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Mr, ERDEMBILEG (lMongolia) (translated from Russian}: The 1081 session of the
Committee on Disarmament has got off to a good start and, most important, it seems
at first glance to have struck out on a business-like course. In your capacity as
Chairman of the Committee for the month of February, you hrve made an undeniable
contribution towards achieving this state of affairs. In sincerely welcoming you as
the distinguished representative of Irance, a country irith vhich Hongolia maintains
friendly relations, we share your concerm that the Committee- should start serious
negotiations on the substance of the items ~n its agenda. '

low me to express the Mongolian delegation's warm thanks to
Ambas ador T. Terrefe, the distinguished representative of Ethiopia, under whose
guidance the Committee successfully completed its last year's session.

ﬂwbbmmhaqddeahonwmﬂaluﬁtoth‘meomwtmuhfmxmhmm the new
representatives of a number of countries and +o assure them of our readiness to
co-operatc with them in accomplishing .cur common tasks.

The Mongolian People's Republic has always pinned great hopes upon the -
activities of the Committee on Disarmament, and continues to do so todays “In doing
so it proceeds from the consideration .that vitally impoxrtant questions which disturb
the whole of mankind must find urgent solution within this forum, this multilateral
negotiating body unique of its kind., The Mongelian delcgation, avare of its
responsibility to assist in the achievement of tangible resulis towards the halting
of the arms race and the adoption of effective measures in. the sphere of .disarmament,
has once more embarked upon its continuing efforts within the framework of this
important body.

At its present session, the uommlutev, as many speaiers have rightly pointed
out in the course of the general debate, is charged with cspecial responsibility.
The second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament scheduled
for 1982 imposes on all States, and especially on mambers of the Committee, a
responsibility to work out solutions to priority problems vwhich should help achieve
progress towards the curbing of the ams race.

At the same time we ask ourselves whether the Committee on Disarmament will be
able to come to the forthcoming second special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disammament with concrete agreements and understandings in the sphere
of the limitation of the arms race and disammement, or whether it will be obliged
to acknowledge the absence of any real advhnce in the congideration of its agenda.

It is our view that the effectiveness and efficiency of this multilateral

negotiating body on disarmament questions should be measured by the existence of
positive decisions on the substance of these qu“SLlOﬂ The Committee should not

be satisfied with measures of s procedural and organizational nature. The States
members of the Committee which are still not ready to show their willingness o
join in the common effort should become aware of their sreat. responsibility and .
display a maximum of political will and determination to conduict constructive
negotiations so as to enable a positive contribution to be made towards the
achievement of practical steps in the disarmament field

Together with the delegations of other socialist countries, the Mbﬁgg}ian
delegation is prepared to mske every effort to continue, to the best of its ability,
to contribute towards progress in this direction,



(lfz, Zrdembileg, Mongolia)

An important aspect of the Committee's 1981 seasion for the MHongolian delegation
is the fact thet it coincides with significant events in the history of present-day
Mongoliae. The sixtieth anniversary of the establishment of the people's power in
Mongelia will be commemorsted next July.. In the last part of lay will be held the
18th Congress of the Mongolian People's Revolutionary Iﬁ ty, which, like:the
congresses of other Communist and Workers' parties of the Vocwallot countries, will
lay down the tasks shead in the spheres.of ‘domestic and foreign policy for the
purposes of strengthening the positions of socialism, preserving international peace
and détente, developing peaceful co-operation among States, helting the ams race and

achieving disarmament,

The Soviet Union and other socialist countries, the principel feature of whose
foreign policy activities is their consistent and active championing of effective
mcasures towards the attaimment of détente and genuine disarmoment, h ave made and
are contlnulng to make constructive and original proposals.

It is already widely known to all that at the 26th Congress of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union now taking place, Comrade L.I. Brezhnev has made a number
of important new proposals which represent a further creative dovelorment and
expangion of the principal ideas of the well-known Peace Programme being successfully
implemented by the Soviet Union together with other fraternal countries of the
socialist community. The new Soviet initiatives are aimed at the relaxation of the
current international tension, the removal of the threat of war and the strengthening
of world peace and the security of nations. ‘ ‘

The measures proposed by the Soviet Union for increasing confidence between the
States of the lurcpean continent, between interested countrics of the Far Fast and in
other regions of the world are cxceptlonally important and timelye Their object is
the creation of favourables preconditions for progress in the causc of disannament.

Mdelity and consistency in pursuit of the limitation and reduction of strateglc
veapons arc vividly reflected in the Soviet Union's new proposals for the limitation
of the deployment of new submarines and the prohibition of the produciion of new
ballistic missiles fer such submarines and the modernization of existing ones.

Ve are convinced that the Soviet proposal for moratoris on the deployment in
Borope of new medium-range nuclear migsiles by the FATC countries and the Soviet Union
is of great immediate significance.' THe implementation of this proposal would
represent a concrete step towards curbing the nuclear arms racce and the bringing
ebout of military détente in Europe. -

In referring tc this far from complete list of nev constructive proposals by
the Soviet Union, the Mongolian delegatien wonld like to emphasize the importance and
urgency of putting inte effect these and many other proposals by the socialist
countries, vhich would fully ceincide withh the long-term interests of all peoples.

Attempts have been made in. the stetements of certain delegations in the
general debate in our Committee to connect the causes for the deterioration of the
present international situation with the Afghanistan and other auestions, as was
done at the last session of the General Assembly and in the forums of other
international organlzatlono.
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Ve are convinced that the prime cause for the worsening of the international
situation resides, above all, in the attempt of certain IATC circles to disrupt the
existing military and strategic balance in favour of their "position of strength'.
policy, to seck military superiority by giving a ncw, dangernus twist to the arms
race spiral, stepping up military preparations in the Indian Ocean, the Persian (ulf
and other areas of the world, sharply increasing ams expenditure and deploying
qualitatively new medium~range nuclcar missile weapons on the territorics of a
number of west Duropean countries.,

The opponents of peace and international détentc have gone so far as to make
cxtremely dangerous plans concerned with the "possibility" and "admissibility" of
waging a "limited" nuclear war and the resumption of the production of neutron
weapons and thelr deployment in western Buropec.

The actions of certain circles in the West aimed at creating obstacles to the
entry into force of the new Soviet-United States strategic amms limitation treaty
are causing deep concern to world public opinion. The same circles are to blame for
the marked stagnation in a number of bidateral and muliilateral negotiations.

In the present complex international situation which has resulted among other
things in certain difficulties in disarmament negotiations, the Mongolian
delegation believes that maximum efforts should be made to achieve all the more
continuity in serious negotiations in the disarmament field and to see to it that
these negotiations are constructive and effective. Ve are convinced that the
Committee on Disarmament has a special part to play, and that, with this important
aim in mind, it should proceed immediately to a business-~like and concrete
consideration of the items on iis agenda. )

The conduct of business~like negotiations undoubtedly requires all participants
to display political will and determination. The Mongolian delegation's position
on that score is clearly and fully reflected in document CD/141, jointly submitted
at the present session af the Committee on Disarmament by the delegations of a group
of =ocialist couniries. '

I should like to note that the Committee succeeded this year within a relatively
short time in adopting decisions on a number of complex orgenizational issues, Gespite
the blatant attempts made by some delegations to involve it in futile discussions on
questions having nc direct relation to the agenda.

The problem of the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament is
regarded ss an urgent task and deserves priority attention in the work of our
Committee. TFrom this point of view, the Mongolian delegation continues to regard
the socialist countries' proposal submitted to the Committee in February 1979 on
ending the production of nuclear weapons and gradually reducing their stockpiles
until they have been completely destroyed (document CQ/4) as a good basis for the
conduct of multilateral negotiations.

The sponsors of that proposal have repeatedly come forward with explanations of
their position in response to the desire of individual members of -the. Committee . for
additional information. The delegations of the socialist countries, in turn, of .
course, expressed their willingness to hear specific comments from their negotiating
pariners, It seems to us essential that the Committee should turn from a rather
protracted discussion of a general character to a detallecd consideration of the
substance of questions, According to its prograrme of work the Committee has embarked
upon the consideration of guestions relating to nuclear disarmament. However, at
the present stage of our work we fail to see any substantial shift in that direction.



Jire Erdembileg, Mbngolia)

In that connection wc are regretfully obliged to note that there is 2ot the
present stage in the Committee's work, no consensus as regards tho adoption of a

ion to sct up ad hoc working groups for the examination of items 1 and'Z of

i
the agenda of the Committec's present scssion.

‘Taking into account the important recommendations, eopnescially in :
resolutions 35/152 B and 35/152 C, made by the United Nations CGeneral Assembly at its
thirty-fifth scssion, the Mongolian delegation is fully in favour of starting real
negotiations on nuclear disaymament. We continue to support the establislment of an
ad hog group cn that problem in application of the nrovisions of paragraph 50 of the
Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disamament, It is extremely important, in our view, that ell the nuclear-weapon
Powers should participate in such negotiations. In thoat cormection I should like
ocnce again t€ ocxpress our disagreement with the view that cguestions of muclear
disarmament should form the subject of negotiations solely among the nuclear-weapon
Poviers, and that it should be left to the States vhich are dominant in the nuclear-
weapons sphere to tale the initiative in the reduction of their nuclear arsenals,
while others should adopt a wait-and-see attitude. BSuch an approach to nuclear
disaxmament problems is hardly likely to serxrve as a real basis for reaching a mutually
acceptable solution of this very difficult problem, since it radically contravenes
the spirit and principle of guaranteeing equal and identical security to all countries.

We also consider it important that the Committee should at the present stage
consider the question of the non-stationing of nuclcar weapons on the territories of
States where fthere are no such weapons at present. The group of socislist countries
has proposed that an appropriate item should be included in the present session's
agenda in accordance with ragolution 35/156 " of thce United llations General Assembly
and that consideration should be given to the setting up of an ad hoc working group
on this gquestion. In making this proposal we were guided by the fact that the
Committec on Disarmament is called upon to elabovate ¢ffective measures for the
prevention of the further proliferation of nuclear weapons in any direction and

the strengthening of the non-proliferation régime.

. bs you Imow, the United Nations General hAssembly at its thirty-fifth session
adopted a resolution recommending that the Committeos on Disarmament should actively
continue the negotiations aimed at achieving agreament and concluding effective
interndtional arrangements on security guarantecs for non-nuclear-weapon States.
The HMongolian delegation's vosition on this issue was stated during last year's
session. Ve are in favour of the conclusion of a multilateral convention the object
of which would be to provide non-nuclear-wespon States with effective assurances
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. e do not consider individual
declarations by nuclear-weapon States concemming the non-use of nuclear weapons

to be a sufficiently effective or wholly reliable means that could be qualified as
"interim mcasures", Taking into account the proposals made concerning the need for
the adoption of interim mcasures, we support the idea that an appropriate agreement
should be formulated in the form of a Security Council resolution. The Mongolian
delegation intends to speak on this point at a later stage of ocur work.

The Mongolian People's Republic is no less interestcd than others in finding en
immediate solution to the question of the completc and genceral prohibition of
nuclear-veapon tests., China's persistence in conducting nuclear-weapon tests in
the atmosphere in the immediate vicinity of Mongolia's southern frontiers continues
to arouse the profound indignation and concern of +the llongolian people and other
peace-loving veoples. Ve resolutely demand from the Chinese TFeople's Republic
that it should immediately cease nuclear—scapon tests in the atmosphere, respect
the rules of international law now in force and consitructively join in the
multilateral cfforts to achieve a comprehensive nuclcar-test bane
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We believe in gencral that the non-participation of States, particularly
nuclear-weapon States, in ncgotiations on questions of nuclear .disarmament to
justify their negativist attitude towards a particular international instrument
in the disarmament fiecld does not give faem the right to ast with impunity with
the aim of gaining unilateral advantage or obtaining an individual benefit. We
think that the athievement of an effective international agreemont on a comprehensive
nuclear=test ban will be difficult, if not impossible, i onc or two nuclear-weapon
Powers persistently sirive to preserve outsider status,

The intcrests of the common cause demand that all nuclear-veagpon States should
refrain from conducting nuclear explosions for a spoecificed period and should make
appropriatce declarations to that effect, as the Soviet dclegation proposed at tho
last session of the United Nations General Asscembly. The prowvosed moratorium, whose
time~fTame should be agreed from the outsct, should apply to all nuclear-weapon
States without exception. '

The Mongolian delegation considers it cssential that the Committee on
Disammament, taking into account the relevent General Assembly resolution, should
make the necessary efforts to establish an ad hoc working group for the thorough
consideration of the question of a comprehensive nuclear-test ban and the drafting
of an appropriate treaty, with the participation cof all the nuclcar-weapon Fowers.
It seems to us that the consideration of this matter vithin the fremework of the
Committee should not complicate the process of the trilateral negotiations in
progress bhetween the Soviet Union, the United States of !Mmerica and the
United Kingdom but should assist and promote their succcssiul completion in every
possible way.

The Committee on Disarmament is the most suitable body for negotiaticns in
vhich it could not only ascertain what further progress had been made in the
trilateral efforts in this field but also confirm its ability to adopt a decision
mutuelly acceptable te all parties, with the participation of the other two
nuclear-vecapon Powers which for oné reason or another have not up to now shown a
desire to particivate in the negotiationz in progress beiweon nuclear—weapon Siates.

There is no doubt that if the Commitice on Disarmamont as at present
constituted achieves consetisus in the preparation of an international agreement
on a comprehensive nuclear-weapon test ban, this will not only represent a historic
event in the sense that the draft of the first international instrument with the
participation of all the nuclear-weapon, Powers and other, non-nuclear-weapon States
will have been agreed on within this body, but will also sewvc to create favourable
preconditions for the achievement of positive decisions on other important issues
on the Committee's agenda, and in particular questions relating to the limitation
of the nuclear amms race and nuclear disarmament, ‘

The Mongolian delegation attaches great importence to the constructive
examination of the question of the prohibition of the develompment and production
of new types of weapons of mass destruction and of new gyetems of such weapons.
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The socialist countries have already made a proposal for the establishment of an
‘ad hoc sroup of experts on this problem and have cxpressed their readiness to

ag nog i

discuss the quesition of the group's mandate.

With regard to radiological weavons, one of the new types of weapons of mass
destruction, we consider that the requisite conditions now exist for practical work
to be done tc reach definitive agreement on a draft convention on the prohibition of
the development, production, stockpiling and use cof radiolegical weapons. The
Committee could, in our view, direct the work of the ad hoc group on radiclogical .-
~weapons in such a way that it might successfully complete its worl by the conclusion

of the current sesgion. o '

In this context I should like to recall that in lMarch 1978 the socialist
countries submitted a proposal for the prohibition of neutron weapons. The- proposal
for the conclusion of an appropriate convention is of considerable importance today,
as I have already pointed out, in the light, of new attempts to revive plans for the
production of this lethal weapon and its deployment in a number of west Duropean
States.

Assessing the present position in the Ad Hocg Yorking Croup on Chemical Weapons,
we share the view that a certain amount of progress has been made, The principal
taslk at the present stage is to concentrate attention on those provisions in respect
of which a general .convergence of views has become apparent, and so to move feorward
gradually towards practical agreement on specific formulations for the draft of a
future international convention on the prohibition of the develomment, production and
stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their destruction. :

The longolian delegation hopes that in the discussion of the question of  the
elaboration of a comprehensive disarmament programme account vill be taken of the
appeal made by the United Nations General Assembly at its thirty-fifth session that.
such a programme should be drafted with a view to its adoption not later than at
the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament,

The lMongolian delegation is willing to continue actively co-operating with
the delegations of other countries with a view to finding constructive sclutions to
the urgent problems before the Committee. .

The CHATRIAN (trenslated from Frerich): I thank the distinguished Ambassador
of Hongolia for his statement and for the kind words he was good encugh to address
to the Chair.
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Mr. HERDER (German D-mocratic Republic): Mr., Chairman, the delegation of the
German Democratic Nepublic is gratificd to note that the overwhelming majority of the
States members of the Committee on Disarmament attach foremust importance to the
priority question of disarmamcnt ncgotiations -~ the question of the cessation of the
nuclear arms race and nuclcar disarmament. The peoples of the world rightfully
expect the Committee to decide urgently upon measures which would contribute to .
translating into concrete agreements the provisions on nuclear disarmament contained
in the IFinal Document of the first special session of the United Hations
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. This objective is, as is well knovm,
also reflected in important resolutions adonted by the United Mations General Aosembly
at its thirty—-fifth session.

The urgent neccssity for concrete measures is accentuated by the actions of
certain circles that have lately whipped up the nuclear arms race in order to
develop new "invulnerable'.and precise weapons. Dxpenditures for new systems of
nuclear weapons are soaring immeasurably. As a consequence of this, the risk of
the outbreak of a nuclear war is steadily increasing. The declaration of the
so-called Palme Commission (CD/143) introduced some days ago by the distinguished
representative of Mexico, Ambassador Garcia Robles, convincingly points out the
serious consequences of the intensified nuclear arms race and, thus, deserves our
attention.

The German Democratic Republic, situated in the centre of Burope at the dividing
line between the two most powerful military alliances, has been working very
actively for the safcguarding of peace in Burope. We arc watching with particular
attention the development of events in this part of the world. The implementation of
HATO's decision to manufacture and deploy medium-range nuclear-missile weapons in
western Burope would considerably raise the danger of a nuclear wexr on the Buropean
continent. Recent reports alleging that the world's biggest concentration of nuclear
weapons exists already now on the territory of the western neighbour of the
German Democratic Republic have become a matter of great concern. This deadly
record would even be surpassed if the above-mentioned FATO decision were to be
realized. It is obvious that such a concentration of nuclear weapons poses a serious
threat to all countries in this region, including the German Democratic Republic,
It cannot leave my country indifferent. This threat is recognized by more and more
people in Burope, and not only therc. Ve are also concerned about calls made by
certain circles in the United States to declare obsolete such an important agreement
as the Soviet-American Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Ifissile Systems of
1972, or to circumvent it by developing new weapons. I belicve that we all here are
conscious of the important role this Treaty plays in assuring strategic stability.

In view of these alarming signs, we felt particular satisfaction over the
fact that one of the nuclear-weapon States, namely, the USSR, reiterated carly this
week its will to do everything in its power to bring about nuclear disarmament. The
German Democratic Republic welcomes and supports the declaration made by the
General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
and President of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, L.I. Brezhnev,
at the 26th Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union that the
Soviet Union intends to continue the policy of ddtente. This rcadiness has been
borne out by new concrete proposals, in particular on the cessation of the nuclear
arms race. Here I have especially in mind the proposals concerning the
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continuation of the negotiations with the United States on the limitation and
reduction of strategic armements, concerning the limitation of the deployment of
new submarines and the corresponding missile systems, and concerning a moratorium
on the deployment of nuclear weapons in Burope.

We fully agrec with the repcatedly expressed view that the Committee on
Disarmament can and should play a more active part in the efforts to.- achieve
nuclear disarmament. - Under the nrevailing conditions, a general exchange:of views
on the pros and cons of dealing with the cessation of the nuclear arms race :and
with nuclear disarmement no longor suffices. This subject must be tackled with the
seriousness it deserves. The relevant objectives are clear; they arc contained in
paragraph 50 of the Final Document of the first special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. In their working papers, GD/4,
CD/36/Rev.l, CD/109 and CD/116, the Group of Socialist States and the Group of 21
put forward concretc proposals on the organization and substance of corresponding
negotiations. Regrettably, we are still waiting for a definite reply of the’
western group and one nuclear-weapon State concerning the issuves raised in these
documents . T TR :

Now as before, we beliceve that the most appropriate means for making progress-
in this field would be the establishment as soon as possible of an ad hoc working
group on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and on nuclear disarmament.

General Assembly resolutions 55/152 B and 35/152 C and the above-mentionzd documents
provide the principal guidelines for. the elaboration of its mandate. The ad ‘hoc
working group should aim at initiating cffective negotiations with the BES
participation of all nuclear-weapon States. This goal could be reached in several
intermediary stages. As a first step, consultations could be held with interested
States in order to harmonizo views on the approach to organizational problems and to
the elaboration of the mandats for the ad hoc working group to be set up. A mandate
to be worked out could involve the following aspects:

A manner of starting negotiations on huclear disarmament;
The clarification of the stages of nuclear disarmament;

The identification of the responsibilities of the nuclear-weapon States
and the role of the non-nuclear-weapon States.

In this framework, the ad hoc working group should strive to reach agreement
on the basic principles for negotiations on nuclear disarmament, the relationship
between conventional and nuclear  disarmament, and questions rclating fo the
strengthening of political and legal guarantees for the security of States.

In the course of the discussions which have taken nlace hitherto the question
of ending the production of fissionable material for weapons purposes has been
raised. This problem chould not be widerestimated. But it cannot be separated from
the set of issues relating to the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament, Such an approach would not halt the qualitative arms race. New _
systems of nuclear weapons could be manufacturcd even with the existing stockpiles
of fissionable material. Thercfore, this question should be addressed by the
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ad hoc working group to be set up within the framework of peragraph 50 of the )
Final Document. We express the hone that the States advocating the cessation of the
production of figsionable material for w.apons nurposes couid go aleng with th s
more comprchensive approach,

Pursuant to resolution 35/156 C adopted at the thirty-Tifth scssion of the
United Mations Gencral Assembly, the Committce on Disarmement has decided to
consider the issue of the non-stationing of nuclecar weapons on the territories of
States whers there are no such weapons at dresent in the context of its agenda itenm
on nuclear disarmament.

The attainment of an appropriatc sgreement would, in our view, strengthen the
non-proliferation of nuclear weapons and improve the conditions for agrecing on
effective sceourity assurances for non-nuclear-weapon Otates.

An appropriate agreement should »rovide for the commitment of the nuclear-wcapon
States not to deploy nuclear weanons on the territories of countries where there are
no such weapons at present, irrespective of whether or not these countries have
allied relations with onc or another nuclear-weapon State. The main elements of
such an agreement could be defined at an initial stage of our work in this sphere.

We are in favour of sctting up an ad hoc working group on this question.

Concluding my statement, I would like to stress the willingness of my delegation
t0 play an active part in the elaboration of concrete arrangements for solving the
tasks in the field of nuclear disarmament fixed in the Final Document of the first
special session-of the United Nations General Assembly devoted 1o disarmement. Any
progress in this direction, however limited it may.be, would make an important
contribution to a successful preparation of the scecond special session on
Gisarmament.

Mr, SUMERHAYES (United Kingdom): Mr. Chairman, today I wish to refer again
to the question of nuclear disarmament, “hich we are now c.asidering under itea 2
of our agenda. The distinguished representative of India, in his interesting and
thoughtful statement on 3 February, said that the nmuiclear-weapon States oved a duty
to explain their attitude to nuclear defence and nuclear disarmament. Ilis actual
words were that wo should oxovlain "the inconsistencies and contradictions" of our
policies. I think therefore that a response to thesc cormments is in order,
particularly as the policies pursued by my Government are certainly neither
inconsistent nor contradictory. I also have in mind that earlier fhis weck, in our
informal meeting on the possibility of creating additional worling groups, a number
of delegations, among which the Indian Gelezation was again prominent, called for
the CD to consider in morc detail aspects of nuclear policy such as the concents of
deterrence, nuclear narity and the balance of powver.

I shall start by dealing with one particular alleged inconsistency straight
away. In his specch to vwhich I have referrod, the representative of India suggested
that there is an inconsistency betweoen the weapons policies of the nuclear Powers
and their declared nolicy on nuclecar disarmament. But, as he will lmow Trom his
own country's policies, defence and disarmamert are net in themselves incompatible
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aims. The British Government takes exactly this view and has repeatedly committed
itself to secking measures of nuclear disarmament as part of a general
disarmament process. Butl my Government has olvays taken core to say further that
nuclear disarmament would be . neither feasible nor desirable on its own. On the
contrary, wc believe this could result in serious military, and hence political,
destabilization. For us. it is a fundamental principle of disarmament negotiations
that the results should not jeopardize the security of any party. This is
recognized in paragraph 22 of the Final Document of the first special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, which I will quote:

”Tonether with negotiations on nuclear disarmament meauures, negotiations
should be carried out on the balanced reduction of armed forces and of
conventional armaments, based on the principle of undiminished sccurity
of the parties with a view to promoting or enhancing stability at a
lower military level, taking into account the need of all States to
protect their security."

A preoccupation.with nuclear affairs in the disarmament discussions has, however,
tended to divert attention from the serious imbalance in conventional forces in
Europe, which is the main obstacle to substantial conventional as well as nuclear
arms reductions by the west.

I.am not sure how far it is appropriate for this Committee to become a forum for
debates on strategic theory, but since my Indian colleague made a number of comments
about the strategy of deterrence, I think it reasonable, as a representative of a
country which practises nuclear deterrence,  to explain the basic concept underlying
our policy. Tirst, let me bring this theoretical subject down to very simple terms,
If I seec a risk that my house may be broken into, I install a burglar alarm, find
myself a guard dog.and then put up a notice on my front gate advertising this. I do
not wish to hurt & possible intruder; instead, I hope that my preparations will make
him récongider and leave me in peacc. In other words, I am trying to deter him. The
strategic principle is exactly the same -~ and I would venture to say that it is a
principle on which many States base their defence. Tach country must consider what
external threat it faces and what level of defence is necessary to prevent any
threat from developing 1nto outright aggression. We all try to achieve the same
aim -~ to prevent war.

Let me now turn more particularly to the situation in Durope. The NATO alliance
faces.a situation where there is a growing conventional and nuclear potential ranged
against it. The basis of our alliance is that we are pledged to defend each other
if attacked. We threaten aggressicn against no one. Yet we perceive .a threat to our
security stemming from both conventional and nuclear forces, and the conventional
forces which threaten us are far larger than those that we ourselves now deploy. We
reject the idea of being blackmailed into a choice of being destroyed in war or
surrendering our freedom, and so we have tried to find a way of ensuring that we are
not attacked., To achieve this, we make it clear that any possible adversary who might
contemplate aggression against us would suffer more than he could possibly hope to
gain,

Ag I said last week, my Government shares with all other Governments a deep scnse
of horror at the appalling consequences that would flow from any nuclear war. We
completely accept that there could be no winners in such a war. Our aim is to ensure
that it never happens. 5o we must have the capability to demonstrate to a would-be
aggressor that at whatever level hc attacked us, we could defend oursclves in the most
appropriate way —-- conventional or nuclear.


http://us.it

CD/PV.110
16

(}fr. Summerhayes, United Kingdom)

Ho one need fear that we in the west would willingly take a single step to
initiate a war -~ conventional or nuclear. No one need fear that we will use our
possession of nuclear weapons to impose our political objectives on' another country.
Nor that we have somc misguided belief that a limited nuclear war would in some way be
to our advantage. How could we believe such a thing when it is our own homes that
would be devastated? We need no convincing on this score. Our aim, and that of our
allies, is solely to prevent any risk of violence being exerted against us. It is my
Government's belief that in the light of the particular threat —- conventional as well
as nuclear —— to our security, the best way to achieve this, the best way to preserve
peace, is by .a strategy of deterrence —— conventional as well as nuclear.

But that is not the end of it: otherwise we would admittedly be condemning
oursclves to an endless arms race. Ve hope and try fto prevent-this. Hence my
Government's commitment to arms control and disarmament. By secking arms control
agreements, slow and difficult though the process is, we attempt to maintain -the
balance of forces. By seeking multilateral disarmament we ‘attempt to bring down the
appallingly high level -of armaments on both sides. We see deterrence and disarmament
as both being necessary, .and as complementary ways of seourlng our over-all obgectlve
of peace and security. :

The second main coniention, or contradiction, on which I should like to comment in
the statement by the distinguished represcntative of India is that the nuclear balance
is ipherently unstable and contains, as it were, the seeds of its own imbalance. This
is an arguable proposition. As in any other field of military technology, there is
always an incentive to improve equipment and thus to keep ahead of, or not to fall
behind, a potential opponent. This tendency to competition exists in all situations of
armed confrontation and is not only a characteristic of nuclear armouries,., Vhat is truc
is that as a result of this technical competition therc is a fear that the approximate
equilibrium or balance which serves as a mutual restraint will be disturbed. It is not
difficult to see the danger inherent in this. It is a major rcason for giving priority
to seeking to cap the nuclear arms race. And that in turn is precisely why we attach
so much importance to the SALT process. o

Against this background I should like to reiterate what I said at the informal
meeting held on 23 February about the handling of these subjects in this Committee.
It is our view that as things now stand, the only States which can participate
effectively in the process of capping the strategic arms race are those with the
predominant nuclear armouries., That is why we believe that at this stage it is
sensible for this question tc be dealt with bilaterally through the SALY process. My
Government is, however, a party to the negotiations on the question of the cessation
of nuclear testing. :

It is a fundamental characteristic of negotiations of this kind that they involve
highly technical issues affecting the security of the participants. It is for this
reason that my Government does not see how the negotiation of nuclear arms control
agreements could in the first instance be conducted within this Committee. It follows
from this that we do not believe that it would be useful as the initial step to set up
working groups on these agenda items. This certainly does not mean, however, either
that my Government is satisfied with the way things are or that it is insensitive
to the awesome TOSpOnulblllty on the shoulders of nuclear—weapon utat“S.
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Mir. TAYLHARDAT (Veneauela) (translated from Spanish): The latest issue of
the monthly journal, Disarmament Times, published under the auspices of the NGO
Disarmament Committee, carries on its first page a news item entitled, "'Doomsday
Clock' Advances Toward Hidnight". This clock, conceived by a group of nuclear
scientists in 1947, measures the time that separates us from nuclear disaster,
with divisions from 12 to 0. At the time at which the news item in the
Disarmament Times was written, as a result of the latest events that had made
the danger of a nuclear war much greater, the hands on the clock had been moved
to four minutes to "midnight"-- the day of destruction. Since then the hands
must have moved still nearer to zero hour. Let uz hope that the developments
that have occurred in the last two days have delayed the inexorable hour of the
end of mankind by a few minutes.

International events in recent times have highlighted the profound changes
that have occurred in the world scene as a result of the instability of certain
regions and the changes in the interests and strategic objectives of the
Superpowers and of the principal wmilitary Powers .generally.

The transformation of a regional conflict into a world conflict in which the
use of nuclear weapons cannot be ruled out becomes increasingly likely. The most
recent events in different parts of the.world show clearly how delicate is the
balance on which international peace and security depend and how the rivalries
between the great Powers seem increasingly likely-to lead to a large-scale.
conflict. A local conflict which might begin as a civil war or a war among
neighbours could easily drag the great Powers 1nto a direct confrontation and
subsequently into a nuclear war.

At the same time, new types and systems of nuclear weapons have recently
appeared that by their characteristics increase the probability of a nuclear war
rather than consolidate the security of their owners. The development of guided
missiles, ever more accurate and less vulnerable, particularly at the level of
tactical armaments and new aystems designed to prevent detectiocn of the sites
vhere such weapons are installed, make the use of these nuclear weapons more
feasible. This dangerous trend has been stimilated by the emergence of new
doctrines of dissuasion based on the assumption that it is vossible to wage a
limited nuclear:war for some weeks, and so-avoid unleashing a full-scale nuclear
war. This assumption we reject as completely crazy and we further consider it
absurd and dangerous. Vho can guarantee that the-detonation of a nuclear device
in the territory of either of the two cambatants,..carried by a tactical means of
delivery, or a medium-range ballistic missile will not provoke reprisals or a
counter-attack with strategic weapons? TIurthermore, in order to appreciate what
a tactical nuclear war would mean, it is enough to remember that the most
inoffensive of the nuclear devices which would be-employed in such a conflict
would in any case be several times more powerful than the atomic bombs dropped
on Hiroshima or Nagasaki. And again, in-even a limited nuclear war, not one
but perhaps many of these devices would be used.

In the statement he made at the 108th plenary meeting, Ambassador Summerhayes,
the distinguished representative of the United Kingdom, said that his Government
"believes that the only secure route to nuclear arms control lies through
negotiations between the nuclear-weapon Powers, and in particular between the
United States and the Soviet Union". I believe no one would dispute that the
nuclear-weapon Powers have primary responsibility in the matter of nucleax
disarmament, That is one of the basic principles of disarmament embodied in the
Final Document of the General Assembly's first special session devoted to
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disarmament. DBut although we recognize, and.indeed, insist on this responsibility,
we.cannot agree that those States which hold the monooolv of power to destroy this
planet can alsc arrogate to themselves the monopoly of exclusive decision on an
issue in which tie fate of manliind is at stale. The right »f the non-nuclear
countries to demand nuclear disarmament and to insist on participating in the
negotiations on disarmament derives precisely from their need to ensure their

own survival. As a result of the growing accumulation of nuclear weapons, mankind
is confronted with the real danzer of its own annihilation.,

In order to understand this, it is enouzh to readsparagraph 495 of the
"Comprehensive study on nuclear weapons" submitted by the Secretary-General
to the United Wations General Assembly at its last session, and circulated in
document~A/55/592. - I shall venture to presume for a few moments on the patience
of my colleagues and read this paragraph which is somewhat lengthy but which in
our opinion is very pertinent.

"In a nuclear war, the nuclear-weapon States themselves may suffer the
heaviest casvalties and the most extensive damage. However, all nations in
the world would experience grave physical consequences. Radio-active
fall-out.could be a serious problem especially in countries adjacent to
the belligerent States, and during-the decades afiter s major nuclear war,
fall-out would take a ©voll of millions world-wide, in present and future -
generations. IEven more serious than radioc-active fall-out, however,
would be the global consequences of a large nuclear war on the world
economy and on vital functions of the international community. The sudden
collapse of many of the vorld's leading trading nations as well ag of
established mechanisms for international transactions would lead to profound

.. disorganization in world affairs and leave most other nations, even if
physically intact, in desperate circumstances. Videspread famines could
occury both in poor developing countries and in industrialized nations.
Those starving to death might eventually outnumber the direct fatalities
in the belllberent_countrles. Bven non-belligerent States might enter a
dovnward spival leading to utter mirery for their populations, and almost
all would suffer a loss of standards corresponding to many decades of
progress. Lconomic conditions such as these might trlgger latent political
instabilities, causing upheavals and civil and local wars."

Brlefly no one on earth would escape the direct or indirect consequences of
a nuclear war. How, then, can an attempt be made to deny the non-nuclear-weapon
countries, which represent over two thirds of the world population, the right to
participate in negotiations where vhat is at stalie and what is being decided is
their own destiny? o

Of the items on the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament, the guestion of
nuclear disarmement in its various aspects is undoubtedly the most important and
urgent. As is stated in the Iinal Document of the General Assembly's first special
session devoted to disarmament, effective measures of nuclear disarmament and the
prevention of nuclear war -have the highest priority among all disarmament measures.,
Venezuela, together with the other countries in the Group of 21, considers that the
Committee should undertake without deley substantive neg otlatlops directed towards-
the adoption of concrete and effective measures on nuclcar‘dlswrmament Tc the world
at large it is incomprehensible that the Commiftee on Disarmament, the single
multilateral disarmament forum, to which the members of the 1ntern@tional communi ty
entrusted the task of negotiationg measures of disarmament, should still, after
two years'! existence, not really have begun ‘o concern 1tself seriously with the
most important question in the field of disarmament—— nuclear disarmament.
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Although we would not rule out the possibility, oxr the da51rab111ty of
negotiations on nuclesr disarmament being held in mere limited forums, in which -
the countries most directly involved wmight participate, we consider that the
Committee on Disarmament is the wmost suitable forum for the preparation and conduit
of negotiations on nuclear disarmement. Ve therefore consider it imperative and
urgent that the Committee should begin to discharge its responsibility in the
sphere of nuclear disarmament.

In our view, the main basis for the task to be accomplished by the Committee
on Disarmament in this sphere is te be found in paragraph 50 of the Final Decument
of the General Assembly's first specisl session, vhich sets forth the programme of
action to be undertaken in the wmatter of nuclear disarmament. Moreover that
paragraph is one of those that were adopted by consensus at the special uession.
Like the other countries in the Group of 21, we consgsider that the Committees's efforts
should be directed towards achieving the realization of the objectives specified in
this paragraph, vhich are as follows:

Cessat101 of the qualitative 1mprovement and development of
nuclear~weapon systems,

Cessation uf the production of al1 types of" nuclear wcanons and their
means of delivery, and of the produﬂtlon of flSSlOﬂable material for weapons
PUrpPOSeEs;

A comprehengive, phased programme with agreed time-frames, whenever
feasible, for progressive and balanced reduction of stockpiles of nuclear
weapons and their means of delivery, leading to their ultimate and complete
elimination at the earliest possible time.

We also consider that in conducting substantive negotiations on nuclear
disarmament, the Committee should take due account of the various concrete proposals
which have been submitted. I am referring to the proposal of the socialist countries
which appears in document CD/4 and the proposal of Australia and Canada on the’
prohibition of the production of fissionable material for weapons purposes, contained
in document CD;/90.

Similarly, we consider that, as the Group of 21 has proposed, in the
negotiations on nuclear disarmament the Committee should address itself narticularly
to the following issues, which are mentioned in document CD/116:

(i) The elaboration and clarification of the stages of nuclear disarmament
envisaged in paragraph 50 of the Final Document, which I quoted a
noment ago;

(ii) Clarification of the issues involved in prohibiting the use or threat
of use of nuclear weaponsg, pending nuclear disarmament and in the
prevention of nuclear war;

(iii) Clarification of the issues involved in eliminating reliance on doctrines
of nuclear deterrence;

(iv) Illeasures to ensure an effective discharge by the Committee on Disarmament
of its role as negetiating bedy in the field of disarmament and in this
context the relationship between the Cormittee and other restricted
forung conducting negotiations relating to nuclear disarmament.
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Together with the Group of 21. we have been advocating the setting up of an
ad _hoc working group to begin negotiations on the issues 1 have just mentioned.. .
As will be recalled, my delegation has from the begimning of the Committee's
activities been one of the main protagonists of the establishment of working groups.
We have maintained, and we continue to maintain, that working groups constitute a
form of institutional machinery which, as has beer shown in practice, offers the
advantage of permitting a rapid and direct dialogue in .which, as a result, the
positions of countries can be less rigid, less intransigent and more conciliatory,
in an atmosphere of serious and constructive work. It is for this reason that we
heard with genuine disappointment the statements made by two of the nuclear-weapon
Powers to the effect that they did nct support the establishment of a working group
on the subject of nuclear disarmament. We hope that thiz position is not
unchangeable and that in the near future these countries will show a readiness to g
along with the great majority of the members of the Committee in order to form the
consensus necessary for the setiing up of the working sgroup.  But as I said at the
infourmal meeting the Committee held last lMonday, when this question was discussed in
detail, the rejection by these two countries of the idea of a working group should
not prevent the Committee from discharging the respongibility with which it has been
entrusted. The Committee is, as its rules of procedure state, "a disarmament
negotiating forum". Among the questions which should be the subject of negotiation,
the Committee has included in its agenda the item on the cessation of the arms race
and nuclear disarmament. The Committee is not obliged to establish working groups
for each of the items on the agenda. We believe that when, as in the present
instance, the Committee is unable to achieve the necessary consensus to be able to
proceed with the setting up of one of these groups, the Committee .should take over
directly the task of conducting negotiations. -

We thinlk, therefore, that for the remainder of this part of the session, the
Committee should, in keeping with its programme of work, devote as many informal or
uofficial meetings as possible to the subject of nuclear disarmament. At these
meetings it should give . a preliminary consideration to the specific issues set out
in the Group of 21's working paper, document CD/116, as a first step to moving
towards a wore advanced stage of negotiations which should be conducted during the
summer session, let us hope in a worliing group.

To conclude my statement, I wish to draw attention to the fervent appeal on
behalf of nuclear disarmament that Pope John Paul II has just made from Hiroshima,
one of the cities martyred by nuclear terror. I think that no place is more
appropriate than the Committee on Disarmament in which to recall the following
paragraph from the Pope's message:

"To the Heads of State and Government, to those who hold political and
economic power, I say, 'Lel us pledge ourselves to peace through justice, let
us talke a solemn decision now that war will never be tolerated as a means of
resolving differences. Let us promise the rest of mankind that we will work
tirelessly for disarmament and for the prohibition of nuclear weapons'."

The Pope's messase, with its deep spiritual content, and with the avthority conferred
upon it by its genuinely pacifist and human tenor, should be the subject of profouwnd
reflection by all the rulers of the world and especially those of the nuclear-weapon
Powers, whether believers or non-believers.

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I thank the distinguished Ambassador
of Venezuela for his statement and I should also like to express my gratitude for
his very cordial remarks about myself. ‘
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‘T, VONKATOSVARAL (India): Ilr. Chairman, in my statement at the plenary
meeting of -the Committec held on 3 February 1981, I rafsed certain doubts
concerning the concept of deterrence in a nuclear age and the unfortunate
relationship between this concept and the escalating nuclear arms race. In
sharing our thoughts on this question vwith the Committee, we had hoped to be
able to initiate an intensive exchange of views on what the famous Danish
nuclear physicist and Nobel laureate, lleils Bohr, called a "perpetual menace
to society". Ve are grateful to the distinguished representative of the
United Kingdom as also to others around this table for reacting to some of the
views expressed by my delegation. Ve await the detailed comments he has
promised on the issues raised by us. Today, lir. Chairman, with your permission,
I would like to deovelop further some of the ideas put lorward by us and also
respond in a nreliminary way to the arguments contained in the statement of my
distinguished British colleague.

Let me first of all take up the points raised by the representative of the
United Kingdom. In his statement he asserted that his Government "shares
the deep sense of horror at the devastating potential of nuclear weapons'.
However, he went on to say that "we are all-too-conscious of the appalling loss
of life that a conventional war can cause". If by this he meant that we ought
to focus attention on the need for conventional disarmament as well, we are at
one with him. Dut I do hope that he will agrec that in terms of destructive
povier, nuclear weapons are a class apart. In the words of the report of the
Secretary-General on nuclear veapons, 'never before has the destructive capacity
of weapons been so immediate, complete and universal", And if the Ambassador of
the United Kingdom agrees with this judgement, then surely-he should also agree
that the” first order of business in any disarmament negotiations must be  the
achievement of nuclear disarmament.

However, he has stated that "we should not give undue prominence to nuclear
weapons", How can we not give undue prominence to such monstrous weapons bf
mass destruction? In fact, my delegation believes that, far from giving undue
prominence tc such wecapons, we have, in fact, neglected the cataclysmic danger
they pose. In 1965 Lord Chalfont, the British Disarmament llinister, in a’
statement before the EIIDC made on 19 August, quoted the following words from
Shakespeare's Julius Caesar:

There is a tide in the affairs of men,
Which, taken at the {lood, leads on to fortunes;
Omitted, all the voyage of their life
Is bound in shallows and in miseries.

Lord Chalfont went on to say:

"T believe, quite simply and without any wish to over-dramatize the
dangers, that unless we ean stop and set back the nuclear arms race
before many moré months have passed, we may have little to look
forward to but shallows and miseries.”
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It is 16 years simce -then and can we doubt that we are indeed looking
into shallows and miseries? It is small comfort that only one-fifth of the
world's military expenditure is on huclear weapons. And if we wish to play with
statistics, then I would like to point out that when thers are only five '
nuclear-weapon States, it is not such a great surprise that only 20 per cent of
global military expenditure is on such weapons. TFurther, one should also not
forget that 80 per cent of the total military expenditure is incurred by five
or six militarily significant States, including the very same nuclear-weapon
States. Bo, if conventional disarmament should be a matter of concern, it is
again on these States that the major responsibility falls.

The distinguished répresentative of the United Kingdom also sought to
Justify the doctrine of deterrencé by asserting that its purpose is the
prevention of war, This aim is served, he argued, by "being seen to be able
to defend ourselves", and by ¢onvincing a potential adversary that a conventional
or nuclear attack would entail risks that would far outweigh any potential
benefits. On ‘the face of it, the argument appears reasonable. However, as I
argued in my earlier statement, in a nuclear age, deterrence involves not only
the theoretical ability of a State to impose unacceptable destruction on its
adversary, but at the same time its willingness to withstand massive destruction,
perhaps even to the point of self-amnihilation. Deterrence in this context, as
I stated, is in the last analysis based on dangerous bluff. My colleague from
the United Kingdom argues that the "policy of deterrence has kept the peace in
Burope for 35 years and it remains valid today". We regard this as an over-
simplified conclusion. . As the Secretary-General's report on nuclear weapons
observes, "it is & trulsm te say thatl deterrence works because that statement
will hold true .only until history disproves it". And I need not comment on
what would happen if deterrence failed., My British colleague himself has
acknowledged that even in a limited nuclear war there would be no winners or
losers. :

We cannot share the optimism regarding the ability of nuclear~weapon Powers
to prevent the outbreak of a nuclear wer. The more so if this were to happen by
accident. The fact that the decision to use nuclear weapons would be taken at
the highest political level does not necessarily mean that such a decision need
be taken with appropriate caution. Human beings are fallible and they are
subject to stresses and strains. Leaders at the highest political level are
no exceptions to this rule. And should they turn out to be fallible, the
consequences of their actions would be visited upon the entire globe. Let us
imagine for a moment that a nuclear missile from country X has been accidentally
triggered off and is on its way to a target in country Y. Suppose, further,
that the President or Primec linister of country X gets on the '"hot line" and calls
his counterpart in country Y and says, "I am terribly sorry, but one of these
crazy nukes has been triggered off accidentally. Since this is all a mistake,

I do hope you will not retaliate", When the relations between the States
concerned are avowedly strained and there is lack of trust generally, it would
be difficult to believe that the matter would end there. :

It has frequently been argued that at least in the Luropean theatre, nuclear
arms control and nuclear disarmament cannot be pursued without regard to the
conventional imbalance in Central Gurope, We do not concede this view since
in essence this means that nuclear weapons are to serve as a substitute for
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conventional weapons. To rephrase something that Lord Canning said many yéars. ago,
weapons of the new age have been brought in to redress the balance of the old.
However, would:the proponents of this argument limit its applicability only to
Europe? There are several rcgions of the world vhere a particular nation may
feel threatened by a neighbour with larger conventional armaments and forces.

The perception of threat may not be based on objective criteria, butbt then
perceptions, especially when they concern national security, very rarely are.

In other regions of the world, thersfore, where similar perceptions of
conventional imbalance may prevail, would the reccurse to nuclear weaponry to
redress the balance be considered valid and justified? The strong support for
horizontal non-proliferation of nuclear weapons that emanates from countries of
Burope would lead us to believe otherwise. And this is precisely because nuclear
weapons cannot in any manncr be equated to conventional weapons. Bit the force
of example is important, and it is for the nuclear-ieapon States and their allies
to demonstrate that it is not valid for other countries to seek to balance their
conventional drms accounts by recourse to nuclear overdrafts.

This is how we look at some of the points raised by the delegation of the
United Kingdom., I am willing to admit that the problem has to be examined in gll
its aspects and that perheps ve may have overlooked certain important factors -
relevant to our discussion. We are willing as ever to be educated on this as
well as othnr natters in our negotiations in the Committee on Disarmament.

I would now like to turn to the question of halting the nuclear arms race.
In my previous statement, I put forward the proposition that at the heart of the’
phenomenon was the concept of deterrence and related to that corcept the notion
of strategic parity. In developing this theme I would like to commence by quoting
from the report of the Secretary-General of the United Nations on a comprehensive
study on nuclear weapons:

"Peace resting on the system of deterrence has been said to
require approximate parity or balance between the forces of the States
involved. The view is held that parity ceases to exist if one side
acquires a 'first-strilke capability', i.e. the capacity to deliver
a nuclear strike ageinst the other without risking an intolerable
reprisal. In these conditions, the general fear is that deterrence can
or may fail., Yet the concept of parity rests on a situation which is
inherently difficult to evaluate. Bach Superpower's nuclear arsénal
consists of many components of different size, function and importance.
Since each of these components may be subject to constant technological
development on both sides, but not always simultaneously, parity is a
process whose equilibrium must continuously be re—-established. Hence,
the notion of balance is then, by definition almost, unstable."

Iy delegation has argued that reliance on the doctrine of deterrence
inherently involves the search for superiority over a potential adversary.
However, even if it is argued that deterrence involves merely the establishment
of a parity and not a search for superiority, that parity cannot be a stable one.
In the present situation, no objective and quantifiable criteria have been found
in order %o take "parity" or "balance" from the realm of subjeétive security
perceptions to the world of objective and mutually acceptable judgement. And the
more complex and sophisticated nuclear weapons become, the more difficult it
would be to create such objective criteria. Furthermore, in practice, there is
always a tendency to overestimate an adversary's capabilities while under-
estimating one's own in order to allow for miscalculation or lack of information.
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This factor alone could keep fuelling a nuclear arms race. In a recent article in
the Waghington Post, General Maxwell Taylor stated that a weapons programme to
achieve parity or superiority was "too ill-defined" and i any case, the. location
of the finish line, even if 1%t is discemnible, could be changed at will by the
adversary. Recent developments in nuclear-weapon . technology, including the
testing of more accurate warheads and anti-satellite systems, indeed makes one
wonder if there is a finish line at all in the nuclear arms race, except the
inexorable occurrence of what is intended to be deterred, a global nuclear war.

It should be clear from this that the concept of parity and any arms control
negotiations that are built around it cannotv therefore serve to preserve the
peace among the nuclear-weapon Povers, Perhaps if a nuclear war could be limited
to the nuclear-weapon States and their allies alone, the rest of the world could
hopefully still survive, IHowever, as we have pointed out time and again, the
problem of the continuing nuclear arms race and the danger of nuclear war are
issues which deeply affect the security of non-nuclear-weapon States. 1t is
clearly impermissible for a handful of nuclear-weapon States to seek to promote
their own perceived narrow security concerns and thereby hold the rest of the
world hostage to the threat of total amnihilation. It is, therefore, both
right and necessary that non-nuclear-weapon States should actively participate
in negotiations to remove what is a major and appalling threat to their security.
Nuclear—weapon States must acknowledpe these legitimate concerns of the world
community. ~They must respond to the doubts and misgivings that have been
expressed in this and other forums over the cynical pursuit of a competitive
accumulation of ever-more sophisticated weapons of mass destruction., HNational
security or the security of competing alliances can no longer serve as a pretext
for deferring debate and concrete negotiations on nuclear disarmament.

It has been stated herc in this Committee that the stage has not yet
arrived for our undertaking multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament.
I would like to ask, when will that stage arrive? Will the proponents of such
a view enlightrn us as to what specific circumstances, what specific developments,
what conjunction of stars would malke the situation ripe for multilateral
negotiations in the Committee on Disarmament? It is not enough to say that the
situation is not ripe. We would like %o lmow as rational beings why the
situation is not ripe, now at this very moment?

The nuclear-weapon States have had morc than three decades in which to
deal with the problem of nuclear disarmament. A whole new generation has grown
up and vhat we have witnessed is an unresirained nuclear arms race, the dimensions
of which have become increasingly difficult for the human mind to comprehend. The
subject was complex to start with. The main actors involved have done their best
to complicate the subject further., And at every stage, the complexity of the
subject has been used to prevent the non-nuclear-weapon States from bringing theix
justifiable concerns to bear on negotiation concerning nuclear weapons. At the
same time, the goal of nuclear disarmament has been pushed more and more into the
background, vhile arms limitation and arms control have become the catchwords of
the present time. Perhaps it would be useful to recall what a delegate from
France, a nuclear-weapon State, said in a statement to the First Committee of the
United lations General Assembly on 9 November 197C concerning the nature of arms
control measures. I quote:
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"But who can fail to see that the policy of the mastery of armaments, whether
it is devoted to the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons, to their non-
dissemination in new environments, or to the limitation of strategic weapons,
" tends mainly to cause the present situation to harden, and does not
constitute a step towards true disarmament? This is so because, on the
contrary, it postulates that, in the name of the virtues of mutual
dissuasion, stockpiles of armaments can be maintained at a sufficiently

high level. Is it really, as is claimed, a realistic policy, even if it

is considered -- at least by the two greatest Powers -- as the only one
possible under present conditions ...? I'or who would doubt the precarious
nature of a balance that is alvays at the mércy of a technological break-
through, a mistake in calculation, even an adventurous decision, as a
monopoly of armaments would not necessarily ensure a monopoly of wisdom,

even in the case of the most sophisticated veapons.

"ioreover, the policy of armaments control adds to the risk of
wavowed renunciation of nuclear disgrmament, that of a sharing of
power between the States responsible for the balance -- a sharing or -
distribution which Mr. Maurice Schumann denounced recently from the
rostrum of the United Mations General Assembly, and which he declared
would, if we are not careful, perpetuate the division of the world".

Prophetic words, uttered more than a decade ago. Is it necessary to argue the
case further for this Committee's wndertaking multilateral negotiations on nuclear
disarmament forthwith, so that the risk of the unavowed renunciation of nuclear
disarmament and the perpetuation of the division of the world into nuclear-weapon
States and non-nuclear-weapon States does not become a permanent reality? -

Some members of this Committee have referred to the unfavourable international
situation which could inevitably affect our work in this forum. I would respond
by saying that it is precisely when growing suspicions and mistrust characterize
the relations among the major Powers, including the nuclear-weapon States that
this Committee provides a forum where hopefully some of that suspicion and
mistrust can be dissipated. Perhaps an exposure to the security concerns and
genuine apprehensions of the non-nuclear-weapon States, especially those
belonging to the develeoping world, would enable the nuclear-wreapon States and
their allies to break out of the narrovw confines of their security nerceptions
and become aware of their resnonsibilities to the rest of the world. This _
itself would have a sobering and positive impact on their separate negotiations.
Tor vhat I argue for is not that this Committee should supplant their restricted
negotiations but that it should supplement them. It is for this reason that we
recommended the setting up of an ad hoc working group of this Committee to
consider certain concrete issues relating to the cessation of the nuclear arms
race and nuclear disarmament. We regret that we have so far Leen unable to reach
a consensus on this proposal. Tor the present, therefore, my delegation would
support the suggestion that we schedule a sufficient number of informal meetings
of the Committee devoted to this agenda item. We could begin with a substantive
examination of the report of the Secretary~Genéral on a comprehensive study on
nuclear weapons. Perhaps the first few informal meetings could be devoted to
an in-depth discussion of chanter V of the report vhich is entitled "The doctrines
of deterrence and other theories concerning nuclear weapons". We could then



CD/PV.110

26

(1. Venkateswaran, India)

move on to chavter VI, which Jdeals with the scourity implications of the continued
quantitative increase and qualitative improvement of nuclear-weapon systems.
Another round of discussions-could be centred upon the main conclusions of the
report. What we have in mind is that members of the Committee, and especially
nuclear~weapon States, put forward their considered views on each of the
chapters, explaining why they agree or -disagree with the observations contained
in the report. Iy commencing our discuscions in this manner, we may.be able

to impart a degree of specificity to our debate. We could then structure our
subsequent negotiations on the basis of the preliminary examination  of the

main issues. involved. ‘I hope that this very modest proposal will find favour
with all members of the Committce.

This month in New Delhi the Conference of l'oreign Ministers of the
non-aligned States observed the twentieth anniversary of the first Conference of
Heads of States and Governments of Hon-Aligned Countries which had issued a
Declaration in which they had stressed the danger posed by nuclear weapons and
called for "the total prohibition of the production, possession and utilization
of nuclear and thermonuclear arms and bactcriological and chemical weapons as
well as the elimination of equipment and installations for the delivery and
placement and operational use of weapons of mass destruction on national
territories"., May we hope that these words will be heeded at least now by
the nuclear-weapon Powers and will engage especially the attention of members of
this Committee, which is the only multilateral negotiating body in which such an
agreement can be reached?

To conclude, I would like once again to emphasize that unless we are able
to make some progress in the most urgent of items on our agenda, the Committee
credibility as a multilateral negotiating body will suffer irreparable harm.
Let us do everything possible, therefore, to ensure that we go to the second
.special session of the General Asgembly devoted to disarmament with some tangible
results in this area and demonstrate that we have not neglected what the
first special session considered to be a problem affecting the very survival of
mankind. : . : - ’

Iir, SOZPRAPTO (Indonesia): Ikr. Chairman, addressing myself to the second
item of our agenda "Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament",
may I bégin by referring to the final Declaration of the Review Confcrencé of
the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons of
Hay 1975 which states, intor alia, as follows:

"Whlle velcoming the various agreements on arms limitation and
disarmament el%borated and concluded over the last few years as steps
contrloutlag to the implementation of article VI of the Treaty, the
Conference expresses its serious concern that the arms race, in
particular‘thé nuclear arms race, 1s continuing unabated.

Thy ‘Conference tnarefore urges constant and resolute efforts
by each of the Parties to the Treaty, in particular by the nuclear-
weapon States, to achieve an early and effective implementation of
article VI of the Treaty." )
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During the years that have followed since the adoption of the said Declaration,
there has been an increasing concern on the part of the international community in
general and the developing nations in particular due to the fact that, despite the
Declaration referred to, the nuclear arms race has continued to take nlace, not
only gquantitatively but also qualitatively, ac a result of technical innovations
that have led to the qualitative improvement and development of nuclcar-weapon
systems. ‘The necessity of the fulfilment of balanced cobligations and
responsibilities on the part both of nuclear-weapon States and of non-ruclemr-
veagpon States for the attainment of the two-fold purposes of the MPT, namely,
the prevention of the emerzence of additional nuclear-veapon States (envisaged
in article II) and to reduce and eventually eliminate nuclear weapons (article VI),
was emphasized, three years aflter the first NPT Review Conference, by the
General Assembly at its tenth special scssion, held in 1978 (para. 65 of the
Tinal Document). ' o '

When the narties to the I'PT met agein in August last year, the developing
States varties to the Treaty participating in thé Conference, all of them
non-nuclear-weapon States, did not hide their disappointment at the continued
non-implementation of the provisions of article VI of the Treaty by the
nuclear-weapon States parties to it, despite the two instruments I referred to
earlier (the Final Declaration of the first WPT Review Conference, of 1975, and
the Final Document of the special session of the General Assembly devotbed to
disarmament, of 1978). : ‘

Taking a close look at the pertinent provisions of variocus documents
relating to the gquestions of the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament, such as paragraph 50 of the I'inal Document of the tenth special
session of the General Assembly, the Committee's report to the General Assembly
at its thirty-fifth session (4/35/27, paras. 37-44), paragraphs 7 (a) and (b)
and 14 (a) of General Assembly resolution 35/46 on the Declaration of the 1980s
as the Second Disarmament Decade, paragraph 35 of resolution 35/152 B and
paragraph 2 of resoclution 55/152 C, the endeavours aiming at the:cessatioﬂ
of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament suggested in ‘those documents
could perhaps be listed as follows:

1. With regard to the existing nué¢léar weapdns, the endeavours
suggested consist of:

(a) Reduction of nuclear weapon stockpiles;
(b) Limitation of nuclear weapon stockpiles.

2.  Regarding the ongoing process leading to increases in the quality
and quantity of nuclear weapons, the proposed endeavours include:

(a) Cessation of the qualitative improvement and development
of nuclear weapon systems;
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(b) Cessation of production of nuclear weapons and their
means of delivery; 4

(¢) Cessation of production of fissionable material for
weapon purposes.

3 The taslks to be performed by the Commlttee on Disarmament during
its 1931 session consist of:

(a) Commencing negotiations on the substance of the
problem of tho cessation of the nuclear arms race
and nuclear disarmament:

(b) Undertaking consultations %o consider, inter alia,
the establishment of an ad hoc working group; and

(¢) 1If such an ad hoc working group could eventuaily be
established, beginning negotiations on the following
questions:

(1) The stages of nuclear disarmament (envisaged in
paragraph 50 of the I'inal Document of the tenth
special session of the General Assembly) which
comprise:

(a) Dlaboration of the envisaged stagesg
(b) Clarification of the said stages;

(2) 1Identification, in the process of achieving nuclear
disarmament, of:

{a) The responsibilitie. of the nuclear-wcapon
States; and

(b) The role of the non-nuclear-weapon States.

In the view of my delepgation, the issues I have Just listed may porhans be
used as a basis for the further work of our Committee in dealing with item 2 of
its agenda. But since this Committee is a negotiating body, and since negotiations
can be conducted most effectively in working groups, it is therefore the hope of
my delegation that an ad hoc working group on the subject could finally be
established, if not immediately then perbaps at a later stage of the current
session,

Reportedly, there may exist today some 50,000 nuclear weapons in the world's
arsenals, with a combined explosive pover of more than one million Hiroshima bombs,
representing not less than 3 tons of TNT for every individual in the world. If
the nuclear arms race is not halted and if nuclear disarmament is not attained
the world will therefore be confronted with a most serious danger, one unprecedented
in the history of manlzind,
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Mr. DI MONTLZEMOLO (Italy) (translated from French): I have asked for the
floor today in order briefly to intrcduce working paper CD/155, - dated
24 Pebruary 1981, on behelf of my delegation.

This working paper represents a first contribution by the Italian delegation
to this yvear's work on the elaboraticn of tne comprehensive programme of
disarmament. Tt contains a text which will, we hope, be of use in the draftlng
of the section of the comprehensive programme entitled "Objectives™.

We submit it today so that it may.be placéd irmediately at the disposal of
the Ad Hoc Working Group which is meeting this afternocn.

In drafting it; my delegation took into account, of course, last year's
conbributions on the same subject by other delegations, in particular those of
Mexico, Pakistan and Czechoslovakia. :

It has not failed to seek common ground with those contributions, even as
regards actual wordings.

"I do riot think there is any need for additional comments; however, I should
like to stress the concept contained in the first paragraph of the paper in question,
namely, that it should be one of‘theobgectlves of the comprehensive programme of
disarmament, whose elaboration has been entrusted to our Committee, to pursue
simultaneously the two approaches which have, from the beginning, marked the
international community's disarmament efforts —- the one aimed at promoting general
and complete disarmament and theé other aimed at achieving specific and limited measures.
This idea’ derives, moreover, from paragraph 109 of the Final Document which states:
"Negotiations on general and complete disarmament shall be conducted concurrently
with negotiations on partial measures of disarmament. With this purpose in mind,
the Committee on Disarmament will undertake the elaboration of a comprehens1ve
prograwme of disarmament ..."

The Italian delegation has always had a special interest in the elaboration
of a comprehensive programme of disarmament. In his statement at the plenary
meeting held on 3 February last, Mr. Speranza, our Secretary of State for Foreign
Affairs, explained the reasons for that interest. For many countries, including
my own, the criterion of balance in the disarmament vrocess is a fundamental one,
and one of the principal attractions of a programme which sets out to be comprehensive
consists precisely in the possibility of -adopting a balanced approach which minimizes
the risks of unilateral advantages at every stage of the disarmament process and
- guarantees that every step forward shall correspond to the same logic of balanoe
and stability.

Mr, MALITA (Romania) (translated from French): In my statement today, I would like
to put forward some observations of the Romanian delegation on the agenda item
concerning the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament.
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Romania has always maintained that the outlawing of nuclear weapons, the
halting of their production and the ligquidation of existing stocks are a
fundamental requirement of international life and that, corsequently, nuclear
disarmament negotiations must have the highest priority in our Committee.

Priority for nuclear disarmament is required by the very nature of these
weapons -- weapons of mass destruction -- in fact, the absolute weapon of total
annihilation. A-concérn to eliminate the most deadly weapons from the arsenals
of States has always been at uhe core of an elementary human reaction, that of
ensuring survival.

The urgency of such measvres has been recognized by the United Nations in more
than 100 resolutions, beginning with resolution 1 (I) of 24 Januerv 1946, which.
spoke of the ellmlnatlon of atomic weapons from the arsenals of all States.
However, it has never proved possible to initiate multilateral negotiations on
the subject of nuclear weapons. That is why the Romanian delegation considers
that our Committee has an exceptionally important task before it.

We do not wish to repeat here the well-founded arguments that the non-nuclear-
weapon States have invoked in support of their demand that negotiations on nuclear
weapons should begin without further delay.

The dangers imposed on those States as a result of the existence of stocks of
nuclear weapons, held by others ~- weapohs over which they have no control -- the
bitter division that such weapons create in an already divided world which aspires
to equality, their role as a means of pressure and threat and their negative
influence on the peaceful uses of the atom of which the whole world is in need —-
these are only some of the reasans to which a vast literature has been devoted.

Negotiation has, however, a fundamental rule, which is, that anattempt must
be made to understand and study the arguments of the other parties to the
negotiation. While having no pretension to reascning in the place of others, it
appears to us useful to recall that the commencement of negotiations would to a large
extent meet the interests of all countries, nuclear and non-nuclear alike, even if
their dttitude as to a desire to negotiate is not the same.

Firstly, negotiations provide an opportunity for the nuclear countries to
fulfil a moral, and, for some of them a legal obligation towards the rest of the
world, - Reference has rightly been made in this connection to the undertakings
assumed under article VI of the non-proliferation Treaty. The present position
with regard to nuclear weapons is hased on an undertaking to continue in good faith
negotiations on effective measures to halt the arms race at an early date.

Seoondly, it is obvious that the unanimously recognized threat of nucleaxr
weapons is no less for those who possess. and stockpile them. . We are given assurances
about the safety of handling such weapons despite proof to the contrary and doubts
based on elementary calculations of risk which highlight the danger of accidents,
errors and miscalculation. In our opinion, it is necessary to deal openly with
these subjects.
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Thirdly, no weapon has shown such a propensity for growth. Despite the
claim that the aim is to maintain a balance, this is constantly being pushed to
higher levels, with no limit in sight. The develepment of nuclear weapons shows
no pause. Moreover, technological improvements, and more particularly electronic
innovations clearly have a destabilizing effect.

It has been asked whether the balance could not be maintained at lower levels.
Yhere can this theme of wniversal intersst be discussed?

The argument.of a link between nuclear and. conventional arsenals and of the
fact that these two elements are inseparable for ithe security of certain States
has also been advanced. Our delegation does not deny the existence of a link
between nuclear and conventional weapons. But we believe that this fact should be
the subject of a discussion with a view to elucidating all the implications. The
bald statement of the fact without any consequent action merely strengthens the
arguments of other States for undertaking the production of nuclear weapons in order to
ensure their security.

Lastly, many references have been made to the complexity of disarmament. Our
delegation is far from minimizing the complexity of the subject. But Romania
has always maintained that international questions, no matter how difficult, can
and must be settled through negotiation and talks, for we believe that there is no
alternative in the nuclear age. Consequently, the complexity of nuclear disarmament,
in our view, calls for negetiations on the subject to be started without fuxther
delay, without indefinite postponement. '

We have not put forward all these arguments with a view to ignoring other types :
of reasoning but rather to stress the indisputable fact that they represent specific
questions which call for an adequate approach with the instruments that are -
appropriate to any negotiation.

For all these reasons,.our delegation considers that there are no valid
arguments against the start of negotiations on nuclear disarmament. Moreover, the
Committee on Disarmament, in which all the nuclear-weapon States are represented,
together with a number of non-nuclear-weapon. States, offers the most appropriate
forum for the conduct of such negotiations. Specific proposals on this subject
have been put forward by the socizlist countries,; in document CD/4, and by the
countries members of the Group of 21, in document CD/116, as well as by other
delegations. Other ideas may and, we arc convinced, will appear during the
negotiations.

All these arguments favour the establishment of a working group on the cessation
of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament at the Committee's present session.

The terms of reference of such a group could include the holding of a broad
exchange of views and opinions on ways of initiating negotiations on nuclear
disarmament in the Committee. This is all the more necesgsary in that, as we have
already seen, a number of delegations have raised questions which, in their view, we
should take up in order to facilitate the start of negotiations on nuclear matters.
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It is quite obvious that such a dialogue cannot take place solely at plenary
meetings, where the only working instrument is the presentation of positions by
means of statements. - For the achieveme:t of our aims, a r2al dialogue is necessary,
and persevering and informal work, and it was for this purpose that the negotiating
groups were set up. ' '

As we have already had occasion to state, the Romanian delegation does not
consider the establishment of a working group as an end in itself. We regret the
fact that some delegations attach a special connotation to what ought to be a simple

organizational decision. The Romanian delegation is of the view that a request by
any delegation for the establishment of such a group on the items on the agenda
cannot be refused. Ve firmly support the idea of establishing a working group on
the cessation of nuclear-weapon tests. On this subject, as on. that of nuclear

disarmament, we cannot agree to the Committee's again this year putting off the
start of ‘a structured activity.

It is our duty to tackle these guestions and try to go into their substance.

In view of all these arguments, the Romanian delegation endorses the Indian
delegation's proposal for the holding of a special meeting to be devoted to an
examination of the conclusions of the report of the United Nations Secretary-General
containing the comprehensive study on nuclear weapons.

We also propose the organization, under the auspices of the Chairman of the
Committee, of a number of informal meetings with the participation of experts,
during which each State member of the Committee should have an opportunity to submit
its views on specific questions relating to the start of negotiations on nuclear
disarmament in the Commit{tee. A constructive dialogue on this subject, imbued with
a sincere desire to identify the real obstacles in the way of such negotiations,
would constitute a valuable contribution by our Committee to the starting of the
process of nuclear disarmament.

There is no need to emphasize here the special importance that an affirmation of
the political will to negotiate measures of nuclear disarmament would have in present
international conditions. Not only would this in noc way affect the military balance
but, on the contrary, it would be likely to contribute to a strengthening of mutual
political and military confidence.

For its part, the Romanian delegation is prepared to make a contribution to the
initiation of this process. The ideas put forward in this statement are preliminary
in nature. Ve are ready to consider any other working possibility that may be
advanced with a view to mobilizing the constructive efforts of all members of the
Committee.

The CHAIRMAN: (translated from French) I -thank the distinguished Ambassador of
Romania for his statement. It is now 12.55 p.m. but we have a further request from
a delegation which wishes to make a statement in plenary, and I was hoping to teke up
three particular points with you, very briefly, at an informal meeting. . If you agree,
we could go into an informal meeting now for just a few minutes.. I suggest that we
resume this plenary meeting or hold ancther, very short one, at 3 p.m., and if our
distinguished colleague from Mexico so agrees, that meeting would be followed immediatel;
about 20 minutes later, by the meeting of ‘the Working Group of which
Ambassador Garcia Robles is Chairman.
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Mr. GARCIA ROBLLS (Mex1co) (translated from Spanish): Mr. Chairman, as you
know, the Working Group of which I have the honour to be the Chairman has a strict
schedule: it must finish its work in time for the comprehensive programme to be -
ready for consideration by the General Assembly at its second special session
devoted to disarmament. The Working Group has only one meeting per week. I
would therefore suggest that if it is necessary to resume this meeting or hold an
extra meeting, this could be done tomorrow morning. I believe that the Working
Group -on Radiological VWeapons, which is the one that is to meet tomorrow morning,
igs in a much better position than the Group of which I have the honour to be the
Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I thank Ambassador Garcia Robles for
his statement. I think we really need to settle s few points at once in informal
meeting. Of course there is no reason why -~ I am in the hands of the Committee
in this matter -- we should not hold the brief plenary meeting I am suggesting
tomorrow morning, if Ambassador Komives so agrees. In fact, however, for this
afternoon, it would be a matter of hearing two statements which would be short
and would certainly not delay the work of the Group presided over by
Ambassador Garcfa Robles very much. If the Committee agrees, can we meet in
plenary meeting for a short time tomorrow at 10.30 a.m.? I am anxiocus that we
should not spend more time discussing how we are going to discuss than in discussing
what we have to discuss.

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Russian):
I propose that we now close the formal meeting and go into an informal one to consider
these questions and also to decide the question of the next plenary meeting,- T
wonder really if anything is sufficiently urgent to interfere with the work either
of the VWorking Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament or of the
Working Group on Radiological Weapons; perhaps we might discuss this point at the
informal meeting and request the delegation which has not had time to speak to .do
so on Tuesday and to make its statement then.

The meeting was suspended at 1 p.m. and resumed on Friday, 27 February 1981,
at o,

The CHATRMAN (translated from French): I declare open the 110th plenary meeting
of the Committee on Disarmament. At our informal meeting yesterday, the
Committee agreed on a draft decision concerning the participation of the representative
of Norway in the meetings of the Working Group on Chemical Veapons. The Secretariat
has distributed thig draft decision in VWorking Paper No. 34. If there are no
objections or comments, the Chair will note that there is consensus in this connection.
There are no comments.

It was so decided.
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Mr, EL REEDY (Bgypt) (translated frowm Arabic;: During wy opening
statement I mentioned that the Egyptian constitutional organs had agreed to

ratify the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. I am now

happy to inform you that yesterday, 26 Feoruary 1981, in the city of London,

the instruments of ratification were deposited with the Government of the

United Kingdom. On that occasion, the Egyptiocn Hinistry of Foreign Affairs
igsued an official statement vhich I requested you, Mr. Chairman, to have
circulated as an official cocument of the Commitiee on Disarmament. I thank you
for complying with that request.

Egypt; vhich was one of the first States to call for the speedy conclusion
of that Treaty, pWayed a constructive role in the preparatory negotiations in
[Eightecen-Nation] Committee on Disarmament here in-Geneva. Dgypt was-also -
among the first States to sign the Tr oaty wvhen it was opened for signature on
1 July 1968. Our f&ulllcuiloﬁ of that Treaty ig an affirmation of our belief,
which is shared by many others, that it is necessary to put an end to the
proliferation of nuclear weapons which are threatening the security of mankind.

In taking this step and accepting the obligations arising out of its
adherence to the Treaty, Bgypt hopes that the nuclear-weapon States will also
meet, their obligations. In this connection, I would like to draw your attention
to the reference made in the statement of the Dgyptian Ministry of Foreign Affairs
to the obligations of the nuclear-weapon States under the terms of article IV of
the Treaty. I quote

"Bgypt's commitment by virtue of the provisionas of the

Non-Proliferation Treaty to refrain, in any way, from acquiring or

manufacturing nuclear weanong shall not impair its inalienable right

to develop and use nuclear encrgy for peaceful purposes; in conformity

with the provisions of article IV of the Treaty, vhich affirms the

inalienable right of all the parties to the Treaty to develop

research, production and use of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes

without discrimination. The stipuiation of that right in the Treaty

itself is,. in fact, a codification of a:basic human right, which can

neither be waived nor impaired.

From this premise, Bgypt also views with sgpecial attention the
provisions of article IV of the Treaty calling on the parties to the
Treaty who are in a position to do so to co-operate in contributing to
the further development of the application of nuclear encrgy for
peaceful purposes, especially in the territories of non-nuclear-weapon
States parties to the Treaty, vith due consideration for the needs of
the developing areas of the world."

With regard to article V of the Treaty, the statement noﬁeglthat:

"Within the framework of the rights provided for in the Treaty for a11
parties thereto in as far as the use of nuclear energy for peaceful purpose
is concerned, Egypt wishes to refer to the provisions of article V of the
Treaty, vhich state that potential benefits from any peaceful applications
of nuclear explosions will be made available to non-nuclear—ueapon States
party to this Treaty."
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Regarding the obligations of nuclear-ueapon States with respect to the
cessation of the nuclear arms race, nuclear dicarmament and the achievement of a
comprehensive ban on nuclear tecsts, the statement goes on to says

"Egypt wishes to express its strong dissatisfaction at the nuclear—
weapon States, in particular the two Supervowers, because of their
failure to talke effective measurcs relating to cessation of the nuclear
arms race and to nuclear disarmament. Althouzh it welcomes the 1972 and
1979 Strategic Arms Limitation Treaties, known as SALT I and SALT II,
Egypt cannot but admit that the Treatics have failed to bring about an
effective cessation of the nuclear arms race, quantitatively and
qualitatively, and have even permitted the development of a new generation
of weapons of mass destruction.

"Moreover, in spite of the fact that morc than 17 years have elapsed
since the conclusion of the 1963 Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in
the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and Under Water, the nuclear-weapon States
are alleging that various difficulties still stand in the way of a )
permanent ban on all nuclear-veapon tests, when there is only need for a
political will to achieve that end.

, "Consequently, Bgypt avails itself of this opportunity, namely the
deposit of its instruments of ratification of the Treaty on the '
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Veapons, to appeal to the nuclear-ueapon.
States parties to the Trecaty to fulfil their obligation whereby the

a

nuclear arme race will be stopped and nuclear disarmament achieved.

"Egypt also calls upon all nuclear-weapcn States to exert all possible
efforts so as to achieve a permanent ban of all nuclear-veapon tests at’
an early date. This will bring to an end the development and manafacture
of new types of vueapons of mass destruction, inasmuch as the cutoff of
fissionable material for military purposes will curb the quantitative
increase of nuclear weapons.'

. In addition to the above, therc are tuo issucs to which I would like to
refer in spite of the fact that they are not the subject at present under
consideration by the Committee. These two lssues, namely, international
assurances to non-nuclear-veapon States and the establishment of a nuclear-ueapon-free
zone in the Middle Last, are directly related to and have a positive impact on the
cessation of the nuclear arms race. I quote from the statement:

"As regards the security of non-nuclear-weapon States, Egypt deems
that Security Council resolution 255 of 19 June 1968 does not provide
non-nuclear-vweapon States with a genuine guarantee against the use owx
threat of use of nuclear weapons by nuclear-weapon States. Lgypt |
therefore appeals to the nuclear-weapon Litates to exert their effort
with a view to concluding an agreement prohibiting once and for all the
use or threat of use of nuclear wcaponz apgainst any State.

"In this respect, Bgypt expresses its great satisfaction with the
United Nations General Assembly resolution adopted by consensus at its
thirty-fifth session inviting the countries of the Middle Bast, pending the
establishment of a nuclear-vwecapon-free zone in the area, to declare solemnly
their support for the achievement of this objective, that they will refrain
on a reciprocal basis from producing, acquiring or possessing nuclear
veapons, and to deposit their declarations with the Uniied Nations
Security Council."
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In our view, the cstablishment of & nuclear-weapon~frec zone in the
Middle East would renres°nt a tangible contribution towards the achievement of the
over-all objective, namely, the cessation of the nuclear arms race. Thig gtep
would also contribute touards the achievement of peace and prosperity for the
peoples of the region of the Middle Dast. Ve hope that the nuclear-weapon States,
together with all the other States concerned, will support these endeavours.

At the same time, we believe that the provision of eifcciive security
guarantees will also encourage other States to adhere to the Hon-Prcliferction
Treaty.

I conclusion, I would like to vefer to a p01n which ve regard as egssential,
namely, that we on this Committee have a cpecial responsibility as the body to
which the General Assembly of the United Hotions has assigned the task of
conducting the necessary negotiations in connection uith the cessation of the
arms race and the achievement of disarmament. . Since the international community
attaches high priority tc the two topics for discussion under the first and
second items of our agenda, we have the additional responsibility of ensuring
progress in those tuo fields.

Although the important nesotiations which are taking place among the:
nuclear-weapon States are indispensable if there are to be any real -achievements
in the field of disarmament, they do not absolve this Committce of its: )
responsibility under the terms of resolutions acdopted by the General Assembly of

the United Nations.

The useful negotiations conducted within the framework of the vorking groups
established last year prove .the vallclty of the argument that working groups
constitute the most apnropriate method of negotiation in connection with the
items on our agenda. We therefore believe that the establishment of two
working groups on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and the prohibition of
nuclear tests, as called for by the Group of 21, would provide us with the
machinery whereby we would be able to fullil the task assigned to us by the
General Assembly. Therefore, I vish to express support, once again, for my
colleagues who have already called for the ectablishment of the tuo above-mentioned
working groups. In the mecantime, we ought to devote a number of informal meetings
to the digcussion of those topics.

Having followed the work of this Commitiee durlng the month of your
chairmanship; please allou me, Mr. Chairman, before you hand over your office,
to express the admiration and estesn in which my colleaguUQ and I hold you
personally for your outstanding ckill in directing the work of this Committee and
for your remarkable. humanitarian qualities which complement your technical and
diplomatic abilities, You have attained this lofty position nct cnly in the
annals of the Chairmen of this Committee, but also in the hearts of every one of
its members.

The CHAIRIZAN {?tansle_eu from French}: I thank the distinguished
represantatlve of gy statement and I also vish to eXpress my warm
appreciation for his kind and frlendly vords with reaard to mysell
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Mre, ISSRATLYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (translated fron

Russian): Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Disarmament has startcd its current
session with the consideration of the issueg concerning the prohibition of
nuctlear-weapon teste as well ag the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear

disarmanent —- igsves which undoubvtedly have priority both in the work of our
Committec and among the tasks in the sphere of the limitation of the arms race

and disarmament as a whole. The specdiest solution of these iasues would be of
imnense importance for the fate of. all mankind.

We . feel particular satisfaction at the fact that these issues are being
raised. by many membzrs of the Committee in & very firm and resolute way owing: to
their genuine interest in the earliest practical solution of these problems.

The Soviet Union has every reason to consider itself a country which took the
initiative in raising the question of nucleacr digarmament in its various aspects
and in its entirety on a. broad international scale; our country has for a long
time been a staunqh advocate of the settlement of this global problem. Tor the
Soviet Union, the active and purposeful struggle for nuclear disarmament is a
fundamental and con51stent pelicy.

-As early as 1946 the Soviet Union put forward a proposal for the conclusion
of an international convention on the prohibition for all itime of the production
and use of atomic weapons, so that the pgreat scientific discoveries associated
with the fission of an atomic nucleus might be used exclusively for the purposes
of increasing the well-being and raising the living standards of the peoples of
the world,; as well as for develoPLng culture and science to the benefit of
mankind.

However, in response to thic, certain Powers took the course of accelerating
the nuclear arms racc.

Today again, an analysis of the situation in thé sphere of nuclear
disarmament clearly shows that in this matter the effect of the passage of time
is such that the opportunities let slip today cannot be recovered tomorrow.

The later negotiations on nuclear disarmament are started, the more difficult it
will be to conduct them, ‘

We are wholly in accord with those who are now concerned about the existing
situation and who are searching for ways and means to bring about the complete
prohibition of nuclear-weapons testing, tangible progress in the sphere of
nuclear disarmament, the limitation of the rgc0 in strategic and other armaments,
and the strengthening of world peace and the szecurity of States. Ve wish the States
members of the Committee to have no doubts on that score.

The deliberations in the Committes on Dlsarmampnt on the questions of the
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests and nuclear disarmament have also revealed,
regrettably, another tendency -- the tondency, in the face of the slow progress
in finding a solution %o thesec probvlems and of the difficulties which have arisen
in defining the role of the Commitiee on Disarmament in these arcas, to try to
create the impression that certain Powers hear some collective re~oonq1b111ty for
this and, ignoring the facts, to overlook the substantial and, somctimes,
fundamental differences in their positions, thus confusing the objective picture
and hampering the corrcct understanding of the tasks facing the Committee. This
applies both fto the question of the prohibition of nuclear-wsapon tests and to
that of nuclear disarmament. ‘
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Allow me %o dwell on the question of the complete and general proliibition of
] : .

There are somc who contend; for exammle, that the Scvict Union is opposed
the active consideration of the quostion of the prohibition of nuclear-weapons
tegting within the framework of our multilateral body and prefers to conduct
tripartite negotiations on that matter. I would remind you that in 1975 the
Soviet Union proposed the establishment within the United Nations of a special
cocnmittee with the participation of all five nuclear-weapon Pouers and 25-30
non-nuclear-ueapon States for the purposs of working out a.treaty on the
complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tosts, a draft of which was
submitted by the Soviet Union. The following non-nuclear-weapon States agreed to
participate in the work of the committee: Afghanistan, Bangladesh, Dulgaria,
Bolivia, Hungary, the German Democratic Republic, Grenada, Egypt, Zaire, India,
Indonesia, Iraq, Cyprus, Cuba, Morocco, Mexico, Mongolia, Nigeria, the
United Republic of Tanzania, Peru, Poland, the Syrian Arab Republic,. the Sudan,
Finland, Czechoslovalia and Ethiopia. Of the nuclear-weapon States only the
Soviet Union expressed its willingness to initiate, within the framework of the
proposed committee, negotiations on a complete and general prohibition of
nuclear-weapon tests. However, multilateral negotiations werc not started because
of the positions of the other nuclear-weapon States and certain western countries
which refused to take part in the committece's work. In 1977 the Soviet Union,
together with other socialist countries, submitted a draft treaty on the complete
and general prohibition of nuclear~-weapon tests for consideration by the
Comnittee on Disarmament. T should like to underline that the above-mentioned
document is still lying on the negotiating table in the Cormittee. In the light
of these facts how can it be contended that the Scviet Union is opposed to the active
participation of the Committee on Disarmament in the negotiations on this issue?

Sometimes, assertions of the opposite kind can also be heard, namely, that
the Soviet Union is disappointed with the trilateral negotiations and nou wants to
abandon them, In this context we, together with the United States and the
United Kingdom, have been called upon, as vas done, for example, by the
representative of Canada on 19 February, to resume these negotiations forthwith.
I will Dbe straightforuvard: these calls are addressed to the wrong party. As to
the Soviet Union, it has been ready tc start the next round of the negotiations
and its willingness continues to hold good. The responsibility for the failure to
resume the tripartite negotiations does nct rest with us. '

‘There arc some vho have expressed "a fear" that the United Statés and the
United Kingdom succeeded in "twisting the arm" of the Soviet Union so that the joint
report on the tripartite négotiations submitted to the Commitieec on Disarmament
should emphasize the importance of these negotiations. Vlell, for my part I can only
express my sympathy to the crcator of those fears who has such a poor knowledge of
the Boviet Union and its position. Ag is well knoun, attempts to "twist the arm-
or to "bring pressure %o bear" on the USSR have never heen successful.

Some delegations, including the representative of Japan, have in their
statements asked us to explain our position. We will willingly reiterate it,
although I believe that the majority of the Commitice's members are well aware of
our position.

We should like to stress once again that the Soviet Union attaches very great
importance to the attainment of anreements on the complete prohibition of
nuclear-weapon tesig. This approach of ours has been embodied in a large number
of documents including those which we have tabled in the United Nations and in the
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Committee on Disarmament. The prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests in the
atmosphere, in outer space and under water, establisched in 1963 uith the direct and
active,participatioh of the Soviet Union, has been in force for 18 years. In the
bilateral agreement betueen the USSR and the United States of America limits were
set on the power of underground nuclear explosions, and, although up to now this -
agreement has been in force only on a de facto buﬂLo; wve are not t¢ blame for the
fact that it has not yet been ratified.

Ve have attached and we continuc te attach foremost importance to the
trilateral nzgotiations betwecen the United Kingdom, the United States and the
Soviet Union on a treaty banning nuclear-veapon tests in all environments. thy to
these negotiations in particular? Ve are convinced that in presenti-day conditions
this is the wmost dependable way to make substantial progress towards the complete
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests within the shortest possible span of time. In
the course of the negotiations the Soviet Union has talien important steps to meet
its partners half-way. Among other things, it gave its assent to the :
establishment of a moratorium on peaceful nuclear explosions and agreed that the
treaty vould enter into force even if initially only three of the five nuclear-weapon
Powers, namely, the USSR, the United States and the United Kingdom, become parties
to it. However, to the great disappointment of the wvorld at large, a tendency to
drag things out has become apparent in the trilateral nepofiations and as I have
already said, it does not come from our side. Ve uish to emphasize that the
Soviet Union is willing to continue to display a constructive approach with a view
to using the tripartite negotiations for the successful completion of the task of
achieving a complete prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests.

At the same time, from the point of vieu of ensuring a really universal
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests for all time, the Committee on Disarmament could,
in our view, play a substantial and active part also In his statement on
17 February, the representative of Pakistan gave his evaluatlon of the possible
results of the tripartite negotiations, calling them a "temporary'" moratorium on
nuclear testing by the United States, the United Kingdom and the USSR, and an
"indication of their commitment to the goal of nuclear disarmament". He also saids
"At the same time, the CD should be enabled to initiate negotiations on a truly
comprehensive nuclear-test-bon treaty". Well, one can agrce to such an approach.
Vle ourselves have already more . than once D01ntod out the positive asgpects which
discussion of the problem of the prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests in the
Committee on Disarmament might have, cspecially in view of the participation in it
of all five nuclear-weapon Powers. Many non-nuclear-weapon countries also are
represented in the Commitiece, and they have a vital interest in the elimination of
the threat of a nuclear cataclysm and are in a position to help find the necessary
solutions both in word and in deed. '

Obviously, an agreement on the complete and general nrohibition of
nuclear-weapon tests, formalized in an appropriate international treaty with the
participation of all the nuclear-weapon States, would contribute greatly to the
improvement of the human environment which unfortunately continues to suffer from .the
pernicious consequences of the continuing nuclear explosions, especially in the
atmosphere. But of course the main purpose of the prohibition of nuclear-weapon
tests is to limit and reduce to the minipum the possibility of the further
improvement of nuclear veapons and of the development of neuer and otill more
lethal types of such weapons. :
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To sum upt the Soviet Union has been consistently in favour of the Committee
on Disarmament playing an active part in dealing with the matier of the complete
and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. The non-cligned and neutral
countries have put forward a proposul for the setting up within the Committee of an
ad_hoc working group on this question. The Soviet delegation supports the proposal
on the establishment of such an ad hoc group provided all the nuclear-ueapon Power
participate in its work. Ve have been ascked vhat are our thoughts abeout the
mandate of such a vorliing mroup.

Speaking now in general terms, vithout going into detail as to what this group
could deal with, we believe that its task chould be to explore the problem of
nuclear tests in all ite aspects with a vieu to the earlicst possible conclugion of
a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-veavon teasts with the
participation of all the nuclear-weapon Pouers.

- Naturally, the examination of the issuc of a nuclear-weapon test-ban uvithin the
Committee and its working group ought not to complicate the process of the
trilateral negotiations on this matter. Indecd it is obvious that if this were to
happen, instead of helping to achieve the specdiegst possible prohibition of
nuclear-weapon tests, it would couse serious and perhaps irreparable harm.

Some delegationgc in the Committee on Disarmament have expressed a certain
misunderstanding of the position of the Soviet Union as regards the testing of an
intermational global network to detect and identify seismic events. The quesiion is
sometimes asked why the Covict Union is in favour of establishing such a netuork
only after a treaty banning nuclear-ueapon tests has been concluded and not in the
immediate future. Let us ask frankly what is this network required for?  The
ansver is, to verify compliance with the treaty. And if there is no treaty? Tet
us suppose for a moment that we fail to reach agreement on such a treaty, then what
will be the use of establishing such a network, spending huge sums of money on it
and carrying out an extremely expensive global testing of it to boot?  And will
this not be a weakening factor, will it not cause States to slacken their efforts to
achieve a complete prohibition of nuclear-ueapon tests?

We sometimes have the impression that certain delegations instead of mobilizing
all their energies and efforts touards the attainment of a treaty with the
participation of the five nuclear-ucapon Powers, are directing them at a secondary
matter and exaggerating the importance of the difficulties of ensuring in the future
the reliable operation of a global international network. We are anxious that there
should be no doubts as to the position of the USSR in this regard and that it should
e clear to everyone that we see the network as being useful once the treaty banning
nuclear-weapon tecsts is in existence. At the same time, we want to emphasize that
we are not against a consideration of the institutional and administrative steps’
necessary for the establishment, testing and operation of an international global
netuork for the detection of seismic events. This issue also could be considered
within the framework of the proposed working group. Of course, the network itself
could be established only after a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of
nuclear weapon tests has been concluded.

Those are some observations the Soviet delegation wished to make concerning the
consideration of the question of the complete and general prohibition of niclear-
veapon tests in the Commitiee on Disarmament. Ve reserve the right to express our
views on the role of the Committee in ncgotiations on nuclear disarmament at one of
its future meetings. '

The CHATR:AW (franslated from Fremch): T thank the distinguished
Ambassador of the Soviet Union for his statement and I wish to thank him, too, for
his kind words about myself.
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Mr. WALKER (Australia):  Mr. Chairman, a country dedicated, as Australia.is,
to nuclear non-proliferation, and which values the nuclear non-proliferation Treaty,
could not take the floor today without first saluting the announcement which has
been made today by the distinguished Ambassador E1 Reedy of Egypt, informing us of
his country's ratification oi +he Treaty. T am sure my Government will respond
more formally to mark this important development. It is a courageous and wise
decision of his country, which will add to the strength of the Treaty and help to
achieve its objectives which, I venture to suggest, despite differences that may
exist among us in this room, are ObIECtivVEs to which we are all “committed, amd T '
therefore applaud that decision and thank the Ambassador for its announoemenﬁ. I
would like to show it physically by Joining hands. ’

You will recall, Mr. Chairman, as will members of the Committee, that at our
first plenary meeting, almost a month ago, the distinguished representative of the
Netherlands raised an idea which my delegation later made ifs own. This was that,
given the considerable success of the holding last year of informal. .meetings between
this Committee and experts on chemical weapons it might be valuable to try to
repeat this experience again this year. A long discussion on this subject was. held
more than a week ago in the Working Group. on Chemical Weapons and, at that time,
several delegations made helpful suggestions concerning thé proper role of experts
in the work of the CD and their proper relationship to the work of the Working Group.
I think most of us here will recall, in that connection, interventions by the
representatlves of EBgypt, India, Pakistan and Sweden. My delegation then had
extensive discussions with these. delegates which enabled us to prepare Working .
Paper No, 33 which was circulated yesterday for consideration today. Also, .about
a week ago, I showed a draft of this paper to your distinguished successor and
cbtained his concurrence. I did not, however, at that time, raise with him the
question of which particular days might be possible, or the details of possible
arrangements, because I think that is a question which is better discussed when he
enters into his functions and which I feel also require discussion with others
including, of course, the distinguished Chairman of the Working Group.

One Ambassador has raised with me some uncertainties about the readiness of the
Committee to consider this guestion at this stage, but as we had previously explalnea
in the Committee, this matter is of special importance to countries like mine '
which are at great geographical distance from Geneva, and for which a month!'s notice
is the bare minimum necessary to arrange for an expert to come. For that reascn,

I would pray the indulgence of the Ambassador who has had scme hesitation about the
Committee discussing and finalizing the matter at this stage, and I was hoping that
we might be able to come to a decision this afternoon, both before I myself leave
Geneva for a while and in time to enable other representatives of distant countries
to report to Headquarters and to prepare accordingly. Therefore, I would seek
your guidance, Mr. Chairman, as to whether the appropriate way of doing so would be
to pass briefly into an informal meeting at which we could discuss any remaining
questions that still need to be refined in connection with this proposal, or whether
you feel it 1s the sentiment of the Committec that we discuss it in plenaxry. My
delegation, I must sey, is very open on this matter.
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Mr. PFEIFFER (Federal Republic of Germany): On behalf of my delegatlon I
would like to express our deep satisfaction that Egypt has ratified the non-~
proliferation Treaty and by doing so has joined the States signatories of this
important Treaty. . We see this decision of the Egyptian Government as a confirmation
of the fundamental importance which the non-proliferation Treaty has, in the view of
my delegation, in preventing the further spread of nuclear wespons.

Mr. GARCIA ROBIES (Mexico) (franslated from Spanish): Mr. Chairman, I should
like tc make some brief remarks on three topics: first, I should like fo express
my delcgation's satisfaction at the announcement the distinguished representative
of Egypt has made to us concerning his country's ratification of the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.

In this connection, although we have not specifically been asked to do S0, my'
dclegation wishes to endorse the statements made by Egypt when it deposited its
instrument of ratification, and in particular the following:

"Moreover, in spite of the fact that more than 17 years have elapsed since the
conclusion of the 1963 Treaty Banning Nuclear-Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere,
in Outer Space and Under Water, the nuclear-weapon States arc alleging that .
various difficulties still stand in the way of a permanent ban on all nuclear~
weapon tests, when there is only need for a political will to achieve that end.

"Consequently, Egypt avails itself of this opportunity, namely, the deposit
of its instruments of ratification of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons, to appeal to the nuclear-weapon States parties to the Treaty
to fulfil their obligation whereby the nuclear arms race will be stopped and
nuclear disarmament achieved.

"Bgypt also calls upon all nuclear-weapon States to exert all possible efforts
so as %o achieve a permanent ban of all nuclear-weapon tests at an early
date.™

My delegation endorses this statement becausc it has always considered that the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclecar Weapons was concluded for the purpose
of preventing not only the horizontal proliferation but also the vertical
proliferation of nuclear weapons. That was the first point to which I wished to
refer.

The second is much shorter, and concerns the statements we have heard this
afternoon from the distinguished reprcsentative of the Soviet Union. My delegation
fully appreciates the concessions the Soviet Union has made in the tripartite talks,
and. I have already referred to these in earlier statements. With respect to one
of them, of which Ambagsador Issraclyan has reminded us here today, I should like
to say that this is a concession the importance of which can certainly not be

overstated if we romember the USSR's previous position, and it consists in acceptance
of the idea that a freaty prohibiting nuclear-weapon ftests can take effect —- can
come into force -~ even if at first only three of the nuclear-weapon Powers arc
parties to that treaty.

On this matter, I would like to makc the following observation: to my
delegation -~ and my delegation is one of the members of the Group of 21 which have
fought most persistently for the establishment of an ad hoc working group
to deal with this subject -~ to my delegation, I say, a working group concerned



CD/PV.110
45

(iir. Garcis Robles, Mexioo)

with the complete prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests would not msan a mullification
of this concession by the Soviet Union. We thus envisage the possibility that a
working group of the Committece on Disarmament might succeed in achiceving a nuclear-
test-ban treaty which would come into force, at first, if it were not possible to
gecure the participation of the five nuclear-wecapon States, then with the initial
participation of three of them. If this werc not to be the case, we should be
taking a step backward as regards the extremely important concession made by the
Soviet Union in the tripartitc talks.

That was my sccond point; the third thing I wish to say, and the most agreeable,
is simply a matter of reiterating to you, Mr Chairman, - the very sincere.
congratulations I offered you in the first stutoment I had the pleasure of maklng
under your dlstlngulshod ohalrnqnsh*p

The CHATRMAN (Lranslatcd'fron French): I thank the distinguished Ambassador of
Mexico for his statement and for the kind. woros he has just addressed to myself.
I an very grateful to him for them,

Mr. SARAN (India): Mr. Chalrﬂan, I wouid simply like to touch upon the
question of the nuclear non-proliferation. Trecaty which has been referred to at this
meeting today. Of course, the sovereign decision has been taken by the Government
of Egypt to sign and ratify this Treaty and should be’ recornlzed as such. I
would like to refor to some comments which have bheen made in applauvding Egypt's
decision to the effect that this would be an example for other countries to follow,
I would like to put on record that my country cinsiders the non-proliferation
Treaty as an uncqual Treaty which imposes unequal obligations on States and
addresses itself only to the problem of the horizontal proliferation of nuclea
weapons and not o the vertical proliferation of nuclear weapons which we con51dcr
to be cqually if not far more important.

Mr. ISSRABLYAN (Union of Soviet Sccialist Republics) (trenslated from Russian):
If the Netherlands rcpresentative wishes to continue to extend greetings and
congratulations to the Egyptian delegation, then I have alrcady done this.and I will
give up my turn to him because I should like 1o reply to the Ambassador of Australia.
If not, then I will continue. There seems to have been some migunderstanding herc.
I have spoken to the Ambassador of dustralia and have addressed - to -him, speaking on
behalf of a group of delegations -~ let me stress: not on behalf of one country, '
as he tried vo suggest, but on behalf of 2 group of delcgations -- a request not to
insist, not only on the adoption of a decision on the question of inviting experts,
but also on discussing this issue todeay, at an informal meeting. - The group of
delegations which I have the honour to represent wishes to say once again that we
are not ready to adopt a decigion on this gquestion as suggested in the document
which, as the Ambassador of Australia rightly pointed out, was circulated ycsterday
and is datecd 24 February. We wanted to consider this request, this proposal by
Australia and the Netherlands, at our Group's meeting next Wednesday and then give
our reply. In conclusion, we note the Australian ropresentative's statement that
he will shortly be going away, and I would like to wish him, on behalf simply of the
Soviet delegation, bon voyage and a speedy return. We shall be glad to see him back
and by that time we shall in all probability have given an ansver.
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Mr. WAGENMAKERS (Wetherlands): Mp. Chairman, first of all, I would like to
salute the important statoment which has been made this afternoon by the distinguished
representative of Igypt. Indeed, we are very happy about this major decision
taken by the Government of Egypt, and we express the hope that this example might
give an impctus for a further increase in nembership of the non-proliferation Treaty.

Secondly, I would like to associate my delegation with the statoment made by
the distinguished representative of Australia, which was further to an infornal
proposal by ocur delegation. I would 1like to state that as far as we and our expert,
Dr. Ooms are concerncd, we found the informal discussions on chemical weapons in the
Committec in 1980 very useful and indeed conducive to an increasc in the tempo of
the deliberations of the Working Group, and we would ask the distinguished
representative of the Soviet Union, and the Group that he represents, kindly to
take into account our interest in their deliberations, which I now understand arc
going to take placc next Wednesday. My delegation would indeed have preferred
this afternoon to enter into an informal exchange .of .views on..this matter.. We think
that. the distinguished Chairman of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons has already
given us a useful tool to guide ocur informal deliberations in a very informal
document which was circulated in the Working Group and which gave us some five or six
subjects on which our future informal meetings night focus as regards chemical
weapons. In conclusion, I would like to express the very grcat intercst that my
delegation attaches to the Committec deciding once again to hold thesc informal
nectings, hoping that, as in 1980, they would have a positive overspill on the work
of the Group on Chemical Veapons.

Mr. KOMIVES (Hungary): Mr. Chairman, first of all, I would like to cxpress the
decp satisfaction of the Hungarian dclegation for the statement made by the
distinguished representative of Egypt, informing us of the dcpositing of the
instrunent of ratification of the non-proliferation Treaty by Egypt. Sccondly, my
delegation fully agrees with the statement made by Ambassador Issraclyan on behalf
of the group of the socialist countries, for it oo considers that the proposal
contained in Working Paper No. 33 requires more detailed and substantive consideration.

. Mr. SARAN (India): Mr. Chairman, I would likc to comment briefly on
Working Paper No. 33 which has been presented by the delegations of Australia and
the Netherlands. As we have stated carlier in discussions of this gquestion, we
do not wish to give the impression that the Committee itsclf would be holding sessions
with chemical weapons experts, like a panel, to cxamine certain questions. We said
that the experts who would come to Geneva to attend the Pugwash mceting, could
perhaps make presentations in their capacity as members of individual delegaticns.
This is perhaps a morc corrcctly worded decision. What we are really deciding upon
is whether to hold a serics of informal mcetings where the chemical weapons oxperts
attached to various delegaticns may nake presentations on various specific issucs.
We feel that this decision could be reworded in a nanner that would reflect this
point of view becausc, as I stated earlier, for ny delecgation a matter of principle
is concerned, '
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Mr. WAIKER (Auvstralia): Mr., Chairman, allow me, through you, to thank the
distinguished represcntative of India for his constructive comments. . I am sure that
the concern which he expresses is one which can be readily accormodated, at least
as far as my own delegation is concerned. .

On the matbter raised by the distinguished Ambassador of the Soviet Union and
supported by the distinguished Ambassador of Hungary, it 1s obvious that if there
arc groups of countries which are not yet ready to address this matter, and who wish
to discuss it within their group, then it would be absurd for me tc raise any obstacle.
I am sorry that I misunderstood my infcrmal conversation with Ambassador Issraelyan
before the meeting and gained the impression that he was speaking only for himself
rather than on behalf of the group. This came from my understanding of the terms
he used and from my reccllection of the fact that all menbers of his group had been
represented in earlier discussions in the Working Group, and since he himself has
only just re301nod Geneva, I had assumed that what was concerned was the personal
situation of the Ambassaddr, who had not been present in person during these
discussions. I would Jjust 11ke to repeat that my delegation and a number of others
have an urgent practical interest in this matter and therefore, as regards the
delegations which still want to clarify their thoughts, we would be grateful if they
would be so kind as to bear in mind that some of us do have to oons1der the '
practical element of urgency in this matter.

Mr. EL REEDY (Beypt) (translated from Arabic): Mr. Chairman, since you have
always been generous with me, I will appeal to your generosity to allow me to speak
briefly once again, Just to express my deep gratitude and appreciation, on behalf of
my country's delegation, for the expressions of esteen which I have heard from all
my colleagues. I refer in particular to the kind and generous words of congratulation
on Egypt's ratification of the non~proliferation Treaty, and would especially like
to thank Mrs. Thorsson, who was the first to congratulate Egypt .in this respect,
Ambassador Okawa of Japan, Ambassador Summerhayes, representative.of the United Kingdom,
Ambassador Issraclyan, represcntative of the Soviet Union, Ambassador Walker, '
representative of Australia, Ambassador Pfeiffer, representative of the Federal
Republic of Germany, Ambassador Garcia Robles, representative of Mexico and also
Mr. Wagenmakers, representative of the Netherlands and Lmbassador Komives,
representative of Hungary. I thank them all for their kind words of oongratulatlon
and for the esteem which they have sxpressed towards my country and my dclegation.

My sincere thanks to them and to you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French)s I thank the distinguished imbassador
of Egypt for his statement. The Committee will recall that at cur informal meeting
yesterday we agreed to invitc the Director of the United Nations Institute for-
Disarmament Research to meke a short statement in plenary. "I therefore welcome
Mr, Liviu Bota, Director of the Institute, and I give him the floor.

Mr. BOTA CDireCtor, United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research): The
General lAssembly has recognized that negotiations on disarmament and the continuing
effort to ensure greater security must be based on objective in-~depth technical
studies., The Assembly has expressed the view that sustained research and study
activity by the United Nations in the field of disarmenent would promote informed
participation by all States in disarmament efforts, and has considered that it is
advisable to undertake more forward-loocking research within the freamework of the
United Nations. The General Assembly has repeatedly stressed the need of the
International Community tc be provided with more diversified and complete information
on problems relating to disarmament as well as the importance of ensuring that
disarmament studies should be conducted in accordance with the criteria of scientific
independence. Disarmament rescarch is in fact an integral part of disarmament efforts.
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It is against this background that the General Lssenbly decided to establish
the United Nations Institute for Disarmament Rescarch (UNIDIR). The Institute was -
established with effect from 1 October 1980 at Geneva within the framework of UNITAR
on an interim basis until the second special session of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmement, and is subject to review at that session.

- The Institute's mandate is simple and pragmatic. It is to carry out research
for the purpese of assisting ongoing negotiations in the field of disarmament and
arms limitation, stimulating initiatives for new negotistions and providing a
gencrgl'lns1ght into the problems invelved. In carrying out its mandate, the
Institute will be gulded by the provisions of the Final Document of the first special
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmemént. In short, the Institute is
basically meant to conduct objective, scientific research aimed at facilitating _
progress towards disarmement and to facilitate the access of a large number of States,
in partlcular the developing ones, to cxisting 1nformatlon, stualeo and research on
dlsarmament

UNIDIR has an Advisory Council. A48 the Seccretary-General stated in his feport
to the General Assembly (4/35/574), the Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament
is an ex officio member of the Institute's idvisory Council, whose membership also
includes a number of other eminent persons. The Advisory Council will meet in
Wew York at the beginning of May 1981.

The Institute has already started work on a number of projects, which I should
like briefly to describe to you:

(u) "Misarmenent"., This will be a general analysis cf the field of disarmament,
deflnlng it in the general context of contemporary international relations,
presenting its goals, principles and institutions as well as the efforts to reach
its objectives, including national and international machinery for disarmament,
procedures, etc. It could be completed by autumn this year.

(b) "Repertory of disarmament rescarch". This should be completed by next
June. The repertory will list, undcr separate headings, major research efforts
already completed or under way, all over the world, on disarmamecnt affairs during
the past decade, specialized bibliographies and basic United Wations documents
containing rescarch papers prepared by the United Nations or submitted by Member
States., It will also list major disarmament research centres and specialized
periodicals. in attempt will be made to analyse the factual mabterial contained in
the Repertory. Co e : c

(c) "Security snd Disermament: Sccurity of States and lowering of levels of
armaments". The objective of this project is to analyse the presently prevailing
security concepts and doctrines, the extent te which these are guiding the foreign
policies of States and their role in disermament efforts, with a view tc finding
possible new ways and means to strengthen the security of States through disarmament.
The project, the title of which is provisional, cculd be completed by the end of
this year or the beginning of 1982.

(d) "Prevention of war by accident".  We assume that the possibility of a
nuclear war by design is remote. However, a nuclear war might start because of an
accident or miscalculation/misperception (technologlcgl or political). This problem,
which is to be considered as part of the more general prcoccupations relating to
crisis management and prevention of nuclear war, is topical. No date for the
completion of the study is sect. : »
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(e) "Science and technology for disarmanent". The disarmament process requires
adequate technologies. The availability of technologies to verify compliance with
agreenents might be, in some instarces, a condition for the conclusion of an agrecment.
Technologies used so far for verification purpescs were those originally produced
for other, particularly military pursuits. It is felt that s study on the
availability of technologies and the indicetion of needs in arces that are presently
or are likely to be the subject for negotiations might have a positive impact on
the progress of disarmament efforts, The disarmoment cormunity should be in a
position, when neccssary, to request scienbists and industry to work for the
elaboration and prcduction of such technologies. This project will only start this
year and will be completed in 1982. '

In addition to the above-mentioned projects, on which we have already started
work, we have prepared a list of some 17 projects which will be subnitted to the
Advisory Council of the Institute wvhen it meets next May.

4£11 over the world there are other institutes, centres and universities engaged
in disarmament research. We proposed to co-operate with them to our mutual benefit.
UNIDIR therefore intends to convene, in the autumn of this year, a conference of
directors of disarmamen}t research institutes to exchange views and information on
disarmament researoh.*.lt’is hoped that this first mecting will bring about the
institutionalization of such gatherings with the purpose of better using the material
and intellectual resources available and of strengthening the efficiency of research
in terms of impact on policies and negotiations,

I should alsc like to mention the financial aspect of the Imstitute, UNIDIR
is a United Nations organ which forms an integral part of the modernization of
disarmament structures undertaken by the special session of the General Asscembly.
Nevertheless, its budget-is financed by voluntary contributicns. I hope that
Member States will eacourage the Institute's activitices by making voluntary
contributions. '

In the present interncotional situation, when most disarmament discussions and
negotiations are deadlocked, it is particularly important to encourage reflection
and to explore all possibilities of restarting bilateral and multilefteral talks.

Our Institute offers a framework for activities of this kind and I hope that it will
be used accordingly.

In conclusion, I should like to thank the members of the Cormittee for
inviting me and giving me this opportunity to introduce bricfly the United Nations
Institute for Disarmament Research. I amn also grateful to Mr. Jaipal, Personal
Representative of the Secretary-General, for the support so generously provided to
UNIDIR. It has been a parbicular pleasure to make this introduction under your
Chailrmanship, the Chairmanship of France, the country which proposed the establishment
of UNIDIR and on whose support we are counting so much.

Mr. LIDGLED (Sweden): Mr. Chairman, it was not ny intention to intervene unless
you had finished with all other business as I just wanted to make a brief
announcenent. Although I have made this amnouncement already I would like to be
certain that it reaches all delegations, so I should like to repeat it. In my
capacity as Chairman of the Workiung Group on Chemical Weapons, I will hold an
open—ended infoxmal consultation on Monday, 2 March, at 11 a.m. in this Council
Chamber, in order to present working paper CD/CW/WP.8 which has been distributed and
which contains Part 2 of the suggested outline of the work of the Working Group.
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Mr. FIOWERREE ( United States of America): Mr. Chairman, T would like to add
my delegations's congratulations to those that have already been made to the o
delegation of E ypt. I have remained silent only because T had expected thero to
be another occasion but I understend that the distinguished representative of Egypt
will be leaving and when the roll is called up in heaven I did not want the
United States to be absent from the list of those who had congratulated him., I
also wish to assure the distinguished representative of Egypt that I was listening
carefully and understcod the statements made at the time of the deposit of the
instrument of ratification by his Government, even before they were read 10 us again
by ‘the distinguished representative of Mexico. I respect those statements of views
of sovereign States and take them in the spirit in vhich we all deal with each other
in this forum. I would like tc¢ add ny congratulations to his Government for taking
what we regard as a courageous and statesman~like act in ratifying the NPT.

Mr. DE SOUZA E SILVA (Brazil): Mr, Chairman, I would like to make a few brief
comments on the paper that has becn redd: by the dlstlngulshed representative of the
Disarmament Research Institute

We attach great_importanoe to this question and that iz why I should like to
say a few words about it. The new Institute runs three different risks: the first
one is the possibility of repetition or overlepping. If we read the bibliography on
disarmament and related matters, we are aware of the hundreds of publications issued
by other institutes, organizations and wniversities on this question. This means
- that the new Institute will have to find its own way, in order to avoid the risk of
repeating what has already been done by other older, richer. and more. experienced
sources. '

The second risk, which I should perhaps call scholasticism or academism, is
that research progress reports may be well prepared, but soretimes with little
contact with our daily realities. In this field of disarnapent we know that one
can go from science fiction to metaphysics, but in print there rust be a middle of
the road that will lead to the right path to be followed hy the Institute in its
activities. :

‘The third risk is that of a proliferation of targets both in the horizontal
and in the vertical sense. I think that vhat we need is concrcte objéctives,
condensed in papers that might help us in cur actual work as well as in our long
range endeavours. ’

However, I did not come herc to bury the Institute but . te praisé it. I have
had the opportunity of holding a long conversation with Mr. Bota and was favourably
impressed by the objective, practical and neaningful direction he wants to impart.
to the Institute as well as the uscful and helpful assistance we shall gain from’
this new organ. Finally, I should like to express the gratitude of my delegation
for the initiative taken by the French Government in this respect.

The CHATRMAN (translated from French): If no other delegation wishes to take
the floor I shall close this meeting, but before concluding, ®ince this is the last
time I shall be presiding over the Committec .on Disarmament, I should of course
like to take the opportunity to express nmy sincerc gratitude to all my colleagues
for the spirit of co-operation they have shown, for the very valuable support they
have been kind enough to give the Chair, and also for their many demonstrations of
friendship towards myself. Thanks to everycne's co-operation and the desire for
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acconmodation that has been shown, the Committee was able in a very short period
of tine tc organize its third annual session and to take up its work on substantive
guestions without delay. 1 would also like to express ny warm gratitude to
Ambassedor Jaipal, whose advice and assistance were mest valuable to me, and also
cf coursc to Mr., Berasalbegui, whosce help I particularly cppreciated., I would also
like to express nmy appreciation to all the nenbers of the Committee's sccretariat
and to the interpreters and translators. I would also, of coursc, like to offer
my successor, fmbassador Herder of the Germen Democratic Republic, my very warn
wishes for success in the cexcrcise of his nandate. arnl certain that under his
chairmanship and under that of the other colleagues who will assume the task after
hin during this session, the Committee will neke progress in its work and more
nearly meet the expectations of the international comrmnity this year.

The neeting rose at 5 p.m.




