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The CHAIRMAN: T declare open the fifty-third plenary meeting of the

Cormittee on Disarmament, the first of its 1980 session.

Ag the new representative of Canada, it is a privilege and an honour to
Join, for the first time, in the common endeavour of the nenbers of the
Committee as it sceks to discharge its importent responsibilities. I am keenly
aware of the distinguished naturc of this body and of the high regard in which
are held the representatives who participate in it. I know that I shall be able
to count fully on your co-opcration and assistence as I attempt to guide the work
of the Committec during the month of February with, of course, the invaluable
assistance of our distinguished Sccretary and Personal Reprcsentative of the
Secretary-General and his able secretariat.

At the outset, I should like to draw the attention of the Committee to
rulc 37 of the rules of procedure, which states that "sinultaneous interpretation,
verbatim records of public plenary meetings and documents shall be provided in the
languages used within the United Nations systen by member 3tates of the Coumittec
participating in its work". When the rules were adopted last year, the Comnmittee
reached an understanding to usc, for the time being, Arabic, Bnglish, French,
Fussian and Spanish.

I wish to state that China informed the Sccretary-General on 10 December 1979
that it would participate in the Comnittec on Disarmament in February 1980. In
conformity with Genecral Asseribly resolution 34/83L, which was adopted by
consensus, the sccretariat has nade arrangencnts to provide the necessary
services to the Committece.

After informal consultations, it is my understanding that Chinese may
honceforth be used in the Committee on Disarmament under the provisions of rule 37.

May I now, on behalf of all represcntatives, express to the outgoing
Chairman, Ambassador U Saw Hlaing of Burme, our congratulations and thanks for
the very courtecous and conscicntious manncr in which he performed his duties as
Chairman last August and during the recess of the Committeec.

I extend a most cordial welconme to represcntatives who have come to Geneva
to participate in this opening mecting. China takes its scat in this Committec
today for the first time; and I wish to note the presence among us of the leader
of China's delegation, Mr. Zhang Wen-Jin, the Vice-Minister for Forcign Affairs.

T also wish to take particular notc of the presence today of Mr. Ola Ullsten, the
Minister for Foreign Affairs of Sweden. I thank these representatives for their
intercst in the work of the Comnittee and wish them a successful and plecasant

stay in Geneva.
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Since our last meeting in August, new representatives have Joined.the
Committee. I extend a warm welcome to Ambassador Sallah-Bey of Algerias
Ambassador Onkelinx of Belgium, Ambassador Kémives of Hungary -- who has already
gserved with distinction as representative of his country to the CCD --
Ambassador Ckawa of Japan and fmbassador Kalonji Tshikala Kakwaka of Zaire. To
all of them, I wish success in thcir new assignments,

May I also welcome amongst us Mr. Ian Martenson, Assistant Secretary-General,
Centre for Disarmament, who is here for the first time since assuming his present
functions.

The following documents are before the Committee today:

(a) Document CD/55, entitled "Letter dated 25 January 1980 from the
Secretary~-General of thc United Nations to the Chairman of the Committee on
Disarmament transmitting the resolutions on disarmament adopted by the
General Assembly at its thirty-fourth session'.

(b) Document CD/56, entitled "Control and limitation of international arms
transfers", submitted by Italy.

(¢c) A document entitled "Provisicnal list of members of delegations to the
Cormittee on Disarmament!.

(d) Document CD/Inf.L/Rev.2, entitled "Basic information for delegations
on Conference arrangements and documentation',

I have also requested the secretariat to circulate an unofficial draft
decision on the dates for the next meeting of the Ad Hoc Group of Seismic Experts
to Consider International Ce-operative Measurces to Dectect and Identify Seismic
Events. I intend to return to this matter later today, and I hope that by then
the Committee would be in a position to take a formal decision on the question.

In accordance with section VIII of the rules of procedure of the Committee,
our first task is to adopt an agenda for this session and to agree on a programme
of work. Rule 29 of the rules of procedure states that ''the provisional agenda
and the programme of work shall be drawn up by the Chairman of the Committee with
the assistance of the Secretary and presented to the Committee for consideration
and adoption". Accordingly, I shall shortly be making recommendations to you for
an agenda, after taking into account the recommendations of the General Assembly

and the proposals made by distinguished representatives through informal
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consultations which have taken placc and which are continuing. We would then
go on to considcr a programme of work, i.cluding the vario:is dates for
concluding the first part and the opening of the sccond part, as called for
by the rules of procedure.

For the nmoment, I wish to state simply that, on the basis of consultations
thus far, I an assuning that the 10 areas of negotiation which were cnumerated
last ycar and reproduced in paragraph 2 of our report to the General Asscrbly
will remain the framework for our cfforts, and that our agenda should be
established within that framework. It is my hope, since this has been the
general view expressed to me by representatives with whom I have been in
contact, that particularly in the light of the experience gained last yecar,
the Cormittee will be able to disposc quickly of thesc organizational matters
and concentrate on substance carly in this scssion.

Since I judge that this is the wish of nany rcpresontatives, and if there
is no objection, I intend to convence an infomial neeting tonorrow, Wednesday,
6 February, at 11 a.m., the principal purposc of which will be to consider our
agenda., We night also touch upon the organization of our work. I am sure
that not only the Chair, but all other ncmbers as well would bencfit from such
an exchange of views.

In the nmeanting, a nunber of specakcrs have becn inscribed who, in
accordance with the rules of procedurc, wish to nakc interventions before the
Comnittee proceeds with the adoption of the agonda. However, in accordance
with our practice, I should like, as Chairman, to offer sone introductory
observations regarding our work, and we are to receive a message addressed to
the Connittee by the Sccretary-General before wie procced with our list of

speakers for today.

The Committec resumes its work at this tiue in circumstances which arc
different from thosc a year age in a number of respects. I have already
welconed the representatives of China which, for the first time, takcs its
place anong the members of the Committec on Disarmament. This is indced a
historic occasion, the first on which all permencnt members of the
Unitcd Nations Security Council arc participating in rmltilateral negotiations
on disarmament. I view this as a positive clenent, for the success of such

negotiations surcly remains in doubt unless all permanent ncnbers are present.
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By comparison with a ycar ago, the Committee is now undertaking its work
in an intermational context characterizcd by incrcascd tencion. There was at
best cautious optimist when the Comnittec began its work in January 1979.

The rosults of the firgt year's scssion were adnittedly linited. Today, while
there can be no disposition on the part of any represcentative herc to say that
we are on the verge of a breakthrough in the ficld of disarmancnt, coually noue
of us has yot found an alternative to propose. The goal of cach of ug,
therefore, remains, presunably, to utilize this Comnittec to sitrengthen
intermational sccurity. The Committee is a mechanism, indecd en cssential
mechanism, for multilateral ncegotiations in the ficld of disarmanment. Our
individual and common concern, I suggest, rmust be the naintenance of the
necessary conditions of confidence and good faith which together will pemit
this Committec to fulfil its mandatce.

We have beforc us, as I have alrcady noted, a framework for our activities
at this scssion. This includes the decisions and reconmendations in the
Cormittce's report to the General Assenbly for 1979. In addition, thore arc
new clements and new circunstancos to be taken into account. Resoluticn 34/8§B,
adopted by the General Asscribly at its thirty-fourth session, contains two
provisions dircctly reclevanit to our work. Peragraph 1 urges the Committec to

proceed "without any further delay to substantive negotiations on the priority

questions of disarmenent on i1ts agenda'. Paragroph 3 requests the Committee to

initiate negotiations, "at its ncxt session, on the conprehensive programme of

disarmanent, with a view to complcting its claboration before the sccond special
session of thoe General Assenbly devoted to disarmanent and, in doing so, to take
as a basis the rccommendations adopted by the Disarmament Commission.

In regard to "the priority questions of disarmament' on our agenda, I would
simply rcnind the Committce, without attempting to interpret the resolutions,
that the General Asscnbly at its thirty-fourth scssion referred a certain
amount of work to the Cormittce. Four resolutions urged us to consider "at the
beginning" of this session items relating to a ban on the production of chenical
weapons, to a cessation of the nuclear arus race and nuclear disérmament; and to
the question of concluding cffective intemational arrangonenis to cnsurc
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons;

another resolution assigned "the highcst priority" to ncgotiation of a
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comprehensive test ban; we were also asked to "proceed as soon as possible to

achisve agreement, through negotiation', on the text of a convention to ban the
production of radiological weapous.
In addition to these items, the United Nations General Assembly requested

the Committee to '"continue negotiations" on the question of the prohibition of

the development and manufacture of new types of weapons of mass destruction and
new systems of such weapons; we were also requested to pursue consideration,

at an appropriate stage of our work on the item '"Nuclear weapons in all aspects",

of a ban on the production of fissionable material for weapons purposes.
Resolution 34/83G asks the Committee on Disarmsment to take into "appropriate

consideration" the views expressed by States on the non-~use of nuclear weapons,

avoldance of nuclear war and related matters.

Finally, resolution 33/91G, adopted by the General Assembly at its
thirty-third session, requests the Committee "to consider the modalities of the
review of the membership of the Committee and to report on this subject to the
General Assembly during its thirty-fifth session'". Resolution 33/71L, also
adopted by the General Assembly at its thirty-third session, requests our
Committee as well as the Disarmament Commission, "to report on the state of the
consideration" of the proposals and suggestions listed in paragraph 125 of the
Final Document of the special session of the General Assembly devoted to
Atcarpament at its thirty-fifth session.

I wish also to refer to paragraph 2 of resolution 34/@33 relating to the
Committee on Disarmament. This paragraph "invites the members of the Committee on
Disarmament involved in separate negotiations on specific priority questions of
disarmament to make every effort to achieve a positive conclusion of these

negotiations without further delay for submission to the Committee and, failing

this, %o submit to the Committee a full report on the status of their separate
negotiations and results achieved so far in order to contribute most directly

¢0 the negotiations in the Committee in accordance with paragraph 1 above". I am
avare that the wording of this invitation is not acceptable to all those concerned.
On the other hand, I am sure I speak for most members of the Committee in welcoming
the resumption of the separate negotiations on a nuclear test ban and on a ban on
chewical weapons, and in expressing the hope that these negotiations will soon be
concluded, and at the least that full reports on them will be made to the Committee

at the appropriate time by those participating.
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Since ve last met, procedures for the ratification of the Treaty on the
Iimitation of Strrtegic Offensive Arms hava been deferred. Let us hope that
before long the SALT process can be resumed. The dangers of nuclear war are
a permanent condition of our times. They alfect all nations, and it is surely
in the common interest therefore not to let these dangers increase. Relations
between the nuclear-ueapon Powers are clearly 6f paramount importance in this
respect. The ﬁhited Nations General Assembly has often drawn attention to the
special responsibilities of these Powers, which indeed they acknowledge. A%
timés of international tension and crisis, these responsibilities have even
greater meaning.

I conclude these opening remarks by an appeal to all members of the Committee
to show a spirit of goodwill and flexibility in establishing our agenda and
getting down to work. I remain convinced that, if this spirit is strong enough,
we shall succeed in overcoming the difficulties confronting this session so that
the Committee can achieve concrete results for presentation to the next
General Assembly. Ve have much to do. That we all agree upon, but we must not
let disagreement about how to proceed interfere vith such a common determination.
Our procedures allow us to work on subjects simultaneously. I hope that the rule
of consensus, which we all accept, will be interpreted with realism and good sense.
Negotiations cannot succeed without compromise. I have been assured that there
is a degree of flexibility upon which to build. I shall listen to your vievs
uith the greatest interest, keeping in mind that wve are called upon to act, as
well as to speak, in the interests of peace and security among nations. The
General Assembly has just completed an arduous six ueeks deliberating the whole
gambit of disarmament and arms control issues. The Committee, on the other hand,
has been designated as the single multilateral disarmament negotiating forum,
and we must now attempt to £ill that role as best we can.

I now give the floor to Ambassador Rikhi Jaipal, the Secretary of the Committee
and Personal Representative of the Secretary-General, who will read a message

of the Secretary-General of the United Nations.
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Ikr. JAIDPAL (Secrctary of the Committee and Personal Representative of the
Secretéry—General): he folloving is the messagc from the Secretary-General to the
Committee on Disarmoment:

"The 19800 session of the Committee on Disarmament morks the beginning of
the Second Disarmament Decade. Ve are entering this nev stage facing most
disturbing developments in the international situation. These developments
emphasize the inportance and urgency of the disarmament process. New energies
should be generated in our search for urgent measures leading to a more secure
world, free from the moct serious threat tc menkind: the arms race.

"The Committee 1s now called upon to initiate constructive negotiations
on a number of important guestions. The participetion for the [irst time of
the five nuclear—wveapon States in the negotiating body should open neu
opportunities for concrete progress in its work.

"A conprehensive nuclear test ban with its direci bearing on the halting
of the arms race and the strengthening of the non-proliferation regime,
nuclear disarmawent, the prohibition of all chemical and radiological weapons,
effective arrangements for assuring non-nuclear-veapon States against the use
or threat of use of nuclear veapons —— all these are subjects which need to be
dealt with urgently for reducing the appalling threat to the human community
inherent in the continual grovth and diversification of weapons of mass
destruction.,

"I have alvays considered a comprehensive programne »f disarmament an
esgential component of the disarmament strategy. IL the second special
session of the General ‘ssembly devoted to disarmament is able to adopt such
a programme on the basis of the voil done by your Committee and other
relevent bodies, ve wvill have made a sipnificant step towards achieving
our disarmament objectives,

"le should make [ull uce of possible bilateral, regional or nultilateral
arrangements as pert of o continuing and sustained vrocess, especially at
times vhen new tensiong arise. Vhile we deal with the challenges of an
incessantly changing international situation, we need o keep in mind that
opportunities open today moy not be available tornorrou.

"As disarmament involves nothing less than the survival of humanity, it
is the common concern and the collective responsibiliily of all. As I said

recently: in the nuclear age there cen be no vinners, only losers., It is
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(1tr. Jaival, Secretary of the Committee and Personal
Representative of the Secretary-Goneral)

to disarﬁéﬁent.

:

therefore innperative that wve halv the arms race ~nd »ro
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The internmational cormnnity is Jcoking vith grezt exmnecta “ion fo your work
and I extend to you 1 basy vighes for a productive session.’

I - LI T [ AN D ‘o . -
That isc the end of the nceceage, thank rou.

The CHATRIILIT: I thank the Seeretary of the Comuitoce and “he Personal

Representative of the Secrctary-General for his statement. Iy T asi him to convey
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to the Sccretary-Genere
Jommitiee.

Since ve camnot ~wossibly listen to all the statemento during ocur lwrning ueeting,
I suggest that ve meet again this afternoon at 7.30 p.m. Ue vould therelore listen
to five statements durinz the morning and the rest at the arlternoon meeting. Ve
vould proceed in the same manner on Thursday, meeting at both 10.30 and %.30 p.m.,
in view of the large number of delepationse that have expressed interest to speak on
that occasion. As I noted previously, and, if there are no objections, we would hold
an informal nccting tonmorrow at 11,00 a.n. in connexion with the adoption of the
agenda, and possibly the programme of work.

It vas so decided.,

fr. GARCIA ROBLZS (Mewico) (translated Irom Spanish): My delegation is

"

pleased, Ilr. Chairmen, that it is the turn of Crnade, the country which you so ably

represent, to assume the chairmanship of the Cormittee during *the first month of our
deliberations in 1980. Indeed, your country s untiring elforts and objectivity have
ecrned it well-deserved prestice in the {ield of disarmanent. Although it forms part

, its balanced vosition has, for all that,

(]
O]

of one cof the tuc major military allianc
been similar, on a nunber of occasions, to that of the members of vhat was Imowm,
in the Confercnce of the Committee on Disarmament; os the “Group of 15Y and 18 nou,
in this Committee, lnown as the '"Gioup oi 21'Y.

I should also like to soy hov vnleased we are that China hac come to take its
riglitful place in the Committee, in which all the nuclear-veapon States are now
ropresented.

Today, ve are begimming the wvork of the second session of this body, vhich is
perhaps not the only, butl certainly the naln multilateral disarmanent negotiating
forum. In so doing, we must be very much avare of the overriding need to achieve

concrete results, 1T not on all, at lcast on some, of the main substantive items on
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(1>, Garcfa Robles, Mexico)

our agenda, This goal is so obvious that i1t need hardly be stresged. In 1979, wve vere
able to offer as an explanation of the lack of real progress on matters of substance
the fact that wve had to devote a good.vart ol the first session to the formulation

of the rules of procedure and the establishment of a permanent rframevorik for the
adoption of the Committee's annual egenda. This year, we vill have no such
obligation, and it would therefore be totally inexcusable if wé again bturned up

enpty handed in the General Assenbly, particularly if account is taken of the fact that,
despite the unfavourable circumstances of the past year, we wvere able to carry out
very useful exploratory worl: throush informal consultations and exchanges of points

of vieu on several of the substantive items -- and as 2 result of vhich wve should now
be able to reach the required consensus on those items.,

My delegation will endcavour to explain, in as much detail as necessary, its
position on the items on the Committee's agenda that are subnitted specifically to
us [or consideration in accordance with the programme of vork, The statement I will
make today will, hovever, be brief and gynoptic., I ghall limit myself to a Tew
general remarks on how we think our functions should be carried out.

At first glance, it would seem that we are meeting in an international
atmosphere that is hardly favourable to the accomplishment of the task entrusted to
us, But perhaps quite the contrary is truc,

Mexico hasg already clearly explained, and proved by the vay it voted in the
competent United Nations bodies that met rzcently in lewv York, its unecguivocal
position on the deplorable events in JTrean anc Afghanistan. PFar be it from me to
repeat the definition of the position ve have adopted. This is neither the right
time nor the right place. Ve fully share the opinion expressed by the
Secretary-General in the nessage he has just sent Lo the Committee.

We would, however, like to point out thal, in our opinion, thc origins of the
events in question are not as easy to explain as many of the so-called mass media
tend to make out. It is obvious that those events did not happen overnight, but that
they are deeply rooted and have broad and varied ramifications. Their direct or
indirect causes doubtless include some vhich are usually called iuponderable, but
are sometimes rcally crucial. To cite only one example, vhich we consider to be
the most apnropriate in this Committce on Disarmament, we should ask ourselves whether
situationgs such as the ones we erc nov deploring would have occurred had the two
nuclear Superpovers and their allies, from the very beginning, talien seriously the

solemn commitment embodied 10 years ago in article VI ol the Non-Proliferation Treaty.
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It would, of courgce, have been wishful thinliing to believe that %tne "breaty on gcneral
and complete disarmament under strict and effective internsationcl control" reflerred

to therein would have coue into erigtence by row. Dut we do think that e vere
entitled to hope that, more than 10 years oitler the Treaty was sizned, the 'cessalion

of the nuclear erms race" —— vhich, agc expressly stated in article VI, wos to teke

J.

1

plece "at oo early dete" —— would already heve becon achlieved and thet considerablce
progress would have been made +7ith thc '"nuclear disaruicumens', alse reierred to in that
article.

Ve would lilze to thinl: that all the countries represcnted in the Committee on
Digarmament are avare of the responsibilities they agsumed vien tiey voluntarily
subccribed to the congensus vhich led to the adoption on 50 June 1978 —— a littlc more
than one year and a half ago —-— of the Final Document of the special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmement. Ve would find it quite natural il that werc
the case, since that document was fex from being the result of improvization, and the
basis for the General ssembly's decisions wvas nothing legs than Tive mectings of
its Preparatory Committee and five weelis of hard vork by its Ad Joc Comnicttee.

It is for these reasons and because of vhat wve consider Lo be the inescapable
demands of the present moment seen in the lipght of the situation in the Iliddle Dasti
that we believe that the States concerned and, in particular, the nuclear Superpowvers
should accept and put into practice the peremptory rules of conduct embodied in the
follouing provisions of the Tinal Document:

"2. Unlecs 1ts avenues are closed; the continucd arias vace means a

growing threat to international peace and securiiy and even to the very

survival of mankind,’

"11l,. Ilantind today is confronted with an unprecedentea threat of self.
extinction arising fron the magsive and comnetitive accumuleiion of the

most desitructive wcapons ever produced. Dristing arsenals of ruclear

veapons alone are riorc than sufficient to destroy all lile on earth."”

17, Induring international peace and gecurity cannot be built on the

accumuletion of weaponry by nilitary alliances nor be sustained by a

precarious balance of deterrence or doctrinzs of strategic superiority.”

"138. llankind is confronted vith a choice: we wust halt the arms race
and proceed to disarmament or face annihilation.!
nn

S. Vhile the final objective of the efforts of 2ll States should

continue to be general and comnlete disarmament under effeclive international
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control, the immediate goal is that ol the elimination of the danper

of a nuclear var and the implementation of measures to halt and reverse the

arms race and clear the path tovards lasting peace. I1legotiations on the

entire range of those igsues should be based on the gtrict observance of

the purposes and nrinciples enshrined in the Charter ol the Jnited liations,

vith full recognition of the role of the United Notions in the field of

disermament and reflecting the vital interest of all the peonles of the

world in this gpherc.,"

"M2. The arms race, particularly in its nuclear aspect, runs counter to
efforts to achieve further relaxation of inteimational tension, to establish
international relations based on peaceful coexistence and trust betveen all
States, and to develop broad international co-operation and understanding.

The arms race impedes the realization of the purposes, and is incompatible

vith the principles, of the Charter of the United Nations, especially respect

{for sovereignty, refraining from the threat or use of force against the

territorial integrity or political independence of any State, the peaceful

settlement of disputes and non-intervenition and non-interference in the
internal alfairs of States.”

It is on the basis of the premise that the IFFinal Document ol the special session
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament vas formulated and adopted only
because there vas a {irm resolve to obgerve and apply its provisions that I have
dared say that the cuarrent serious cituatioi. in the 1lliddle Bas! may, paradoxieally,
prove favourable to the success of the negotiations we shall hold during the session
of the Committee on Disarmament that is starting today.

In this comnexion, I should like bto recall what IIr. Jorge Castafieda, the llinister
for Toreign AlTairs of llexico, stated last month in the United lations Security
Council vhen he referred to the "very deop concern caused by the international
situation':

"We are in danger of slippins back into the cold war. The conflict
betwcen the great Povers has re-emerged %o such an extent that ve arc
faced with a continual escalation of measures and counter-measures of

pressure and reprisals ...
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"The great Powvers have a neu, enormous responsibility. The specific
problems between them are such as to call for talks. An arrangement

should be made to ensure that the conflicts are not exacerbated.

Reflection is called for. Ve ... call upon them to fulfil their

responsibility to malte further progress on the road towards

disarmament."

Becausc ny delegation is convinced that the ideas I have outlined in this statement
are correct, it will, az it has done ever since the birth of the United Nations,
redouble its efforty this year to contribute to the adeption of generally-
acceptable measures of genuine disarmament., To this end, it will continue to urge
faithful observance of the commitments found in go many United Ilations documents
on disarmanent and, in particular, in those, such as the Final Document to which
I referred a few minutes ago, which were adopted by consensugs. Our position will
continue to be the same as the onc which was so well defined by
President Lépez Portillo in his statement during his recent visit to the
United Nations in connexion with the general debate in the .igsembly, when he expressed
the following ideas, with which I close this statement:

"Until the great Powers understand that their own security
depends on the reduction and subsequent elimination of their nuclear
arsenals, we must repeat our appeal for prudence and mutusl trust ...

"The peonles of the world do not want a truce for the development

and stockpiling of new weapons., They vant peace based on collective

security and gocial justice, peace that affords an opportunity for

their owm development and for the joint development of the international

compmuni ty."
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The CHATRM/N: T thank the representative of Mexico for his statement

and the kind worcés he addressed to me,

Mr. ZHANG Wen-Jin (China): This is the first tine that China is taking

part in the work of the Committee on Disarmament. Allow me to express, in the
name of the Chinesc delegation, ocur thanks to our colleagves and friends from
various countries for their concern and support. T also wish to congratulate

Mr, McPhail, Hcad of the Canadian delegation, on his assumption of tnc chairmanship
for the first month of the 1980 annual scssion of this Committec. Ve are
confident that, under your =uidance, a good beginning will be nade for the work

of this session.,

The Committce on Disarmament, cstablished by decision ol the special session
of the United Nations Gencral Assembly devoted to disarmament, rcpresents a
significant step towards democratization with a largeor membership than that of
the original negotiating body and a change in the systom ol chairmanship. China
has now decided to ftake part in its work as from this year, and we are rcady to
Join all of you in the deliberations actively and do our share for prosress in
genuine disarmanent and for the causce of peace.

The advent of the 1980Cs marks the conclusion of the Iirst Disarmauent Decade
proclaimed by the United Nations. In the last decade, many countrics concerned
with peace advanced a number of valuable propositions and sugsestions with regard
to disarmament and made positive efforts in opposing wars o” angression and for
the cause of defending world peacc. Positive results have been achieved in
breaking superpower monopoly of the disarmament negotiations. Al this is
encouraging.

n the other hand, we must admit frankly that the first Disarmament Decade
hasg failed to produce for the peoplc of all countries any sratifying results. On
the countrary, the cipansion of armaments and the production and development of

weapons on the part of the Superpowers have continucd to escalate. In particular,
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that Superpower, which is making propaganda about the danger of arms expansion,
is unmatched in its blind faith in the use of military forcec and in its
enthusiasm for arms expansion. Each year in the past decade, it has come up
with at least one novel disarmament proposal, but at the same timc has made a
glant step in arms expansion. It has been expanding its armamcnts at a speed
and on a scale greater than ever, seeking by every mcans to attain military
supceriority over the other Superpower in all fields. It has rcached rough
parity with the latter in strategic nuclear weapons and attained an obvious
superiority in conventional arms and forces. It has considerably exvanded its
strategic air forcec and ocean-going fleets. It has made ne scruples about its
readiness to fight an all-out or a local nuclear war, as well as conventional
wars of all kinds. In the light of thesc facts, no one can cscapce the conclusion
that the Disarmament Decade was in fact a decade of accelcrated armns expansion.
With the intcnsification in arms expansion and war preparations the rivalry
for world hegemony has become more acute. The change in the balancc of military
force between the Superpowers has resulted in a change in their respoctive over-all
strategic postures. One Superpower tries to preserve and stabilize its existing
positions while the other, under the cover of such fine-sounding slogans as
"détente", "equal security" and "non-use of force", is aggressively pursuing a
strategy of outflanking Europe and, on the other hand, is stepping up its
aggression, interfercnce and subversion in many places in Asia, Africa and
Latin America. It is resorting to every possible means, from engincering wars

by proxy and staginz coups d'état to fostering puppet régimes and dispatching

their own trocps abroad. The armed intervention in Afghanistan shows that the
practice of military aggression and occupation has now been extended from inside
the "big community" to the third world and Islamic countries. This is a new

danger signal that its hegemonist activities have cscalated to a new stage.



The CHAIRIIAN: I would like to request the representative of China to cease

for a moment as there is a request for the floor from the representative of the

Soviet Union.

IIr. ISSRADLYAW (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from

Russian): The Soviet delegation has requested the floor on a point of -exder because
in our view, the present speaker 1s touching on matters unrelated to the work of

the Committee on Disarmament. We would request you to drav the speaker's attention
to this point, to aslz him not to divert the Committee from the performance of the
tasks before it, not to use vording against vhich ve strongly protest, and not to
initiate a contentious discussion on a broad range of questions which would only

make the Committee's vorlt more difficult.

The CHAIRILWN: I have listened carefully to the point of oxder made by the

representative of the USSR, and I am sure that all of the members of the Committee,-
including the distinguished Vice-llinister of China, have done so. ' T would say,

in response, simply that rule 30 of the rules of procedure makes il clear that the
Committee established its intention that the plenary meetings should be used
normally for the discussion of topics then under discussion and in accordance with
an agreed prograrmme of woxrk, but went on to say that it was the right of any member
of the Committee to raise any subject relevant to the work of the Committee at a
plenary meeting and to have full opportunity of presenting its views on any subject
it may consider to merit attention. I recognize, of course, that the representative
of the Soviet Union is rmuch more Tamiliecr with thece rulec of nrocedure than T am.
Hevertheless, it seems to me that, in accordance with the lanhguage of rule 30, we
should continue with this discussion; he has expressed his opinion and the Committee
has taken note of it and I have referred to rule 30 vhich, it seems to me is

applicable in this case. Iilay I ask the representative of China to continue.

Mr., ZHANG Wen~Jin (China): Ifr, Chairman, I cannot agree with the statement

made just nov by the representative of the Soviet Union. Ily statement is in full
conformity with the rules of procedure of this Committee. However, I do not wish

to deviate from the subject, and I shall continue with my original statement,
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More and more people have come 1o see that its routine slogans of "détente",
"equal security" and '"mon-use of force'" are merely fraudulent rhetoric. In seeking
the so-called "equal security'", it is actually trying to outstrip others and attain

an absolute superiority.

The CHATRILAN: Iy apologies to the representative of China, but a member

of the Committee has asked for the floor again. I presume it is on a point of
order, Could I perhaps ask the member to be as explicit as possible. As the
Committee is holding its opening session, I think that we are anxious to hear the
statements of all representatives. Ve are all aware of the rules of procedure, and
I invite the representative to explain the point of order that he wishes to have

clarified as precisely as possible, in order to help us speed up our business.

lr, ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from

Russian): I expressed my views clearly and, by the way, made no reference to the
rules of procedure, TFor that reason I fail to understand why the rules of procedure
have been referred to here., In my statement I requested you to drawv the speeker's
attention to the fact that he should not divert the Committee froum the tasks before
it. The Committee, as is known, is required to examine specilic disarmament questions.
I repeated the idea contained in the message Trom the Secretary~General of the
United Nations, who called upon the Committee to initiate a constructive discussion
of disarmament questions. Your statement, as I understood it, also contained an
appeal for business-like discussicns on questions which we have gathered here to
examine., A similar idea is contained in the statement of the distinguished
representative of Mexico., If we allow anyone to speak about anything he pleases
then, in my view, we vwill never be able to solve even one disarmament question or

even embark upon the examination of our Committee's agenda.

The CHAIRMAN: Thanlk you. Indeed I referred to rule 30 as being vhat 1

thought was the appropriate, relevant, rule in this case., However, I understand now
that you were not directly raising a point of order but rather making an appeal.
Therefore, I think that appeal has been heard, and that I should invite the

representative of China to continue.
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Mr. ZHANG Wen-Jin (China): Mr. Cheirmen, I only wish to say that my

statement today is fully relevent to the subject of disarmement. I do not wish
anyone to take me away onto any othcr problem, I shall now continuc with my
statement.

By "détente" and "non-usc of force!", it actually tries to 1ull other people so
that it can trample at will on the norms of international reclations end the Charter
of the United Nations and wantonly resort to the usc of military force and launch
surprisc attacks. It openly defics the resolution of the United Nations
General Assembly suvported by more than 100 Member States calling for the withdrawal
of its troops, and obdurately continues with its armed occupation. In these
circumstances, how can there be any guarantcoc for the independence and soverecignty
of all States ond for world peace and security? Do we have any choice other than
heightening our vigilence and taking actions together to defond the dignity of the
Charter of the United Netions.

It is natural that people have placed high hopes on the coming decade -~ the
Second Disarmoment Decade declared by the United Nations. In the first days of this
nev Disarmament Decadc, howover, what pcople have heard are the roars of guns of
armed invaders instecad of the melody of peace. This is a bad omen. Peoople cannot
but have the foreboding that the 1980s will be a decade fraught with crises, turmoil
and perils. The turbulent international situation and the growing danger of war
have caused widespread concern and anxiety. The practice of erms expansion in deceds
and disarmament ir words has aroused incrensingly strong indignation smong the
pcople of all countrics. They demand e new stort in the disarmament ncgotiations
and .that these negotiations should really contribute to the safeguarding of world
peacae, It is in these circumstonces that the Committeoc on Disarmament is meeting
here. The Chinesc delegation has come to Genevae to take part in these ncegotiations
with the sincere desive to defend world peace and will cornestly work for the
realization of genuine disarmament. We would now state our views on some imporitant
questions in the field of disarmament.

We hold that, if recal progress is to be mede in disarmement, we must proceed
from the characteristics of tho present international situstion in the field of
armaments and esteblish for the discrmament ncgotiations principles to be followed
that would be effective in solving cxisting problems, and sct the objectives that
we should work for. An important featurc of the present stetec of armements is that
the two Superpowers possess armements of the highest levels in the world. Their
militery strongth far surpasscs that of any other ~ountry., And thoy are the sources

of the main threats to world peacc. In order to prevent a world war, it is
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necessary to call on the two Superpowers to be the first to reduce drastically their
armaments in a balanced way. After progress has been mede in this respect which is
tangible and substantial, and not perfunctory and nominal, it will then be possible
for the other nuclear-wcapon States and militarily significant States to join them
in a further reduction of armaments according to rational procedures-and ratios.

As for the peace-loving small and medium-sized countries, their defence capabilities
are usually inadequate or even insignificant, and, generally speaking, they should
net be the target countries of disarmament efforts. If no distinction is made among
States with totally different conditions and characters, and if they arc all
indiscriminately asked to reduce their armaments in the same ratio and according to
the same rules, this obviously would not be fair, nor would it help to preserve
world peacec and security and to attain the recal goals of disarmement, Therefore

we deem it a fundamental principle that the Superpowers should take the lead in
reducing armaments and it will be a touchstone of genuine disarmament.

As long as general disarmament cannot be realized, it is understandable that
pcople hope for some progress through partial disarmement. Under present historical
conﬁitions, it is indeed very difficult or even impossible to achieve general and
complete disarmament. We thercfore believe that it would be advisable fto reach
agreements through consultations on partial disarmament measures which are conducive
to the maintenance of the independence and sovereignty of nations and of world peace
end sccurity. The partial disarmament mecasures mey include the banning or reduction
of certain types of weapons, such as nuclear, conventional, chemical, biological
and other weapons of mass destruction. Thesc measures may also include regional
arrangements such as the cstablishment of zones of peace or nuclcar-free~zones.

They may also include other special measurcs, such as a guarantee for the security
of non-nuclear-weapon States, the withdrawal of foreign troops, the dismantling of
foreign military bases, and studies and disclosure of the truc state of affairs in
arms reduction and arms expansion. The non-alighed countries have demanded the
formulation of o comprehensive programme of disarmament, embracing principles and
concrete measurcs for disarmament. We are in favour of having the metter discussed
in this Committec. Such a programme should give full cxpression to the reasonable
positions of all States and facilitate future efforts for the realization of

genuine disarmament.
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The non-nuclcar-wecapon Statos are opposed to the nuclecer threat and demand that
their sccurity should bc guaranteed es far as the use of nuclcar weapens is
concerncd, and that all nuclcor-weepon Statos should undcriake not to use nuclear
weapons against them. No doubt thosc are just and reasonable demands, It ig our
consistont vizw that completc orohibition and total destruction of nuclear wzepons
arc esscntial for the eliminaticn of nuclear var and muclcar threets. Vo are averc
that its rcalization is no enay metter. This boeing the case, we hold that the
nuclear-weapon Staics should ot least undortake not toc usz oxr threaten to us~
nurlear woapons against the non-nuclecar-weapon Statrne and nuclcar-frec-zones.

On its own initiative and unilaterslly, China long ago declered that ot no time and
in no circumstances would it be the first to usc nuclear weapons. And China has
signed the Additional Protocol II to the Trcaty for the Prohibition of Nuclcer
Weapons in Latin America, We wish fto rciterate this position of ours herc. We
support the conclusion of an international convention to guarantece the security of
the non-nuclear-wecapon States, and arc preparcd to work with all of you for the
attainment of this goal.

Many countrics have asked that priority should be given tc the problem of
nuclear disarmoment. It is truc, nuclear weapons cre highly destructive, end e
nuclcar war would bring unprocedented disaster to the human racc. But wherc should
we bogin in nuclcar disarmament? This is a question that should be given cerceful
consideration.

Some people suggest that the first step of nuclear disarmament is to "stop
producing nuclear wecapons'". This suggestion sounds rather doubtful. It is an
indisputable fact thet at present there cxist huge gaps among the nuclear arscnals
of diffcrent nuclcar-weapon States, not to mention the States which have no nuclear
arscnals at all. Doecs not a mcrc cossation of nll such production mean the
recognition of the right of corfain nuclcar-weapon Stetes to perpetuctc their
nuclear superiority and to usc it to threaten and blackmeil other countrics? This
proposition is unacceptable because it sompletely ignorcs the actual nceds and is
devoid of a just basis. We maintain that, as o corrcect first step to nuclecar
disermament, the nuclecar-weaopon States with the largest nuclcer arscnels should
first reducc their nuclear armements until the huge gap between them end the other
nuclecar-weapon States is rcduced to the minimum. Only then should 2ll other

nuclecar-weapon States be asksd to join them in reducing and destroying the nuclear

Weapons.
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Some people suggest thot the guestion of nuclear dissrmement sheuld be discussed

in a scparate forum by the nuclear-weoepon States and some other sclected States.

<t
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We hold that our Committce, vhich alre~dy includes 1l the nuclcar-uc-pen S
ond is wid2ly reproscnted, is the right place for tho deliberations on nucloax
disarmament, and it is neither necessary nor cppropriate to creatc another forum,

Mony countrics ask for the cessaticn of all nuclear tosts. Vi understond the
honest desire of thosc who oppose the nuclear srms race and wish tc vrevent nucleoar
pollution., But it rust alsc ba pointed cut that the cessation of nucloar tests
2lonz will not curb the nuclear arms 2xponsion of the Supervowers, let alone redués
their nuclear arscenals; thereforz it will not by itseclf result in nucloa:
disarmament.

There is much concern about nuclear prolifcration. China is egoinst big-Poucr
monopoly of nuclcar weoapons. Ve hold that, whon the Supcrpowers arc constantly
cxpanding their nuclcar arscenels and carrying out nuclcar threots, it is cloerly
not feir to ask all non-nuclear-weapon States to give up their right to acquirs
nuclecar vcapons for sclf-defenc.; still less should there be rostrictions ond
infringement on the sovercign right of any Statc to the peaccful usc of nuclear
cnergy. Of coursc, this docs not mean in any wey thot we advecete or encourage
nuclcar proliferation.

The prohibition of chomical wecapons is an important issuc before this Committon,
The Superpowers posscss cnormous arscnels of chomical weepons which constituice a
grave thrcat to th- humen race. A convention on the prohibition and destruction of
chemicel wecapons should bc concluded 2t an carly datz. Chine hes always stood fcr
the complet: prohibition of chemical and bioclogicnl veapons. China has long
acceded to the 1925 Gencva Protocol on the Prchibition of the Usc in War of
Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gascs, and of Bacteriological IMothods of Warfarc.
It is our position that a convontion on the prohibitior of chemical wieepeons should
prohibit 211 types of such weepons and that it should include in its sceops the
prohibition of their use, manufacturc snd stockpiling and tho destruction of these
weapons. In addition, there should be internstional supcrvision end insnection to
ensure the offoctive implementation of those provisions. Wo ocgree thet cux
Committce should start dircct ncogotiations as soon as popsible on the arafting of
the convention. The proctice of having on cgreemont ronched first by e fow big
Powcrs and then submitted to the Committece is well out of date, and tusi no longer

e followed.
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The reduction of conventional wzeovons should not be overlocked bocouse of tho
rcal threat of conventional wars, the growing destructive pover of modern
conventionnl wcepons and the tremendous consumption of rcsources in the production of
such weapons. The cppropriatc wry is to give cquel importance to conventionsl
disarmement ond nuclear disarmement, and corry cut the two in conjunction. This
i1s our position.

On the cve of the Sccond World Wer, when the pcople of some countries had already
fallen victim to eggression, delegates had also gathered in Goneva, this "capital of
disarmament", and ongaged in hested discussions on diszrmament and the defonce of
pcace in this very building of the Leaguc of Neotions. But fine words and clever
formulas failed to prevent the outbreak of the Sccond World War, and the memory of
the unprecedented holocsust and sufferings brought to the whole world is still fresh
in people's minds. No one wishes to sce history repecated. People have also lecarned
from their bitter oxpericnce that hegemenism is indced the hotbed of world war. The
hegemonists always pour out a strecam of honcyed words about "détents" and
"disarmament" while they arc feverishly expanding their armaments in preparation for
war. We would not be so naive as to think that disarmament ncegotiations would make
them abandon their arms or ronounce their ~mbitions for expansion and aggrossion.

In order to prescrve world pcace, it is more urgent than cver that all pcaco-
loving ccuntrics and pcoples should unite ond carncstly got down to work. We have
to let the public lmow sbout the denger of war so that they will heighten their
vigilance. It is nccessary to teke effcctive mecasures and practical stevs constantly

to upsct the war-schemers! plan for sggrcssion and cxpansion, and wo, . tit-for—-tat
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struggle against the forces of sggrcssion without compromis:z or retrecat. We arc
convinced that the outbreck of a world war can be delayed so long as the people of
the whole world perscvere in thesc cfforts.

The prospect of o disquicting intornational situetion in the 1980s poscs a
great challenge to all thosc working for the preservation of peace; and the
Committce on Disarmament is thus faccd with a historical test. Whether we went
gonuine disarmament, sham disarmament or no diszarmement at all will decide the
outcome of the disarmament ncgotietions. 4+ ig our sincerc hope that the Committec
on Disarmement, acting in linc with the trond of history and giving cxprcssion to
the aspirations of the pcoplc of the world, will pursuc genuine disarmament and

meke progress in the intercst of precscrving werld peace.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank His Exccllency the Vice-Minister for Forecign

Affairs of China for his statement ond the kind words he o~ddrcssed to me.
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lir. PRI (ileétherlonds):

I you, tr. Choidman., It is indeed o
plessure for me to vaelcome you personally to this Comniticc, and at the some time
exxtend to you our consraiulations on your assumption cf the chalyr of tThis
for the month of February} Vle shall therefore be privileged %o work vith you in
two ways =- as a nev colleague and as our presiding officer. I should zlso like
to extend to our outgoing Chairman, fmbegssador Hlsing of Burme, our sincerae

D“atitude for his most v

]

luable wvork for thig Committee during the last nonth of
last year's session, a task he even pursued during the General issenbly av
the United Nations. Ve are very thanlkful to rimbacsador Hlaing.

' On this first day of negotiations in Gencva, the Hetherlands delezation to
the Commitiee on Disarmamernt vishes to velcome varnly the participatiion cf the
People's Republic of China. The decision of China o join in our efforts to find
the elusive forrmulas that are the key tc controlling the arms race is one of the
few encouvraging evenﬁs in an internsational scenaric that has recently taken a
turn for the worse. "1 shall have more to say about ithat in 2 moment.

First, bouever, I vigh to emphagize that iﬁ the view of the ﬁethéflands,
China's presence here today completes and confiyms the multilateral characher of
this neﬂotl ating body. This is a matter for great satisfaction. There cre many
areas of common concern betuwcen Chine and the Netherlands in the field of
disarmement as well; we loclz forwvard to exploring those areas in the interest of
furthering mutual and international security which is, after 211, the main reason
for our working Logetner in this negotiating body .

To ‘hau end, as ve have slressed on wore than one occasion,‘in this Commitvtee
and in the General lLssenbly of the United Hations, it is essential thét the
negotiating character of this Committee on Disarmement in Geneva should be conserved
and protected. A

This places certain demands on all of us with regard to the frame of mind in
vhich we approach Lhe intricate technical problems that face us. It also places,
more than usual in dlplomaulo intercourse, restrictions on the nature of our
dialogue. Both these requirements, that of a positive frame of mind and'restrained
approaches are specisl 1eq.iﬂe1en‘3 of ‘ +

negoticving hody, as distinct frem o

)

deliberative, political forum.
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Mevertheless, the Committee on Disarmament cannot and should not isolate
itself from the harsh reclities of world events. Cervainly it cannot ignore those
events if they involve the use of armed force by o Superpower afainst o suall
nen-aligned neighbouring Silate.

I must therefore say clearly in this Comnittee, that the Ilstherlands rejecis
as utterly unacceptable the military inverventiion of 1he Soviet Union in Afghanistan.

This attempt at military domination of a srnall neiphbour entails net only a
- threat to the countries in that particular pari of the world, it also implies 2
serious setbacls to the process of vorld-vide dévente vhich we had hoped would soon

bear frult and leced to grecter gecurity for us all.

The CHAIRMAIT: I rerret that I must ask the representative of

the Netherlands to stop for a moment. The revresentative of lionrolis has acked for

the floor, may I ask, Sir, is this on a point of order?

1lr. DRDEIBILLG (Longolia):s I am sorry to interrupt the statement of the

distinguished representative of ilhe lLetherlands, but I should like the Committee
to hear an appeal my delegation wishes to address to you, lr. Chairman, as well
as to our collcague [mbagsador Fein. Ve appeal to the Committee not to listen
in future to statements thal divert it lfrom ibts basic task of conducting
negolations on disarmament questions. Such statemenis will in no way contribute

to the solution of the problems before this session of the Conmittee on Disarmament.

The CHaTRIIAT: Vould the representalive of the Netherlands wish to

conlinue®”

Lir. FOIU (Tetherlands): Yes, I shall continue my statement.

lJow, while that unfortunate event does complicate cur taslk in this diplomatic
negotiating conference, on the other hand that same unfortunate event also
underlines once agsin the need for us to pursue even more vigorously our search
for results in the negotiations on disarmament that have been entrusted to us
by the vorld community.

Lre e then beiny unrealisiic, immorine the realities cf present-day evenis?
Could one accuse us of cynically pursuing a '"business as usual' ettitude, wvhile

Rome burns® The ansver to those gquestions is: no, definitely not.
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For in our view, that is, the view of ihe lletherlands, arus control is nci only
M ’ b
in the interest of stable relations velween Zast aand lcsi, bul also an indigpenseblie

element, a sine (".a non in any stable arrangeunsnt of the securicy cnd the pecce of

all States, in all parts of the wvorld. Security and arms control are cssenticlly
linked.

Tt is in thic spirit that the Metherlands strongly supported the paclage of apman
control measures and proposals as loid dowm in the December 19779 HLTO commnicuds.

Vie express the hope that these preposals will bring cbout o curvine of the arns raa-,
particularly in the field of long-range theavre nuclear forces.

The realization and the full acceptance of the fact that this Commitiee on
Disarmament is a negotiating body, entrusted with achieving neaningful rcsults,
should also remain our central preoccunation in 1980.

This implies fuller participation and fuller engagement of all nembers of
the Committee on Disarmament, in all itens of lhe agenda, and not juct in those that
happen to suiit particular national interests.

Such a positive attitude of all members is essential, because, as I have said
Just now, the security of 21l States is invelved and not just that of a few mejor
military Powers or pover blocs.

As for the NMetherlands, we are ready —— end even more so in these days of
negative international trends -- to pursue actiiely our efforts to reach, together
with you, agreements in the field of arms conirol. Ve arc prepared tc do so, not
only here in the iommittee on Disarmament, but in all other ldisermouent forums in
vhich the Netherlands is involved.

Whenever our diplonatic explorations in any particular field sszem to be
promising, we stand ready to brinz in from the Wetherlands the technical enpertis
reguired to pursue thoce negotiations in more delail and to help ir obtaining results,

This brings ne to the second part of my statement, in vhich I shall try to put
in specific terms, for your consideration, hov in our view this Committee should

proceed vith its work this year, or at least during the Spring session.
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In the first place, it vould seem to us that the Non-Proliferation Treaty
Review Conference vhich will be held here in Geneve in rugust, wvill probably
be the most inportant, even crucial, event in ithe field of zrms concrcl this year.
Ve in the Commitiee on Disarmaulent should do all that is possible vithin the
terms of our mandate to improve the circumstances in vhich that Conference will
be held.

This means that muliilateral negooiations on o comprehensive test ban should
be undertaken et the earliest possible opportunity. This, in turn, recuires the
three nuclear-veapon Powers prescently engagced in trilsteral talks tc make a

bl B

major effort to achieve ihe resulis thab we have been waiting for so long.

As we have pointed out on previous occasions, both here in the Comnittee
on Disarmament and in the United lialions General rssembly, the possibility that
SALT IT mipght not be ratificd in the necr future maltes it all the more necessary
that a comprehensive test ban should be concluded a5 scon as possible. It would
thus be made clesar that putting an end to the nuclear arms race is recognized
to be in the interest of us all.

Dqually wvith the Hon-Proliferation Trealy Review Conference in nind, we
believe that the Commitcec on Disarmement should start av an carly stage to
explore the possibilities in the ficld of negative security cssurances. It would
be useful to have a better insight in vhat can and vhat cannot ve eipected in
this field, before the Hon-Proliferation Treaty Review Conference is held
in August. Ve believe we should concentrate on the substantive aspects of
the five unilateral formulas, and leave the nature of the legal instrument in
vhich the possible resulfs of our negoliations mizht evenlually be presented
to a later slage. Our discussions on negative security assurances could take
place in an ad hoc weorlins group, as wvas the case last year.

But our ~fforts in the field of & comprehensive tegt ban and nesative
security assurances nced not interfere writh the high priority e wusti also

accord to progress con o chemical ieapons ban. On the basis of vhat has
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already been achieved in the bilateral negotiations and vhat is mowm of hess
erees of agreement, the Cormitiece on Diszarmonen. could start vork on the
utlines of a clomical weapons conventicn. It must, however, also be possible
to go further than that. ‘e could euplore certain problems that have not

been resolved as yet in the bilatersl talks, such as the mandate for the
"Consultative Committee, end different modes of verification. Ve could alsc
make some detailed technical studies, {or exanple on scope. Ve feel that it
vould be best to deal with these techniccol matters in & vorking group of experis
or some such more appropriate subsidary body.

On radiological sreapons, the Netherlands 1gs in favour of fineglizins the
drafi convention this yeor, but only after it hes been exzamined cheroughly,
preferably also in e working rsroup. This item chould, however, not stand in
the vay of the morc urpenl issues ©to vhich I relerred ecarlier.

One of our first tasks, in the ceming fev iweels, will be tc decice on how
to crranize our vork. Last year an unnccegsary cmount ol time vas epent on
procedural and organizatvional matters. Ve feel the work prograrme should be
flexible; the tules of procedure provide for this., Vhere I have indicated that
we favour the setting up of a working group, this is also an indication of the
character ve feel the discussions sheuld have., e are net particularly
concerned vhat these working groups zre called -- ad lioc, informal, etc. —-

as long as the consultations held in then are effective and lzad to results.

The CH.IRTAI: I thank the representative of the tethcrlands for

his statement and the kind words he addressed
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Mr. CORDERO DI MONTEZEMOLO (Itaiy): I join the congratulations of my

delegation to those already expressed to you, in your cepacity as Chairman of the

Committee for the month and the nev permarent representative of Canada in Geneva.

At the same time, I would like to extend my warm greetings to Mr. Ullsten of Sweden
and to the Vice-Minister for Foreign Affeire of China, who leads the first deiegation
of his country to the Committee on Disarmament. I am pleased to welcome the new
distinguished representotives of Algeria, Belgium, Hungary, Japan and Zaire.

Finally, I should like to welcome the Assistant Secretary-General eond the

Secretaﬁy of the Commitiee and Personal Representative of the Secretary-General of
the United Nations, Ambassador Jaipal.

The Committee on Disarmament is meeting today at a time of severe strain —-
indeed of crisis -~ in international relations.

Peace and security are challenged by recent initiatives and behaviour which
constitute a flagrant violation of the rules and principles of international
relations enshrined in the Charter of the United Nations.

The reaction of world public opinion has beenunequivccal, and all over the
world there is concern and digsapproval, and a refusal to accept an act —— gsuch as
the military intervention of the Soviet Union in Afghanistan -- which represents
manifest interference in the domestic affairs of a sovereign State having
destabilizing effects.

The Italian Government has expressed ite anxiety clearly in every appropriate
forum, giving full support to the relevant resolutions of the United Nations. The
nine countries of the Buropean Community -- of vhich Italy is at the present time
filling the presidency -- have also unanimously expressed their profound concern,
stressing the severe threat to détente.

In recent weeks the sinister echo of gunfire has égain been heard in
particularly seesitive areas of our plaaet, and the events which have taken place have
once again reminded us all too sharply that the arms race is the practical
expression of feelings of insecurity and distrust,

If progress is to be made in the process of détente, an essential precondition
is that all countries should comply rigorously with the rules of international law

governing relations between States.
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Flagrant and repeated violations of principles which were solemnly endorsed —-
in a specific manner for the European area -~ in the Final Act of the Helsinki
Conference, and which, by their very nature, cannot suffer decrogations or seleotive
interpretation, constituie a serious obstacle to the harmonious development of
international relations and to efforts zimed at the establishment of a peaceful world,
freed from the threat of arms. When I speak of the principles set out in the
Final Act of the Helginki Conference, I am thinking of resmect for the rights innerent
in sovereignty, of the obligation to refrain from the use of force, of the
inviolability of frontiers and of non-intervention in internal affairs, hut I am
also thinking of the effective enjoyment of humon rights and of fundamental freedoms,
respect for which is an esgential factor for pecce.

Men and women throughout the vorlc long for peace. But well-turned speeches
and the best of intentions publicly proclaimed are useless if in practice they are
contradicted by the menacing display of force and the open flouting of
international law.

The maintenence of 2 given level of armaments over the last 30 years has proved
a harsh necessity, imposed by world political realities,

Developments in recent weeks have jeopardized international security and cannot
be treated as matters simply beyond our purview. There is an urgent need to act,
firm in our words and co-ordinsted in our deeds, to ensure that the causes of the
present deteriorotion in the international political climate are removed and that the
present downward tendency is reversgsed.

The Italian Government hes always endcavoured -- and intends, in the present
situation, to spare no effort —- to ensure the elimination of £11 obstacles and
all threats to peace.

Peace in a context of security is a fundamental cornerstone of our foreign
policy, and we are committed to working touards this goal. This is the purpose
of our loyal and active participelion in the Atlantic Allianco, a defensive community
which has mede such a valuable contribution to the difficult tack of preserving
peace and security in the world in recent years. In this connexion, I should recall
that the need for preserving the attainments of détente has been coheréntly kept in
mind in recent decisions aimed at rectoring the balance of long-range theatre
nuclear forces (LRTNF), against the challenge posed by the continuing momentum of the
Warsaw Treaty military build-up. Atlantic countries have concurrently proposed to the
Soviet Union to begin negotiations, along precise lines, for fthe control and

limitation of such forces. Unfortunately such a proposal has met with a refusal.
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The same pacific approach underlies our membership of the European Community,
an assoclation of free peoples sharing a common heritage of traditions and cultures;
the Community has become a major contributor to the maintenance of peace and the
development of relations based on trust, security and international co-operation
within our old continent end between Burope and the rest of the world.

One of the major goals of Italian foreign policy has always been the gradual
implementation of general and complete disarmament under effective international
control.

By signing and ratifying the Non-Proliferation Treaty, the Itelian Government
solemnly renounced the right to developn atomic weanonc. Italy is currently taking
an active part in the Vienne negotiations for the mutual and balanced reduction of
forces, the objective of which is to strengthen stability and security in central
Europe through substantial reductions in the area.

As a member of the Geneve negotiating body on disarmament since it was set up,
Italy has consistently given tangible evidence of its desire to make a contribution
to 211 efforts genuinely designed to promote the control, reduction and progressive
elimination of arms.

In the world today, sbout a million dollars is being spent on military equipment
every minute. In 1965 the arms race accounted for 7200 billion; by 1970 the figure
was 250 billion; and in 1977 it haed risen to {350 billion. Present spending on
armaments is rapidly nearing the threshold of 4150 billion.

Formidable sums -—which could be devoted to economic and social progress, and
in particular to the battle against hunger, disease, unemployment and illiteracy --
are being swallowed up in a tremendous war machine; a machine geared to death and
destruction, nourished every year with more sophisticated, more expensive and more
lethal devices, which, 1if used, could well bring about the elimination of all trace
of life on our planet.

In a recent solemn message, the Pope reminded the world of the tragedy and
horror of a conflict waged with modern weapons and of the need to press forward an
effective process of disarmament. All of us -~ ordinary citizens and members of
Governments alike -~ have a duty to think over and take to heart the Holy Fether's

timely warning.
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As the recent special session of the General Assembly of ihe United Nations
devoted to disarmament recalled: "A1l <he peoples of the world hove a vital
interest in the surcess of dhe disarmement negotiations. Coasequently, 211 Statves
have the duty to contribute to efforts in the field of disarmament'.

The Committec on Disarmament —- reorganized last year on the basis of the
special session's recommendations -- constitutec, by reason of its composition,
its experience and its status, the most cppropriate forum in which to press forward
uith negotiations both on disarmament and on collateral measures for arms control
and confidence-building.

For the first time, a2ll {ive of the nuclear-weapon Powers are now members
of this body. China's decision to take, frcm this year on, the place to vhich it
is entitled as 2 nuclear-weapon State is a move of high significance which —-
we hope —— will encourage further progress in ouxr vork.

The representatives of 35 other States, which have by now acquired valuable
experience in negotistions requiring continuity and perseverance, are also
attending the meetings once sgain.

Furthermore, the rules of procedure adopted last year nou enable the Committee
to avail itself of contributions from non-member countries having a special interest
in the progress of disarmament negotiations. While respecting the present practices
and procedures of the Committee, the Italian delegation believes that more use
should be made of this facility for outside contributions and co-operation, if only
for the purpose of clarifying specific techniccl problems of vhich individual
countries have gained gpccific and useful experience,

Of the resclutions connected with disarmement adopted by the Genersl Agsembly
of the United Nations al its thirty-fourth session, 13 are addressed specifically
to thé Committee on Disarmement and call for specific action by this multilateral
negotiating forum.

One of these questions -- the conclusion of a treaty on a comprehensive
nuclear test ban -- represents a first indispensable step in the gradual process which
is to lead to nuclear disarmament, and requires urgent atteniion on a priority basis.,
The Italian delegation is well aware of the difficulties which have still to be
overcome, especially in regard to the complex and vital problem of verification. We
also uish to renew our appeal tc the three Powers taking part in the tripartite

consultations to make every possible effort to bring these to a positive conclusion,
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notifying the results to the Commiftee as soon as possible: we believe that the
Committee itself should start concrete negotiations without further delay, and that
all its members should be in o position tc contribute directly and constructively
to the drafting of a treaty to which as many countries as possible could accede.

Particular attention must also be given 1o the elaboration of a convention on
the complete and effective prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling
of chemical weapons and on their destruction.

It should not be forgotten that chemical weapons are already stockpiled by
several States. Such weapons have been dangerously tested in more fthan one conflict
and can be easily developed by any country possessing even only modest technical
know-how.

During the last session, we noted with satisfaction the report presented by the
United States and by the Soviet Union on the progress made in the bilateral
negotiations now under wey.

Looking forward to a very succegsful conclusion to these negotiations, we
believe that the Committee on Disarmarmenthas now enough material to begin serious
multilateral consultations on the outline of the convention.

These consultations could be started within an ad hoc working group, including
experts, in line with the proposal submitted by Itely and supported by a number of
countries last year.

A further question which the Committee on Disarmament must continue to examine
is that of the strengthening of the negative security guarantees to non-nuclear-
weapon States., The problem is a complex one and must be tackled with due regard to the
diversity of political, military and strategic situations. All existing proposals
should be carefully considered on their merits.

At the last session, the United States and the Soviet Union presented a joint
draft convention prohibiting radiological weapons.

This draft deserves céreful consideration. It is a good example of the right
negotiating approach to the provlem of the prohibition of new types and new systems
of weapons of mags destruction which may be identified. The Italian delegation
reserves the right to submit at the appropriate time its own detailed comments, and
to request the clarifications and explanations which some clauses of the draft seem
to require.

Another item still outstanding is the draft additional protocol to the

Outer Space Treaty, presented by Italy at the last session, the aim being to
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supplement and amplify existing legal rules with o view to avoiding the emplacement
in space of any type of weapon., The Italian delegavion hopes that the draft iteself
can be examined in detail at an epproprialcs stage of our wor.:.

The Italian delegction is submitting officially fto the attention of 1his
Committee btoday o working document concerning the delicate problem of the control and
limitation of transfers of conventional weapons, a problem i'hich has ascumed alarming
proportions and vhich is & source of grouing concern for public opinion,

Italy believes that the snecial features, ihe conplexity and the scale of the
phenomenon justify the early esteblishment, uithin ihe United Nations, of an ad hoc
body to tackle the question on o regional level, without locing sight of global
aspects.

We had thought, vhen we began to think sbout this problem, of a subsidiary body
of the BSecurity Council., A proposal along these linec had been submitted by the
Italian delegation ito the special session of the United Wations devoted %o
disarmament, and is mentioned in the Pinal Document of that session.

We also mentioned in ithe Disarmament Commission and ot the last session of the
General Assembly the possibility of even considering the establishment of a
specialized agency of the United Nations. However, we are prepared to examine all
possibilities and all ideas, and are very willing to compare and discuss our

“ideas and our proposals with all the countries concerned uith this question, without

prejudices of any kind,.

The body which Italy has in mind -- the main features of which are described
in our working document -— should be an ad hoc body, working within the

United Nations gystem and orgenized in a series of regional Committees on which all
the major suppliers and importers of wveapons in o given region would be renresented.

A general conference of this body would have the task of working out
fundamental principles and guidelines for the control and limitelion of transfers,
whilst it would be for the regional committees to draw upr specific measures
designed to keep trade in arms in the relevant region to the lowest possible level,
having due regard for all appronriate requirements related to security, stability
and regional balance.

I do not need, speaking here, to recall or emphasize the political, economic
and social implications of the steady build-up and spread of conventional weapons —-
many of them very dangerous weapons -- in recent years. This is a process which is

contributing nothing at all to the maintenance of peace znd security.
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In the working document submitted today, we have itried to offer a proposal which
can be gone into more thoroughly in consultations between the Italian delegation
and the delegations concerned, bearing in mind other experiences as well, as, for
example, recent initiatives sponsored by lexico and other Lotin American and
Caribbean countries, the develcowment of which deserves full attention.

When embarking upon its oun negotiationc on the various items on its agenda,
it is of vital importance that our Committee should nevér forget the ultimate
objective of the multilateral disarmament negotiations, that ig, general and complete
disarmament under effective international control.

In this connexion, it has been a source of special satisfaction for us to
note the approval by the United Wations Disarmement Commission of the elements of a
comprehensive disarmament programme. These elements are submitted to us by the
thirty-forth session of the General Assembly with ¢ vieu to the presentation, at the
second special session of the General Assembly devoted Lo disarmament, to be held
in 1982, of a comprehensive and detailed progremme of measures in the ficld of the
control, reduction and progressive elimination of arms. Tor many years Italy has
stressed the need to ensure that all disarmement measures and efforts should be
dovetailed into a global programme. In this connexion, we have presented in the
past, as well as more recently, detailed working papers taking this need into account.
Ve therefore express the hope that our Committee uwill begin, as soon as possible;

a careful examination of the elements of this programme. An ad hoc working group
could be specifically entrusted with the matfer, in order not to delay the
negotiations on other substantive matters.

In our opinion, the definition of a comprehengive disarmament programme
constitutes, both from the point of vieu of logic and from the practical point of
view, the necesgsary framework within vhich the negotiations on specific questions,
some of which this Committee has already started, will assume proper relevance
and significance: only in the light of a well-defined comprehensive programme
will the individual measures -- azpari from constituting, of course, significant
factors in their own sectors —- make a consistent and, I would say, more deliberate
contribution as stages in that process whose final objective is general and

complete disarmament under strict and effective international control.
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The CHAINIAN: I thank the representative of Italy for his statement and

the kind vords he addressed to me.

Mr. ULLSTEN (Sweden): Thank you Ifr. Chairman. I want to start by
thanking you for your kind words of wvelccme to me. I also vent to thank the
distinguished representative of Italy for hic welcoming vorcs. May I furthermore
take this opportunity, Mr. Chairman, to congratulate you on your assumption of the
chairmenship of the first part of this very immortant session. I an certain that
it will be very valuablc for our negotiations that the chairmanship is in your able
hands. I vish you all success in your important task. IMay I also, on behelfl of
my Government, wclcome the decigcion of the People's Republic of China to join the
Committee on Disarmamenc.

The voice of a large part of the world's population hes been added to our
negotiations. It ig thereby the first time that 211 the permancnt members of the
Security Council of the United Nations are present here. It is, also, the first
time that all the nuclcar-ucapon States are taking part in our vorlk. Thisg is a
significant event in the history of disarmament efforts.

Ve look forward to an active and constructive Chinese contribution.

Ve assemvly here in a rather sombre mood. It is long since o similar feeling
of anxiety prevailed in the world. The policy of détente is in a state of crisis.
lobody dares predict what turn cvenis might tale in the decade that has just started.
Ve must remember vhat is at stake for all of us.

During the last decade, great clforts vere made to improve East-Vest relations
and promote the policy of détente. These efforts brought about a series of

greenents between the Iederal Republic of Germany and other European States that
stabilized the situation in Central Burone.

They gave us the Strategic Arms Limitation Talls betwucen the Superpowvers and
negotiations between MATO and the Warsaw Treaty on the reduction of troops in
Central Burope.

They also paved the way for the Helsinki Agreements on security and
co-operation in Europe.

Détente has opened up a new dialogue between Governmentis of different eccnomic
and political systems. It has widcned the arcas of co-operation betwveen the peoples
and Governments of East and Vest. Guidelines for further progress on the road of

peacc have been drawm up in the Final Act of the Heleinki Conference.
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Compared to the situation existing during the cold wvar, these achievements
represent remarkable progress in East-West relations.

During the latter half of the 1970s, détente suffered setbacks and stagnated.
Suspicion and distrust again moved into the foreground.

Last year SALT II, the most crucial of all disarmament issues, fell victim to
the growing political tension between East and Vest.

In fact, the year 1979 was a year of armament, not disarmament. It was marked
by swvelling military budgets, decisions on nev nuclear weapons, growing social,
political and religious unrest in many parts of the world, as well as direct
military aggression within States and between States.

The year 1979 ended with the open military intervention by the Soviet Union
in a small non-aligned neighbouring country. This is an act which threatens the
stability of a strategically sensitive area of the world, and above all, it has
eroded the basis [or peaceful co-operation with the other Superpower.

Other great Powers are nov considering a series of countermeasures. Such
reactions are to be expected. They are understandable as expressions of concern
over perceived changes in the global balance of power. Nevertheless, there is a
risk that might lead to an action-reaction process, which in the end becomes
uncontrollable.

Miscalculation and mistakes may start a vicious circle leading to a
confrontation between the Superpowers vhich may be neither wanted not intended by
either of them.

. If distrust and suspicion are allowed to dominate relations between the
Superpowers, the risks that incidents may escalate to war increase. In the nuclear
age, any local conflict may ultimately lead to a world conflagration.

Many people, political leaders included, may now well ask themselves to what
avail do we gather here to talk about disarmament. Is it not obvious fo everyone
that the world is going in the opposite direction?

This question is born out of a natural feeling of frustration and disillusionment.
Hovever, we must not let ourselves be carried avay by emotions. Our answer must be
firm and clear; a continued dialogue is vital in times of tension.

We have no reason to conceal that the situation is serious. But it is
important that we should avoid exaggerations. Prophesies of doomsday may become
self-fulfilling. It is essential that cold war rhetoric is not revived. Chamnels
of communication betuveen East and Uest must be kept open. Propaganda must not

replace a serious dialogue.
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All Governments and peoples stand to gain from a continuation of the policy of
détente; we all stand to lose if the trends arc reversed.

lo nation could hope to escape ftho consequences of 2 nuclear war. In the
nuclear agce there is simmly no alternative to peaceful co-operation.

Sweden has always given the policy of détente its vholehearted support. This
has never meant that we have accepted attacks on f{reedom and justice carried out in
the name of peace and [riendship. Ve have alwvays rcacted sharply against the
tendencies of the Superpowers to divide the vorld into spheres of interest and to
interfere in the internal affairs of other nations in order to further their
strategic and cconomic interests.

‘lhen ve urge the Superpovers to keep up their dialogue, it does not mean that
ve have [lorgotten or condoned the fact that one of them is at this very moment
bringing a small non-azligned country under its control. It simply means that we
propose the only rcalistic alternative available in the nuclear age.

The decision to start the Strategic Arms Limitation Talks 10 years ago
constituted a victory ol common sense and realisnm. It took courage and statesmanship
to surmount the sirong distrust vhich had so far dominated East-Wesgt relations.

The year 1979, wve had hoped, would bring the {inal acceptance of SALT II.

Todey its fate scems uncertain. Instead of initiating a nev era of disarmament
the Treaty has become the object of criticism and doubt. It is being used as a
vehicle to raise military spending to nev heights.

liy Government appeals to the Govermments of the United States and the
Soviet Union to undertake to abide by the SALT II agreements pending its ratification.
Ve appeal to them as the two nations with the largest nuclear arsenals in the world.
We appeal to them as vermanent members of the United Nations Security Council to
consider their responsibility for the maintenance of peace and international security.

If GALT is abandoned, great damage will be done to all the other disarmament
and armament control efforts.

If SALT ig abandoned by the United States, the Soviet Union will follow suit.
Another round of nuclear arms procurement and deployment will inevitably ensue.

If GALT ig abandoned, new fruitless attempts at achieving nuclear éuperiority
will follow. The dangerous notion that a nuclcar var could be fought and won would
gain even more support among military thinkers and planners.

Ve also urge bhoth narties to initiate negotiations on European theatre nuclear

veapons immediately, vithout avaiting the SALT II ratification procedure.
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Both NATO and the Warsaw Treaty countries have declared that they are prepared
to start negotiations on these weapons.

Recently the Soviet Union raised objections to such talks. We hope that the
Soviet Union will not persist in this attitude. The nuclear arms race in Europe
must be stopped.

Tor a long time a paradox of détente in Burope has been that it has allowed

improvement of the political relations and discussion of disarmament at the same

time as the arms race has continued and even accelerated. This inherent
contradiction is nov putting too great a strain on détente. Both Superpowers are

to blame in this case.

Follouving on the deployment of nev generations of Soviet missiles and bombers,
NATO is now choosing the same route of what is called the "modernization" of nuclear
arms, an expression vhich tends to hide the fact that the destructive character of
these weapons is taking another great leap forward.

To a Furopean country like my own, situated betvcen Fast and West, outside the
military alliances, the arms race of the Superpowers in Europe has often seemed
irrational. It has continued as if the policy of détente did not exist, as if the
Helsinki Conference had never taken place.

Decisions to increase nuclear arsenals in Europe have been taken during the
very heyday of détente, at the time of summit meectings and solemn declarations of
friendship and peaceful co-existence. Measures to improve the nuclear arsenals
in Europe have becn taken in spite of the fact that the political situation of Europe
is more stable than ever before during the post-war era.

It is tempting to conclude that certain agreements of détente were aimed at
creating a false sense of security, vhile rising armaments were, in fact, undermining
that very security, although I hope that this is not true.

Military dispositions have been pursued in isolation. Considerations relating
to the development of military technology have been allowed to govern decisions to
improve or replace weapons. These decisions have had little or no regard for the
political damage inflicted.

The present build-up results from a thinking which rests on a number of
fallacies.

One is that, in spite of the tremendous nuclear arsenals already available, it
is still meaningful to increase the quantity and quality of such weapons. The notion
of a usable first strike nuclear capability -- of nuclear supremacy -- must be

considered entirely unrealistic.
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Another fallacy seems to be that every type of nuclear weapon in the
adversary's arsenal must he matched by a similar kind of weapon for one's own forces.
Although the nuclear weapons available may, in fact, be fully sufficient to respond
to an attack by a particular nuclear weapon, a perception of a nuclear threat
develops., It thus becomes a political and public opinion factor, which cannot
eagily be disregarded by political leaders, even if it is unwarranted from a purely
military point of viev. o

A third debatable element is that it will be possible to use a particular set
of nuclear arms in a particular battle situation, and that the use of nuclear weapons
can and vill be contained at éhat level. This obviously in turn presupposes that
the adversary would respond only at the same limited level or not at all. The
danger of escalation is discounted.

The end result of this kind of thinking is that people are led to believe that
nuclear wvars can be fought. This makes nuclear war more likely.

The objective for the negotiations on eurostrategic nuclear wveapons must be
a Europe free from nuclear weapons. This goal might today seem Utopian and could
obviously not be reached overnight. But it is essential that negotiations should
be conducted with this ultimaté goal in mind. Only then can one Jjudge what
adjustments must be made in arsenals and perhaps even in doctrines in order gradually
to reduce the number of nuclear arms without diminishing the security of the parties
to the negotiations.

The securit: of Burope is dealt vitlr in the MBFR negotiations and the
European Security Conference. The security of Eurocpe will alsc be influenced by
continued strategic arms limitation talls as well as negotiations on theatre nuclear
veapons. )

In order to obtain an overview of all these negotiations, a comprehensive
approach is needed. The Finnish Government referred to this problem in a recent
initiative. We agree that it would be of value .to formulate an outline containing
the long-term objectives of a disarmament programme for Europe.

The European perspective must now be given much greater attention than before.

Two world wars have had their origin in Europe. Europe is today the centre
of the arms race. DNever before in history has the destructive power of the weapons
in KBurope been as great as today. Vhile attention has been focussed on the
limitation of the strategic arms, competition between the Superpowers has simply

intensified in Europe.
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If the build-up of nuclear arms in Europe continues, we vill one day reach a
point vhen we adjust to the thought that nuclear wars can be fought on this
continent.

To negotiate nuclear arms reductions in Europe is therefore a matter of war
or peace. 1t is a matter of our survival.

There is an urgent need for substantial progress in all the ongoing negotiations.
Even if modest, a breakthrough in the long stalemated MBFR negotiations would be of
great symbolic value. It would show the world that the parties remain committed to
the objective of détente in Turope based on a balance of forces and mutuality of
interest.

Buropean security could also be enhanced by further agreements on confidence-
building measures vithin the framework of the CSCE. The coming CSCE follow-up
meeting in Madrid will provide an occasion for agreeing on further such measures.

It may also lay the ground for more far-reaching future CBIl decisions. Such
decisions might in turn eventually create the prerequisites for a comprehensive
Luropean disarmament conference.

Sweden does not take part in the IDFR negotiations nor does it expect to be
directly involved in future TNF negotiations. Ve take it for granted, however, that
it can be in nobody's interest tc take measures which would affect the present
stability of Northern Europe. This could happen by introducing new types of
veapons, be they offensive or defensive, Backfires, cruise missiles or other, or by
increasing military activities in that area.

Sweden is part of Burope. Our security may therefore be affected by the
military dispositions taken by NATO and the Varsaw Treaty. Ve reserve our right
to rcact and make our views known, vhenever our interests are involved.

I do not intend today to take up all the issues in front of this Committee. Let
me just briefly address two central items:

It had been generally assumed that a comprehensive test ban could be achieved
shortly after the ratification of SALT II. This whole process has now been delayed.
The importance of a CIB is, however, so great that we wvould urge the early
conclusion thereof without awaiting the ratification of SALT II. TFailing any

progress in the nuclear disarmament field ve see grave dangers.

I vish particularly to mention difficulties that the Non-Proliferation Treaty
might face in the absence of progress on either SALT or CTB. Ve might even see its
present avthority eroded. Concrete progress on a CTB by the threc nuclear-veapon
States partics to the Treaty prior to the NPT Review Conference in August of this

year is therefore vital.
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Chemical wveapons dre among the most abhorrent of weapons. Negotiations on a
chemical weapons convention should be initiated in the CD without further delay.
The ability of the CD to deal with this matter in a constructive way will be a test
case for the Committee's possibilities to play a role in the multilateral
disarmament process.

Détente is in a state of crisis. The exagrerated cxpectations of the
beginning of the last decade are gone for the foreseeable future. Hobody knows
vwhat turn events vill take during the 1980s, if we allow developments to slip out
of control.

All our political will must now be mobilized to stop the trend towards
confrontation and crisis.

The arms race betwcen the two largest military blocs in the world is not
only a matter for them. The arms race represents a tremendous waste of resources
at a time when the gap beotueen rich and poor peoples ig growing.

The policy of peaceful co-operation is not only a matter for Last and Vest.

It is a vital necessity for all nations. In times of tension it is more important
than ever that negotiations on disarmament and confidence-building are continued.
Ve must be firm in our rejection of gross violations of the Charter of

the United Nations. Our quest for peaceful co-operation does not mean that we
condone such acts. It simply means that we are committed to the only realistic
course available in the nuclear age.

The world cernot afford a further deserioration of conlidence among nations.
Nor can it accept that the progress made during the last decade should be lost
through Superpower adventurism and power politics. \

The nuclear age is not suited for brinkmenship. The drift towards
confrontation and conflict must te stopped. All nations, Governments and peoples,

must now join forces to turn this dangerous tide.

The CHAIRMAN: T thank His Excellency the Minister for Foreign Affairs

of Sweden for his statement and for his kind words addressed to the chair. The
next plenary meeting of the Committee will be held today at 3.30 p.m., when we
shall continue with the list of speakers.

Before we adjourn does any representative wish to take the floor? -- The

representative of Belgium.
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1lr. OUKBLINX (Belgium) (translated from French): I should like to take

the floor in order to fthank you, very briefly, for the words of welcome you
addrecsed to me al the beginning of the meeting.

This is the very first time it has fallen to my lot to attend a meeting of the

Committee on Disarmament, but I would like to say that -- although my country was
not a memver at the time —-- I followed the worl: of the Conferencc of the

Committee on Disarmament with a great deal of interest during the five years when
I was a member of our Permanent llission at Gencva.

Thanlkks to the kindness of all represcntatives, I was able to establish
friendships and malie numerous acquaintances in the CCD. That marked the beginning
of a lively and never-failing interest on my part in international efforts to achieve
disarmament and to wvork out disarmament regulations.

Today, I recognize more than one {riendly face sround this table, and that for
me is at once a source of pleasure and great comfort. In other words, let me say
hov happy and proud I am to renrcsent my country today in your Committee.

On Thursday I will have the opportunity fto express my vieus on the subject of
the international climate in which the 1980 session of the Cormittee on Disarmament
is opening. Even though, as the Secretary-General of the United Nations stressed in
his message, that climate is the source of utmost concern, it will be for us to do
everything in our pover to enable the current session to achieve the results that the
international comrmunity expects from its work. The contribution that our Committee
can make to the improvement of international relations and to the maintenance of
peace and security is more evident than ever before.

I should like to welcome the participation, in our work, of the Minister for
TForeign Affairs of Sweden and the Vice-Minister for Toreign Affairs of the
People's Republic of China, who have enhanced our discussions with their presence.

May I assure you, !Mr. Chairman, as well as Ambassador Jaipal, all members of
the Committee, and representatives of the Secretariat, of my desire to establish
very cordial personal relations vith one and all, and of my country's wish to
co-operate, within the limits of its resources, in creating that climate of work
and confidence without which our activities cannot be brought to a successful

conclusion.

The meeting rose at 12.50 n.m.




