b i l i t i e s of the peaceful use of atomic energy, because i t seeks to preserve 
without competition advanced technology in the hands of an exclusive c i r c l e of 
countries, and because basically i t legitimates the possession of nuclear weapons. 

Furthermore, besides the defects and shortcomings of the Treaty, the elements 
among i t s provisions which i t s authors considered to be positive have not been 
f u l f i l l e d . Broad international co-operation in the peaceful use of nuclear energy 
has not taken place, and there has,been no determined attempt to carry out the 
negotiations for the cessation at an early date of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear 
disarmament. On the contrary, s c i e n t i f i c and technological exchanges have been 
hindered and restricted to an increasing extent, and the prospects of major progress 
in nuclear dlsarmacert and for halting -rid reversing the ruclear-armo race appear 
increasingly remote. Item 2 of our agenda, which deals with this issue, i s s t i l l 
awaiting, not the beginning of negotiations, but even the beginning of any serious 
and meaningful consideration â-iz tc the opposition of some countries which are 
among the most fervent advocates of the MPT. This i s not the occasion, nor i s i t 
my intention, to carry out a detailed analysis of the-NPT and i t s implications. 
The Foreign Minister of my country, Mr. Dante Caputo, had. the opportunity of 
explaining our views of this matter on 23 February last- In any event, there i s no 
denying that i t has essential aspects which may be the subject of ju s t i f i e d criticism, 
nor the right of every sovereign State tc assess those aspects and their consequences 
and accordingly establish i t s position in that connection. 

Some States may have decided to overlook those shortcomings and sign and r a t i f y 
the NPT. That i s their right and we respect i t . Perhaps when they did so those 
shortcomings had not yet been bade clea^, and who knows i f today they would adopt the 
same attitude. Other.States, on the contrary, also undeniably have the ri g h t , . i f the 
outcome of their assessment of the provisions and functioning of the Treaty i s negative, 
to refrain from becoming parties to a regime which, from their viewpoint,.is unjustly 
prejudicial to their interests and their development without providing any 
counterpart to justify the sacrifices i t imposes, and without the risks of nuclear 
war being reduced. 
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On the other hand, what must be rejected i s the right -- which certainly i s no 
right — to insinuate, even implicitly, that i f a country decides not to become a 
party to the NPT i t i s because i t intends, now or later, to produce or possess nuclear 
weapons and,- at the same time, that such a country i s therefore hindering the 
prevention,of nuclear war. 

, , rThis i s quite gratuitously to attribute blameworthy intentions to States which 
do not take the same view of the worth and effectiveness of an international legal 
agreement to which, at least so far, i t has never been considered obligatory to 
accede. 

what matters are the facts, r e a l i t i e s , not baseless speculation. States which 
are not parties to the NPT have categorically repeated ad infinitum, perhaps 
ad nauseam, their total and utter rejection of nuclear weapons and their intention to 
use- the i n f i n i t e possibilities offered by nuclear energy for the benefit and progress 
of- their peoples in an exclusively peaceful manner. They intend to do so i n a l l 
freedom, without mentors or guides, without having to ask permission and without being 
subject to the arbitrary decisions or p o l i t i c a l vicissitudes of the club of the 
all-powerful States. 

So far not the slightest evidence, not the least objective element, has been 
brought forward to prove that such States are not t e l l i n g the truth. Nevertheless, 
they are not believed, any technological advance i s received with utmost distrust, 
and each and every one of their acts is minutely examined for hidden intentions and 
must be susceptible to most severe,, permanent and wide-ranging control',, , 0 

The champions of this distrust, the advocates of the stri c t e s t control, are 
precisely those who arrogate themselves every right and, seek to remain outside a l l 
control, as in the NPT; those who do not accept the slightest restriction which 
might infringe upon their complete freedom of action to develop increasingly more 
sophisticated weapons of mass destruction or to receive them on their territory; 
those who at the same time demand that their declarations should.be taken as "gospel 
truth" without being subject to the slightest verification, as in the case of the 
Tlateloïco Protocols. 

LI - These champions of paradox usually include, in their condemnation of so-called 
horizontal proliferation, pious statements concerning the need to curb vertical 
proliferation too. However, a l l the effort and concern they deploy concerning the 
former (horizontal proliferation) seem to vanish in the cas.e o f the latter (vertical 
proliferation), when the security perceptions of their military alliances and their 
underlying doctrines might be jeopardized. They do not even seem to extend to the 
kind of geographical proliferation which is increasing every day. 

The quickest and best means of avoiding the proliferation of nuclear weapons i s 
the rapid conclusion of a treaty for the complete prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests, 
but the fact i s that i t i s not even possible to begin negotiating such a treaty. I t 
no longer has priority; on the other hand, the NPT does. 

We are a l l in favour of non-proliferation, in one sense or another. Many of us 
are against the devices themselves which must not proliferate, nuclear weapons. If 
nuclear weapons did not exist, there would not be the slightest risk of proliferation. 
But even with the more limited objective of non-proliferation, is i t right to argue 
as i f i t were a self-evident truth that the NPT i s the only suitable means? 
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Various States do not share this opinion. To ascribe irresponsible implications 
and alarming consequences to the exercise of this undeniable right i s to believe in 
the naïveté or g u l l i b i l i t y of the people. Can anyone even imagine that the risks 
of a nuclear conflict would disappear, or even diminish, i f the NPT were r a t i f i e d in 
i t s present form by a l l States without exception, while the thousands of nuclear ' 
warheads with which the world i s crammed, and the delivery vehicles designed to 
transport them to their objectives, remain intact? Where does the risk of a nuclear 
war l i e ? In the States which are not parties to the NPT? It would be advisable to 
keep Some sense of proportion. 

On 29 March i t was also asserted that the NPT was "the only existing 
international document under which the major nuclear-weapon Powers are legally 
committed to nuclear disarmament, in the sense that they have undertaken to pursue 
negotiations to that end in gooa fait h " . This last piece of information was 
opportune, because in fact the sole undertaking made under the NPT by the nucleàr--
weapon Powers was to negotiate, not to disarm, not even to halt the nuclear-arms race. 
This simple undertaking, furthermore, i s not subject to any control regarding the 
degree to which i t i s f u l f i l l e d , nor of course any sanction in case of violation. 
However, we a l l know how article VI of the NPT has been respected. 

It i s now argued that the question of the failure to f u l f i l the obligation, i f 
charitably one can speak of an obligation, contained i n a r t i c l e VI cannot be brought 
up by countries which are not parties to the NPT. It i s denied that they have any 
right to do eo. This i s surprising, to say the least. It i s thus argued, i n favour 
of the acceptance of the NPT, that there are obligations both for the non-nuclear-
weapon countries and for the nuclear-weapon States, and a r t i c l e VI i s given as an 
example of the la t t e r . But when a country which must take a sovereign decision i n 
this sphere makes i t s analysis of the Treaty and reaches the conclusion that the 
obligations are not equal' and that i n any case some are f u l f i l l e d and others are hot, 
i t seems, according to the viewpoint to which I am referring, that'this-cannot oe 
Invoked as a reason for rejecting the Treaty. The country should in any event accede 
to the NPT, whatever i t s opinion of the Treaty, in order then to be able to bring'tío 
bear the criticism and the shortcomings which are precisely i t s reason for1 not' wishing 
to accede to i t . " 

I do not wish to dwell on this matter any longer, but some considerations could 
not be l e f t aside. A l l positions deserve respect, and no international instrument 
i s above judgement and evaluation. The intentions on which i t is based, however 
praiseworthy they may be, are not enough. The manner in which those intentions, are 
carried into practice i s what matters. 

Few documents are capable of giving rise to a kind of manicheism concerning them. 
In any event, the NPT is not such a document. It i s simply a means, but not the only 
means, to an end. 

Furthermore, the present and future of mankind are not bound to the future of an 
instrument which i s increasingly called into question. The danger of the extinction 
of mankind today l i e s elsewhere, in areas which i t i s not worth mentioning once 
again. The efforts of major and active members of the international community should 
be channelled towards achieving progress in those areas, rather than to new variations 
on the eternal theme of "disarming the disarmed". Rather than chasing ghosts, i t i s 
necessary to face reality, and the reality in which we must liv e today is terrifying. 

Virtually a l l the items on the agenda of this Conference c a l l for vigorous, 
resolute and immediate action. Some, such as items 1, 2, 3 and 5» are of immediate 
importance and urgency. The great majority of the members of this forum are prepared 
to begin at once. The w i l l of only a very few States remains lacking. Why do they 
not join up with the others, so that we may at last embark on the work expected of us? 



CD/PV.255 
21 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Argentina for h i s statement and 
for the kind words addressed to the President. 

I now give the f l o o r to the representative of Yugoslavia, Mr. Mihajlovic". 

Mr. MIHAJLOVTC (Yugoslavia): Mr. President, the Head of the Yugoslav 
delegation w i l l have the opportunity at a l a t e r date to congratulate you on the 
assumption of your duties as President f o r t h i s month. I f he was here I am sure 
that he would have equally greeted the distinguished Under-Secretary-General, 
Mr. Jan Martenson. In the meantime, allow me, Mr. President to wish you on my own 
behalf much success i n your work. 

Today I would l i k e to introduce the Working Paper prepared by the Yugoslav 
delegation, document CD/482 of 26 March 1984, e n t i t l e d "National v e r i f i c a t i o n 
measures", which has already been distributed to delegations. The purpose of t h i s 
paper i s to present some of our views which, we hope, w i l l be useful i n further 
negotiations on the elaboration of the Convention. They do not represent, however, 
the f i n a l position of the Yugoslav delegation, and can be revised i n the course,of 
negotiations ч 

From the outset of the consideration of banning the research, development," 
production and destruction of chemical weapons, i t was widely acknowledged th$t 
v e r i f i c a t i o n should be based on a combination of appropriate national and 
international measures which would complement and supplement each other, thereby 
providing an acceptable system which would, i n turn, ensure effe c t i v e implementation 
of the prohibition. 

B a s i c a l l y , the Working Paper proceeds from the generally accepted view that 
the e f f e c t i v e implementation of the prohibition o t the production, destruction or 
diversion of stocks and production f a c i l i t i e s can only be assured i f there i s an 
effective system of international v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance "with a convention 
banning chemical weapons. 

We consider, however, that national v e r i f i c a t i o n measures could also play a 
role i n the implementation of the provisions of the convention i n a l l i t s phases. 
I t i s important to emphasize, nevertheless, that from the very outset of the 
implementation of the convention there should be close co-operation between the 
international and national authorities i n a l l a c t i v i t i e s related to the convention. 
I t i s understood of course that such mutual co-operation can only be achieved i n 
an atmosphere of general confidence. Negotiations conducted so far have 
unambigiously shown that each State party i s obliged to establish a national 
authority which should a s s i s t and support the work of the international authority 
i n the implementation of v e r i f i c a t i o n measures. Also, the States parties to the 
convention s h a l l be obliged to prevent, within the bounds of t h e i r administrative 
and l e g a l regulations, any a c t i v i t y v i o l a t i n g the convention. The exi s t i n g 
c l a s s i f i c a t i o n of toxic chemicals i n t o three categories: super-toxic l e t h a l 
chemicals, other l e t h a l chemicals, and other harmful chemicals, can serve as a 
basis for implementation of .verification measures by the national authority, as 
well as for determining the l e v e l of v e r i f i c a t i o n . In t h i s process, close 
co-operation with the national authority i s advisable. We are of the opinion, 
however, that the v e r i f i c a t i o n of less toxic chemicals, other l e t h a l and harmful 
chemicals, as well as chemical-weapon precursors can be carried out i n almost a l l 
stages under control of the national authority. This form of v e r i f i c a t i o n of 
less toxic chemicals i s suggested because the majority of these chemicals today 
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are referred to as dual-purpose chemicals and are widely used for peaceful purposes. 
I t goes without saying that the State party producing these chemicals must present -
evidence concerning the purpose of t h e i r diversion, production f a c i l i t i e s and end-users. 

However, i t should be pointed out even i n t h i s case that the measures of national 
v e r i f i c a t i o n should be agreed upon i n advance among a l l States p a r t i e s , and should at 
a l l times be an unequivocal and viable basis for the maintenance of confidence among 
the parties. Of course, such confidence can only be achieved on the basis of the, 
objective and r e l i a b l e data furnished by every national authority through the provision 
of regular information to the consultative committee about the v e r i f i c a t i o n measures 
implemented. 

In other words, the control of production of other l e t h a l and harmful chemicals, 
dual-purpose chemicals and precursors, and t h e i r diversion for permitted purposes 
should be organized i n such a way as to provide authentic information at a l l times. 
In order to a t t a i n an ef f e c t i v e system of v e r i f i c a t i o n and to maintain confidence 
among the States parties, i t w i l l be necessary to agree on co-operation among future 
States parties already during the elaboration of the Convention, on the basis of the 
exchange of expert information, standardization of methods and introduction of the 
known and proven monitoring systems, as well as on the basis of introducing a 
compatible computer system. 

Such co-operation w i l l make i t possible also to exercise, i f necessary, control 
by way of the international authority. This may be the case i f there i s , with the 
passage of time, a change i n the process of production of any of the dual-purpose 
chemicals, or i f a new technological procedure i s introduced, or i f production capacity 
increases. In addition, i f on the basis of information received i n the form of reports 
which the national authority submits to the consultative committee, the conclusion i s 
drawn that there has been a change i n production, the consultative committee may 
suggest that the State party concerned should also organize international control f o r 
that production f a c i l i t y . 

On the other hand, we are of the view that confidence among States parties i s 
also achieved by the composition and structure of the national authority. Apart from 
being composed of representatives of d i f f e r e n t i n s t i t u t i o n s of the States parties, we 
think that i t should also, on a voluntary basis, include one representative of the 
State party proposed by the consultative committee i n agreement with the receiving 
country. 

The role and tasks of the national authority for v e r i f i c a t i o n are es s e n t i a l l y 
determined by the law of that p a r t i c u l a r country. Regardless of the f a c t that the 
administrative and economic systems of many States parties to the convention are very 
disparate, we believe that the structure, composition and functioning of the .national 
authority should be such as to ensure e f f i c i e n c y , competence, objectiveness and the 
necessary confidence i n close co-operation with a l l i n t e r n a t i o n a l i n s t i t u t i o n s i n the 
implementation of the convention. 

The basic ideas presented i n the Yugoslav Working Paper are meant to point both 
to the need for and to the usefulness of, combined national and international 
v e r i f i c a t i o n f o r a chemical weapons ban. When there i s doubt, however, that national 
measures are i n s u f f i c i e n t , i t goes without saying that p r i o r i t y should be given to 
an agreed international v e r i f i c a t i o n system. We hope that t h i s paper w i l l contribute 
to the drawing up of sa t i s f a c t o r y provisions on the v e r i f i c a t i o n system of a 
convention. 
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The PRESIDENT : I thank the representative of Yugoslavia for his statement and 
for the kind words addressed to the President. 

"I now give the floor to the representative of Algeria, Ambassador Ould-Rouis. 

Mr. BACHIR OULD-ROUIS (Algeria) (translated from French): Mr. President, allow 
me, f i r s t of a l l , to congratulate you on your accession to the Presidency of the 
Conference on Disarmament for April 19&Ч and to assure you of the Algerian 
delegations* f u l l co-operation in the fulfilment of your task. 

Our.congratulations also go to Mr. Datcu for the manner in which he directed 
our work during March. 

The Algerian delegation also associates i t s e l f with the words of welcome which 
you addressed to the Under-Secretary-General, Jan Martenson. 

I wish today to refer briefly to a question which we consider to be of the 
greatest importance, and which has been given f u l l priority in our agenda — that of 
nuclear disarmament. 

Because of their enormous destructive power, nuclear weapons have given rise 
to widespread censure, which has grown as arsenals have expanded and the nuclear 
danger has become Increasingly threatening. What a long way people have come in 
their awareness of the nuclear danger, from the condemnation of nuclear weapons in 
a few knowledgeable circles in the immediate po3t-war period, to the vast protest 
movements we know today! 

Ever since i t s inception, the movement of non-aligned countries has upheld the 
international community'3 demands for nuclear disarmament. Its efforts led to the 
convening of the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament, which can unquestionably be considered as a high point i n the common 
search for solutions to the problems connected with the arms race. 

The desire to eliminate the nuclear threat was given expression in the adoption 
by consensus of a Programme of Action in which nuclear disarmament received 
absolute priority. 

The acceleration of the arms race has focused attention on the urgent need to 
eliminate the risks of nuclear war, such elimination being identified as the 
immediate objective, and the complete elimination of nuclear weapons as the f i n a l , 
objective. 

The f i r s t special session was also the occasion for formulating a coherent 
disarmament strategy around the core element of nuclear disarmament, whose stages 
were defined in paragraph 50 of the Final Document. 

Together with the negotiations on nuclear disarmament, the Final Document 
envisages the implementation of two highly important measures: the cessation of 
nuclear-weapon tests, and so-called negative security guarantees. The partners to 
the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations on the prohibition of nuclear weapon tests were thus 
invited to conclude their negotiations urgently and submit the result for f u l l 
consideration by the single multilateral disarmament negotiating body. The 
nuclear-weapon Powers were further called upon to take steps to assure the non-
nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. 
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Such a r e i t e r a t i o n of the well-known provisions of the. F i n a l Document might seem 
somewhat superfluous. This exercise, however, appears to us essential to-any 
evaluation of the m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament negotiation process. I t concerns a 
document that was adopted by consensus and the v a l i d i t y of which was confirmed, also 
by consensus, at the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament. 

Six years after the adoption of the Programme of Action, the consensus has, 
unfortunately, not yet been reflected i n the adoption of s p e c i f i c measures to h a l t . 
the arms race and reverse the trend. 

The t r i l a t e r a l negotiations have been broken o f f . The single m u l t i l a t e r a l 
disarmament negotiating body i s s t i l l prevented from entering i n t o negotiations on 
the p r i o r i t y issues, namely, the prohibition of nuclear-weapon t e s t s , the cessation 
of the arms race and nuclear disarmament, and the prevention of nuclear war. The 
negotiations on negative security assurances are i n an impasse. They constantly * 
come up against a refusal on the part of certain nuclear-weapon Powers to give 
unconditional guarantees to the non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat 
of use of nuclear weapons. 

Without minimizing the magnitude of the task and the complexity of nuclear 
issues, we must recognize that the primary reasons for t h i s stalemate i s the lack 
of p o l i t i c a l accommodation on the part of certain nuclear-weapon Powers. 

This regrettable attitude on the part of certain Powers which have a special 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y i n the nuclear disarmament process i s reflected i n a desire to 
reverse the order of p r i o r i t y of items on the agenda and to transform the 
Conference into a debating forum with no influence on the nuclear disarmament 
negotiations. 

Among the arguments advanced to prevent the Conference on Disarmament from 
entering into negotiations on nuclear disarmament, there i s one that we must reject 
categorically: the argument that nuclear issues are the exclusive domain of the 
nuclear-weapon Powers. 

Instead of the negotiations envisaged i n the F i n a l Document, what are being 
proposed to us are informal meetings which would provide non-nuclear-weapon States 
with an opportunity to a i r t h e i r anxieties. 

Thus, from being f u l l partners i n the search f o r a common solution to a 
question which concerns the security of a l l States, the non-nuclear-weapon States 
are relegated to the rank of mere "petitioners", whose righ t to express t h e i r views 
on the question i s deigned to be recognized. 

This attitude i s i n d i r e c t contradiction with the provisions of the F i n a l 
Document of 1978, which recognizes the r i g h t of a l l States to participate on an 
equal footing i n m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament negotiations which have a d i r e c t 
influence on t h e i r national security. r 

Can i t seriously be claimed that nuclear issues have no influence on the 
national security of non-nuclear States? To make such a claim would be to scorn 
the security interests of the non-nuclear-weapon States which have chosen to remain 
outside the two m i l i t a r y a l l i a n c e s . Is i t necessary to r e c a l l that the v i t a l 
security interests of a l l States are threatened by the very existence of.nuclear 
weapons? "Many nuclear-weapon studies confirm the commom fate to which W3 are 
doomed by weapons that have the p e c u l i a r i t y of making no d i s t i n c t i o n between 
belligerents and non-belligerents i n nuclear war. While the possession of nuclear 
weapons invests the nuclear-weapon States with special r e s p o n s i b i l i t y i n the 
disarmament process, that r e s p o n s i b i l i t y cannot be exclusive. 
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To establish a link between the possession of a particular category of weapon 
and the right to participate in negotiations on the prohibition of that category of 
weapon would be tantamount to excluding the vast majority of States members from the 
current negotiations in the Conference. That would apply to the convention on 
chemical weapons and the convention on radiological weapons. 

There i s i further argument which we cannot accept. It 1з that of introducing 
a distinction between: 

On the one hand, non-nuclear-weapon States parties to the Non-ProliferàtionTreat; 
which, as such would have the right to c a l l the nuclear-weapon States to account, 

And, on the other, non-nuclear weapon States which, for well-known reasons, have 
not acceded to the Treaty and would be "badly placed" to c r i t i c i z e the vertical 
proliferation of nuclear weapons. Such an approach spring from the desire to keep the 
non-nuclear-weapon States on the sidelines in the nuclear disarmament negotiations. 

As for the link that i t i s desired to establish between non-accession to the 
Non-Proliferation Treaty and the position towards the objective of the non-
proliferation of nuclear weapons, this зеетз to us to be devoid of any foundation. 

Such a link i s based on a conception of the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons 
which we do not share, since i t takes no account of one particular aspect of such 
proliferation, namely, horizontal proliferation. To be credible, the notion of 
non-proliferation should be understood globally, in i t s two dimensions, vertical 
and horizontal. To confine the danger of proliferation of nuclear weapons to a 
hypothetical horizontal proliferation i s to sidestep the real threat — that of the 
existence of formidable nuclear arsenals. 

This same discrimination between non-nuclear-weapon States parties to the 
Non-Proliferation Treaty and those not party to that instrument i s also found in 
certain unilateral declarations on so-called negative security assurances. This 
discrimination, which is reflected in an implicit threat of the use of nuclear 
weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States not covered by unilateral declarations i s 
also entirely unacceptable. 

The negative security assurances must not be subject to any exception or 
limitation. They must, in our opinion, be unconditional and universal. 

Regardless of their position towards the NPT or any other international legal 
instrument, the non-nuclear-weapon States outside the military blocs unanimously 
condemn the very existence of nuclear weapons. They have initiated many proposals 
aiming towards the objective of genuine non-proliferation of nuclear weapons. 
Suffice i t to refer to documents of,the movement of non-aligned countries and those 
of the Group of 21 in order to verify this common desire to break the vicious c i r c l e 
of the arms-race s p i r a l . 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Algeria for his statement and 
for the kind words addressed to the President. That concludes my l i s t of speakers 
for today. Does any other member wish to take the floor? I intend now to suspend 
the plenary meeting and convene in five minutes' time an informal meeting to 
consider some organizational questions. The plenary meeting is suspended. 

The meeting was suspended at 12.25 Р«ш» and resumed at 1.05 P»m. 
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The PRESIDENT; The plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament i s resumed. 
T 

As you know, we have received a' request from Switzerland to participate i n the 
plenary meetings of the Conference. The secretariat has ci r c u l a t e d the relevant 
draft decision, which i s contained i n Working Paper No. 125. I f there i s no 
objection, I s h a l l take i t that the Conference adopts the draft decision. 

I t was so decided. 

You w i l l r e c a l l that, at our l a s t plenary meeting, the Group of 21 requested 
that document CD/492, submitted by that Group and e n t i t l e d "Draft mandate f o r the 
ad hoc subsidiary body on a nuclear test ban", be put before the Conference f o r 
decision at t h i s plenary meeting. Accordingly, I intend now to put that document 
f o r ideeision. Before doing so, however, may I ask i f any member wishes to take the 
f l o o r at t h i s stage? 

I give the f l o o r to the representative of Argentina as Co-ordinator f o r the 
Group of 21. 

Mr. CARASALES (Argentina) (translated from Spanish): At the plenary meeting on 
Thursday 2̂9 March, you, Mr. President, i n your capacity as co-ordinator of the 
Group of n21, introduced document CD/492 which contains a draft mandate f o r the 
ad hóc"¿dmmittee to be established on item 1 of our agenda, e n t i t l e d "nuclear test 
ban". On that occasion, when setting forth the position of the Group'of21' and 
stressing the urgent need to begin negotiations on the issue, you requested that the 
Conference should adopt a decision on the text contained i n document CD/492 at today's 
plenary meeting. 

It* i s not my in t e n t i o n to embark on an analysis of the substantive reasons f o r 
our p o s i t i o n . A l l the delegations of our Group have done so repeatedly. Furthermore, 
our a t t i t u d e , and the-limited work carried out i n 1963 by the negotiating body, are 
ref l e c t e d i n the report o f the Committee on Disarmament to the General Assembly.^at, 
i t s t h i r t y - e i g h t h session. But I should l i k e to stress that, taking i n t o account 
the insistence of many delegations, and primarily of the Group of 21, the President 
of the Conference on Disarmament began a series of informal meetings i n order to 
reach a consensus to f a c i l i t a t e the beginning of effec t i v e negotiations to achieve an 
agreement on a complete nuclear test ban, through the s e t t i n g up of the corresponding 
subsidiary body with an appropriate mandate. 

Throughout those consultations the Group of 21, through i t s spokesmen, displayed 
a broad s p i r i t of co-operation. I t r e c a l l e d the existence of a draft mandate put 
forward" by the Group i n 1981 and contained i n document CD/181, which provided a 
suitable degree of f l e x i b i l i t y . The draft mandate (CD/438r) submitted on 24 February 
by a member of the Group of 21, the delegation of Mexico, was also on the negotiating 
table. There were also other p o s s i b i l i t i e s which the Group of 21 was prepared to 
consider. 

The long period which has transpired since the t a l k s began oÇ'this^isstte, and 
the deadlock which t h i s e f f o r t i n d i c a t e s , i s precisely what brings the Group of 21 
to request t h i s forum to take a decision on t h i s matter of high p r i o r i t y . 
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The Conference on Disarmament i s already i n i t s t h i r d and f i n a l month of the 
f i r s t part of i t s 1984 session, and despite t h i s i t remains unable to set up an 
ad hoc committee on one of the fundamental agenda items. The treatment of the item 
by the Conference has been confined to two plenary meetings, at which we heard once 
again reiterations of i n terest and goodwill, attitudes and statements which are not 
always consistent with the attitudes reflected i n the informal consultations. 

There i s an enormous gap between what the vast majority of the international 
community has been c a l l i n g f o r f o r more than 30 years and the response which the 
single m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament negotiating body has given to t h i s f u l l y j u s t i f i e d 
concern. The United Nations General Assembly has adopted over the years more than 
40 resolutions on the subject. The l a s t , p a r t i a l , agreement on the subject was 
concluded more than 20 years ago. 

The members of the Group of 21 have always been at the forefront of international 
ef f o r t s i n t h i s f i e l d , and were the driving force behind the consideration of t h i s 
issue by the Committee on Disarmament. 

The time which has lapsed since then and the self-evident i n a b i l i t y so f a r to 
begin substantive negotiation on item 1 of our agenda i s a source of profound concern 
to the Group of 21. We f i r m l y believe that the Conference neither can nor should 
continue postponing a decision. On the contrary, i t should vigorously embark on work 
which has been put o f f too long. 

For t h i s purpose, the Group of 21 has submitted document CD/492 containing a 
draft mandate which, m our opinion, i s suitable f o r the urgent and appropriate 
treatment the issue requires. I must repeat that t h i s draft mandate i s , with a few 
formal changes, the same as the draft mandate presented by the delegation of Mexico 
on 24 February, i n other words, that i t was submitted f o r the consideration of a l l 
delegations more than a month ago. 

The Group of 21 hopes that t h i s draft mandate, which provides the ad hoc committee 
on the item with the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of i n i t i a t i n g immediately the m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiation of a treaty f o r the prohibition of a l l nuclear-weapon t e s t s , and of 
endeavouring to ensure that a draft of such a treaty may be transmitted to the 
General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - n i n t h session, deserves the approval of t h i s Conference, 
as we formally requested l a s t week. In t h i s manner we s h a l l be beginning to respond . 
to a profound concern on the part of the international community which has repeatedly 
been expressed and never s a t i s f i e d . 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Argentina. I give the f l o o r to the 
representative of Hungary. 

Mr. GAJDA (Hungary): Thank you, Mr. President. The head of my delegation w i l l 
soon pay h i s tribute to you at one of our forthcoming meetings. In the meantime 
permit me now to say how much the Hungarian delegation i s delighted to see you preside 
over the Conference on Disarmament and also to assure you, already at t h i s moment, 
of our f u l l co-operation m a l l your ef f o r t s aimed at achieving measurable progress 
i n our common endeavours. 
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The délégations of the s o c i a l i s t countries on whose behalf my delegation has the 
honour now to speak, wish to express t h e i r confidence that you, Mr. President, w i l l 
do your best i n order to bring about the establishment of an ad hoc committee on a 
nuclear test ban, with a mandate that can f a c i l i t a t e r e a l negotiations on the relevant 
draft treaty. I am convinced that there can hardly be a single delegation i n t h i s 
chamber that can have any doubts i n i t s mind about the aims and aspirations of the 
s o c i a l i s t countries i n the context we are t a l k i n g about. 

Cur record i s c l e a r , and thoroughly known. I t need not be elaborated any further 
at t h i s juncture. I t may suffice only to point out that the Working Paper (CD/484) 
tabled t h i s morning by the distinguished ambassador of the German Democratic Republic 
on behalf of the s o c i a l i s t countries, including therefore the Hungarian People's 
Republic, concerning measures necessary to prevent nuclear war, contains a clear 
reference to the urgent need of achieving complete and general prohibition of nuclear 
weapon tests as a fundamental step towards the cessation of the q u a l i t a t i v e improvement 
and refinement of nuclear weapons. The Working Paper (CD/492) of the Group of 21 
concerning a draft mandate f o r an ad hoc subsidiary body on a nuclear test ban, c l e a r l y 
r e f l e c t s the same aspirations, the same urgent need, which makes i t possible f o r the 
so c i a l i s t ' c o u n t r i e s to agree f u l l y with that view and proposal. The draft mandate 
of:t$ie-iGrqu/p,of 21 i s , i n a sense, i d e n t i c a l with the one presented by our delegation 
i n the middle of February i n document CD/434. The s o c i a l i s t countries therefore 
welcome t h i s new position statement by the Group of 21 and give t h e i r f u l l support 
to i t . Thank you, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Hungary. I give the f l o o r to the 
representative of the USSR. 

Mr. PROKOFIEV (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) (translated Trom Russian): ' 
the Soviet Union has i n the past attached, and continues to attach, paramount 
importance to the issue of a comprehensive nuclear test ban. 

The-"position of the Soviet Union on a nuclear test ban has been set f o r t h 
repeatedly and quite c l e a r l y at very different l e v e l s . The Conference on Disarmament 
has before i t f o r consideration the Soviet draft "Basic provisions of a treaty on the 
complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon t e s t s " , which, we believe, provides 
a p r a c t i c a l basis f o r m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on t h i s question, as i t takes into 
account the comments of a wide range of States. The Soviet Union has consistently -
advocated the e a r l i e s t conclusion of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition 
of nuclear-weapon t e s t s . 

-On the basis of t h i s position of p r i n c i p l e , we, together with other s o o i a l i s t 
countries, f u l l y support the mandate for the ad hoc committee on item" 1 of" the agenda 
of the Conference on Disarmament proposed by the Group of 21 and contained i n 
document CD/492. 

- We consider that t h i s mandate makes i t possible f o r the ad hoc committee to work 
out a draft agreement on the issue on a mutually acceptable basis, i f , needless to say, 
there i s goodwill and i n t e r e s t i n the conclusion of such an agreement. This mandate 
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makes i t possible to conduct negotiations on a l l the basic elements of the issue of 
a nuclear test ban, including the problems of control and v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance 
with a future convention. We are resolutely m favour of making a nuclear test ban 
a p r a c t i c a l r e a l i t y . In order to be successful, a l l that i s required i s that the 
United States and i t s closest a l l i e s should at l a s t heed the request of the 
overwhelming majority of States and show the p o l i t i c a l w i l l and readiness f o r a 
positive solution of t h i s major and pressing contemporary problem. 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of the USSR. I now give the f l o o r to 
the representative of the United Kingdom. 

Mr. МЮДLETON (United Kingdom): Thank you, Иг. President. On behalf of my 
delegation, I would f i r s t j o i n those who have welcomed you to the Presidency of the . 
Conference f o r the month of A p r i l . 

Mr. President, the position of my delegation with respect to the substance of 
the question before us was set out by Mr. Luce, the Minister of State f o r Foreign 
and Commonwealth A f f a i r s on 14 February, and i n view of the short time available to 
us I w i l l not repeat what he then said. I would only say with respect to the-draft 
mandate that i s set before us today f o r decision that i t i s only one of a number 
that have been the subject of informal consultations under your distinguished 
predecessor, Ambassador Datcu. 

My delegation f u l l y supports the proposal that these consultations should continu 
i n order that we reach a genuine compromise proposal, a genuine consensus. Because 
of that we consider i t premature to take a decision on one p a r t i c u l a r draft today. 
We are therefore unable to agree to adopt t h i s draft decision as set before us. 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of the United Kingdom. Is there any 
other delegation wishing to take -the f l o o r ? I give the f l o o r to the representative of 
A u s t r a l i a . 

Mr. BUTLER (Australia): Thank you, Mr. President, AS t h i s i s the f i r s t occasior 
on which I , as Head of the Australian delegation, have taken the f l o o r at a plenary 
meeting following your taking the Chair at our Conference, may I congratulate you on 
doing so. We are delighted to see a representative of S r i Lahka i n the Chair, a 
country which i s close to A u s t r a l i a and with which we have a long and deep associatior 
You know w e l l , too, Mr. Chairman, that i t i s a l i t t l e over 17 years ago that you and 
I met f o r the f i r s t time, and to see you i n t h i s Chair gives me p a r t i c u l a r personal 
pleasure. We are certain that you w i l l guide the work of t h i s Conference with the 
s k i l l , wisdom and, I think, e t h i c a l perspective that you mentioned t h i s morning, and 
which i s t y p i c a l of S r i Lankans as I know them. 

My delegation i s concerned at the device that has been used here today. I t i s 
true that a draft mandate i n almost i d e n t i c a l terms to the one embodied i n 
document CD/492 has been before the Conference for some l i t t l e while. I t i s also tru< 
that other suggested approaches to t h i s question have been before the Conference 
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formally and informally, f o r some l i t t l e while. I t i s my delegation's clear impression 
ihat with further consultation the substantive problems that are at issue could have 
эееп and, I believe, w i l l be solved. Theic are substantive problems at issue, and I 
rould l i k e to refer to one of them, namely, the question that normally comes under 
bhe heading "Scope". This draft mandate r e s t r i c t s the consideration of the ad hoc 
subsidiary body to nuclear-weapon tes t s . I t i s the earnest hope of my Government 
that the treaty that we so earnestly desire and to which we are u t t e r l y committed 
tfill be wider i n scope than such a treaty, and w i l l embrace a l l nuclear tests without 
exception. 

My delegation would therefore l i k e to see a mandate adopted which r e f l e c t e d that 
objective, an objective to which I believe most delegations that have addressed t h i s 
subject i n t h i s Conference and i n i t s predecessor Committee have repeatedly committed 
themselves. ïet, when that commitment i s translated i n t o a possible mandate, i t i s 
r e s t r i c t e d i n i t s scope. My delegation would l i k e to see these consultations continue. 
As I mentioned i n our informal session, there are other ideas, some of which have 
originated with the Australian Government. 

The PRES IDEM?: I thank the representative of A u s t r a l i a f o r the kind remarks 
addressed to my country and to me personally. 

Unless' there are any other representatives who wish to take "the f l o o r , I would 
l i k e to conclude our discussion on t h i s subject. 

In view of the statements just made, i t i s obvious that there i s no consensus at 
present on the draft mandate contained i n document CD/492. 

Doe3 any member wish to take the f l o o r at t h i s stage? I give the f l o o r to the 
representative of Argentina. 

Mr. PAPASALES (Argentina) ( t r r r t l ^ t e d from Spanish) : I wish to make a short 
statement on behalf of the Group of 21, which I hope w i l l be the l a s t f o r today. I t 
i s the following,. 

In the l i g h t of what has just transpired, once again the Group of 21, and indeed 
the Conference on Disarmament i t s e l f and the international community i n general, have 
been frustrated or rema ,n frustrated i n t h e i r e f f o r t s to establish a suitable 
instrument m order to bogin meaningful negotiations on a nuclear-weapon test ban 
treaty. Despite a l l the e f f o r t s and f l e x i b i l i t y shown by the Group of 21 i n order 
to reach agreement upon a suitable mandate f o r the ad hoc committee to be set up on 
the agenda item, the refusal or the d i f f i c u l t i e s of some delegations have demonstrated 
the impossibilixy of reaching consensus, at l e a s t f o r the time being, on t h i s p r i o r i t y 
issue. 

The Group of 21; nevertheless, i n i t s constant s p i r i t of co-operation, i s prepared 
to consider any proposal presented by any delegation on t h i s question, and p a r t i c u l a r l y 
by those delegations which so f a r , as I stated e a r l i e r , have not made i t possible f o r 
the Conference on Disarmament to begin serious negotiations on t h i s treaty, which i s 
the f i r s t item on our agenda. 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Argentina. As there i s no other 
business f o r today, I intend to adjourn the plenary meeting. The next plenary meeting 
of the Conference on Disarmament w i l l be held on Thursday, 5 A p r i l at 10.30 a.m. The 
plenary meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 1.30 p.m 
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The PRESIDENTt The Conference on Disarmament is called to order. 

The Conference continues today i t s consideration of item 7 on i t s agenda, 
entitled "Hew types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such 
weapons; radiological .weapons". However, in accordance with rule 50 of the 
rules of procedure, any member wishing to do so may raise any subject relevant 
to the work of the Conference." 

Immediately after this plenary meeting, I intend to convene a brief 
informal meeting to continue our consideration of organizational matters. 

I have on my l i s t of speakers for today the representatives of the 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Venezuela, the Federal Republic of 
Germany, Romania and France. 

I now give the floor to the representative of the Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics, Ambassador Issraelyan. 

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from 
Russian):Mr. President, f i r s t of a l l allow me to congratulate you on your 
accession to the responsible position of President of the Conference on 
Disarmament for the month of A p r i l . The Soviet Union deeply respects the 
policy of non-alignment followed by your country. The participation of S r i Lanka 
m the work of the Conference on Disarmament is a confirmation of i t s sincere 
interest m the achievement of progress m the f i e l d of disarmament. We hope 
that the relations of mutual understanding and co-operation between the 
delegations of the Soviet Union and of S r i Lanka w i l l continue to develop. 
The Conference faces complex problems m the month of A p r i l , and we are 
confident that under your wise leadership everything w i l l be done to resolve 
them successfully. 

We would also like to express our appreciation to the distinguished 
President of the Conference m March. Ambassador x»atcu, who guided the work of 
the Conference with his characteristic a b i l i t y and made i t possible to resolve 
some major organizational issues. 

Today the Soviet delegation would like to refer to the question of the 
prevention of nuclear war. Without exaggeration one may say that this question 
is not only the most important item on the agenda of the Conference on Disarmament, 
but also the focus of attention of the entire international community and world 
public opinion as a whole. And this is not incidental. 

If one looks the facts i n the face ; without attempting to deceive or 
reassure either oneself or others, i t is necessary to recognize that the threat 
of nuclear war is a real danger. Moreover, this danger is increasing. It has 
arisen not from any misunderstanding, ill-oonsidered step or loeal c r i s i s , but 
from the long-term military policy of one of the biggest States of the world — the 
United States of America, from the very dynamics of the arms race imposed on the 
world by the United States military-industrial complex. Do the supporters of the 
arms race realize in fact that nuclear war means death for everyone when, with an 
astonishing obstinacy, they impose these programmes for the build-up of nuclear 
forces, and the development and deployment of new types and systems of weapons, 
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which so upset the existing strategic balance that the outbreak of nuclear war 
becomes not only "thinkable", but quite possible i f no end is put to this 
United States course. 

The deployment of the new United States f i r s t — s t r i k e nuclear missiles in 
Wostern European countries cannot but cause particular concern. This action has 
created an additional threat to peace and security, making i t impossible to pursue 
the Geneva talks on nuclear arms limitation i n Europe. This action, on the part 
of the United States and MATO, has considerably increased the danger of nuclear war. 

We note that the majority of the member States of the Conference on Disarmament 
share this point of view. I would l i k e to recall an important statement made on 
1 March by the representative of India on this issue, which points out: "... i n 
1984 we cannot afford to view the question of prevention of nuclear war from the 
standpoint of the previous years because the developments in 1983 indicate that 
the situation is well on the way to reaching the point of no return. Among other 
developments, the latest round of nuclear--missile deployments in Europe has reduced 
the warning time between launch and destruction to a mere five minutes". The 
distinguished representative of India stressed: "To l i v e with nuclear weapons is 
m i t s e l f an enormously precarious global predicament: but to l i v e with launch-
on- -warning v e r i l y amounts to cliff-hanging". Those who created a new threat to 
peace by accepting the deployment of fi r s t - s t r i k e weapons in Europe would do well 
to think over those words. 

Along with such just remarks, i t has also been alleged at the Conference that 
tha USSR bears the responsibility for the suspension of the Geneva bilateral talks 
and for the fact that the efforts aimed at nuclear arms limitation and reduction 
made on a bilateral basis for almost one and a half decades have been stalemated. 
To our regret, the references to the equal responsibility of "two Superpowers", 
to the need to conduct an "equidistant" policy, have not ceased, i n spite of the 
fact that the USSR consistently comes out in favour of adopting effective and 
radical measures for the prevention of nuclear war, while the United States is 
against them. Is i t right tc put the question m such a way? In order to 
answer this question correctly the following should be borne in mind. 

History teaches that there are negotiations and negotiations. True 
negotiations are pursued by the participating sides in good faith (as i s required, 
incidentally; "by a whole range of international legal instruments, such as the 
Treaty cn the non--proliferation of nuclear weapons, m Article VT\ a l l efforts 
are made to achieve mutually acceptable agreements and treaties leading to the 
goal o f f i c i a l l y established prior to the negotiations. 

However, negotiations are sometimes transformed into their opposite — into 
"anti-negotiations'1,, This happens when one or several participants in the 
negotiations begins to -onduct them insincerely, not with a view to achieving 
a mutually acceptable agreement but m order to s t a l l for time i n order to attain 
some other.goal, to mislead world public opinion, to transform the negotiations 
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inte-a oover for their- true intentions, and so on. These 'ànti-negotiations" are 
not at a l l conducted in good fa i t h . Their participants, who seek to achieve 
such improper goals, usually lose the capability to understand the legitimate 
interests of thé other side', deliberately put forward unacceptable proposals and 
continue to insist on them, whatever arguments are produced, and i n general 
merely'go through the notions" m some way or another. 

It is exactly such anti-negotiations that we are faced with here in Geneve 
It i s clear therefore that the entire responsibility for the lack of negotiations 
now rests with those who have undertaken them not as negotiations but as a n t i -
negotiations. 

One could give examples of the use of anti-negotiation tactics by some States 
during the deliberations at the Conference on Disarmament. In this connection, 
one could refer to the attempts to replace the negotiations^ aiming at working out 
agreements with various unofficial discussions and debates, to impose limited 
mandates on the subsidiary bodies of the Conference which do not make i t possible 
to start negotiations, or to the open obstruction of the work of subsidiary bodies 
where those countries have already agreed to conduct negotiations (we exposed' in 
detail an example of such obstruction i n our previous statement). However, the 
practical implementation of these anti-negotiation tactics i s becoming increasingly 
d i f f i c u l t . 

The record" of many years of work in the Conference on Disarmament provides 
graphic evidence of the Soviet Union's dedication to constructive and business-like 
negotiations. We' shall consistently reject any attempt's, including at the 
Conference on Disarmament, to turn international disarmament forums into a tool 
of propaganda to camouflage the arms race and cold-war policies. One cannot 
adopt long-term expanded programmes of nuclear-weapon tests in order to develop,{¡ 

new types of weapons, including space weapons, and reject at the highest p o l i t i c a l 
level the idea of negotiations on the prohibition of, l e t us say, anti-satellite 
weapons, and at the same time declaré at the Conference on Disarmament a readiness 
to continue consultations on the establishment of i t s subsidiary bodies on a , 
nuclear-test ban or on the prevention of the arms raf© ;m space. As the 
General Secretary of the' CPSU Contrai Committee, K.U. Chernenko, stated s ̂  ,rWe have 
not participated and w i l l not participate m this game". 

The greater the threat of nuclear war looming over human ci v i l i z a t i o n , the 
more active, become the forces of self-preservation of manlcind. Resistance is 
growing to the actions of those who sacrifice, the security o£ peoples to their 
imperial ambitions. People want peace and order, not military ^hysteria, More 
and more people are coming to the conclusion that intensive militarization and 
the aggravation of the international situation have never brought and w i l l not 
bring any dividends i n world p o l i t i c s . The results of the, thirty-eighth session 
of the United Nations General Assembly are the best confirmation of this. 



CD/PV.256 
10 

(Mr.. Issraelyan, USSR) 

The aspiration of peoples for peace and disarmament raises the hope that the 
course of events w i l l eventually be turned towards the strengthening of peace, the 
limitation of the arms race, and the development of international co-operation and 
dialogue between States. Detente has struck dee? roots. There i s no reasonable 
alternative to i t . No one can deny this. 

Having in mind this noble goal, and desiring to make a concrete contribution 
to the efforts of many States towards the prevention of nuclear war, the s o c i a l i s t 
countries members of the Conference on Disarmament have submitted a new 
Working Paper (CD/484), which was introduced by the distinguished representative 
of the German Democratic Republic. 

'First of a l l I would like to point out that, in the solution of the task of 
preventing nuclear war, the policy of States possessing nuclear weapons is of 
significance. The v i t a l interests of a l l mankind require that relations between 
those States should be regulated by certain norms, which they could agree among 
themselves to recognize and which should be given a binding international legal 
nature. 

Our idea of these norms i s as follows: 

To regard the prevention of nuclear war as the main objective of one's 
foreign policy. To prevent situations fraught with nuclear c o n f l i c t . In the 
evertt"such a danger emerges, urgent consultations should be held to prevent a 
nuclear conflagration from breaking out. 

To renounce propaganda for nuclear war in any of i t s variations, either 
global or limited. 

To undertake not to be the f i r s t to use nuclear weapons. 

Not to use nuclear weapons under any circumstances against non-nuclear-weapon 
countries, in whose territory there are no such weapons. To respect the status 
of nuclear-free zones already created and to encourage the creation of new 
nuclear-free zones in various areas of the world. 

To prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons in any form: not to hand 
over these weapons or control over them to anyone; not to deploy them on the 
territory!of the countries, where there are no such weapons; not to spread the 
nuclear-arms'race to new spheres, including outer space. 

To press, step by step, on the basis of the principle of equal security, 
for the reduction of nuclear arms, up to their complete elimination in a l l 
their varieties. 
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.The adoption of such norms would help to create a moral and p o l i t i c a l 
atmosphere in which any attempt to unleash nuclear war would be doomed to f a i l u r e . 
In addition, i t i s the shared opinion of the socialist countries, as a development 
from the-provisions of the Declaration on the Condemnation of Nuclear War adopted , 
at the thirty-eighth session of the United Nations General Assembly, that i t would 
be necessary that a l l States should be recommended to consider the questipn of 
including provisions condemning nuclear war in the appropriate unilateral and joint 
statements or declarations of a p o l i t i c a l nature. 

It would be also useful for a l l States, and particularly nuclear-weapon 
States, to refrain from the elaboration, advancement, dissemination and propagation 
of p o l i t i c a l and military doctrines and concepts designed to support the 
"rightness" of the f i r s t use of nuclear Weapons and, more generally, the 
"permissibility" of unleashing nuclear war. .We are-deeply convinced that no aim 
whatsoever can justify the f i r s t use of~nuclear weapons. 

As the discussions at the Conference show, the question of renunciation by a l l 
nuclear-weapon States of the f i r s t use of such weapons becomes a l l the more topical. 
Obligations to that effect could be assumed unilaterally by each nuclear-weapon 
State which has not yet done so. This method, which does not involve holding 
special talks or reaching agreement, would help to strengthen confidence and reduce 
the level of nuclear danger. At the same time, the undertakings by nuclear-weapon, 
Powers to renounce the f i r s t use of nuclear weapons could also be incorporated i n 
a unified instrument of international law, which, in practice, would be equivalent 
to the complete legal prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons. 

•In this connection we would like to refer to the important and interesting 
proposals on this issue contained in the statement of Ambassador Garcia Robles of 
Mexico on 6 March. We support the idea expressed in his statement "to undertake 
immediately" the elaboration of a multilateral agreement on the non-first use of 
nuclear weapons, and that "the subsidiary body which w i l l have on i t s agenda the 
question on the prevention of nuclear war would ... offer an excellent forum for 
the urgent undertaking of the negotiations needed to conclude a treaty, convention 
or protocol on the question". 

In addition, we again declare our support for the proposal for the conclusion 
of a convention on the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons with the 
participation of a l l nuclear-weapon Powers. 

t 

Such measures as the renunciation of the f i r s t use of nuclear weapons and 
ultimately the complete prohibition of their use would be an active means of 
preventing nuclear war and would enshrine in concrete form, in a manner applicable , 
to present-day conditions, the norms of international law and principles set forth 
in the Charter of the United Nations. Proposals by soc i a l i s t countries for the 
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general exclusion of the use of force, both nuclear and non-nuclear, from 
International r e l a t i o n s , pursue the same purpose. .At the global l e v e l , that 
could be done by concluding a world treaty on the non-use of force i n 
International r e l a t i o n s . Another important step i n the same di r e c t i o n i s the 
proposal put forward by a number of s o c i a l i s t countries i n January 1983 to 
conclude a treaty on the mutual" non-use of m i l i t a r y force and the maintenance of 
peaceful relations between Warsaw Treaty and NATO member States, -whose core would 
be the commitment of the States members of the two a l l i a n c e s not to be the f i r s t 
to use nuclear or conventional arms against one another. 

At the same time the Soviet delegation reaffirms i t s readiness also to 
consider other appropriate measures such as the prevention of an accidental <n* 
unauthorized use of nuclear weapons, the avoidance of the p o s s i b i l i t y o f surprise 
attacks, etc., as was proposed i n t e r a l i a i n document CD/406. At the same time; 
i t i s necessary to stress that various confidence-building measures can contribute 
towards the removal of the nuclear threat only i n conjunction with far-reaching 
p o l i t i c a l undertakings i n that f i e l d . They should be on a genuinely large scale 
and aimed f i r s t and foremost at the prevention of nuclear war. 

Of ho less importance would be measures of a material nature designed to 
ensure that various kinds of doctrines and concepts Justifying-the unleashing of 
nuclear war should not be supplied with a material basis i n the form of,- new 
armaments systems. 

One of the most ef f e c t i v e and r e l a t i v e l y e a s i l y applicable measures towards 
that end could be the freezing, under appropriate v e r i f i c a t i o n , of nuclear 
weapons in"quantitative and q u a l i t a t i v e terms. This step should be taken by a l l 
nuclear-weapon Powers'or, i n the f i r s t instance, only by the USSR and the^. 
United States of America on the understanding that the other nuclear-weapon 
States would follow t h e i r example. 

To agree"'to a- freeze would mean: 

- to cease the bu i l d up of a l l components of nuclear arsenals, including 
a l l kinds of nuclear-weapon delivery systems and a l l kinds of nuclear weapons; 

- not to deploy nuclear weapons of new kinds and types; 

- to establish a moratorium on a l l tests of nuclear weapons and on tests 
of new kinds and types of t h e i r delivery systems; 

- to stop the production of fissionable materials for the purpose of 
creating nuclear Weapons. 

A nuclear-weapon freeze would s i g n i f i c a n t l y improve the general p o l i t i c a l 
atmosphere and f a c i l i t a t e agreement on the reduction of nuclear arsenals. 
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The cessation of the q u a l i t a t i v e refinement of nuclear weapons and the 
development of new models and types of such weapons would he assisted by the 

" e a r l i e s t completion of the preparation of a treaty on the complete and general 
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests and, u n t i l the conclusion of such a treaty, 
by the proclamation by a l l nuclear-weapon States of a moratorium on a l l nuclear 
explosions. 

Hot claiming a monopoly i n putting forward peace i n i t i a t i v e s , we are prepared 
also to consider other measures designed to prevent nuclear war. The time has come 
to proceed from general words about the threat of nuclear catastrophe to concrete 
deeds, namely, to constructive negotiations ;on the above proposals with a view to 
achieving appropriate international agreements. 

The Soviet Union reiterates i t s determination to s t a r t the elaboration of 
urgent and p r a c t i c a l measures on the prevention of nuclear war and to set up f o r 
t h i s purpose an appropriate subsidiary body of the Conference on Disarmament. 

As the General Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, Comrade K.U. Chernenko, 
stressed i n h i s reply to the message of the leaders of the S o c i a l i s t International 
on 4 A p r i l , "the Soviet Union w i l l i n future too steadfastly follow a course 
aimed .at curbing the arms race, at a return to detente, and at the strengthening 
of European and international security". 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t 
Republics f o r his statement and f o r the kind words addressed to the President. 

I now give the f l o o r to the representative of Venezuela, 
Ambassador Lopez Oliver. 

Mr. LOPEZ OLIVER (Venezuela) (translated from Spanish): Mr. President, 
we would l i k e f i r s t of a l l to convey to you the congratulations and greetings of 
the delegation of Venezuela on your nomination as President of the Conference on 
Disarmament. We would also l i k e to express our thanks both to you and to your 
predecessors f o r the e f f o r t put into the d i f f i c u l t task which has devolved on you. 
I should l i k e to r e i t e r a t e our cc—operation and support i n the execution of your 
very sensitive duties. 

On t h i s occasion my delegation wishes to take advantage of the great f l e x i b i l i t y 
offered by r u l e 30 of the rules of procedure of t h i s body to set out b r i e f l y some 
considerations on aspects, of our work which we consider important and on some items 
of the agenda of the Conference. 

F i r s t l y , the United Nations General Assembly and many distinguished delegates 
i n t h i s forum have expressed concern at the circumstances surrounding the present 
discussions of the Conference on Disarmament. To t h e i r well-grounded concern we 
wish to add ours, which i s that of a constitutional country with an established 
record of dedication to peace. 
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The general deterioration i n the international s i t u a t i o n cannot hut cause 
apprehension. The economies of many countries are experiencing a serious c r i s i s . 
Hotbeds of p o l i t i c a l and m i l i t a r y c o n f l i c t p e r s i s t , worsen and multiply i n nearly 
a l l continents. M i l i t a r y expenditure i n the world has reached the incredible 
figure of 800 b i l l i o n d o l l a r s . Between East and West a state of m i l i t a r y and 
p o l i t i c a l tension seldom before seen has been reached. The breaking—off or 
suspension of the negotiations on Intermediate-range Nuclear Forces (INF) and 
on strategic arms (START) i s accompanied by an arms race which i t i s apparently 
impossible to stop, and the gap between the i n d u s t r i a l i z e d countries and the 
developing nations i s today, more than ever, the culture broth and indeed the 
trigge r of new c o n f l i c t s of a s o c i a l , p o l i t i c a l and, conceivably, m i l i t a r y 
nature, which i n i t s turn could foment- the ideological confrontation which seems 
to be the sign of our times. 

This sombre picture generates a c o l l e c t i v e insecurity which serves as a pretext 
f o r the arms' race to become the mainspring of security and defence, which have 
acquired a higher p r i o r i t y than the comprehensive development of the peoples of 
the world. 

In the circumstances, and i n the face of the prospects they conjure up i n our 
minds, we believe i t i s r i g h t to pause and ask ourselves whether the enormous 
economic e f f o r t mainly devoted by the great Powers to increasing t h e i r m i l i t a r y 
power should not rather be aimed at improving t h e i r own economic and s o c i a l 
structures and those of the developing countries. Would the r e s u l t of that, 
f o r any p o l i t i c a l and s o c i a l system, not be greater i n t r i n s i c protection, of a 
more s o l i d and l a s t i n g nature, than can stem from the continuous and costly 
e f f o r t to achieve a po s i t i o n of m i l i t a r y supremacy? 

In any case, the present ominous s i t u a t i o n has p a r t i c u l a r repercussions on 
the Conference on Disarmament, enhancing i t s importance as the only forum, not 
only i n m u l t i l a t e r a l terms but quite simply as the only negotiating body on 
disarmament, and s i m i l a r l y enhancing i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t y , i n so f a r as i t lays 
on i t obligations which are i n proportion to the seriousness of the present 
circumstances of world tension. 

We believe, as André Fontaine so r i g h t l y said, that world tension i s the cause 
of the arms race and the arms race i s i t s effect. As a r e s u l t , i f t h i s Conference 
r e a l l y wishes to achieve disarmament, i t i s by promoting, i f not the disappearance, 
at least more modestly and r e a l i s t i c a l l y a reduction, of the root cause, that i t 
w i l l achieve that end. And t h i s reduction w i l l be encouraged i n so f a r as 
concrete r e s u l t s , however modest, are obtained i n the Conference on Disarmament, 
corresponding to i t s negotiating function and thus making i t possible to say, i n 
Bertrand Russell • s words, that c o n c i l i a t i o n and the gradual reduction of mutual 
hatred and fear must replace the present mistrust and tension among nations which 
prevent disarmament eff o r t s from bearing t h e i r f r u i t . 

- » 
For t h i s reason we cannot but concur with the statement made by the 

distinguished Ambassador Imai of Japan, who stated with o r i e n t a l wisdom i n t h i s 
forum on 9 February, "We think we have no other approach but to adopt step-by-step 
eff o r t s to bring about improvements i n the circumstances around us. In other words, 
we need to take measures which are feasible and effe c t i v e under the present 
international circumstances. By t h i s process we should be able to bring down, 
i f only l i t t l e by l i t t l e , the l e v e l of armament without introducing d e s t a b i l i z i n g 
elements into the o v e r - a l l picture of the balance of power. Such, i t seems to us, 
i s the most r e a l i s t i c approach and indeed our only a l t e r n a t i v e . " 
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In order to put this proposal into practice, we believe, as the Group of 21 
noted i n document CD/64, dated 27 February 1980, that "working groups (or however 
they are now called) are the best available machinery f o r the conduct of concrete 
negotiations within the (then) Committee on Disarmament", and that i t i s neoessary 
to i n t e n s i f y the e f f o r t s of the Conference i n that respect i n areas which, a f t e r 
sensible and r e a l i s t i c consideration, w i l l enable these concrete negotiations to be 
conducted and equally concrete re s u l t s to be obtained. Wherever i t i s l e a s t d i f f i c u l t 
to obtain the expression of p o l i t i c a l w i l l i n favour of détente, we w i l l achieve 
results which w i l l i n turn nourish t h i s p o l i t i c a l w i l l , and enable i t to be displayed 
i n more complex and d i f f i c u l t areas. 

Approaching our work from t h i s standpoint therefore, we think that the best 
sphere f o r at t a i n i n g such concrete re s u l t s i n a f a i r l y immediate future i s to conclude 
a trealy on prohibition of manufacture, storage and use of chemical weapons and the . 
destruction of e x i s t i n g stockpiles* 

Some important work has been done here, as can be seen from the report submitted 
by Ambassador McPhail. Very important expressions of p o l i t i c a l w i l l have been' 
forthcoming from the Great Powers, either i n the form of the announced submission, 
we hope i n the near future, of draft texts of a convention, or by taking a favourable 
position regarding basic issues such as the systematic international v e r i f i c a t i o n of 
the destruction of stockpiles of chemical weapons. 

These circumstances, i n addition to the uninterrupted work of the Ad Hoc 
Committee which i s negotiating t h i s topic, lead us to think that the Conference i s 
faced with an opportunity which i t should not allow to pass and consequently should 
as soon as possible go on to the phase of drawing up a draft convention, bearing 
i n mind a l l the i n i t i a t i v e s submitted i n that respect. 

Another area where we consider that positive r e s u l t s could be obtained i s the 
prevention of an arms race i n outer space. Bearing i n mind that although the 
danger which that arms race represents has already technically materialized, i t has, 
not reached the l e v e l at which i t cannot be stopped, and considering the serious 
strategic d e s t a b i l i z i n g effects of the development of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems (ASAT) 
or intercontinental a n t i - b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e (ABM) systems, there can be no doubt 
that this subject must be tackled without delay, i n accordance with the s p i r i t and 
the l e t t e r of General Assembly resolution 38/70» adopted on 17 January 1984» The 
current instruments governing the use of outer space are certainly inadequate and 
f u l l of gaps, but i n optimistic terms, these gaps should permit the Conference, 
i n f i l l i n g them, to complete and perfect those instruments. As a member of the 
Group of 21, Venezuela has expressed i t s support f o r the proposals which that Group 
submitted l a s t year i n the respective contact group i n document CD/329» i n 
addition, i n so 'far as i t i s bound by the Treaty on P r i n c i p l e s Governing the 
A c t i v i t i e s of States i n the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon 
and Other C e l e s t i a l Bodies, of 1967 i t has a p a r t i c u l a r i n t e r e s t that the threat'of 
war should not be taken into that sphere. 

Also of p a r t i c u l a r importance i s the topic of the nuclear test ban. We admit 
that i n t h i s respect we cannot be as optimistic as i n others since, as i s well known, 
since I945 at l e a s t 1,469 nuclear explosions have taken place, and what i s more 
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serious, nearly 1,000 of them a f t e r the signing i n 1963 of the Partial, Test Ban Treaty, 
fe consider, however, that the holding i n 1985 of the Third Review Conference of 
bhe Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) and the 
Linking of that Treaty to the Test Ban Treaty should give a renewed impetus to 
îegotiation i n that regard, on pain of d i s c r e d i t i n g the v a l i d i t y and e f f i c i e n c y of 
the Non-Proliferation Trealy to which Venezuela i s a signatory, and i s therefore 
jommitted to seeking to preserve and improve i t . We therefore support the d r a f t 
landate f o r the ad hoc subsidiary body on a nuclear test ban submitted by the 
fcroup of 21 i n document CD/492, dated 28 March, and hope that substantive progress 
íill be made i n that area, p a r t i c u l a r l y bearing i n mind the very important technical 
idvances made i n planning measures to i d e n t i f y and detect seismic events. 

We also propose that a convention banning r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons should be drafted 
is soon as possible. In t h i s regard we would r e i t e r a t e that although the d e f i n i t i o n 
>f such weapons i s unclear, and the l i n k i n g of the issue of those weapons to that of 
ihe p r o h i b i t i o n of attacks on nuclear reactors does not f a c i l i t a t e treatment of the 
iuestiônr' the lack of d e f i n i t i o n would precisely make i t possible f o r modest but 
ioncrete progress to be made; and that i f i n the course of negotiations the temporary 
)Ostponement, which we do not wish, of the consideration of the l i n k between the topics 
fere j u s t i f i e d i n order to allow progress i n the negotiations, we would be prepared 
;o consent to that s a c r i f i o e . 

We n a t u r a l l y allocate the highest importance to the items on the prevention 
>f nuclear war, .including a l l related matters, nuclear disarmament, the comprehensive 
irogramme of disarmament and the so-called negative security assurances. Please 
Jelieve me, however, when I Say r e g r e t f u l l y that i n the present circumstances my 
Lelegation regards the present s i t u a t i o n with the ulmost pessimism. On other 
>ccasions we have devoted our e f f o r t s to expressing our opinion on the theory of 
Leterrance and we have stressed what the honourable representatives to t h i s Conference 
lave said and reit e r a t e d on the t e r r i b l e danger of the annihilation of mankind. Today 
re think i t i s better to address ourselves to the conscience of the Great Powers, 
ind with the utmost Serenity and firmness appeal f o r r e f l e c t i o n on so grave a matter, 
fhen the President of Venezuela, Dr. Jaime Lusinchi, recently took o f f i c e 
>n 2 February as head of my country's Government, he said, and I quote h i s words 
•eferring to the nuclear threat: "The time f o r adjusiments- cannot be postponed, and 
x. t h i s process of correcting our course, of providing the p o s s i b i l i t y of a better 
uture f o r a l l nations, the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y i s clear and rests i n only a few hands, 
ihis i s a dramatic f a c t . " 

But however dramatic the facts may be, they should not t i e our hands. I would 
ïonclude my statement with a quotation from a b l i n d visionary, that venerable old 
tan, Jorge Luis Borges, who, quoting fragments from a gospel which he says i s 
pocryphal, although i t i s his own, warns us that "Nothing i s b u i l t upon rock and 
iverything upon sand, but our duty i s to b u i l d as i f the sand were rock". 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Venezuela f o r h i s statement 
ind f o r the kind words addressed to the President. 

I now give the f l o o r to the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany, 
mbassador Wegener. 
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Mr. WEGENER (Federal Republic of Germany): Mr. President, l e t me f i r s t congratulate 
you on the assumption of your elevated office, and allow me to contribute an anecdotic 
reference in order to i l l u s t r a t e the pleasure of my delegation to see you in that 
position. Your predecessor went to Bonn as Ambassador of Sri Lanka to my Government, 
and my own predecessor went to Colombo to represent the Federal Republic of Germany 
there. Both did so not only of their own free w i l l , but because they had singled out 
their new positions as a matter of personal predilection and had actively sought their 
nomination. Both of them, as I reliably know, feel very much at ease in their new 
habitat. What better proof of the excellent quality of the relations between 
Sri Lanka and the Federal Republic of Germany? 

Once again I would like to turn to the subject of chemical weapons. Our session 
has been rich in new constructive proposals and working papers, submitted with a view 
to accelerating our negotiating work, and we a l l know that another important 
comprehensive proposal i s pending. My delegation wishes to add to this useful and 
Increasingly concrete collection of specific working papers. I have the honour to 
introduce a Working Paper (CD/496) that contains considerations on the form in which 
a ban on the use of chemical weapons should be included in the convention. The 
Working Paper also contains a new approach to the right of withdrawal from the future 
convention. 

Our work so far on tht question of non-use, as an important part of the scope 
of the future treaty, has been f r u i t f u l , especially in the past year. My delegation 
has followed the negotiations in that f i e l d with a great interest and has 
particularly welcomed the fact that there i s now a consensus on the necessity to 
complete the scope of the treaty by a non-use provision. There i s hope that the 
remaining d i f f i c u l t i e s relating to the precise formulation of that interdiction can be 
sorted out quickly. My delegation wishes to further that process by placing the 
non-use concept in context, f a c i l i t a t i n g the choice of delegations among the various 
alternative formulations that have been introduced and discussed since last year. 

The German Government r a t i f i e d the Geneva Protocol of 1925 on the non-use of 
chemical weapons аз early as 1929* It was among those Governments that attached no 
condition to their act of r a t i f i c a t i o n . As i s well known, the Federal Republic of 
Germany in 1954 completed these self-imposed restraints by a unilateral undertaking 
never to produce chemical as well as bacteriological and nuclear weapons. The 
Federal Republic of Germany i s one of the most densely-populated countries on earth, 
situated i n an equally densely-populated, c r i t i c a l region. The application of this 
barbarian weapon in such an environment would have disastrous, inconceivable effects, 
in particular among the unprotected c i v i l i a n population. The primary interest of 
my Government in seeing the existing non-use regime concerning chemical weapons 
strengthened and effectively enforced i s , under these circumstances self-evident. 

I stress this at an unfortunate juncture. Recent events in another region of 
the world have proved that the use of chemical weapons s t i l l finds i t s victims on 
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the battle fields and among innocent c i v i l i a n populations. Now that the terrifying 
facts surrounding that recent new application of chemical weapons become clearer, 
this Conference should be even more strongly motivated in attempting to solve the 
remaining technical d i f f i c u l t i e s on the question of how to include a non-use provision 
in a future chemical weapons convention. 

As readers of the Working Paper w i l l recognize, the Paper contains a reasoned 
preference for the f i r s t formulation from among the several texts proposed by. the 
Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons of the Committee on Disarmament last year 
(document CD/416, Annex I A/2 b). 

The second part of the Working Paper contains proposals relating to a rarely 
discussed yet important chapter of the future convention, the possibility of suspension 
or withdrawal in the event of violation of treaty stipulations by other States parties. 
The underlying consideration ,of this part of the Paper i s that withdrawal from a 
convention of this nature is. ,a particularly grave and undesirable event and that 
States partd.es should be allowed to disassociate themselves from their contractual 
commitments only in very exceptional circumstances. The new element in the 
suggestions offered i s a graduated withdrawal process, under which States parties 
would be allowed, with regard both to the degree of withdrawal and to the point i n 
time when i t could be effected, to respond only in proportion to a breach of the 
treaty by another State party. 

I would wish that delegations in the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons would 
closely study this Working Paper and find i t useful for their work in the forthcoming 
weeks and months. 

Before concluding, Mr. President, l e t me make a brief specific comment on those 
statements and working papers which have recently dealt with the question and 
modalities of national means of verification as, one important element in the 
comprehensive verification scheme vrtiich the future convention w i l l have to provide. 
I would like to make reference both to the statement of Ambassador Turbanski of 
Poland of 15 March, and to the equally interesting statement by Minister Mihajlovic" 
from Yugoslavia, presented to us on 3 April, when he introduced a Working Paper by 
his delegation on the subject (CD/483). In a comprehensive verification framework, 
where the necessary place i s assigned to effective international controls of requisite 
detail and intensity, national means of verification also have a legitimate role to 
play, and we should be grateful to the two aforenamed speakers for having brought out 
this essential fact, and for having provided guidelines for national verification 
measures, showing what they can accomplish within their particular domain. 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany 
for his statement and for the kind words addressed to the President. 

I now give the floor to the representative of Romania, Ambassador Datcu. 

http://partd.es
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Mr. DATCU (Romania) (translated from French j : Mr. President, one of the 
few privileges of which I deliberately made use at the end of March was to be the 
f i r s t to convey my congratulations to you on your accession to the Presidency 
of this Conference. 

I should nevertheless like to take this opportunity to assure you of the 
wholehearted support of the Romanian delegation in the discharge of your important 
responsibilities. Your country, the Republic of Sri Lanka — with which Romania 
enjoys excellent relations — provides ample ill u s t r a t i o n of the importance of the 
active participation of the non-aligned countries, of the small and medium sized 
countries, to the solution of major international issues, of which disarmament i s 
the most pressing. 

The Romanian delegation wishes today to make a few preliminary remarks on 
our negotiations on the question of chemical weapons. But before broaching that 
subject, I should like to draw the attention of the Conference to document CD/493, 
circulated at the request of the Romanian delegation, which contains the text of 
the Appeal of our Parliament, the Grand National Assembly of the Socialist Republic 
of Romania, to the Supreme Soviet of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the 
Congress of the United States of America, the parliaments of European countries on 
whose territories intermediate-range missiles are installed, and the parliaments 
of other European countries and Canada. 

The Grand National Assembly proposes the holding of a meeting of 
representatives of the parliaments of the European countries, as well as of the 
United States and Canada, to examine the extremely serious situation created on 
the continent and to formulate and propose ways and means and solutions for the 
adoption of measures opening the way to the freeing of the continent of a l l 
nuclear weapons. 

The circulation of the text of the Appeal at this time, when the 
Inter-Parliamentary Conference is holding i t s seventy-first session, with the 
problems of security and disarmament included in i t s agenda, clearly demonstrates 
the importance which my country attaches to the negotiations, carried out in a 
s p i r i t of trust and lofty responsibility, which could lead to agreements designed 
to avert the danger of a devastating nuclear war. The Appeal of my country's 
Grand National Assembly aims at concerting the efforts of the members of 
parliament of the countries concerned in order to work together to reduce 
international tension and halt the nuclear-arms race, thus opening the way for 
agreements for the complete elimination of nuclear weapons in Europe. 

Of a l l the items included in the agenda of the Conference on Disarmament, 
the question of chemical weapons is this year in a special situation. We believe 
that the time has come to conclude a comprehensive agreement outlawing chemical 
weapons. 

First of a l l , for a reason of principle. In the international situation of 
unprecedented gravity in which the world finds i t s e l f today, the adoption of 
genuine practical disarmament measures i s more than ever necessary both for the 
very credibility of this Conference and to help to overcome the present deadlock 
in disarmament negotiations. In no other f i e l d i s the military risk smaller 
and the p o l i t i c a l yield greater than in the elimination of the machinery of 
chemical warfare. That is why the Romanian delegation believes that, without 
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in any way affecting the absolute priority which must be attached to the nuclear 
issues included in i t s agenda, the Conference should make a special effort in 
order to make i t possiole to present a positive balance-sheet to the 
General Assembly at i t s thirty-ninth session. This balance-sheet expected of 
us should respond to the s p i r i t of resolutions 38/187 A and В adopted last year 
on the question of chemical weapons. 

In this connection, we would like to express our support for the dynamic 
and able a c t i v i t i e s of the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, 
Ambassador Rolf Ekéus of Sweden. It may be said that i t i s largely due to his 
effqrts that the Ad Hoc Committee has a suitable negotiating structure. As-.for 
the substance of the negotiations, we have the major in i t i a t i v e s and contributions 
made by the delegations of the USSR, China, Yugoslavia, the Netherlands, 
the United Kingdom, the Federal Republic of Germany, France and other delegations. 
We are also awaiting with interest the proposals of the United States of America 
on a'draft convention concerning chemical weapons. 

Romania has always firmly advocated the complete prohibition and total 
destruction of chemical weapons. On 17 July 1981 our delegation introduced 
Working Paper CD/197 containing proposals on definitions and c r i t e r i a for the 
classification of chemical weapons. We note that these suggestions correspond 
to those put forward by other delegations. The existence of many common points 
suggests that the Working Group chaired by the distinguished representative of 
Brazil, Mr. Sergio de Queiroz-Duarte, has good chances of presenting agreed 
provisions for the future convention. 

With-regard to the object of the convention, the Romanian delegation 
believes that i t should contain a general prohibition of a l l types of agen,ts 
of chemical warfare, both super-toxic lethal chemicals and "incapacitante", in 
view of the fact that even the latter may be used in war with harmful 
consequences, above a l l for smaller countries which do not possess suitable and 
effective means of protection. The prohibition of the use of chemical weapons 
in any armed conflict must also be included in the convention. We also favour 
the idea of finding a suitable formula for prohibiting in future a l l military 
preparations aimed at the use of chemical weapons, and above a l l research, 
modernization and improvement a c t i v i t i e s concerning the means intended for the 
transport of chemical warfare agents, as well as manoeuvres, military applications 
and other military experiments involving the possible use of chemical weapons. 

The elimination of existing chemical-weapon stocks and means of production 
is closely linked with the question of their declaration and of verification. 
In the opinion of the Romanian delegation, the i n i t i a l declarations of 
chemical-weapon stocks should be made within 30 days following the entry 
into force of the convention for a State party. With regard to the rate of 
destruction of chemical warfare agents and of their means of u t i l i z a t i o n , we 
believe that a progressive, stage-by-stage programme with a precise time-table 
should be drawn up. The basis for the calculation of the time-table should be 
the time required for the destruction of the stocks of chemical weapons held by 
the countries with the largest quantities and the greatest potential for carrying 
out .chemical war. The programme should begin with lethal super-toxic chemical 
warfare agents and conclude with incapacitante and expired and inoperative stocks. 

We believe that the Working Group chaired by our colleague, 
Mr. Robert Jan Akkerman of the Netherlands, has a l l the necessary information to 
present a universally acceptable approach to a l l these problems. 
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The verification of the substantive provisions of the convention on the 
prohibition of chemical weapons i s a fundamental element of this international 
instrument. 

In the opinion of the Romanian delegation, verification should consist in a 
combination of national and international -means, including an obligatory system of 
systematic inspection, including on-site inspection, as an important Instrument for 
creating and maintaining a climate of trust between the States parties. We 
appreciate the important proposals made on this subject by the delegations of the 
USSR, China, United States, Sweden and the Netherlands. 

We believe that every State should have the right, set forth in the 
convention, to adopt the necessary measures in accordance with i t s constitutional 
procedures to implement the undertakings entered into and m particular to prevent 
and prohibit any activity constituting a violation of the convention. 

With regard to national technical means, our delegation believes that their 
inclusion in the convention w i l l create no d i f f i c u l t y i f i t is stipulated that a l l 
parties have the right to free access to the information gathered. 

The Working Group ably chaired by the representative of the 
German Democratic.Republic, Dr. Hubert Thielicke, may do very important preparatory 
work in the f i e l d of verification. 

We believe that an important part of the future Convention should consist of 
the transitional provisions, i n particular to establish the necessary j u r i d i c a l 
links between the future Convention and the 1925 Geneva Protocol fqr the 
Prohibition of the Use in War'of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and 
of Bacteriological Warfare. In this part of the Convention i t would be possible 
to envisage, for example, the adoption of an undertaking by parties to refrain, 
even before the entry into force of the Convention, from any use of chemical 
weapons outside the reservations already expressed in the Protocol, as well as a 
special transitional regime during the period required for the total destruction 
and complete elimination of stockpiles of chemical weapons and of the f a c i l i t i e s 
producing chemical warfare agents. 

The preamble of the future Convention w i l l also play an important role both 
in placing the instrument in i t s real setting of efforts aimed at the prohibitions 
of a l l weapons of mass destruction, and above a l l nuclear weapons, as well as in 
resolving some questions which the parties, for one reason or another, have not 
been able to include in the body of the Convention i t s e l f . 

I should like to conclude these observations concerning chemidal weapons by 
referring to what the Romanian delegation expects from our negotiations during 
this session of the Conference on Disarmament. In our opinion, the premises 
exist for us to be able to submit for consideration by the General Assembly a 
f i r s t draft of the text of the future Convention in the areas covered by 
Working Groups A and B, and a -first series of agreed conclusions concerning 
verification (Working Group C). 

I should like to assure the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee.on Chemical 
Weapons of the f u l l support of the Romanian delegation in achieving, these 
objectives. 
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Before concluding t h i s statement today, I would like, to make a few remarks 
concerning the organization of our work. The Romanian delegation wishes to 
stress the results achieved by the Conference t h i s year i n the adoption of the 
agenda and programme of work, the creation of some ad hoc committees and the 
solution of some organizational problems, which, as you know, i t was not easy to 
do. We are quite f a m i l i a r with the stage reached by informal consultations on 
the creation of subsidiary bodies for the other agenda items. In some areas 
progress has been made and a number of positions have become defined, thus 
enabling us to pursue the search for compromise solutions. 

i 

We believe that during the month of A p r i l a special e f f o r t should be made by 
a l l delegations so that we may proceed to set up subsidiary bodies on the other 
agenda items. We think that the creation of an ad hoc committee on r a d i o l o g i c a l 
weapons, an ad hoc committee on the prevention of nuclear war, an ad hoc committee 
on the prevention of the arms' race i n outer space, and an ad hoc committee on a 
nuclear test ban i s not merely desirable but also possible. 

We need to set up these subsidiary bodies, and to have them begin work rapidly, 
as essential instruments for negotiation. As has already been universally 
recognized i n t h i s chamber, negotiations carried out i n a s p i r i t of mutual respect, 
i n order to agree on disarmament measures accepted by a l l 40 members, remains the 
fundamental and essential purpose of t h i s Conference, i t s raison d'etre. 

I t may therefore be said that any subject i s negotiable here except for the 
very reason for our presence around t h i s table. 

For our part, we remain firmly convinced that the resources and value of the 
many means at our disposal to carry out and promote dialogue, contacts, 
consultations and negotiations are f a r from having been exhausted. 

I would l i k e to assure the President of the Conference that our delegation i s 
prepared to accept any procedural solution which he may propose at t h i s stage i n 
our work f o r the continuation of negotiations on these major issues. I t must be 
stressed that a clear display of p o l i t i c a l w i l l by every delegation i s absolutely 
necessary for our negotiations to have any chance of success. 

This month of A p r i l i s a key month for the Conference. I f the subsidiary 
bodies on h i g h - p r i o r i t y issues are not set up, the very c r e d i b i l i t y of our 
Conference w i l l be seriously jeopardized; we cannot allow ourselves such a 
f a i l u r e . 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Romania for his statement and 
for the kind words addressed to the President. 

I now give the f l o o r to the representative of France, Ambassador de l a Gorce. 

Mr. de l a GORCE (France) (translated from French): Mr. President, the 
French delegation wishes f i r s t of a l l to extend to you i t s congratulations and 
very warm wishes for success i n your a c t i v i t i e s i n guiding the work of the 
Conference during the month of A p r i l . I t i s happy to see the Presidency 
occupied by the representative of S r i Lanka, a country with which France enjoys 
very f r i e n d l y relations and which makes a p a r t i c u l a r l y active and valuable 
contribution to international co-operation. 
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You teve not been with us f o r long, but we have already appreciated your 
talents as a diplomat, your wisdom, your authority and your courtesy. We are 
sure that during your period of o f f i c e you w i l l pursue the b r i l l i a n t t r a d i t i o n 
represented by your predecessors, Ambassadors Fonseka and Jayakoddy. 

I should also l i k e to express our heartfelt gratitude to your predecessor, 
Ambassador Datcu, for his t i r e l e s s work l a s t month. We admired the talent and 
patience with which he tackled the solution of p a r t i c u l a r l y complex issues 
concerning the organization of our work. His efforts have made a very useful 
contribution to the progress of our consultations. 

The French Government has repeatedly stressed the c a p i t a l importance which 
i t attaches to the elimination of chemical weapons. Their use i s , of course, 
prohibited by international law, and.in p a r t i c u l a r by the Protocol signed i n 
Geneva i n 1925» of which France i s a depositary. The international community's 
concern with regard to respect f o r the provisions of the Protocol led the 
United Nations General Assembly to adopt the resolution setting out a procedure 
to examine allegations of the use of chemical weapons. That concern and the 
measures proposed to respond to i t were, alas, only too j u s t i f i e d . 

The information which the delegation of Iran provided us with here led the 
Secretary-General to carry out an investigation. The conclusions of that 
investigation are known to us a l l . Thus, the chemical threat continues to weigh 
upon the world. Chemical weapons e x i s t , and despite treaties they have been used 
and may be used again. Their manufacture requires a technology which i s widely 
available. 

Chemical disarmament i s therefore a major task for the international 
community, because i t alone can completely eliminate any p o s s i b i l i t y of use by 
the destruction of the products and of the weapons. We must pursue t h i s task 
here with the utmost determination. The number and the q u a l i t y of the contributions 
presented so f a r , and the contribution we are awaiting from the United States, are 
an earnest of that determination. The conditions therefore seem t h i s year to exist 
f o r what we hope w i l l be decisive progress. 

The French delegation wishes to introduce today a contribution, contained i n 
document CD/494» on the elimination of stock and of production f a c i l i t i e s f o r 
chemical weapons. I t hopes that a methodical presentation of i t s positions on 
t h i s c a p i t a l aspect of the negotiations w i l l be useful at the present stage i n 
our work.* I s h a l l consider the following three points successively: declaration, 
destruction and v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

With regard $3&*t to declarations, States must declare, on t h e i r own 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y , FffiWnj^stocks and production f a c i l i t i e s . These declarations must 
be detaileââjè^B«ai»e>auch precision w i l l generate tru s t and simplify control. 
The documeBfe vnt'ch my delegation has j"ust submitted therefore includes a large 
number of ЦгтнНп^с provisions. 

We stress the importance of the information provided u n i l a t e r a l l y . I t i s our 
concern to keep interference to a minimum. This rule also leads us not to demand 
that the Bites or arsenals at which the declared stocks are kept should be 
inspected. F i n a l l y , i n the implementation of the suggested control procedures, 
with regard to precursors, or production f a c i l i t i e s , we are concerned not to 
jeopardize the protection of i n d u s t r i a l secrecy. 
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Furthermore, every State party to the Convention should proposé i t s own 
destruction plans and time—table, and naturally divulge any unexpectedly 
discovered stock. On the other hand, we consider i t an unnecessary complication 
to seek to est a b l i s h dates of manufacture or of st o c k p i l i n g . 

With regard to destruction, thx3 should of course cover a l l chemical weapons. 

Of course, we may, as a temporary derogation during the t r a n s i t i o n a l period, 
admit that some quantities of t o x i c chemicals mentioned i n the Convention should 
be used for protective purposes, or that p i l o t production f a c i l i t i e s , which are 
therefore l i m i t e d and controlled, should be maintained f o r that purpose. But 
withi n 10 years the stocks, production f a c i l i t i e s and single-purpose precursors 
should be t o t a l l y destroyed. We do not believe that conversion operations may be 
envisaged: t h i s would involve the construction of f a c i l i t i e s which might work 
both ways, i n a reversible manner, thus maintaining a pot e n t i a l prohibited production 
capacity. Furthermore, the control of such conversion f a c i l i t i e s would be both 
complicated and "unsure. We simply accept that a chemical-weapon production plant 
should'be converted into a destruction plant; but at the end of the cycle i t 
should be destroyed. F i n a l l y , we wish to provide every possible guarantee that 
a f t e r 10 years there may be no possible return to the manufacture or use of 
chemical warfare agents. 

With regard to v e r i f i c a t i o n , I do not wish here to go into the de t a i l s of the 
various procedures, but s h a l l merely r e c a l l that f o r each operation they w i l l take 
place i n three stages: p r i o r to the operation, during the operation and, f i n a l l y , 
a f t e r i t . International on-site inspection w i l l v e r i f y the s i t e s f o r the 
regrouping and destruction of stocks. The destruction process w i l l also be 
continuously monitored; f i n a l l y , destruction should be duly v e r i f i e d . The same 
applies to production f a c i l i t i e s : t h e i r closure w i l l be v e r i f i e d , and then t h e i r 
destruction, both during the process and on i t s completion. 

F i n a l l y , an effec t i v e and permanent human presence w i l l not be necessary 
-everywhere and i n a l l cases. However, the technology which produces sensors and 
recorders, which w i l l c e r t a i n l y have to be used, i s not yet s u f f i c i e n t l y advanced 
to make i t possible to forego a l l human intervention, whether occasional or 
continuous, as the case may be. 

I f correctly carried out, the operations described above — declaration, 
destruction and v e r i f i c a t i o n — w i l l lead to the desired goal of the f i n a l 
elimination of chemical weapons. 

Some implementation modalities are of special importance during the 
t r a n s i t i o n a l period. They should of course take into account both the righ t s and 
the obligations of States. The f i r s t of these rights i s , of course, the r i g h t 
to security. 

This implies that destruction should be carried out i n a manner consonant 
with the size of the stocks and the f a c i l i t i e s . 

The time-table f o r destruction should be drawn up i n such a way that a security 
balance may be maintained throughout the process, and that the l a t t e r w i l l lead to 
the simultaneous elimination of a l l chemical warfare c a p a b i l i t i e s . 
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Among the provisions aimed at ensuring the security of the p a r t i e s , I should 
l i k e to stress the order to be established f o r the elimination of the stocks and 
of the f a c i l i t i e s . Details are given i n the document i t s e l f . 

In t h i s connection, the French delegation suggests that production f a c i l i t i e s 
should be destroyed i n the following order: f i r s t the f i l l i n g shops, then the 
t o x i c substance production units, and f i n a l l y the precursor production units. 
This method, i n our opinion, provides an additional guarantee. The f i r s t stop 
i n the production l i n e would thus be made at a point such that, from the very 
beginning of the process, the conservation of stocks of t o x i c chemicals would 
become useless, because those stocks could no longer be prepared f o r m i l i t a r y 
purposes. 

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of France for his statement and 
for the kind words addressed to the President. 

That concludes my l i s t of speakers for today. Does any other delegation 
wish to take the f l o o r ? 

The Secretariat has circulated today an informal paper giving a time-table 
for meetings to be held by the Conference and i t s subsidiary body on 
Chemical Weapons during the coming week. As usual, the time-table i s merely 
indicative and subject to change i f necessary. I f there i s no objection, I s h a l l 
take i t that the Conference adopts the time-table. 

I t was so decided. 

As indicated i n the time-table, and as announced by my predecessor at the 
plenary meeting on 15 March, I s h a l l put before- the Conference for consideration 
and action at our next plenary meeting the reports of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c 
Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify 
Seismic Events, contained i n documents CD/448 and CD/449« After l i s t e n i n g to 
statements of delegations i n connection with those reports, on that occasion I 
s h a l l i n v i t e the Conference to take note of the Third Report of the Ad Hoc Group 
as contained i n document CD/448 and afterwards to adopt the recommendation 
contained i n paragraph 10 of the Progress Report appearing i n document CD/449". 

I now intend to adjourn the plenary meeting and convene i n f i v e minutes time 
a b r i e f informal meeting to consider some pending organizational matters. 

The next plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament w i l l be held 
on Tuesday, 10 A p r i l , at 10.50 a.m. The plenary meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 12.25 p.m 
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