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Mr, VOUTOV (Bulgaria): Ifr. Chairman, may I first of all express the
satisfaction of the Bulgerian delegation at your assumption of the chairmanship of
the Committee on Disarmament at an important juncture, vhen we are laying the
foundations of our activities for the current session. Please accept my most
sincere wishes for a successful and fruitful performance in this demanding post,
and permit me to note the efficiency and the purposefulness you have displayed in
setting in motion the 1981 session of thce Committee. May I also pay tribute to
your predecessor, Ambassador Tadesse Terrefc, as well as to the new heads of the
delegations of Romania, Pakistan, Egypt and Zaire.

This session of the Committee is important in scveral respects. The
international situation, vhich is an essential background and factor for success in
our field, remains complex and contradictory. Certain well-known circles in the
West, driven by the illusive dream of military supremacy, are pushing humanity into
a new and even more frightful spiral of the arms race and thus, nearer to the danger
of a nuclear holocaust. Ve have to note with regret that all possible means to
block the entry into force of the SALT II agreements have been employed, and a
decision to deploy in Durope a new generation of medium-range nuclear missiles has
been taken, while a number of other military programmes, both in conventional and
in nuclear fields, are being unfolded.

In the campaign accompanying the current boom in the policy of the position of
strength there are some signs of reviving the plans for the production and
deployment in Europe of neutron nuclear weapons, that ominous symbol of the arms
race, which has been stigmatized with such force by the vorld community.

We fully share the view expressed by Mrs, Thorsson, the distinguished leader
of the Swedish delegation, contained in her statement of 5 February this year, that
Governments and people should take note of these reports and ponder over the
eventual effects on the future of nations in the densely populated Duropean
continent.

As a Buropean country, the People's Republic of Bulgaria could not watch
undisturbed the attempts to question the achievement of détente, to present it as
a unilateral advantage to one of the sides, Hundreds of millions of Durcpeans
living on the continent, where the concentration of military forces and armaments
is 20 times larger than the average for the wvorld, could not agree with the efforts
to pronounce as non-existent the 70s of the twentieth century. As has been stated
recently in this regard by Todor Zhivkov, the First Secretary of the Bulgarian
Communist Party and President of the State Council of the People's Republic of
Bulgaria: ‘“However short this period may have seemed, it demonstrated to the
peoples, to the business circles, to the politicians and statesmen its incomparable
advantages to the 'cold var! era; it bore fruits, and opened up even greater
perspectives for mutually advantageous co-operation between the luropean States'.
In this respect I should like to express our hope that the Madrid meeting of the
Conference on Security and Co-operation in Durope will follow a constructive path
and concentrate on the major issues on which peace and security in Europe depend,
including the question of a Turopean conference on disarmament.

At the present stage the role and the responsibility of our Committee increases
even more and we should exert ever greater efforts to secure progress in our
endeavours to help in curbing the arms race and to agree on concrete measures of
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disarmament. Our delegation backs the appeals in this regard made in the statements
of all previous speakers, and particularly in those of the representatives of

the Soviet Union, llexico, Sweden, the German Democratic Republic, Czechoslovakia,
Romania, India and others.

May I now briefly outline the approach of the Bulgarian delegation to the main
issues the Committee faces during the current session.

Firstly, a few words on the problems of organization and procedure. Our
delegation is gratified to note that these matters are being solved in a constructive
manner with a view to not losing precious time that must be allotted to the main
items on our agenda. As to the concrete noints, the position of our delegation is
fully reflected in the joint document of a group of socialist countries, CD/141.

Undoubtedly, the problems related to nuclear veapons occupy the central place
in our work and constitute the cormer-stone of the eflorts of the international
community in the field of disarmament.

The well-known proposal of the socialist countries on ending the production of
all types of nuclear weapons and gradually reducing their stockpiles until their
complete destruction represents a solid foundation for a radical approach to the
multilateral negotiations. Ve are glad to note that the majority of the States
members of this Committee share our view on the creation of an ad hoc working group
on nuclear disarmament and the holding of consultations without delay to prepare the
ground for the future negotiations, vhich is in compliance with General Assembly
resolutions 35/152 B and C. Ve are deeply convinced that the Committec on
Disarmament is the most appropriate forum for such consultations and eventually for
the nuclear disarmament negotiations, taking into account the provisions of
paragraph 50 of the Pinal Document of the first special session of the United Nations
General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

A number of facts in recent months have strengthened our conviction that neither
the perfection of nuclear weapons nor the creation of new nuclear strategies but
rather the clear realization of the growing danger of a thermonuclear wvar is the
major concern of human civilization at this stage, and from this premise we must
proceed to profound and purposeful negotiations demonstrating political will. Today,
the cause of peace becomes a vivid embodiment of humanism in our times, of a striving
for a new and just world., Permit me to quote once again the Bulgarian party and
State leader who stated from the high rostrum of fthe Vorld Parliament of Peoples
for Peace, held at Sofia in September 1980, the following:

"We know that the main differences between capitalism and socialism
cannot vanish by themselves, that each system will try to prove its right
to existence, its advantages. DBut in our view, all this does not necessarily
mean that we should reach for the nuclear bombs and missiles. In our view,
the dispute between the two world systems can and should be conducted in
conditions of world peace, of peaceful coexistence and competition between
States with different social systems."

The socialist States parties to the Varsaw Treaty stated unequivocally and
categorically in their Declaration of 15 lMay 1980: '"the States represcnted at the
meeting affirm that there are no types of weapons which they would not be willing
to limit or reduce on a basis of reciprocity" (CD/93, p. 10). Ve believe that this
Declaration has not been lost on world public opinion.


file:///jhich

CD/PV.105
3

(Mr. Voutov, Bulgaria)

One of the items that vill atiract the Committee's attention during this
session 1s the question of the complete snd general prohibition of nuclear-weapon
tests. I would ilike to point out that in spite of the constructive steps of the
Soviet Union, steps that have had quite a positive impulse, the trilateral
negotiations have not for the time being brought the expected results, Vithout
underestimating in the least the importance of the trilateral talks, we support
the idea of the non-aligned and neutral countries for the creation of an ad hoc
working group with the active participation of all five nuclear-weapon States.
The Committee should procced to the elaboration of a mandate for such a group
without delay. .

Another important aspect of the elforts for reducing the danger of nuclear
weapons will be our discussion on the non-stationing of nuclear weapons in countries
where there are no such weapons at nresent. This vill be fully in line with
General Assembly resolution 35/156 C, bearing in mind that the Committee is to
report to the General Assembly at its thirty-sizxth session on the results of its
vroceedings on this important guestion.

My country attaches particular importance to the subject of negative security
assurances, Our views on some of its aspects were ctated last year in the
Ad Hoc Working Group on this item as well as at the sccond Review Conference of the
Parties to the NPT and in the First Committee of the General Assembly, vhere we
presented working papers and a draft resolution. Ve have already had opportunities
to positively assess the work done so far by the Ad Iloc Vorking Group in the search
for a common approach accentable to all, vhich could lead us to a legally binding
international instrument. At this session, the re-established Working Group will
have another chance to complete the examination undertaken last year of the
substantive aspects of the negative security assurances. With this perspective in
mind, the General Assembly, in its recolution 35/155, appealed "to all States, in
particular the nuclear-weapon States, to demonstrate the political will necessary
to reach agreement on a common approach vhich could be included in an international
instrument of a .egally binding charactc.".

While remaining a firm prononent of the idea of an international convention as
the most effective way to strengthen the security guarantees of the non-nuclear-—
weapon States, the Bulgarian delegation believes that the possibility of some
interim agreements could also be explored as this stage. To nreparc for such a
course of action the General Assembly, in its resolution 35/154, called upon "all
nuclear-weapon States to make solemn declarations, identical in substance, concerning
the non-use of nuclear weapons against non-nuclear States having no such weapons on
their territories, as a first step towards the conclusion of such an international
convention'., It also recommended "that the Security Council should examine
declarations vhich may be made by nuclear States ... and, if all these declarations
are found consistent vith the above-menitioned objective, should adopt an appropriate
resolution approving them".

The Bulgarien delegation holds that the Ad Hoc Working Group should continue
to examine the pronosed non-use formulations with a view to finding out possible
common points between them. Proceeding {rom these premises, an effort could be
made to evolve the basic elements of a common formula to be included in a legally
binding international instrunent, or of a gencral basis for individual declarations,
identical in substance, which the nuclear-weapon States might wish solemnly to make
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on their own initiative, taking into due account the results achieved in the
negotiations, In this regard, the pericd prior to and in the course of the

General Assembly's cecond:special session devoted to disarmament could become, as
in 1978, another turning point in the efforts effectively to strengthen the
security guarantees of the non-nuclear-veapon States. Opinions could also be
exchanged in the Ad Hoc Vorking Group as to the most appropriate parameters for a
Security Council approval, in accordance vith the Charter of the United Nations and
Security Council practice, of individual non-usc declarations made by the nuclear-
weapon States,

The Bulgarian delegation will shortly present a vorking paper concerning +the
questions that should be addressed, along these lines, by the Ad Hoc Vorking Group
on negative security assurances. Ve believe that substantial progress on this item
could be achieved if all States members of the CD, and in particular the nuclear-
weapon States, were to pursue o constructive approach and display maximum
flexibility with a view to arriving at a solubtion acceptable to all. Ve velcome in
this regard the readiness expressed in the statement of the Soviet delegation at
the 10%rd meeting of the Committee, to cngage in active co-operation with other
States in the search for a mutually acceptable formula of guarantees.

During this session we look forward to intensive work in the field of chemical
S
weapons. Ve share the opinion that the Ad Hoc Vorking Group achieved certain
progress although, as was stated in its report, not all questions vere thoroughly
discussed owing to the limited time. Ifow, we are to finish the vork commenced,

1 & ?
concentrating on noints of convergence of vievs.

Ve attribute due imporiance to the bilateral USSR-United States talks on
chemical weapons and we expcect their early resumntion.

As to the problem of baanings the development and production of new typco of
weapons and systems of mass destruction, it has been occupying an important place
in the recent sessions of the Committee on Disarmament. The advantages of a
comprehensive prohibition of neuv types and sysieuws of weapons of mass destruction
are quite obvious. What is necessary ot this stage is a display of political will
on the part of all States vhich arc in a position to develop such veapons. There
are some trends in this field raising justified concerns and confirming the need
for further intensive efforts to forcstall them by agreeing on concrete disarmament

measures.

With regard to the question of radiological weapons, we hold the view that
favourable prerequisites exist for the carly elaboration of a draft convention
prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use of radiological wcapons,
on the basis of the joint USSR-United States pronmosal. The work done during the
last session in the .Ad Iloc Vorking Groun led to further clarification. Ve share the
viewv that the differences on certain points could perhaps be narrowed, thus bringing
about the conditions for the successful accomplishment of this task by the end of
this session of the Committee.

At the end of the Committec's 1980 session, a group of socialist countries,
including Bulgaria, introduced document CD/128 presenting our views on the main
elements of a comprehensive programme of disarmament. The Commitiec should spare
no effort to secure the timely elaboration of the programme, vhile striving to
achieve a fair balance of the positions of different countiries and groups.
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In conclusion, I chould like to assurc you that the Bulgarian delegotion will
do its utmost to render its modest contribution to businegec-like and purposeful
negotiations in the Committee and its suosidiary bodies.

The CHAIRIAN (translated from French): I thank the distinguished Ambassador
of Bulgaria for his statcment and I should also like to thank him warmly for his
kind werds with respcect to myself.

Mr. KOMIVES (llungary): Ifr. Chairman, taliing the floor for bthe first time at
a plenary meeting, I would like to extend to you the congratulations of the
Hungarian delegation on your ascumption of the resnonsible office of Chairman of
our Committee for this month and to express my appreciaticn of the dynamic way you
conduct the business of the Committec. I do hope that the Committee, under your
experienced guidance, will soon tackle the rest of the outstanding problems of
procedure and set itself to the tasks ol substance.

My words of appreciation go also to imbassador Terrefe of Ithiopia vho chaired
the Committee last August, at a decisive stage of our last year's work.

May I also extend a hearty welcome to our new colleagues, the distinguished
representatives of Romania, Igypt, Pakistan and Zaire, wishing them successful work.
My delegation stands ready to continue friendly co-operation with them, as we did
with their predeccssors.

My delegation has observed with satisfoction that the Committee was able
quickly to reach a conscnsus on its agenda and programme of vork {or the first nart
of its present session, and 2 similar fast result has been reached in
re-establishing the lour vorking groups set up at our last year's session, and in
addition provision has been made Tor setting up new ones as proposed by several
grouns or delegations. DIxperience of our last year's session has proved beyond
doubt that negot ations conducted in the framevork of work!.ig groups constitute the
most eflicient method for achicving advance tovards our goals. 1hat ve consider
the most important is that the wvorking srouns start functioning and make progress
in the negotiations themselves.

Some speakers talking the floor before me referred to the present international
situation as grave and deteriorating. While agrecing with that view one can not
but consider it as a dircct consequence of a nolicy neglecting the realitics
prevailing in the international relations, renowncing the principle of parity and
equal security, openly declaring plans for gaining military superiority. Neu
nuclear doctrinecs are beinsg worked out to reduce or to abolish the political,
technical and psychological barriers before the use of nuclear weanons. To meet
this end a new wave in the nuclear arms race is being initiated by UATO in its
decision to deploy in western Durope huge arscnals of new generations of medium~range
nuclear missiles. Ratification of SALT II has been deferred and its future is
becoming morc and morc bleal:.

The position of the Hungarian Government concerning the present state of the
international situation has been clearly ecxpressed in the Declaration of the States
parties to the Varsav Treaty adonted at the meeting of its Political Consultative
Committee last llay. In that Declaration the States parties clearly declared that
they do not aspire to military superiority but stand for parity and cqual security
at progressively lover military levels. The Declaration gave a nracticable
programme to meet this end, vhich was reiterated by the States parties to the
Warsaw Treaty last December.
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.Parallel with our procecdings, important negotiations are being conducied at
the Madrid meeting of the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Durope, among
other things on the military aspects of détente. Iungary, together with the other
members of the socialist community, is doing its best Lo achieve agreement on the
earliest possible convenlna'of a conference on mllltary détente and disarmament in
Burope. In our view those meeting in lladrid can and should reach a decision on the
convening of such a conference, as vell as on the main lines of its vork and agenda.
Holding such a conference would become an important landmark in strengthening the
foundations of Buropean peace and putting into practice the obligation of all States
participating in the conference to take effective steps and to reach tangible results
in reducing military confrontation and in promoting disarmament in Durope,

Although Ilungary is not a full member of the Vienna talks, it attaches great
importance to this process and hopes that the negotiations will lead to positive
results, and the earlier the better.

The Committee on Disarmament as the single multilateral disarmament negotiating
forum has a vital role to Dlay in ourbln the arms race and achieving genuine
disarmament. The General Assembly of uhC United Nations also demonstrated, at its
thirty-fifth session, that there is an increased urgency to put into practice the
provisions adopted at ils first special session devoted to disarmament. Iy
delegation considers it very important that the Committec on Disarmament should
achieve substantial advances in its work before the second special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

The Committee on Disarmament has on its agenda all the major subjects of
disarmament to be solved. The programme of work and the working groups, once
established, constitute the nccessary and suitable framework for our successful
activity. The working paper submitted by a group of socialist States, of vhich my
delegation is a co-sponsor, contains all the major considerations for the work of
this Committee. .

In the work of the Committee my delegation, like many others, gives the highest
priority to the cessation of the nuclecr arms race and nuclear disarmament. During
its last two sessions the Committee had extensive exchanges of views on this issue,
including consideration of the pronosal submitted by the socialist delegations on
ending the production of all types of nuclear weapons and gradually reducing their
stockpiles until their complete destruction. My delegation strongly urges the
setting up of an ad hoc working group without any delay, with the active
participation of all nuclear-ueapon States.

In connection with nuclear disarmament, the Hungarian delegation attaches
special significance to the continuation of the SALT process between the USSR and
the United States of Amcrica. It is a matter of decep regret that the continued
postponement of the ratification of SALT IT holds up this vitally important process.
It is our hope that following the ratification of that Treaty the negotiations will
continue to achieve a more substantial reducation of strategic nuclear armaments.

In the field of nuclear disarmament my delepation gives special attention to
the conclusion of an international convention on the strengthening of the security
of non-nuclear-weapon States against the usc or threat of use of nuclear weapons.
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In continuation of the substantive work done last year in the Working Group on this
subject, my delemation is of the ovinion that the Commitiee should consider formulas
for solemn declarations by the nuclear-weapon States, identical in substance,
concerning the non-use of nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States, to be
confirmed by the Security Council in an appropriate resolution. This could be a
first step towards an international convention, against which there ¥as no objection
in principle in our last year's deliberations.

The Hungarian delegation notes with satisfaction that the Committee decided to
include in its agenda the question of the non—statlonlng of nuclear weapons on the
territories of States where there are no such weapons at present, in the context of
nuclear disarmament. The best way to consider this issue also would be to set up a
working group as proposed in the reccent working paper of the socialist delegations.

Questions related to nuclear disarmament in every aspect were widely and deeply
discussed during the second Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the
Non-proliferation of MNuclear Veapons held last year. Dxperiences at the Conference
have shown beyond doubt the basic interest of States in retaining and strengthening
the non-proliferation régime. However, it was also obvious that this cannot be done
without achieving real advance in o HeL fields of nuclear disarmament.

The general and comnlete prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests is another item
of the highest urgency. The early conclusion of a treaty prohibiting all nuclear-
weapon tests would be a major contribution towards ending the qualitative improvement,
development and proliferstion of nuclear weapons as well as towards the improvement
of the international climate. Reuolutlon 35/145 B of the General Assembly requests
the Committee to set up a working groupn to initiate negotiations on a comprchensive
test-ban treaty. !y delegation hopes that the Committee will meet this request and
start substantive work soon, with the active participation of all nuclear-weapon
States, now all represented in the Committec. It is our conviction that.a
moratorium on nuclear-weapon tests by all nuclear-weapon States would greatly
increase the chances of success. One mcre word on this question: in the opinion of
the Hungarian delegation, the negotiations in the Committce on Disarmament on this
issue should in no way hinder the trilateral bwlku, which my delegation hooes v1ll
soon be resumed.

The Committee has urgent and very important tasks also outside the field of
nuclear disarmament. The prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling
of chemical weapons and their destruction is one of them., The early achievement of
an agreement assumes special urgency also in the light of the alarming revorts and
official statements concerning the planned production and deployment of the new
generation of chemical warfare agents, the binary weapons. It is the hope of my
delegation that the Working Group on Chemical Weapons will soon resume its work and
further advance towards the elaboration of an agreement on the effective prohibition
of all chemical weapons on the basis of the useful work done last year in the
Working Group. S :

My delegation is of the view that this year the Committee on Disarmament should
pay more attention than nreviously to the question of the prohibition of the
development and manufacture of new types of weapons of mass destruction. The drive
by certain circles for technological superiority in the military field inevitably
means that the latest achievemenis of science and technology will be used for
military purposes, which may lead to a qualitatively new phase in the arms race even
more difficult to control. The socialist delegations of the Committee have long
been proposing that the most radical solution to prevent the emergence of new tyves
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of weapons of mass destruction would be to worlk out a comprehensive agreement banning
the development of new types of wvedpons of mass destruction, supplemented by specific
agreements or protocols banming particular typnes of such weapons., Resolution 35/149
of the General Assenmbly adopted on this issue practically reiteratcs fthis request

to the Committee. -

Vhile dealing vith this questicn I thinlk it necessary to remind the Committee
of a proposal made last year and supported by several delegations. During the
discussions of this issue which had taken place in the course of the last few years
it became more and more evident that nev vays need to be fcund te handle this
complicated and wide~ranging issuc in a more efficient way. The seiting up of a
working group of qualified governmental eiperts would nrovide an appropriate forum
to survey this gquestion more deeply and vith more experitise, and the Committeé tboo
could profit from it in its proceedings. This is vhy the socialist delegations
reiterated in working paper CD/141 their proposal for ihe setting up of such a groun.

It is a matter of concern that according to official statements the ncow
United States administration is considering again the production and deployment of
neutron weapons, I profoundly agree with the statement of Mrs. Inga Thorsson made
before the Committce on 5 Januvary to this effect. DRenewing this plan, vhich had
been dropped earlier in face of the protest of Duropean nublic oninion makes timely
and topical again the proposal by the socialist delegations to start negotiations
on an agreement bamning the production and denloyment of neutron weapons which was
submitted to the CCD in 1978,

A specific area pertaining to this field is the prohibition of the development,
stockpiling and the use of radiological wveapons. Last year the Committee was
considering it" in one of the vorking groups. Although my delegation considers that
work as a positive development,-I think the Committee this year should try to taclkle
that task in a more ambitious vay and:do its best to'be able to present to the
General Assembly at its thirty-sixth cession a completc dralt convention on the
prohibition of radiological wespons. ©On the basis of the existing proposals and
last year's work this seems quite possible to us if the necessary political will
is manifested on all sides.

The Hungarian delegation attaches considerable importance to the question of
the elaboration of a comprehensive programme of disarmament. Ve support the
continvation of the work of the relevant Vorking Group and are ready actively to.
participate in it. Ve hope that the activity of the Vorking Group and of ‘the
Committee on this important auestion will lead to realistic and useful results
embedied .in a sufficiently broad programme acceptable to all countries. My
delegation considers it very important that the programme should reflect the
principle of equality and equal sccurity. :

This is what I wanted to say at this stage of.the work of the Committee. In
the course of our wvork my delegation will reburn to specific subjects in a more
detailed manner according to the schedule contained in our programme of work.

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I thank the disfinguished Ambassador of
Hungary for his statement and for the kind words he was good enough to address vo
the Chair,
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Mr, DE SOUZA E SILVA (Brazil) (translated from French): Mr, Chairman, it is a
source of lively satisfaction to the delegation of Brazil to see you gulding our
deliberations. A bare two weeks ago the President of Brazil paid a visit to France,
giving a new impetus to the age-0ld and untroubled relations between our two
countries. At a usore personal level, we enjoy seeing you almost daily display your
skills as a professional diplomat., Your patient encouragement, your competence,
persuasive rather than importunate, your gentle firmmoss, have earned you the
friendly and affectionate respect of your collesagues around this table. Allow me to
take this opportunity also to offer a warm welcome to our colleagues from Egypt,
Pakistan, Romania and Zaire, with whom I look forward to working in the closest
co—-operation,

It has become customary at the start of each year of our deliborations to
attempt a general overview of the world situation and of its implications for the
subject matter which concerns us most directly in this Committee, that is,
disarmament. It has also become customary for that overview to reech the conclusion
that in the period of twelve months since the start of the previous session of the
CD, the pace of the armaments race and the destructive power of arsenals have far
outrun the efforts of the world community to halt and reverso these trends. The year
1980 has been no exception; once again we have witnessed the oontinuation, and even
the acceleration, of the trend toward the development and d¢ayloymont of new weapons
and weapons systems designed to spread death and destruction-with greater speed,
cecuracy and power than ever before. This ominous tendency lLas been coupled with
the emergence of the notion that a nuclear war can actually be fought and won, a
notion which is in turn backed by the reasoning that the doctriream of nuclear
deeerrence deserve the credit for the avoidance of the outbreak of nuclear war.

Surely, since the appearance of nuclear weapons in the arsenals of the
Superpowers and in those of the three other nuclear-weapon Powers, na conflict
has escalated far enough to cause on~, or both, or all of them to wiecld their
full~scale military might in the fallacious search for victory; and fortunately so,
for otherwise certainly none of us would still be sitting in this chamber trying to
formilate permanent solutions o the problems poczed before us.

We must collectively recognize that the security needs of one nation, or block
of nations, cannot be served by keeping in constant jeopardy the security of the
whole world, including, of course, the security of the very Powers which seem %o
expect more security in an increasingly insecure environment. In the United Nations
disarmament forums, and particulsrly during the last session of the General Assembly,
the overwhelming majority of the world community has repeatedly stressed this single
point: it is imperative that current attitudes be fundamentally changed if we are to
achieve genuine progress in disarmament negotiations. Yet, the argument has been
advanced from some quarters that the notion of "undiminished security" during the
process of disarmament would provide justification for what is euphemistically
referred to as the "modernization" of arsenals and strategic doctrines, even in the
absence of a disarmament process. The Brazilian delegation cannot condone such
idcas, which tend to seek not only the legitimization of the possession of nuclear
weapons, but also to justify the efforts for their increased sophistication and
destructive power. Recent developments in the strategic and tactical thinking of the
tvo main military alliances seem only to confirm the conclusion that, for the
Superpowers, the concept embodied in the phrase "arms control" means simply the
adjustment of the arms race to mutually tolerable levels, in terms of the resources
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devoted to the ceaseless improvement of the weapons at their disposal. The vast
majority of mankind, on the contrary, has repeatedly and unmistakably expressed its
desire for genuine disarmament, meaning of course the immediate cessation of the
nuclear arms race and the start of tangible measures of nuclear disarmament.

Brazil has always attached the utmost priority to these goals, and we will
continue to seek practical ways to bring about progress on such measures, At the
last session of the General Assembly, Brazil co-sponsored resolution 35/152 C, which
calls for the commencement of such negotiations on this item and provides the
framework for their conduct in this Committee, We likewise supported the call of the
Group of 21 for the early establishment of a working group, within the Committee on
Disarmament, to deal with specific aspects of this all-important question. Ny
delegation fully endorsed the proposal that six working groups on the six substantive
items on our agenda should be enabled to start their work without any further delay.

With that preoccupation in mind, may I be allowed to turn now to some brief
comments on the substantive items on the agenda that the Committec has approved for
this year's session. My delegation will, of course, make more detailed statements
on each of the items at the appropriate time, hopefully in the context of the
negotiations to be undertaken, by the six working groups.

I have already underlined above the urgency and priority that not only my |
delegation, but the whole community of nations, attach to the question of the
cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament which, for reasons known
to all of us, appears as item two on our agends. We believe that there is more than
enough material, also in the form of concrete proposals, to warrant the commencement
of serious substantive negotiations on this subject. I would only repeat at this
point our earnest hope that the Committee be enabled to deal substantively with tais
question.

The next important and urgent item on our agenda is the negotiation of a treaty
to ban all tests of nuclear weapons in all environments. We see no reason why the
establishment of 3 working group on the CTB should be viewcd as a hindrance to talks
that have been going on for quite some time, with little apparent progress, among
three of the five nuclear-weapon Powers. On the contrary, it would appear that a
condition of success for a measure of this kind would be precisely its universal
character, that is, the achievement of a treaty which would contain provisions
designed to attract the widest possible adherence. The recent history of agreements
in the general field of disarmament provides eloquent proof that it is not prudent,
nor indeed realistic, to expect the international community to lend full support and
credence to arrangements which do not take into account their legitimate concerns ox
which aim at perpetuating imbalance and discrimination. Brazil conceives a treaty
prohibiting the further testing of nuclear weapons not as an end in itself, nor only
as a protective step to ensure that the nuclear weapon club is not enlarged, but as a
meaningful step on the path towards nuclear disarmament. Such a treaty would, in
fact, institute a freeze on the improvement of nuclear weapons, thus providing an
effective tool to check vertical proliferation. The next step, to be explicitly
linked to the test ban, must be directed toward the start of concrete measures of
nuclear disarmament itself., Furthermore, tke treaty should not hinder the full
development of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes, and indeed should be seen as a
positive instrument for the promotion of the peaceful utilization of nuclear power
and of international co-operation in this field.

My delegation is firmly convinced that negotiations within the CD would greaily
contribute to the clarification of important issues and would result in the
formulation of an equitable and lasting treaty on the prohibition of nuclear tests
for military purposes.
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The question of effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-
weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons has been in the
forefront of the disarmament debate for quite some time now. Brazil has consistently
stated its conviction that the only meaningful and lasting assurance is nuclear
disarmament itself, Pending nuclear disarmament, some proposals have been advanced,
including the negotiation of a convention banning the use of nuclear weapons. In
lending its support tc that proposal, Brazil has observed that a ban on the use
mist not be interpreted as in any way legitimizing the possession of nuclear
weapons, and must therefore contain an explicit, binding commitment to nuclear
disarmament. In the absence of even a convention on the non-use, alternative
suggestions have been formulated, such as some form of arrangements by which
nuclear-weapon Powers would provide assurances against the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons. It is appropriate tc establish and stress here fthat the inherent
nature of the nuclear weapon is expressed in its unique and hitherto unsurpassed
capaclity to destroy the very foundation of human life upon this planet. The recent
report of the Secretary-General on the harmful consequences of nuclear war provides a
vivid, yet realistic, illustration of this point., By its very nature, the lethal
effects of the nuclear weapon are not confined to the belligerents, and its use has
already been decried by the United Nations as "a crime against humanity"”. For those
reascns, 1t is obviously not enough that the nuclear-weapon Powers formally forswear
the use of nuclear weapons against the countries which decided not to exercise their
sovereign right to the nuclear military option., Accordingly, any interim arrangement
should be conceived as a twofold obligation on the part of the nuclear-weapon Powers:
first, a clear, binding commitment to nuclear disarmamet, and secondly, an equally
clear commitment not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons during the period
between the acceptance of the first obligation and the actual achievement of nuclear
disarmament, Only the acceptance of that twofold commitment would adequately-balance
the decision by non-nuclear-weapon countries to forego the military option.

The Brazilian delegation followed with keen interest the discussions which took
place last year in the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons, and which were very
useful to clarify some of the issues involved in this complex matter. We fully support
the efforts to arrive at a comprehensive prohibition of the production, development
and stockpiling ¢’ chemical weapons. We .elieve, further, .hat the future convention
mist provide for the destruction of the existing stocks of such weapons through an
explicit commitment on the part of the few States which do possess them, including a
detailed and comprehensive declaration of such stocks and of the facilities for their
production. The destruction of existing stockpiles and the dismantling and conversion
of facilities are certainly the most significant features of the proposed convention,
since they would give the new instrument the character of a true disarmament measure.
Accordingly, it would perhaps be more adequate to conceive the instrument under
negotiation as a "convention on the destruction of stocks of chemical weapons and on
the prohibition of their development, production and stockpiling!", rather than the
other way around. Another priority aspect of the future convention is the promotion
of scientific and technological co-operation in the international field for peaceful
activities and research involving the use of chemicals,

As regards radiological weapons, the Brazilian delegation continues to believe
that the Committee on Disarmament should concentrate its efforts on the negotiation of
items to which higher priority has been assigned. The overwhelming majority of the
international community has recognized the urgency of other aspects of the
disarmament spectrum, and in particular nuclear disarmament.

Finally, we believe that the Committee should not miss the opportunity to
contribute substantively to the success of the second special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament., We are glad that this fact has been duly
recognized by all delegations and is reflected in our agenda for the 1981 session.
The negotiation of the comprehensive programme of disarmament, to be submitted to
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the second special session on disarmament in 1982, is but one aspect of this
contribution, albeit a very important one., In our opinion, the main task of the
second spe01a1 session will be the examination of the implementation of the Programme
of Action embodied in the Final Document of the first special session; and that
docunent entrusted this Committee with the very substantive task of negotlatlng
disarmament measures, In this, the third year of the work of the Committee on
Disarmament, it is imperative that concrete progress be made. The machinery set up
in 1978 must live up to the expectations of the world community and become a “truly
effective instrument of advancement of the cause of disarmament. As the arms race
attains intolerable levels, and as even those levels are now being deemed insufficient
by those who have the power decisively to influence the course and pace of the arms
race, the prospect of our failure seems ominous indeed.

The CHAIRMAN (franslated from French): I thank the distinguished Ambassador of
Brazil for his statement and I should alsoc like to assure him of my warm gxatitude
for his very cordial remarks about myself,

Mr. YU Peiwen (China) (translated from Chinese): Mr, Chairman, first of all,
allow me to congratulate you warmly, Ambassador Frangois de la Gorce, on behalf of
the Chinese delegation, upon your assumption of the Chairmanship for the first month
of the 1981 session of the Committee on Disarmament, I am convinced that your
brilliant Chairmanship will ensure a good beginning for the present session, and you
can count on the full co-operation of the Chinese delegation. I also wish to take
this opportunity to extend a welcome to the ambassadors from Egypt, Pakistan,
Romania and Zaire who are participating in our work for the first time this year.

As the Chinese saying goes, "A year's work depends on a good start in spring",
Spring invariably brings hope for the new year. During this second spring of the
1980s, we are once again gathered here to discuss a question of universal concern,
the question of disarmament. It is our sincere hope that as a result of the joint
effort of all present here the Committee will, at the present session, make further
progress on the basis of last year's achievements, -

However, no one can escape a feeling of serious concern and disquiet at the
world situation which has a direct bearing on the disarmament negotiations, The
international situation continues %o be turbulent, and in certain conflict areas it
is becoming worse, In particular, one Superpower has directly dispatched its armed
forces to occupy the sovereign State of Afghanistan where the flames of war are still
raging, At the same time, this Superpower is supporting its agent in the latter's
continued aggression and occupation of Cambodia, They have refused so far to
implement the resolutions adopted last year by the United Nations General Assembly
at its thirty-fifth session, calling once again for the unconditional withdrawal of
all aggressor troops from Afghanistan and Cambodia. Recently, the situation in
Burope has been fraught with new dangers as a result of the massing of armed forces
and the frequent military manoeuvres on the part of the same Superpower in some
strategic areas in Europe. All this will certainly affect and create obstacles for
the present disarmament negotiations.

In the past year, the rivalry between the two Superpowers has continued to
intensify. On the one hand, these Powers have heightened tension and the danger of
war in various regions of the world, particularly the Middle East, the Indian Ocean
and the Persian Gulf, by the continuous reinforcement of their mllltary forces and
deployment. On the other hand, they are intensifying their competition for
military superiority. One Superpower is clamouring for "maintaining a balance",
but it is in fact going all out to improve the quality of its conventional armaments
now that it has gained quantitative superiority. After it has achieved a rough
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parity with the other Superpower 1in nuclear arms, it is now concentrating on the
development and improvement of its MIRVs. Its nuclear offensive power is now much
greater with the addition of new types of nuclear missiles and strategic bombers.
The other Superpcwer, not to be outdone. is also raising its military budget and
engaging in the research and manufacture of new types of weapons, They have already
begun a new round in the arms race centred on qualitative improvement.

In the face of the worsening international situation and the intensifying
arms race, the people of the world are calling ever more vigorously for an end to
aggression and expansion and a halt to the arms race. During the past year, the
representatives of many countries have emphatically pointed out in the various
disarmament forums that the Afghan incident has seriously heightened international
tension, poisoned the atmosphere of confidence necessary for the international
disarmament talks and blocked progress in those negotiations., What the peocple now
demand from the Superpowers 1is action rather than empty words for "the maintenance
of peace'" and "the promotion of disarmament", a just demand which emanates from the
existing international situation.

It was in the midst of the turbulent international situation at the beginning of
the 1980s that the Chinese delegation first joined .the Committee on Disarmament., We
have come with a sincere desire to discuss and study seriously the various
disarmament questions with the other members and we hope that the work of the
Committee will contribute to the realigation of disarmament and the maintenance of
world peace. Judging from the experience of the previous session, we believe it is
necessary for this Committee to follow sound principles and proper procedures in order
to achieve progress.

The most salient feature of the present world situation in terms of the level of
armaments is that the two Superpowers possess enormous arsenals which are both
quantitatively and qualitatively far superior to those of other countries. Only the
two Superpowers are capable of waging a world war, and it is the hegemonist policy
they pursue that is seriously threatening world peace and the security of nations.
Therefore, a fundamental principle applicable to all areas of the disarmament effort
at present is thal the Superpowers should be the first to act and drastically
reduce their super-arsenals. It is regrettable that the Superpowers have so far
refused to take any measure that would entail a real reduction of their armaments,
This is the key to the lack of substantive progress in disarmament negotiations.

Since the question of disarmament has a direct bearing on international peace
and security, countries participating in the discussions and negotiations on the
various disarmament items should enjoy full equality. At present, in terms of ~
institutional arrangements and working procedures, the Committee on Disarmament
represents an improvement upon its predecessors. The monopoly over disarmament
nagotiations by a few big Powers has begun to disintegrate. Small and medium-sized
countries have more say now in these matters, and this is commendable, However,
the views and demands of these countries are yet to command the respect that they
deserve, In our view, the small and medium~-sized countries are fully entitled to
voice their views and urge the Superpowers to take effective disarmament measures,

I now sish to state our views on some of the questions inscribed on the agenda
of the present session of the Committee.

Pirst, I will speak on the question of the cessation of the nuclear arms race
and nuclear disarmament which is of concern to everyone, It is quite clear that the
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people of the world are being subjected to the ever-menacing danger of a nuclear war
as a result of the accelerating nuclear arms race between the Superpowers and their
intense preparations and deployment for a nuclear war. All effective measures should
be taken to prevent such a war, which would spell unprecedented disaster for the
people of the world., It has been the consistent view of my delegation that the
fundamental way to remove the#danger of a nuclear war is the complete prohibition
and total destruction of nuclear weapons. The worth of any nuclear disarmament
measure should be judged by whether it would serve to reduce and remove the danger
of a nuclear war. At the present stage, the reduction of such a danger requires

the two countries which possess the largest nuclear arsenals to put an end to their
ever-intensifying nuclear arms race, take the lead in drastically reducing their
nuclear arsenals, halt their production of all types of nuclear weapons and close
the enormous gap between themselves and the other nuclear-weapon countries, thereby
creating'the necessary conditions for the joint reduction and final destruction of
nuclear weapons by all the nuclear countries,

Oﬁ the question of a nuclear-test ban, our view is that the halting of tests
alone will in no way stop the nuclear arms expansion of the Superpowers. To call
on all nucleagr countries without distinction to end nuclear testing before the
Superpowers have drastically reduced their nuclear arsenals would only serve to
maintain and consolidate the nuclear superiority of the Superpowers without
reducing the danger of a nuclear war. Only the drastic reduction by the Superpowers
of their nuclear arsenals can provide the necessary prerequisite for a comprehensive
nuclear-test ban and help to reduce and remove the danger of a nuclear war.

On the question of security guarantees for non-~nuclear-weapon States, the
consistent position of the Chinese delegation is that, pending the achievement of
the over-all objective in nuclear disarmament of complete prohibition and total
destruction of nuclear weapons, all nuclear-weapon countries should undertake
unconditionally not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-—
weapon States and to proceed on that basis to negotiate and conclude as soon as
possible an international convantinn to that effect. As non-nuclear countries
pose no nuclear threat to the nuclear countries, there can be no justification
for any nuclear-weapon country to shirk its responsibility to extend such security
guarantees.

I now turn to the question of the prohibition of chemical weapons, The CCD
was seized of this question for more than 10 years. It is disappointing that the
objective of &4 complete prohibition of chemical weapons has remained as remote as
ever. On the contrary, more and newer chemical weapons have appeared in the
arsenals of the Superpowers. During the last year, numerous reports have revealed
that people subjected t0 oppression and aggression are being cruelly injured and
massacred by the use of chemical weapons. This very real threat of the use of
chemical weapons has given more urgency to the question of the complete prohibition
of such weapons. In our view the Committee should proceed at its present session
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on the basis of last year's achievement and enter into substantive negotiations for
the drafting of an international convention on the complete prohibition of chemical
weapons,

The reported use of chemical weapons in Afghanistan, Cambodia and Laos is of
serious concern to people everywhere, A resolution was adopted by the
United Nations General Assembly at its thirty-fifth session calling for an
international investigation into the use of echemical weapons., This reflects the
strong indignation of the countries of the world at the use of such weapons.
The Chinese delegation will support all proposals and measures that would
strengthen the 1925 Geneva Protocol and effectively prevent crimes in v1olat10n
of the said Protocol.

With respect to the question of a comprehensive programme of disarmament,
the Chinese delegation has always attached importance to the formulation of the
programme because it involves the objectives and principles of disarmament as
well as specific disarmament measures, and therefore has a great significance
for, and impact on, the future course of disarmament. In order to help promote
progress in the field of disarmament, the programme should lay down the basic
principles and establish the priorities of disarmament measures on the basis of
the actual situation in the world at present,

In our opinion, the programme should incorporate the reasonable proposals
that countries in possession of the largest arsenals should bear special
responsibilities for disarmament, that disarmament should help to safeguard the
sovereignty, independence and security of countries, and that conventional
disarmament should also be given importance together with nuclear disarmament.

All of these are in line with the urgent requirements of the small and medium—sized
countries and would help to reduce the threat agalnst world peace and the security
of countries posed by the enormous arsenals of the Superpowers. These important
proposals are also reflected in the Final Document of the first special session

of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to dlsarmament and in the proposals
on the main elements of a comprehensive programme of disarmament of the

United Nations Disarmament Commission, C(ur Committee should take this into full
account in the course of formulating the programme,

The Chinese delegation shares the hope of many others for real progress in the
negotiations on the various agenda items during the present session. People have
high hopes for the General Assembly's second special session on disarmament to be
held in 1982, and our Committee should contribute to the preparations for that
session through our efforts here. The task facing us is therefore both important
and urgent. The Chinese delegation is prepared to co-operate with other members and
join in the common effort to overcome the difficulties and obstacles and contribute
effectively to the promotion of disarmament and the safeguarding of world peace.

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I thank the distinguished representative
of China for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair.
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. Mr, SUJKA (Poland): Mr. Chairman, it gives me great pleasure to join all the
distinguished speakers who took the floor before me in welcoming you most warmly on
behalf of -the Polish delegation as the Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament for.
the month of February, at the beginning of its 1981 session., Let my sincere
congratulations be accompanied with words of high appreciation that the members of my
delegation and I share for your diplomatic skill so well reflected in your excellent
performance during the first two weeks of our debate.

Together with our best wishes to you for the remaining part of this month, I
cannot fail to say how pleased I am to welcome to this Chair a distinguished
representative of France, the country with which Poland maintains age-old relations of
mutual respect and co-operation.

I also wish to express warm thanks to His Excellency Ambassador Terrefe of Ethiopia
for his valuable contribution to the work of the Committee in its conoludlng session
last year, and particularly for performlng the difficult task of presiding when the .
Committee's report to the thirty-fifth session of the General Assembly was being
prepared. ’

My best wishes go to the distinguished representatives of Egypt, Pakistan, Romania
and Zaire who have recently joined us as heads of their respective delegations at this
conference table. I also cordially wish all the best to the Secretary of the Committee,
H.E. Ambassador Jaipal, and to all members of his staff who do not spare their efforts
in discharging their respons1ble task of ensurlng that the work of our Committee runs
smoothly.

We are entering the third consecutive year of activity of the enlarged Committee
on Disarmament and the second year of its work with its full membership. This work has
enriched us with additional experience and we have now got to know each other much
better than we did three years ago, although there have been, as usual, routine transfers
of heads of delegations, On the other hand, the monthly rotation of the chairmanship
brings. varlety toour work through consecutlve chairmen'’s individual features shaped
by the historical background and the specific characteristics of their nations.

My delegatidn fully shares the remarks, already expressed, on the importance of
this year's session of the Committee on Disarmament. I shall probably not be giving
away a secret if I say that my delegation has arrived at the 1981 session of the
Committee with a clear instruction from its Government: to contribute to the
strengthening of thig Committee which constitutes the only forum of a world scope for
multilateral disarmement negotiations, endowed with the confidence of Governments and
the whole international community. In order not to fail this confidence, my delegation
hag been instructed to make every possible effort to ensure the constructive nature of
the work of the Committee and of its subsidiary bodies, to seek persistently a compromise
which would secure a balanced character in the formulas worked out and would not infringe
upon the interests of mutual security. This approach is based on the conviction that
the balance of security must be sought along a declining line of the armaments spiral,
since, in the past ‘35 years, the movement upwards has brought a five-fold increase in
armaments spendings. However, no one would venture to give an affirmative answer to
this simple question: is the world today five times more secure?

The Government of the Polish People's Republic, mindful of the historical
experiences of its own nation and faithful to its alliances, invariably spares no
effort in order that the process of détente, begun in the late 1960s and early 1970s,
should be developed and strengthened by accompanying indispensable disarmament efforts,
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Such a position has been held by my country not only in those times when dangerous
clouds were gathering over the world but alsc and, perhaps, particularly in the times
when we were witnessing edqually dangerov: local storms. Just such particular times
make it imperative to intensify the search for o lowering of the levels of military
means of confrontation. In this context, the signals of a nev phase in the arms race
must cause concern in Poland., The well-known decision of the Council of NATO on the
deployment of medium-range rockets in western Europe, as well as the recent news on
the neutron bomb and binary weapons constitute such signals. And again, as in the
past, it is being argued that a resumption of the issue of the deployment of the
neutron bomb and proceeding to the production of binary weapons would restore the
sheken strategic balance. Of course, one feels inclined to ask: what are the new
elements or facts which have arisen since mid-1979 when, with the signing of the

SALT IT agreement, the existence of a strategic balance of forces was explicitly
confirmed. After all, it cannot be assumed that the endorsement of such a balance
was based at that time on miscalculation or with a view to deceive one's own nation
as well as its partners.

My country is vitally interested in putting an end to the search for any excuses
which could serve to justify the speeding up of the arms race. We are interested in
abandoning the philosophy of seeking a balance of forces and in favour of the philosophy
of the balance of reason. Guided by such a sense of reason, Poland has put forward at
the lMadrid follow-up meeting of the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe,
on behalf of the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty, a proposal to convene in Warsaw
a conference on military détente and disarmament in Europe of all States participating
in the Madrid meeting. Realizing the fact that there are different approaches towards
such a conference, we earnestly hope, however, that the idea of convening it will be
accepted by all participants in the Madrid meeting., Ve see this conference as, first
of all, a decisive step towards strengthening confidence-~building measures in Europe,
the continent which has the greatest accumulation of all possible dangerous weapons.
To host such a conference would be an honour to my country, whose peaceful initiatives
have been markedly reflected in the post-war political realities of Burope. In line
with the aforementioned conference goes the invariable intevest of Poland in a prompt
and meaningful bieakthrough in the talks on the mutual reduction of armed forces and
armaments in Central Burope which are taking place in Vienna.

As a representative of a State Party to the Warsaw Treaty, I should also like to
mention the initiatives of this defensive organization, recapitulated during its
jubilee session in Varsaw in Moy 1980. The decisions taken at this session, contained
in the document of the Committee CD/98, clearly call for the acceleration of progress
in disarmament negotiations. This appeal was repeated at the meeting of leaders of
States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty last December.

I wish to express the firm conviction of my delegation that we shall, this year,
find enough will, determination and perseverance to make, in this Committee, more
significant progress than we have done in past years. This conviction is based on
the following premises:

1. VWe have accumulated enough experience in the conditions of the enlarged Committee's
membership;

2+ Ve have achieved concrete results in its work, such as:

(a) An outline of negotiating positions, i,e. an awareness of convergent
and divergent positions;
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(b) A"S&léction of issues and their outlines from their startlng points
to their solutions; '

(¢c) Agreed organizational platforms, methods and forms of negotiations;

3.  Within the Committee there is a prevailing tendency towards maintaining and
strengthening its function as a negotiating body, endowed with a business-like
atmospherc and a will to avoid any superfluous formalism and unnecessary political
controversies,

The working paper CD/141 introduced by Ambassador Herder, the distinguished
representative of the German Democratic Republic, on behalf of a group of socialist
States reflects also the views of my delegation on the organizational aspects of the
work of our Committee. There is no need to repeat them now. I would like to confine
myself to exXpressing my delegation's deep satisfaction and, at the seme time,
congratulations to you as our Chairmen on the consensus achieved on the re-establishment
of four working groups. There should be no difficulties, I think, for these groups
to start their substantive work without further delay.

It would respond adequately to the appeal of the United Nations General Assembly,
contained in resoluticn 35/152 L addressed to States members of the Committee on
Disarmament "to intensify their efforts to bring to a successful end the negotiations
which are currently taking place in the Committee on Disarmament". Another element of
optimism would be a decision that, for the time being, the ad hoc working groups could
continue their work on the basis of last year's mandates which might later be amended
or changed if the Committee so decides.

The general goal and point of departure in the work of the ad hoc groups should
bes to continue and advance and perhaps even finalize what is ready for solution on
the basis of what has already been done. )

With your permission I should now like to say a few words about the tasks of the
specific working groups -as we see them.

First, the Vorking Group on the prohibition of chemical weapons. My delegation
looks forward to participating and to contributing actively and constructively to the
work of the Ad Hoc Vorking Group on Chemical Veapons, The group should--~ without
undue delay-- continue snd advance the work undertaken in 1980, In our view, it could
in particular take up the issues which were not discussed last yéar owing to lack of
time, or it could elaborate in a more detailed manner the questions on vhich a general
convergence of views has already appeared.

Let us not forget that parallel to our work in the Commitiee on the prohibition
of chemical weapons there are also the bilateral talks on that subject. Ve consider
them very important for the proccss of multilateral negotlatlons, gspecially as their
results have been very hopeful., I can only wish and hope that they be resumed very
soon and that their results will enhance our work, ‘

It is my strong personal conviction that there are already sufficient premises for
a tangible progress in the process of working out the dralt of an agreement on the
prohibition of chemical weapons. Vhat we really need is a political will and the
political decisions of Governments to have such an agrecument, - - -

-«



CD/PV,105
24

(Mr, Sujka (Poland)

I now come to the question of the prohibition of radiological weapons. The
Polish delegation believes that the Ad Hoc Working Group on this subject should
immediately procced with the negotiations. - This group has at its disposal the jointly
agreed proposal which is a gocd basisz for the drafting of a convention, Ve see no
major difficulties in reconciling different approaches which appeared in the process
of negotiations., Allow me to express my hope that this will be feasible in 1981 as
the Group will have more time for negotiations than it had last year.

Another Ad Hoc Vorking Group which should, in our view, finalize its work this
year is the Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament. My delegation
shares the opinion that there is no doubt as to the validity of the Group's mandate.
It has been set up with the specific and concrete task of elaborating a comprehensive
programme of disarmament which will be presented, in due course, to the General Assembly
at its second special session on disarmament, to be held in 1982, This adds an
‘element of importance and urgency to its work, since such a programme will have to be
fully drafted well in advance of the special session. My delegetion is convinced
that the Group will make an effective and constructive contribution to the success of
the second special session. The comprehensive progremme of disarmament which we are

- striving for will not be really comprehensive if it does not include a certain
psychological infrastructure of disarmament. It should, in the view of my Government,
provide for such measures as would arm public opinion w1tn the copv1ctlon that. to 11ve

- in peace one has first to start to disarm.

As far as effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear weapon States
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons are concerned, the Polish delegation,
while repeating that the Working Group's aim is the elaboration of an international
convention, believes that in order to bring the issue closer to its solution, the
Working Group could consider some kind of interim arrangement. In such an arrangement
we would like to see an agreed common formula of assurances instead of five unilateral
statements.

I should now like to turn to the items of our agenda cm which no subsidiary
bodies were established but wvhich have always been accorded a very high priority in
our considerations,

One such item is a comprehensive nuclear-weapon test~baon.,  In the view of the
Polish delegation we can no longer delay the establishment of an ad hoc working group
on this subject. In fact, we are of the opinion that such a working group should be
estaplished immediately. The ad hoc worliing group on a comprehensive nuclear-weapon
test-ban, with the participation of all nuclear-weapon States, should take into account
the results of the trilateral negotiations on the subject and 21l other proposals and
future initiatives. It couid define the issues to be dealt with in the negotiations
on an agreement on this subject and start negotiations on the shape of this agreement.

Another high-priority item on our agenda is the cessation of the nuclear arms
race and nuclear disarmament. The high priority my country attaches to early progress
in this area was shown by the proposals Poland and other socialist countries put
forward in 1979 (contained in document CD/4) for the start of negoitiations on ending
the production of all types of nuclear weapons and gredually reducing their stockpiles
until they have been completely destroyed, Ve firmly believe that this issue and other
issues relevant to the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament deserve
to be negotiated within an ad hoc working group which should be established. This
working group could begin its proceedings with the examination of the question of the
elabcration and clarification of the stages of nuclear disarmament as envisaged in
paragraph 50 of the Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament, including the role and responsibilities of both nuclear-weapon
States and non-nuclear-weapon States in the process of nuclear disarmement.
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hile T am on the subject of the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmaméent, I would like to mention another topic which has found its place on our
agenda this year and which deserves a closer scrutiny. I have in mind the question of
elaborating an international agreement on the non-stationing of nuclear weapons on the
territories of States where there are no such weapons at present. The Polish
delegation is convinced that such an agreement could contribute to the limitation of
the nuclear arms race and to the progress of détente, and thus would constitute an
important step towards ilhe limitation of armaments. In our opinion such an agreement
could best be elaborated by the ad hoc working grouw, whiech could start its work in the
near future. '

Last but not least is the question of banning new types of weapons of mass
destruction and nev systems of such weapons., The Polish delegation lends its support
to the proposal for the establishment of an ad hoc working rwour of experts on this
subject, The main task of such a group, which would be working under the auspices of
the Committee on Disarmament, would be the elaboration of an expert report on all the
consequences of developnents in the field of potentially dangerous research work which
might in effect bring about new types and systems of weapons of mass destruction., This
group could also give us indications as to the particular types of veapons of mass
destruction that should be subject to a han.

It is worth remembering that the 1981 session of the Committee on Disarmament is
the last full session we have before the second special scssion of the United Nations
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. It is alsc worth remembering that we have
certain obligations which we ore required to meet before thet session., If we want
seriously to meet them ond to achieve tangible results in at least one or two porticular
areas of disaymament before the special session, we will have to achieve them vithin the
next few months, ‘

The good and constructive atmosphere in which we started our work this year as
well as the concrete decisions already talten by the Committee under your Chairmanship
fill us with optinism, and augur well for the results of this session. On behall of
the Polish delegation I would like to declare our full co-operation with you,

Mr. Chairman, and with your successors in the Chair in the effort to attain our common
goal.

The CHAIRIAN ($ranslated from French): I thank the distinguished Ambassador of
Poland for hig statemen®t and T should also like to thank him warmly for his kind words
both about myself and about my country.

Mr, OWKELINX (Belgium) (Lrenslated from French): Ifr. Chairmen, last Tucsday in
this Committee, venturing upon o comparison with llonsieur de Callitres, I said what I
felt on the subject of your chairmanghip, I think it might be somevhat unsuiteble if,
as the representative of Belgium, & neighbour country whose relations with France are
so profound, so sustained and so friendly, I were to expatiote upon the satisfaction I
feel at seeing you preside over our work, I would rather note the satisfaction
expressed by everyone in the Committee at the way in vhich you are directing our
discussions; I believe first, that, this illustrates your country's policy and the
excellent relations that Frzace maintains with all Stetes and, secondly, that it also
represents a recognition of your cminent qualities., In this comnection, I should like
to echo the words used by the Ambassador of Brazil in the speech he has just made, He
spoke of your "gentle firmness', end I find that this is 2 wost “cXiwiious description
of the representative of & country once celebrated in song ac "gentle Frence".
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You will remain in our minds as the man who, within the space of a fortnight,
succeeded in solving the bulk of the difficult organizstional problems with which our
Committee was facod. Thanks to your diplomacy and slzill, you have done it while
preserving an exceptionally friendly atmosphere within our Committee.

In welcoming that friendly atmosphere, I should also like to say how glad we are
to see Ambassador Jaipal, Ifr. Berasategui and their whole team with us again. They
are, I feel, trusty counsellors and enlightened guides both for the Chair and for each
delegation., It is very often thanlis to them thet we can make our way through
procedural tangles and solve problems in the orgenization of our work,

Lastly, I should like to welcome among us our new colleagues from Argentina,
Begypt, Pakistan, Romania and Zaire. I believe that, through the contacts they have
already established with us in the past few days, they have shown that they were
adapting themselves perfectly to the atmosphere of our Committee, and I feel that this
bodes well for our continued co-operation with them.

At the outset of this third year of activities of the Committee on Disarmament
with its present structure and membership, I should lilke to draw attention to the risks
that are increasingly confronting the effort to secure arms control and disarmament - -
an effort in which an essential responsibility has been laid upon our Committee.

These risks arise, first, from the alarming state of international security. Tor
a year now, the vast majority of the members of the international community have
repeatedly voiced their concern over the deterioration of the conditions of security
'in the world. The continuation of actions involving force in various part of the world
hardly encourages us to amend that view. A year ago, I told the Committee that "it
would ... e a grave error of political judgement to speak today in .,. the Committee
on Disarmament without expressing the deep concern felt by our peoples and leaders
over what has been taking place in Afghanistan since late December 1979". The
situation has remained unchanged since then, and today we feel more than ever that
only moderation in the behaviour of States could restore a batter political climate,
which alone would be conducive to further progress in disarmament negotiations.

But the stagnation which marked, in particular, the second half of the las?
decade may perhaps also be explained by factors more intrinsic than the political
climate to which I have just referred. The approaches we have envisaged, our working
methods and the ways and means we have devised also deserve close scrutiny. It would
no doubt be mistaken to place the responsibilily for the meagreness of the results
achieved in the last few years exclusively upon politicel factors extrinsic to arms
control., It is up to us, as well as to other competent bodies, to identify with the

greatest possible rigour all the reasons for the situation.

Three years after the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament we are forced to admit that although the Final Document which resulted
from the session has lost none of its validity, the hopes it raised have not been
fulfilled., The second special session planned for next year should give fresh impetus
to the efforts of all States,and especially those represented on this Committee.

Possibilities do exist, even under present political circumstances. Thus, my
country welcomed the opening last year of preparatory talks between the United States

and the USSR, as part of the SALT process -- to whose continuation Belgium attaches
the greatest importance -- concerning the limitation of certain specific systems of

theatre nuclear weapons. Ify country's authorities look forward to the most rapid
possible development of these talks.
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Similarly, the conclusion of a Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the
Use of Certain Conventional VJeapons also demonstrated the possibility of achieving
concrete results notuvithstanding the present disappointing international climate.

Some results vere also achieved at the last session of the General Assembly,
such as the adoption by consensus of resolution 35/156 D concerning the Study on all
the aspects of regional disarmament. Belgium will do its best to ensure the follow-up
of this Study so that it may, in the words of the resclution, "encourage Governments
to take initiatives and to consult within the different regions with a view to agreeing
upon appropriate measures of regional disarmament®. Belgium hopes that other States
will inform the Secretary-General of the United Nations of their views regarding the
study and its conclusions. In this conncction I ghould add thal Belgium is happy to
note the importznce attached in Europe to the regional approach and is taking an active
part in the Vienna talks for mutual balanced forces reductions, vhere the western
countries have, in particular, proposed the concluzion of an interim first-stage
agreement on reductions in Soviet and United States forces and, at the sawe tine,
have submitted a sct of associated measures aimed at strengthening confidence among
the participating States. Belgium is alsco represented in lMadrid, at the second
conference for the review of the Final Acl of Helsinki, to which it would like to
impart renewed wouentum, especially as regards the military aspects of security, by
supporting the French proposal for a conference on disarmament in Europe.

In these areas relating to the regional approach, as in other, Belgium greatly
looks forward to the contribution to disarmament work that will be made by the
activities of the United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research, whose recent
estoblismment wve warmly welcome.,

So far as the Committee on Disarmament itsclf is concerned, it should endeavour,
vithin the framework of its programme of work, to function effectively vherever it
is ablc to make a useful contribution, To be able to do this, it is essential that it
should evoid parslysing procedural disputes and get on as quickly as possible to ihe
substance of the items on its agenda. We welcome the fact that under your wide,
skilful eand adroit chairmanship the Committee should have made such & good start as
regards organizetional matters.

The working instruments the Committee on Disarmament fashioned at its last session
offer considerable advantages which should not be wasted in 1931. Ho time should be
lost in putting these instruments into use once more. For this reason, Belgium
suggests that the four working groups set vp with regard to certain important items
on the agenda -~ chemical weapons, the comprchensive programme of disarmament,
radiological weapons and security assurances —- should rapidly resume their activities
in accordance with the negotiating role of our Committee. This role should be preserved
at all costs, for there are, we believe, enough other forums within the United Nations
framework where more theoretical problems connected with disarmament can be debated.
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My country has on o number of occasions made the point that the working groups .
method has proved perfectly compatible with efforts being rursued in separate
negotiations. It should be possible to reconcile the desire to see those negotiations
succeed ~- both in the field of chemical weapons end in the immensely important one
of the complete prohibition of nuclear tests —— with the legitimate concern of the
Committee on Disarmament to deal in substance with the well-defined items on its
agenda.,

I should like to speak here of those which seem to me to be the most important
among thew, bearing in mind the limited time set aside for our work,

The question of a nuclecr test ban will undoubtedly arouse special interest
during this session of the Committee. Tirst, the three States engaged in negotiations
on this question presented at the end of the 1980 session of the Committee a report
which was more substantial than that for 1979 and which will not fail to provide
material for discussion., Secondly, the Review Confercnce of the Parties to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Veapons demonstrated that this lkey
instrument of arms control should be seen merely as the point of departure of a
policy and that it ought to be followed by other, more ambitious, precise and specific
decisiong on security and disarmament. The conclusion of a nuclear test ban treaty
should be one of those decisions.

In this context, and without prejudging the manner in which we shall decide to
tackle this question as a whole, Belgium would like, for its part, to dwell on the
problem of the detection and identification of seismic events, to which the
tripartite report itself atitaches great importance.

Two topics could be submitted for our attention:

Firgt, that of the means of ensuring a judicious geographical distribution of
stations participating in the network for the detection and identification of seismic
events, more par icularly in the light o considerations ersressed at the informal
meeting of the Committee on Disarmement on 18 July 1980 with the participation of
experts from the Ad Hoc Group concerned with the detection and identification of
seismic events;

Secondly, that of the considersation of the new mandate which could be given to
the Group of Bxperts after 1931. That mandate might be more directly comnected with
the various problems of seismic data exchange which our Committee may discuss,
particularly in relation to consideration set forth in the tripartite report and
more specifically in connection with the setting up of a committee of erperts to
examine gquestions relating to international seismic data exchange.

Belgium has never ceased to show interest in the negotiations aimed at the
prohibition of chemical weapons. Uhereas, during its work in 1900, the Committee
on Disarmament focused its attention principally on problems relating to the
drafting of a convention on the prohibition of the development, production and
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stockpiling of chemical weapons and their destruction, it would seem logical and
timely if it were now to endeavour to supplement and, sbove all, to harmonize the
various viewpoints expressed. Iliy country will spare no effort to try to contribute

to this process the aim of which is to reinforce fthe work begun by the Geneva Protocol
more than a quarter of a century ago. C

In the matter of radiological weapons, the path mapped out for us by the
Committee's work in 1980 is clearer. DRapid sgreement should be possible on the
conclusion of a treaty, for the prohibition of such weapons, provided that, bearing
in mind the security constraints to which our States are subject, we agree on a
realistic definition of the weapon we want to prohibit. Such a definition, however
limited it might be in its implications for the strategic relationships of the moment,
should in no way prejudice the efforts yet to be made. It would in any case constitute
the first prohibition in a field in which all States could undertake to pursue
negotiations with a view to achieving further significant results,

The elaboration of a compréhensive disarmament programme should be continued
without delay in such a way that it will be possible to gubmit it to the
General Assembly at its second special session on disarmament. The value of this
programme will not be derived from the constraints, whether chronological or legal.
Ve have never thought that conditions of a coercive nature or strict negotiating
deadlines could be imposed on negotiators from the outside. The programme's value
will lie in the consensus achieved with regard to the elaboration of a series of
measures the implementation of which should be stimudatzd by the sccond special cesesion
of the General Ascembly devoted to disarmament.

Lastly, the question of the security assurances to be given by the nuclear-weapon
States to non-nuclear States has already been discussed so much that an imeginative
effort vould now seem to be called for. DBelpium has already suggested the following
two possible ways in which progress in this direction might be achileved, bearing in
mind the difficulty of finding a universal common denominator in the unilateral
declarations which have been made to date by the nuclear-weapon Powers:

The first suggestion, one of foxrm, was that these assurances should be approved
by the Security Council -~ an idea recently echoed, with various quelifications, by
certain delegations in the Committees;

The second suggestion, one relating to substance, was that an effort should be
made to find a safeguard formula which would provide the maximum assurance for those
States vhich have chosen the path of non-alignment.

The Committee on Disarmament will be best able to do its job successfully if it
discusses proposals that are credible and well-defined., It is essentially in this
pragmatic and, we hope, constructive spirit that Belgium proposes to work in the
Committee in 1981,

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I thank Ambassador Onkelinx for his
statement and I should like to convey to him ny woarm gratitude for his very kind
remarks about myself and my country -- I was very touched by them.
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Mr. SOLA VILA (Cuba) (translated from Spanish): Allou me first to repeat
in the name of uy delegation our congratulations fto you ou your assumption of
the Chair of the Committee on Disarmament at the beginning of our work this year.
Ve are convinced that under your skilled guidance, this body will begin to focus
its attention on its principal task, that of achieving effective measurcs of
disarmament.

I vish to assure you that in this aim you can count on the full co-operation
of my delegation.

Yle wish also to extend our congratulations to the representative of our
sister nation Ethiopia, the oubtgoing Chairman. At the same time, we should like
to wvelcome to the Committee the new representatives of Pakistan, Romania, Zaire
and Egypt and ve look forvard to co-operating with them in carrying out the tasks
laid upon our Committee.

The year vhich has just ended was characterized by a marked tendency towards
an increase in international tensions and an aggravation of the arms race. There
is proofl of this in the decision of some countries permanently to increase their
military budgets up to the end of the present century and embark on the manufacture
of sophisticated weapons of mass extermingtion.

These steps still further increase the gravity of the present international
atmosphere already rendered precarious by the decision to deploy 572 medium—-range
nuclear missiles in Europe and by the escalation of armaments in the Indian Ocean,
the Caribbean Sea, the Arabian Gulf and the Middle sCast.

In addition to these facts, moreover, there are the nev ideas that now exist
about the possibility of a limited nuclear war, increasing further the risk of
a nuclear catastrophe, and the indefinite postponement of the ratification of
the SALT II agr-cment, with the evident intent of making this important treaty
a dead letter. ’

This gives the measure of the importance of the work of the Committee on
Disarmament in 1981. As you are aware, the second special session of the
United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament is to be held next year,
and we consider it incumbent upon the Committee, therefore, to achieve concrete
results to justify its work, in accordance vith the mandate given it by the
Ceneral Assembly at its first special session on disarmament.

A review of our work shows that the establishment of vorking groups for the
tasks assigned to the Committee is the appropriate way of negotiating in this
body, in an atmosphere of understanding which can contribute to the achievement
of our objectives. Let me therefore express our congratulations and pleasure
to the chairmen of the four groups that have been meeting up to the present,
with the hope that the groups vwill be re-esbtablished wvithout delay and will
immediately embark on their substantive worlk.

It is the intention of my delegation to bend its efforts to ensuring that
the Committee on Disarmament is not held back this year by sterile debates over
procedural questions or matters that have nothing to do vith our work, on which
ve have in the past spent too much time. Ve must establish the practice of
embarking promptly on concrete work and fruitful negotiations which vill bring
tangible results.
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The Cuban delegation feels obliged to endeavour to persuade the Committce on
Disarmament to focus its work on the priorities established by the United Hations
General Assembly at its first special session devoted to disarmament, those same
priorities which this negotiating body has set itselfl.

Unfortunately, it has not yet been possible to establish working groupsc on
such important subjects as a comprehensive nuclear test ban, nuclear disarmament
and nev typecs and systems of weapons of mass destruction. Ve cherish the hope
that for these items also, vhich arc so vital to the cause of disarmament, the
Committee will quickly decide to establish the appropriate working groups.

As the arms race intensifies, as the threat to -human survival increases, so
the demaxid of peoples for pecace increases and with it the need for the Committee
on Disarmament to achieve concrete results in its negotiations. My country
observes vith concern the spiralling of military expenditures the world over making
it ever more difficult for the underdeveloped countries to escape from the
situation of poverty and disaster vhich has been their lot for centuries.

In this connection, Fidel Castro, the President of Cuba, recently said:

IThe underdeveloped vorld would go on as belfore, only still more
underdeveloped; imperialism would go on as before, only even more
vealthy; end mankind would go on as before, only with a thousand million
people more than nov living in the most absolute povertyd.

To the present vorld situation, so precarious in itself with all its centres
of crisis and tension, with the increase of armaments in the most diverse regions,
is added the appearance of governments announcing ultra-reactionary programmes
vhich, far from promoting ways to secure a relaxation of tension or seeking
acceptable solutions, encourage warlike, interventiomist and hard-line policies.

My country is an integral part of the group of States threatened by aggression
and injustice; consequently, vhile we are resolved to play our part in the defence
of pence and international détente, at the same time ve are strengthening our
défences vith a viev to protecting our independence and sovereignty and the
legitimate interests of our people.

The foreign policy of Cuba vhich has just been ratified is based on the
principles of preserving peace and international sccurity and striving for
disarmament and the halting of the arms race.

Cuba will continue %o pursue this policy in all the international forums. and
in particular in this multilateral negotiating body. The Committee on Disarmament
offers the opportunity to demonstrate fully the true intentions of every country
as regards the struggle for disarmament and peace.

As early as during the first year of work of this body, as restructured,
the Group of 21 gave ample proof of their readinesz to collaborate actively in the
achicvement of concrete results. Similarly, the socialist countries submitted
various working papers reflecting their desire to achieve disarmament measures
without delay.
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It is preciscly those groups of States which have most urgently requested
the establishment of various working gr-aps in order to erser fully into negotiations,
in accordance with the desirc of pcace-loving couniries and peoples, vhich are
struggling tenaciously for the cessation of the arms race, for the removal of
the threat of var, for the strengthening of international détente and for the
economic and social well-being of the peoples.

These are the genceral comments that my country wishes to make, vhile reserving
the right to express our vievs and opinions on particular items in grcater detail
in the working groups and at fubture meetings.

The CHATRMAII (translated from I'vench): I thank the distinguished Ambassador
of Cuba for his statement and for the kind wvords he addressed to the Chair.

Mr. PROKOFIDV (Union of Sovieb Socialist Republics) (translated from Russian):
Mr. Chairman, the Soviet delegation cane to this session of the Cormittee with the
firm intention of making a constructive contribution to its vork and of helping to
create a business-like atmosphere in it. Houever, the fact that the Committiee
on Disarmament has bepun ihs work this year in s constructive manner, on a
business-like note, has apnarently not been to everybody's taste. The Soviet
delegation notes vith regret that at today's meeting there hac been an attempt on
the part of the Chinese delegation once again to divert the Committee's attention
from the important tasks before it and to poison the atmosphere in the Commitice
on Disarmament. There has been a repetition of hackneyed, slanderous and
groundless asserticns vhich have nothing vhatever to do with the vork of the
Committee. ‘The Soviet delegation reserves its right to revert to this question
vhen it considers that neccscsary.

lr. DADIRI (Iran) (translated from French): In the statement made a few
minutes ago, the distinguished and honoi able Ambassador o. Cuba used an erroneous
terminology in referring fto the stretch of wvater vhich separates the Iranian
plateau from the Arabian peninsula. Ag you all knov, that stretch of water has
been known under the nare of the Persion Gulf since time immemorial. The
exprescion Zersian Gulf has alvays been used in all encyclopaedias and all atlases,
as vell as by all societies and men of culbure. That term has also alvays been
used by United Ir{iong bodies and by all other agencies within the United Nations
system. I feel sure that the honcurable Ambassador of Cuba used the term he did
in speaking of the Persian Guli by oversight; all the same, my delegation wishes
to make this declaration so that it may be included in bthe recovd.

Hr. SOLA VITA (Cuba) (translated from Spanish)s lr. Chairman, if in my
statement I made an error of geographical terminology, I wish to apologize to the
representative of Iran. t is not our intention to embark upon any contentious
subject this year in the Committec on Disarmament but to vork fundamentally touards
the development of the task entrusted to us by the General Assembly at its
Tirst special sescion devoted to disarmament. If I made 2 mistake, thercfore,

I vould ask the represcntative of Iran to accept my formal apclogy.
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The CHAIRMAN (translated from French)s I thank the representative of Cuba
{for his statement. If no one elsec wishes to speak, I vould suggest that we
take up Working Paper No. 28, which ve discussed at yesterday's informal meeting,
and I should like to knouv if I may take it that there is a consensus in the
Committee regarding the confent of this document vith respect to lhe Committee's
ad _hoc vorking groups for 1981. '

Mr. GARCIA ROBIES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish): Vith reference to
the third paragraph, I should like tc ask a cuestion vhich is on a point of English.
According to vhat you told us yesterday, it vould be for Ambassador Summerhayes,
the distinguiched representative of the United Kingdom, to answer it. I vill
indicate in advance that my delegation vill accept bthe reply, vhatever it is.

The question is the following: the first three lines of this third paragraph
read: It is understood that the Committee will, as soon as possible, reviev the
mandates of the three ad hoc working groups vith a viev to adapting, ac appropriate,
their mandates to advance ..." and so on and so forth. Iy question is vhether
we could not delete the sccond ‘'their mandates' and replace it by the pronoun "them',
which would follov “adapting'. The text vould then read as follows: It is
understood that the Committee will, as soon as possible, reviev the mandates of
the three ad hoc wvorking groups with a vicu to adapting them, as appropriate,
to advance ...', etc. etc.

I repeat that vhatever the ansver may be I will accept it as valid and of
course 1 am merely acking a question.

Vith regard to the Spanish lext, I have a feu very modest suggestions for
the fourth paragraph vhich are intended solely to bring it exactly into line with
the English text, which is the original.  Thus the Spanish text, in our vieu,
should read: ''Queda entendido tambien que la decisidn adoniada por el Comité
no excluye de ningdn modo la consideracidn con cardcter urgente ..., etc., etc.
The vords, "la posibilidad de proceder a' should be deleted becausc they do not
appear in the English text.

Then, in the fourth line, the Spanish text at present reads, ... de la agenda
del Comité, y a la congideracidén ...", ebc. etbec. In view of the change that
needs to be made in the sccond line, I would suggest that this should be amended
to read V... la agenda cel Comité, ni tampoco la consideracidn ...'", etc.

1y, SUMMCRUAYES (United Kingdom): I will do my very best to ansver the
question, although I do not feel myself to be the only master of the Bnglish
language in this gathering.

My comment would be that although the amendments suggested by
Ambassador Garcia Robles mighl perhaps be slightly more clegant gramatically, the
existing vording is probably more explicit and mekes itself quite clear.

Therefore, I think that the only gain to be made would be in a slight
improvement in the elegance of the sentence; as I sce it, the existing sentence
is very clear in its meaning.
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The CHAIRMAN ($ranslated fron French)s Iy feeling vould be that we could
perhaps leave th- text as it is, because this in no way afiocts the substance.
I see that the French text doco not repeat the refercnce to the mandates of the
working groups, and speaks of adaptiing them according to nced. It can be deduced
from the context that this means adapting the mandates and not the vorking groups.
I realize, in fact, that the English text, as Ambassador Summerhayes caid, is more
explicit. I vonder if it is really nccessary to amend the text cince its meaning
is perfectly clear, although I apnreciatc that Ambassador Garcia Robles'!s concern
for elegance is entirely Justified.

Could wve, then, accept the text as it spands with the small variations in the
different languages wvhich do not, I think, affect the basic identity of meaning?

It vas so decided.

Mr, FLOWERREE (United States of America): Mr. Chairman, I apologize for
taking the floor at this late hour. Had ve had more time, I would have added my
voice more fully tc those who have congratulated you on the manner in vhich you
have conducted this session and to welcome our neuv members. My purpose in
intervening at this point is simply to put on record a statement vhich I made at
the informal meeting at the beginning of this week.

As is well knoun, the nev administration vhich vas installed in Vashington
just three weeks ago is engaged in a detailed review of important policy questions,
including those that relate to the vork of this Committee.

Iy Government is conscious, however, of the desire of the Committee to begin
its substantive vorl as soon ac possible, and therefore my delegation has been
authorized to join in a consensus on the re-establishment, under their former
mandates, of thosc working groups on vhich there was agreement last year.

In this connection, I wish to note that, since the subject-matter to be treated
by these working groups is under revieu by the nev United States Administration,
the nature of the participation of the United States delegation will be guided
by the pace and outcome of that revieu.

The CHAIRVAN (translated from French): I thank Ambassador Flowerree for
his statement. Before adjourning the meeting I should like to suggest to the
Committee that we hold a plenary meeting tomorrov at 10.30 a.m. so that the
Chairman of the Ad Iloc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International
Co-operative lMeasures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events can present ‘the Group's
report to the Commitiece. Ve can also, if necessary, tale up other subjects.
I am thinking in particular that ve could perhaps take a decision on the
appointment of the Chairmen of the working groups we have just set up, and it
goes without saying that if ve are in a position to take such a decision, it might
perhaps be a good idea to interrupt the plenary meeting for a few minutes to make
sure among oursclves that we really are in agreement on the persons to be appointed,
and ve can then resume our plenary meeting in order formally to record the \
agreement ve have reached on that subject. If there are no other obsérvations,
I shall adjourn this meeting.

The meeting rose at 1.15 p.m.
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