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The PRESIDENT: | declare open the 748th plenary neeting of the
Conf erence on Di sar nanent.

I have on ny list of speakers for today the representatives of India,
Irag and Bel arus and the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to
Consi der International Cooperative Measures to Detect and ldentify Seisnic
Events. | now give the floor to the representative of India,
Anbassador Chose.

Ms. GHOSE (India): | take the floor today to make a short statenment to
pl ace on record our views on an issue which, in a sense, arises from our
consi deration of the draft report of the CDto the General Assenbly and al so
relates to our consideration of the CD s future work programe.

Just before you closed the plenary session | ast week, M. President, we
wi t nessed an extraordi nary devel opnent - one that may have consequences for
our future work. Sone days before, this plenary had adopted, by consensus,
the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on a Nuclear Test Ban, a report which
i ncl uded a concl usion and recomendati on whi ch read:

"As this report indicates, despite the assessnments of CO/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2
contained in section VI above and support for a proposal to transmit it
to the Conference on Disarmanent for its consideration, no consensus
coul d be reached either on the text or on the action proposed. The

Ad Hoc Committee refers this report to the Conference on Di sarmanent."”

It will be recalled that this report and its conclusion and reconmendati on had
been al so adopted by consensus in the Committee after several painful hours of
di scussions. | might point out that India had not asked for a report, but had

not objected to one.

Yet | ast week we found the CD's own decision flouted in the CD plenary
itself, when a del egati on announced that it was adopting the text we had
agreed not to transmit, and requested that it be circulated as an officia
docunent of the CD. That text was the product of the work of severa
del egati ons, including mne, even though we had been unable to reach consensus
on it. For any delegation to adopt it is its sovereign right, but to
undermi ne a consensus decision not to transmit it to the CD by asking for it
to be circulated as an official docunment? This calls into question the
validity of decision-naking in this forum Any delegation can ask for the
circulation of any paper as its national position - a week-old newspaper, a
fairy story - but a text which the Ad Hoc Committee had specifically agreed
not to bring to the CD? W are aware, by |ater devel opnents outside this
forum why this procedure, risky to the CD though it was, was utilized. |
shall not comment on that, as that action has nothing, in our view, to do with
t he CD.
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Therefore, M. President, under instructions of ny Governnment, | sent you
aletter to be circulated as an official docunment. 1In this case, the docunent
is of truly Indian origin. | would like to read the text of this letter into

the record:

"I have seen docunent CD¥ 1427 dated August 22, 1996 circul ated by
the Secretariat.

"I note that this docunent transmits a text on which no consensus
had been achieved in the Ad Hoc Conmittee on a Nuclear Test Ban. It had
al so been agreed in the Ad Hoc Conmittee that there was no consensus on
transmitting this particular text to the Conference on D sarmanent. The
subm ssion of this docunment to the Conference and its circulation as an
of ficial document of the Conference on Disarnmanent through a procedura
manoeuvre cannot in any way confer this text with an enhanced status or
bypass the decisions already taken by the Ad Hoc Committee and endorsed
by the CD, regarding the non-consensual nature of this text."

The CDis only a forum- but one whose credibility and integrity rest on
the good faith in which willing partners agree to negotiate and even to
di sagree, but chiefly to accept the outcone agreed to finally. India stil
believes in the CD as the sole nultilateral forum for disarmanent
negotiati ons. But we cannot but state, with regret, that the devel opnments |
have referred to are bound to affect future negotiations. As we consider our
future agenda of work, this will, | wish to assure you, be anpong the issues
upper nost in our mnds.

M. AL-TIKRITI (lraq) (translated fromArabic): Since this is the first

time for ny delegation to take the floor before this session of the Conference
on Disarmanent, allow ne, Sir, to express to you our congratul ations and our
best wi shes on your assunption of the presidency. | would |like at the sane
time to pay tribute to your predecessor, Anbassador Urrutia of Peru, who very
skilfully guided the work of this Conference during his termof office as
Presi dent of the Conference at a very critical and difficult stage of its
work. On this occasion, | would also like to extend congratulations to
Anbassador Jaap Ramaker, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Conmittee on NTB, who nade
strenuous and diligent efforts in order to subnit to us the text for the draft
CTBT.

| have asked for the floor today in order to express the viewpoint of the
del egation of Iraq on sonme of the main issues before the Conference on
Di sarmanent. My delegation firmy believes that conprehensive nucl ear
di sarmanent is an inportant elenment in supporting international security,
i mproving international relations and building and bol stering confidence anong
States. In this respect, we would like to enphasi ze that negotiations on any
docunment shoul d serve international, national and regi onal objectives. The
strength of any document under negotiati on woul d depend on the acceptance of
this docunent by everybody and recognition that all States find in the same
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docunent the sane interests. Therefore negotiations are nultilateral in
general and nornmally very complex and difficult and it is not always easy to
reach consensus in this respect in order to respond to the aspirations and the
i nterests of everybody.

On this basis Iraq had hoped that this strenuous negotiating process on
the draft CTBT, which has been the concern of the Conference for over three
years, would culmnate in a text that would be accepted by consensus so that
t he Conference could neet the aspirations and expectations of the
i nternational community fromthis distinguished Conference. It is truly
regrettable that the text that has been submitted by the Chairman of the
Ad Hoc Committee for the NTB, Anbassador Jaap Ranaker, which is contained in
docunment CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2, has not met with consensus. This has placed the
Conference on Disarmanment in an extrenely difficult situation that could
affect its credibility inits capacity as the sole negotiating forumin the
field of disarmament. My delegation, |ike other del egations, expressed its
opi ni on and was sincerely hoping that, after this long and strenuous effort,
we woul d obtain a text that would neet the aspirations of the internationa
conmunity, reassure States and constitute a docurment whi ch would ban al
nucl ear tests and other explosions. That woul d have been a serious and
tangi bl e step towards conprehensi ve nucl ear di sarnanent. However, the current
state of affairs offers proof that some have not allowed the achi evenment of
this beneficial aimthat we sought through the drafting of this historic
docunment. The aimof the international comunity has been, and still is,
conpl ete nucl ear disarmanent and the total destruction of weapons worl dw de so
that comi ng generations can live in a terror-free and secure worl d.

Therefore, like other del egations, we had hoped that the text of the proposed
CTBT woul d nmeet that aspiration. Despite our numerous observations on the
text contained in docunent 330/ Rev.2, we believe that it represents the

m ni mum that could be achieved in nultilateral negotiations in view of the
aforenmentioned interests, orientations and ains. Therefore, the position of
Irag is that there is a need to reach a consensus. W are confident that the
skill and w de experience of the nmenber del egations of this Conference wll
enabl e the Conference to overcone the difficulties that it is facing at this
critical stage of its history.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the representative of Iraq for his statenment and
for the kind words addressed to the Chair. | now give the floor to the
representative of Belarus, Anbassador Agurtsou

M. AGURTSQU (Bel arus) (translated fromRussian): M. President, first
of all | would Iike to congratulate you warmy on taking up the post of

President of the Conference on Disarmanent at this inportant stage in the CD s
work. CQur delegation is convinced that the Conference will find your

experi ence and your recogni zed skill as a diplomat nost beneficial. | would
also like to take this opportunity to express gratitude and honage to your
predecessor, Anbassador Urutia of Peru, and also to the Chairman of the

Ad Hoc Conmittee on a Nucl ear Test Ban, Anbassador Ranaker
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| would |ike to enphasize that the Republic of Belarus supports the draft
@GBT in the formin which it appears in docunent CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2, and
regrets that the Conference on Di sarnanent was unable to approve this text and
forward it to the United Nations General Assenbly.

M. President, | have taken the floor in this plenary neeting to bring to
your attention an initiative taken by the Governnent of the Republic of
Belarus with regard to the creation of a nuclear-free area in Central and
Eastern Europe. As you are aware, this idea has been put forward nore than
once in recent decades. However, only the events of the |ast few years, as
well as the historic steps towards the building of a world w thout nucl ear
weapons, have created the real preconditions for putting this idea into
practice. Wth the inminent withdrawal of the last nuclear missile fromthe
territory of Belarus and at the sane time fromthe whole central part of the
Eur opean continent, fromthe Baltic Sea to the Black Sea, this region will for
the first time in four decades be truly free of nucl ear weapons. Today
history gives us an opportunity to consolidate this situation by creating an
i nternational basis for mamintaining a nuclear-free regine in Central and
Eastern Europe. W understand that today the States of Central and Eastern
Europe are at a decisive stage in their devel opnent. Heated di scussion is
going on as to the possible future nodel of a pan-European system of security
and cooperation. W have no intention of influencing our European nei ghbours
in making a free and responsi ble choice of the nost appropriate forrmula to
govern relationships with foreign partners in the field of political and
mlitary security that corresponds to their national interests. At the same
time we think that, regardl ess of the specific approach to this probl em
adopted by the | eaders and people of individual countries, the stable
consol i dati on of non-nuclear principles in the region will only contribute to
the establishment in that part of Europe of a climate of confidence, mutual
respect and partnership.

The essence of our proposals is as follows: the States of the regi on of
Central and Eastern Europe should begin consultations wi th nei ghbouring and
interested countries, and al so within OSCE, NATO and the EC, to discuss the
geography of a nuclear-free area, its parameters and principles, and possible
| egal frameworks for it. On the basis of these consultations, interested
countries could then proceed to concrete talks with the aimof creating a
nucl ear-free zone in Central and Eastern Europe.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the distingui shed Anrbassador of Belarus for his
statenent and the kind words addressed to the Chair. | now give the floor to
the Chairnman of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider
I nternational Cooperative Measures to Detect and ldentify Seismc Events,

Dr. O a Dahl man, who will introduce the Goup's progress report on its
forty-fifth session, held between 5 and 15 August 1996, which is contained in
document CDJ 1422.

M. DAHLMAN (Sweden): | ampleased to report to you on the recent
session of the Ad Hoc G oup, held fromb5 to 15 August and attended by experts
and representatives from32 States, and to introduce docunents CDf 1422 and
CDf 1423. CD/ 1422 is the progress report fromthe session, which is available
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to you; CD¥ 1423 will soon be available and is a conprehensive report on the
GSETT-3 experinent and its relevance to the seisnic conponent of the

i nternational nonitoring system The executive sunmary of that conprehensive
report is annexed to the progress report and available to you today.

The main topic of the session was to prepare the conprehensive report
contai ned in CD/ 1423, which provides an overview of the results and
concl usions fromone and a half years of full-scale GSETT-3 operation. The
report also contains a nunmber of recommendations that might facilitate a
snooth and orderly transition from GSETT-3 to the envisaged IM5. As the
techni cal el aborations on the international nonitoring systemare concluded in
the CD, | will be fairly brief in introducing this extensive technica
mat eri al

GSETT-3 continues to be a successful experinent involving altogether
60 countries. A total of 43 primary and 90 auxiliary seisnograph stations
have participated in the experinent. The G oup has taken steps towards the
orderly transition fromthe GSETT-3 network to the proposed I M seisnic
network by continuing its efforts to encourage countries having stations in
the proposed IM5 to join GSETT-3 and by renoving from GSETT-3 sonme stations
that are not part of the IM5. At present 32 of the primary stations
participating in GSETT-3 and 38 of the auxiliary stations formpart of the
envi saged | MB.

During GSETT-3 the national data centres have played a nost inportant
role in the evaluation of GSETT-3 and in the operati on and mnai nt enance of
stations and comunication links as an interface to the experinental data
centre. National contributions will be nost useful also for the eval uation
and calibration of the international nonitoring system

When it comes to experience fromthe experinental international data
centre, GSETT-3 has denonstrated that a single IDC of the structure and size
established for the experinment can successfully carry out the tasks envi saged
under the IMs. Many of the functions envisaged for the | M5/ I DC have al ready
been inplenented in the experinmental 1DC, and al so data from non-seisnic
t echnol ogi es proposed for the | M5 are now gradually being integrated into the
experinental I1DC. Further inprovenents are, however, needed, especially in
areas of redundancy and data security.

The sei snol ogi cal performance during GSETT-3 has shown steady
i mprovenent as the experinment has proceeded. Both the detection and | ocation
capabilities of the GSETT-3 networks are presently very heterogeneous.
Networ k simul ati on has, however, shown that these capabilities will be nore
honogeneous when the I M5 network is fully inplenmented. Tuning of the
automatic detector systens for the primary stations and calibration of the
seismic travel tines to all network stations fromthe various regions of the
globe will be required to achieve the detection and | ocation capabilities
expected for an operational |IM
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The report al so contains a nunber of reconmendations on transition from
the GSETT-3 to the IM5. The recomendati ons concern techni cal changes,
i mprovenents to seisnological procedures and organi zational provisions. |
will bring forward a few of those recommendations to illustrate the kind of
changes the Group sees as inportant.

As to the recomended technical changes, data authentication, data
redundancy and data security are inportant areas for inprovenents. The
further devel opment of reliable and user-friendly I DC products i s another
i mportant issue.

When it conmes to recomended i nprovenments to sei snol ogi cal procedures,
the issue of network calibration is a nost inportant one, and the G oup
di scussed and revised a plan for network calibration to be included in the
GSETT- 3 docunentation. 1In parallel with the calibration, inproved nmethods are
needed for cal culating event |ocations and depths and for specifying the
associ ated uncertainty. GQher inprovenents concern in particular the
devel opnent, testing and inplenmentation of nethods to cal cul ate source
characterization paraneters.

Anmong t he recomrended organi zati onal provisions, the devel opnment and
i mpl enentation of a quality assurance plan and periodic external eval uation
are two inportant issues. Devel opnment of conplete and up-to-date operationa
and reference manuals and a plan for training of I M5 personnel are two ot her
i mportant steps to be taken

| have on many occasions stated that nost of the work during GSETT-3 is
carried out outside Geneva, at stations and national data centres and at the
experimental IDC. The Ad Hoc G oup expresses its appreciation to the staff at
the experinmental IDCin Arlington, United States, and at all nationa
facilities around the world for their dedicated efforts which are essential in
ensuring the success of GSETT-3. | would in this context also |ike to express
my great appreciation to the Goup's Scientific Secretary, Dr. Frode R ngdal
Norway, not only for his effort to bring together this report, but for the
dedi cated and nost conpetent way he has served the GSE for 20 years.

The Group reconmends that GSETT-3 should continue at |east through 1996
or until the envisaged preparatory conmm ssion for the conprehensive
nucl ear-test-ban treaty organi zati on assunmes responsibility, including
financing, for the work on establishing the IMS. This would allow the
uni nterrupted operation and devel opment of the evolving I M5, including the
experimental 1DC, as well as continued evaluation and calibration. 1In this
connection, the Ad Hoc Goup is prepared to convene in 1997, should the
Conf erence on Di sarmanment so request.

As this mght be the last time | have the privilege of addressing the CD
on behalf of the Ad Hoc Group, it might be useful to try to sunmarize sone of
t he experiences gained from20 years of expert work. | do this in the hope
that it mght prove useful if and when the CD enters other deliberations
requiring expert support.
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The expert work conducted by the GSE has in several ways proved useful to
the CTBT negotiations and will be useful in the possible inplenentation of the
treaty. The design of the international nonitoring systemin CD/ 1427 is based
on the concept devel oped and tested by the GSE. A substantial part of the
sei sm c conmponent of the IMS, including an experinental IDC, is in test
operation. This infrastructure is flexible enough to al so acconmobdat e ot her
envi saged | M5 technol ogi es. Extensive docunentati on has been established that
could forma val uabl e basis for the operational manual s needed for the | M5
A nunber of people all over the world have gai ned know edge and experience
useful for their participation in the establishnent and operation of the IMS

A nunber of nore general experiences, applicable to expert deliberations
on other issues, mght also be drawmn fromthe work of the GSE

The G oup's work has been based on only two mandates - agreed in
CCD/ PV. 714, dating from 1976, and CD/ PV. 48, dating from 1979. These broad-
and | ong-term mandat es have enabled the G oup to conduct its work
uni nterrupted over many years. This has proved val uable as in-depth
scientific and technical work takes a long tinme, especially if it includes
system devel opnent and testing. The Goup has also been able to establish its
own net hod of work and internal organization, which we have adjusted over tine
to suit the actual tasks.

W have experienced that the design of a systemin a politica
environnent is quite different fromnormal system design, where clear
requirenents are given fromthe outset. While appreciating the difficulty of
providing specific systemrequirements early on in a negotiation, it should be
noted that political guidance is inportant to focus the technical work.

Al t hough our reports have al ways been recei ved favourably, my experience is
that the Group would have benefited greatly fromnore explicit feedback and
gui dance fromthe CD

Real progress in the technical work can be expected only when there is a
political will to achieve results. The G oup experienced a | ong period of
sl ow progress in the technical work when there was no realistic prospect of a
CTBT. Nevertheless, the G oup served an inportant purpose during those years
by keeping a dialogue on test ban verification going and thus contributing to
keepi ng the CTBT on the international agenda.

Only a small part of the expert work has been conducted at the Goup's
neetings in Geneva. The bulk of the work has been carried out at |aboratories
and data centres in participating countries. Active support from
participating countries is a prerequisite for successful technical expert
work. The level of expertise and experience was initially quite different
anong the countries participating in the Goup's work. Over the years we have
establ i shed cl ose ties between experts from many countries and know edge has
been shared around the world. This may prove to be one of the npbst |asting
effects of the GSE. Informal workshops and other national initiatives to
bring scientists together on specific issues have been nost essential in this
regard. Wthin the franework of the expert work, a |arge nunber of nodern
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facilities have been established which will not only prove useful in the
i mpl ement ation of the | MS but have al so contributed to the technical and
scientific infrastructure of individual countries.

The Group has nade |large efforts to obtain broad gl obal participation in
its work and has achi eved sone success. W have, however, not reached the
geogr aphi cal coverage that woul d have been desirable. Regional workshops,
whi ch proved nost useful in this regard, were conducted only during the | ast
year. This successful initiative should have been undertaken earlier

During these 20 years we have been keeping a steady course as far as the
basi ¢ system design is concerned and we have included nodern technology as it
has becone avail able. This gradual devel opment of the system has proved nost
useful. W have al so becone convinced that paper work is not enough. The
| arge nunber of experinments we have carried out over the years, the nost
i mportant being the ongoing GSETT-3, have provi ded experience and results that
coul d not otherw se have been obtained. W have also | earned the inportance
not only of carrying out tests in an orderly manner but al so of thoroughly
eval uating the experinments as they proceed. The way we have eval uated GSETT-3
and have been able to docunent our results and experiences is quite unique in
the scientific world.

The G oup has enjoyed excellent working conditions in the Palais and
woul d I'ike to express our great appreciation for the nost professional support
we have received fromall the personnel of the secretariat. W are truly
i npressed by the way over the years they have handl ed our sonetinmes nost
technical material. A special word of appreciation goes to the Goup's
present secretary, M. Mackby, and to her predecessor M. Cassandra, for their
nost val uabl e support and assi stance.

| can assure you that the G oup has greatly appreciated serving the CD
all these years. W are proud of the confidence you have shown us and we have
truly enjoyed carrying out the task entrusted to us. | hope that our results
will soon be fully utilized in an operational nonitoring systemfor a CIBT and
| can assure you that we will do our best to ascertain that the results of our
wor k, including the ongoing GSETT-3, will be transferred to the evolving | M5
in a cost-effective way.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific
Experts to Consider International Cooperative Measures to Detect and ldentify
Seism c Events for his statenent. | amsure that del egati ons have taken note
of this report, especially paragraph 14. | should like to express, on behal f
of the Conference, our deep appreciation for the nany years of hard work of
the Expert G oup under the | eadership of Dr. Dahl nan

That concludes nmy list of speakers for today. Does any other del egation
wi sh to take the floor?

The secretariat has circulated, at ny request, a tinetable of neetings
for next week. This timetable was prepared in consultation with the Chairman
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of the Ad Hoc Commttee on a Nuclear Test Ban and is, as usual, subject to
change if necessary. On this understanding, may | take it that the Conference
agrees to this tinmetabl e? Anbassador Zahran of Egypt has the fl oor

M. ZAHRAN (Egypt) (translated fromArabic): 1In this tinmetable of
neeti ngs whi ch has been distributed, we note that a neeting of the Ad Hoc

Conmittee has been schedul ed for Mnday, 2 Septenber at 3 o' clock in the

afternoon. | believe that, follow ng the approval of the report of that
Conmittee, the Ad Hoc Committee's mandate has expired and if other work
remai ns to be done then it would be outside that nandate. | amreferring in

particular to work on the headquarters agreenent. Now if in that case the
Friend of the Chair, Anbassador Ledogar, has a report to submt it seens to ne
that he could do that directly to the Conference at any of its neetings
because | believe that the work of the Ad Hoc Conmittee was conpl eted when its
report was adopt ed.

M. KERVERS (Netherlands): Let ne, in reaction to what was just stated
by the distingui shed Anbassador of Egypt, elaborate a bit for the infornmation
of del egati ons on the purpose of the neeting which the Chairnman of the Ad Hoc
Conmittee requested ne to arrange for next Mnday, 2 Septenber, at 3 p.m It
is our recollection that there has not been a formal decision to wind up the
Ad Hoc Conmittee, and the neeting for next Monday is a nmeeting which is
intended to give an orderly finish to an outstandi ng issue.

As del egations will remenber, at the beginning of August they agreed to a
proposal by the Chairnman of the Ad Hoc Committee, Anbassador Ranaker, to have
his Friend of the Chair on host country conmitnents, aided by a team conduct
negotiations with the Austrian authorities on the host country agreenents. At
t hat session, Anbassador Ledogar was requested to continue such negotiations
until 30 August and then report back to the Ad Hoc Conmittee. As 30 August is
tonorrow, and as Anbassador Ranmker is away from Geneva during this week, he
asked me to request, through you, the convening of an Ad Hoc Conmittee neeting
next Monday, purely for the sake of wi nding up this unfinished business of the
report of the Friend of the Chair on host country comitnents in an orderly
nmanner .

The PRESIDENT: | thank the distinguished representative of the
Net herl ands for his statement. May | assune that this neeting of the Ad Hoc
Conmittee should take place after the explanati on we have had?

It was so deci ded.

The PRESI DENT: The next plenary neeting of the Conference will be held
on Tuesday, 3 Septenber 1996 at 10 a.m, after which we will hold an infornmal
pl enary in order to start consideration of the draft annual report to the
51st Ceneral Assenbly of the United Nations. This draft report is contained
i n docunent COY WP. 478, which is available in del egations' pigeon-holes.

The neeting rose at 10.55 a.m




